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Appropriately designed dual-core fibers using coupling-length phase matching (CLPM) allow for phase-
matched frequency downconversion over wide frequency intervals using the third-order optical non-
linearity of glass. By tuning the distance between the two cores, CLPM allows continuously tunable
phase matching for widely different wavelengths for the process in which a pump wave at a frequency ω2
generates or amplifies two waves with frequencies ω3 > ω2 and ω1 = 2ω2 − ω3. The intensity-dependent
correction that accounts for nonlinear phase-modulation is derived in general. In addition, a specific CLPM
configuration is found to be insensitive to phase-modulation, and can achieve 100% theoretical quantum
yield for pump wave injection in one core. Fiber-based frequency converters can thus be designed for large
differences between pump wavelengths and generated wavelengths, with the phase-matched interaction
enabling the use of meter-long fibers to compensate for low third-order susceptibilities. Examples of fiber
designs for pump wavelengths at 1.3 and 1.55 µm, to generate radiation with wavelengths longer than 2
µm, are discussed for silica and fluoride fibers. © 2024 Optical Society of America
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1. INTRODUCTION

The coupling between the cores in dual core optical fibers can
compensate for the natural bulk dispersion of the material and
lead to flexible phase matching opportunities for third-order
nonlinear optical interactions. The availability of appropriate
phase-matching schemes enables the design of fiber-based fre-
quency converters where a relatively weak third-order suscepti-
bility is compensated by a long interaction length, an attractive
opportunity for the implementation of new fiber-based optical
frequency converters.

In this work, we focus on the third-order nonlinear optical
interaction of three waves with frequencies ω3 > ω2 > ω1
that satisfy ω1 + ω3 = 2ω2. Such an interaction can be used to
create shorter wavelengths from longer wavelengths, or vice-
versa. We will almost exclusively use the example of frequency
downconversion, the generation of longer wavelengths from
visible or near-infrared wavelengths, but all our results equally
apply to any other frequency conversion scheme using this third-
order three-wave mixing process.

Third-order three-wave mixing can be seen as a difference fre-
quency generation process (2ω2 − ω3 → ω1), or also a paramet-
ric process (2ω2 → ω1 + ω3). These effects are the third-order

equivalents of the second-order nonlinear optical interactions
used in difference frequency generation, optical parametric gen-
eration (OPG), optical parametric oscillation (OPO), parametric
fluorescence, or parametric down-conversion. In the follow-
ing we will generally describe the wave at frequency ω2 as the
“pump” wave, and the waves at ω3 and ω1 as the “generated
waves”. Either of the two generated waves can also play the role
of a “seed wave” when it is injected into the system together
with the pump wave. Whenever we will discuss this possibility,
we will do so by considering the wave at ω3 as the seed wave, for
generation into the farther infrared. Such fiber-based frequency
converters would be useful to bridge gaps in the availability
of laser sources in farther infrared, for example in coincidence
with atmospheric transmission windows, where lasers could
be employed for infrared backscatter imaging spectroscopy [1],
LIDAR, or other investigations. As a third-order equivalent to
parametric fluorescence they could also be developed into a
source of photon pairs and for heralded single photon emission
[2, 3].

While three- and four-wave mixing in fibers has been treated
extensively in the literature [4–15], that previous work mostly
concentrated on the case of small frequency differences, which
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enabled natural phase matching for the above process, or the
simplified analysis of phase-mismatch by series expansion near
the degeneracy point where all frequencies are equal. The case
of large frequency differences between the interacting waves,
which is the focus of this work, has been treated less often [16–20]
and depends on the features of the refractive index dispersion
over a wide range of wavelengths. In this case, the coherence
length for phase-matched three-wave mixing is in general much
shorter than the length required to obtain a good conversion
efficiency.

Below, we first present a short review of the third-order three-
wave mixing process in bulk glasses and in single-mode fibers,
which we will use to establish the description of the physical
effects that come into play, and all the necessary definitions. As
part of this short review we will show how glasses with normal
dispersion always enable a particular choice of widely separated
wavelengths where the three-wave mixing described above is
phase matched. This particular phase-matching condition can
also be realized in single-core fibers [16–18] but it is constrained
to a small interval of pump wavelengths, with a limited range
of wavelengths for the generated waves, which can only be
weakly influenced by the two available design parameters, the
refractive index contrast between core and cladding and the core
radius. Other more general phase matching possibilities for this
three-wave mixing scheme could in principle include spatial
structuring of the material along the propagation length, but this
solution would be very inefficient, and difficult to control over
long propagation lengths.

Next, we will discuss the use of dual-core, or twin core, fibers
[21–23] with large coupling between the two cores to achieve the
necessary design flexibility and obtain phase-matched frequency
conversion for a wide range of pump wavelengths and gener-
ated wavelengths. The effect of the distance between the cores
can be understood in terms of coupling-length phase matching
(CLPM) [24], or in terms of intermodal coupling between the
nearby supermodes of the dual core waveguide. The use of two
twin cores effectively multiplies the possibilities to achieve phase
matching. This then allows to choose a large variety of pump
wavelengths, with increased flexibility in tuning the design for
different output wavelengths.

Finally, we must stress that the frequency conversion pro-
cess that we we are considering is characterized by interacting
waves with widely different wavelengths, and by an interaction
length required for significant frequency conversion that is of
the orders of meters or fractions of a meter. These relatively
large conversion lengths, determined by the strength of the
third-order nonlinearity and available intensities, are enabled
by phase matching. They are naturally not an issue in optical
fibers at wavelengths where the absorption lengths are longer
than the conversion lengths, and for interacting waves that do
not consist of pulses so short that they would walk away from
each other over a conversion length because of different group
velocities. Because of this, we will analyze this interaction in a
continuous wave limit that, given the dispersion of glass and the
interaction lengths we consider, will be valid for pulse durations
of nanoseconds or longer. The field of application of the type
of frequency converter that we propose in this work is that of
small bandwidth lasers with longer pulses.

A. Background and nomenclature
We will develop examples of phase-matched three-wave inter-
action in step-index cylindrical waveguides, both as a single
waveguide, as well as two parallel waveguides. In all cases,

every single waveguide will operate in its lowest-frequency fun-
damental mode, and we will rely on the standard expressions
for the parameters of cylindrical waveguides to obtain the prop-
agation constants and coupling coefficients, [25, 26]

∆ =
n2

core − n2
clad

2n2
core

(1)

V = k0ncorea
√

2∆ (2)

neff =
β

k0
=

√
n2

clad + b(n2
core − n2

clad) (3)

u = a
√

k2
0n2

core − β2 (4)

w = a
√

β2 − k2
0n2

clad (5)

κ =

√
2∆
a

u2

V3
K0(wd/a)

K1(w)2 (6)

where k0 = ω/c = 2π/λ, with λ the vacuum wavelength of the
electromagnetic wave. The step-index cylindrical waveguide is
described by its core radius, a, and by ncore and nclad, its core and
cladding refractive indices. To simplify our treatment, we will
generally consider a constant, wavelength-independent, small
refractive index contrast ∆n = ncore − rclad that gives ∆ ≪ 1.
The other parameters listed above are the normalized frequency-
parameter V, the propagation constant for the lowest guided
mode β, its effective refractive index neff, and the normalized
propagation constant b = b(V) obtained from the V-parameter
by solving the characteristic transcendental equation for the
lowest frequency guided mode [25]. We will also rely on the ap-
proximate expression (6) for the coupling coefficient κ between
the fundamental modes in two cylindrical waveguides with a
center-to-center distance d. This expression is valid for larger
values of wd/a (See Ref. [26], Chapter 18). Whenever neces-
sary, we have supplemented the results obtained in this way by
also calculating the propagation constants of the modes using
COMSOL Multiphysics software [27].

For the examples presented in this work, we will con-
sider silica and fluoride glasses with refractive index disper-
sion described by the standard Sellmeier expression n2 − 1 =

∑4
i=1 ai/(1 − b2

i /λ2) with the wavelength λ in µm and the pa-
rameters ai and bi given in Table 1.

Table 1. Sellmeier parameters used in this work for SiO2, ZrF4,
and InF3 glasses. The silica parameters are those for the 8655
and 7979 Corning glass. The fluoride parameters are for the
cladding of Thorlabs single-mode fluoride patch cables.

SiO2 ZrF4 InF3

a1 2.623483282E−2 0.705674 0.68462594

a2 7.306029048E−1 0.515736 0.4952746

a3 3.475321572E−1 2.204519 1.4841315

a4 9.216052441E−1 0.0 0.0

b1 −5.783959035E−3 0.087503 0.0680833

b2 5.600103210E−3 0.087505 0.11054856

b3 1.389808930E−2 23.80739 24.4391868

b4 1.006578079E+2 0.0 0.0
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In the third-order three-wave mixing process, the power of
the pump wave at ω2 is transferred to the generated waves at
ω1 < ω2 and ω3 > ω1. This is described by the third-order

susceptibility χ
(3)
ijkl(−(2ω2 − ω3), ω2, ω2,−ω3). The correspond-

ing nonlinear optical polarization that leads to the generated
wavelengths is

P(ω1)
NL = 3

4 ϵ0χ
(3)
eff (−ω1, ω2, ω2,−ω3)[E(ω2)]2E(ω3)∗ (7)

where the E(ωi) are the amplitudes of the interacting optical
electric fields, defined as the real part of their complex represen-
tation, the superscript asterisk stands for complex conjugation,

and χ
(3)
eff is the coefficient of the third-order susceptibility tensor

that in general depends on the polarization of the interacting

waves. In silica glass, χ
(3)
eff = χ

(3)
1111 ∼ 2 × 10−22V2m−2 for inter-

acting waves polarized parallel to each other [28]. We will use
S.I. units throughout.

2. DESCRIPTION OF THREE-WAVE INTERACTION

For the following analysis, we define the amplitudes

Ai =

√
ϵ0cni
h̄ωi

E(ωi) (8)

where E(ωi) is the amplitude of the optical electric field, ni is
the effective refractive index for the wave with frequency ωi,
ϵ0 is the permittivity of vacuum, c is the speed of light, and
h̄ is the Plank constant. The Ai have units of m−1s−1/2and
their square represents a photon flux, which will become useful
when considering the efficiency of this interaction in terms of
the quantum yield introduced below.

We also define an effective nonlinear optical coefficient

χ =
3
8

χ
(3)
eff

h̄
ϵ0c2

√
ω1ω2

2ω3

n1n2
2n3

S, (9)

whose units are the product of length and time (m s). Here, S
represents the overlap integral between the transverse mode-
profiles of the interacting waves for propagation in a waveguide,
with S = 1 for plane-wave interaction. For this work, S does
not play a big role: third-order nonlinear optical interactions
happen equally well both in the core and in the cladding region,
and S simply decreases slightly from unity as the wavelength
difference between the waves increases.

Finally, we will need to analyze the efficiency of the frequency
down-conversion process. Since conversion efficiency defined in
terms of power of the output with respect to the input power de-
pends on the frequencies, conversion efficiency is best discussed
in terms of a quantum yield. The nonlinear optical interaction
described above corresponds to the annihilation of two photons
in the pump wave at frequency ω2 and the creation of one pho-
ton each in the two waves at frequencies ω1 and ω3. Assuming
that the initial amplitude of the generated wave is A1(0) = 0,
the quantum yield of this process is

ϕ(z) =
2|A1(z)|2
|A2(0)|2

. (10)

This is effectively a “photon conversion efficiency” that reaches
ϕ = 1 when the pump wave is fully depleted. It is obtained by di-
viding the total number of photons that went into the generated
wavelengths (proportional to 2|A1(z)|2), by the initial number

of photons in the pump wave (proportional to |A2(0)|2). We
will show that for the three-wave mixing process discussed here
it is always possible to take into account both phase-matching
and the effect of self- and cross-phase modulation to reach a
quantum yield of ∼ 100% after a sufficiently large interaction
length. We note that the quantum yield that we define here must
be seen as a theoretical figure of merit for the corresponding
process, a fundamental upper limit for the efficiency that can be
reached in practical implementations.

A. Single mode wave interaction
This section considers three-wave interaction for single-mode
propagation, as can be found both for free space propagation,
or in a single-mode waveguide, and will then be followed by a
discussion of dual-core waveguides.

Inserting the time- and space-dependence of the three prop-
agating waves and the induced nonlinear optical polarization
(7) into the wave equation leads to the following set of coupled-
wave equations for the amplitudes (8),

∂

∂z
A1 = i χ[A1(2A3 A∗

3 + 2A2 A∗
2 + A1 A∗

1)

+[A2]
2 A∗

3ei∆kz], (11)
∂

∂z
A2 = i χ[A2(2A3 A∗

3 + A2 A∗
2 + 2A1 A∗

1)

+2A1 A∗
2 A3e−i∆kz], (12)

∂

∂z
A3 = iχ[A3(A3 A∗

3 + 2A2 A∗
2 + 2A1 A∗

1)

+[A2]
2 A∗

1ei∆kz], (13)

where ∆k = 2k2 − k1 − k3. This wavevector mismatch is nat-
urally zero at the degenerate point where ω1 = ω2 = ω3,
and it is negative whenever ω3/ω1 > (n2 − n1)/(n3 − n2),
with ni = n(ωi) the refractive index. In most materials, the
refractive index decreases fast at shorter wavelengths, slower
at longer wavelengths, and faster again at even longer wave-
lengths, where infrared oscillators have a progressively larger
effect. Because of this, when the pump wavelength is in the the
shorter wavelength region, ∆k initially becomes negative as ω1
decreases, moving away from the degenerate point, but then it
becomes positive again as ω1 reaches the region where infrared
oscillators start having a large impact and (n3 − n2) < (n2 − n1).
It follows that for “short enough” pump wavelengths there will
always be a transition from ∆k < 0 to ∆k > 0 as ω1 decreases,
and phase matching can always be achieved. This point will be
discussed at greater length later (Fig. 2).

In each of the three equations (11-13) the terms related to self-
and cross-phase modulation are in the first line, and the terms
related to the third-order interaction between the three waves
are in the second line. The third-order susceptibility χ

(3)
eff that

we defined in Eq. (7) is characterized by the fact that it tends to
the same off-resonant value in the limit where all its frequency
arguments are small. For frequencies in the transparency region
where the zero-frequency limit applies, it is therefore a good

approximation to use the same χ
(3)
eff for three-wave mixing and

for cross- and self-phase modulation.
When these phase-modulation terms are neglected, one finds

that the phase-matching condition ∆k = 0 will lead to a com-
plete transfer of the energy of the pump wave at frequency ω2
to the “sidebands” at frequencies ω3 and ω1 over an intensity-
dependent conversion length. But this cannot work in general
because the phase-modulation terms always lead to dephasing
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of the waves with propagation, even when ∆k = 0. And while
this dephasing is intensity-dependent and decreases at lower
intensities, the same low intensity also leads to longer conver-
sion lengths. In order to determine the conditions for optimum
conversion efficiency it is therefore necessary to take phase mod-
ulation into account. We do this here by following an approach
introduced by Cappellini et al. [29].

We start by pointing out that in our case the following quan-
tities must be independent from z in the absence of absorption:

A2
tot = |A1(z)|2 + |A2(z)|2 + |A3(z)|2 (14)

∆A2 = |A3(z)|2 − |A1(z)|2 (15)

The first condition reflects energy conservation, and A2
tot is the

total photon flux carried by all three waves together. The second
one is a characteristic of the nonlinear optical interaction we
are discussing here, a process in which two photons are taken
from wave 2 while one photon is added to each of the two other
waves.

In addition to A2
tot and ∆A2, Cappellini et al. identified the

following additional z-independent quantity (Eq. 6 in Ref. [29]):

|A2(z)|2
[

4|A1(z)A3(z)| cos ∆φ(z) +
∆k
χ

+ A2
tot − 3

2 |A2(z)|2
]

(16)
where ∆φ(z) = 2φ2(z)− φ1(z)− φ3(z), and the φi(z) are the
phases of the complex amplitudes Ai(z) = |Ai(z)|eiφi(z) of the
interacting waves.

We assume that the generated wave at frequency ω1 always
starts at zero amplitude, A1(0) = 0. Eq. (11) then implies that
φ1(0) = π/2+ 2φ2(0)− φ3(0) and therefore ∆φ(0) = 2φ2(0)−
φ1(0)− φ3(0) = −π/2.

This value of the initial phase difference ∆φ(0) causes the
energy to flow from the pump wave to the two other waves. This
situation would persist if there were no phase-modulation ef-
fects, but the self- and cross-phase modulation terms in Eqs. (11-
13) will always cause ∆φ(z) to drift away from this initial value:
for ∆k = 0, the energy transfer from pump to generated waves
cannot be maintained as the waves propagate.

Despite this, it is still possible to obtain a large conversion
efficiency for a specific value of ∆k ̸= 0. To find this specific
value, we use the fact that the maximum conversion efficiency,
corresponding to a quantum yield of ϕ(z) = 1 (Eq. 10) is ob-
tained when the pump wave has been completely depleted at
some distance z. The condition A2(z) = 0 then implies that the
invariant (16) vanishes for all values of z, and in particular also
for z = 0, where cos ∆φ(0) = 0. Inserting this in (16) one finds
that the optimum conversion efficiency can be realized when
∆k = χ

[
(3/2)|A2(0)|2 − A2

tot
]
, or

∆k = G = χ
[

1
2 |A2(0)|2 − |A3(0)|2

]
, (17)

where we have defined an intensity-dependent phase modula-
tion correction term G, valid for A1(0) = 0, which depends on
the injected pump intensity (at ω2) and also takes into account
the possible presence of a seed intensity (at ω3, in this case). The
above condition corresponds to the conventional phase match-
ing condition for low intensities, but it is otherwise a condition
for optimum conversion efficiency that depends only on the
initial intensities and the third-order nonlinearity.

We note that inserting Eqs. (8) and (9) into Eq. (17), together
with the intensity I = ϵ0ncE2/2 and the nonlinear refractive

index for self-phase modulation, nNL
2 = 3χ

(3)
eff /(4ϵ0cn2), leads,

in the limit of equal frequencies and dominant pump intensity,
to

G = γP (18)

where γ = 2πnNL
2 /(λAeff) is the nonlinear coefficient of a fiber,

with Aeff the effective mode area, and P the average pump
power in the guided mode. This result essentially matches ear-
lier approximations in the limit of almost degenerate frequencies
[9–11, 13, 14, 19], confirming the validity of Eq. (17).

The advantage of Eq. (17) compared to previous results is
that it is an exact relationship, derived analytically in general for
any three-wave interaction described by Eqs. (11-12). As such,
it is the necessary condition to obtain optimum quantum yield
when taking into account both self-phase modulation and cross-
phase modulation for all three interactive waves, and it will be
useful also when discussing the same effects in parallel, coupled
waveguides in section 3B. We also confirmed the validity of (17)
via direct numerical solutions of the coupled-wave equations.

As a rule of thumb, a gaussian laser pulse with an energy
of 1 mJ, a 10 ns duration (full width at half maximum), and a
beam waist of 5.5 µm has a peak intensity of ∼ 200 GW cm−2,
which is close to the damage threshold of fused silica [30–32].
At such an intensity for the pump wave and no seed wave, the
phase modulation correction term G in Eq. (17) has a value of

∼ 100 m−1 (using χ
(3)
1111 = 2 × 10−22 m2V−2 for fused silica

[28]). In fibers, we would expect at least one or two orders of
magnitude less than this intensity.

B. Wave interaction in two parallel waveguides

For two parallel guiding cores, the wave interaction process is
described by six coupled-wave equations for the amplitudes of
the waves in the two cores (a) and (b). The three equations for
core (a) are the same as those for a single-core, but with the
addition of the coupling terms to the other core:

∂

∂z
A(a)

1 = i χ[A(a)
1 (2A(a)

3 A(a)∗
3 + 2A(a)

2 A(a)∗
2 + A(a)

1 A(a)∗
1 )

+[A(a)
2 ]2 A(a)∗

3 ei∆kz] + i κ1 A(b)
1 , (19)

∂

∂z
A(a)

2 = i χ[A(a)
2 (2A(a)

3 A(a)∗
3 + A(a)

2 A(a)∗
2 + 2A(a)

1 A(a)∗
1 )

+2A(a)
1 A(a)∗

2 A(a)
3 e−i∆kz] + i κ2 A(b)

2 , (20)
∂

∂z
A(a)

3 = i χ[A(a)
3 (A(a)

3 A(a)∗
3 + 2A(a)

2 A(a)∗
2 + 2A(a)

1 A(a)∗
1 )

+[A(a)
2 ]2 A(a)∗

1 ei∆kz] + i κ3 A(b)
3 . (21)

These equations are completed with a symmetric set of three
equations describing the waves in core (b). Here, the κi =
κ(ωi) are the wavelength-dependent coupling constants of each
wave between the two cores; they can in general be expected
to be larger for longer wavelengths (κ1 > κ2 > κ3). A wave
of frequency ωi launched in one waveguide will fully move to
the other waveguide after a length Lc = π/(2κi). A similar
set of equations has been analyzed in Refs. [24, 33]. When it
comes to just phase-matching, these equations can be solved
to obtain the phase matching conditions in the limit where the
phase modulation terms in (19-21) are neglected [24]. Doing so
shows that phase matching is realized when any of the following
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conditions is fulfilled, [24]

∆Kα = ∆k − (κ1 − κ3) = 0, (22)

∆Kβ = ∆k − (κ1 − 2κ2 + κ3) = 0, (23)

∆Kγ = ∆k − (κ1 + 2κ2 + κ3) = 0, (24)

∆K′
α = ∆k + (κ1 − κ3) = 0, (25)

∆K′
β = ∆k + (κ1 − 2κ2 + κ3) = 0, (26)

∆K′
γ = ∆k + (κ1 + 2κ2 + κ3) = 0. (27)

These CLPM equations replace the simple ∆k = 0 condition of
the single-mode case by subtracting (as in Eqs. 22-24) or adding
(as in Eqs. 25-27) specific linear combinations of the coupling
constants. Thus, in this picture the coupling constants play the
role of wavevectors that compensate for the phase mismatch
described by ∆k.

The coupling constants are related to the single-mode propa-
gation constants ki and the propagation constants of the super-
modes in the dual-core configuration by

ki =
β
(e)
i + β

(o)
i

2
, κi =

β
(e)
i − β

(o)
i

2
(28)

or
β
(e)
i = ki + κi, β

(o)
i = ki − κi, (29)

where β
(e)
i = n(e)

i ωi/c and β
(o)
i = n(o)

i ωi/c are the propagation
constants for the even and odd supermodes in the two parallel

waveguides, respectively. n(e)
i and n(e)

o are the corresponding
refractive indices.

Substituting the relationships (28) into (22-27), delivers the
CLPM conditions in terms of the supermode propagation con-
stants alone:

∆Kα = β
(e)
2 + β

(o)
2 − β

(e)
1 − β

(o)
3 = 0, (30)

∆Kβ = 2β
(e)
2 − β

(e)
1 − β

(e)
3 = 0, (31)

∆Kγ = 2β
(o)
2 − β

(e)
1 − β

(e)
3 = 0, (32)

∆K′
α = β

(e)
2 + β

(o)
2 − β

(o)
1 − β

(e)
3 = 0, (33)

∆K′
β = 2β

(o)
2 − β

(o)
1 − β

(o)
3 = 0, (34)

∆K′
γ = 2β

(e)
2 − β

(o)
1 − β

(o)
3 = 0. (35)

CLPM phase matching, which was initially expressed in terms
of the coupling constants alone [24], is thus clearly revealed
to correspond to phase-matched mode-coupling between the
supermodes of the dual core structure. Both pictures are equally
valid and can give complementary insights.

By moving to a dual core configuration it becomes possible to
choose between six different phase matching conditions instead
of only one for a single-mode fiber. The limited phase match-
ing condition for the single-mode case, which can be adjusted
by varying core-radius and refractive index contrast, is greatly
expanded by the possibility of varying the distance between the
two cores. This additional flexibility of CLPM in dual core fibers
also greatly expands the range of available pump wavelengths
and generated wavelengths.

To conclude this section, we present in Fig. 1 a simplified
pictorial summary of the energy transfer from a pump wave to
generated waves that can be obtained thanks to CLPM condi-
tions such as ∆Kα = 0 (Eq. 22 or 30) in two parallel waveguides.
The pump wave is initially injected in just one of the two cou-
pled waveguides, and its power will then move back and forth

ω2

Waveguide (a)

Waveguide (b)

ω1
ω3

ω1
ω3

Fig. 1. Cartoon of the CLPM idea for the 2ω2 → ω1 + ω3 third-
order three-wave mixing process in dual-core fibers. A pump
wave (green) is injected into one of two parallel waveguides,
causing it to zig-zag between the two waveguides. Then, be-
cause of third-order optical nonlinearities, two additional
waves, one at a shorter wavelength (blue), and one at a longer
wavelength (red), are created during propagation. By adjust-
ing the distance between the waveguide, one can obtain phase-
matched energy transfer between the three waves for almost
any choice of wavelengths. This picture approximates the situ-
ation when the 2ω2 → ω1 + ω3 process is phase matched via
the ∆Kα CLPM condition, in which potentially the full power
of the pump wave can be converted into two generated waves
that, over long distances, mostly grow in the even or odd su-
permode of the two-waveguide structure.

between the two waveguides during propagation. Concurrently,
the third-order nonlinear interaction transfers energy from the
pump wave to the generated waves. Under the appropriate
conditions, this energy transfer continues unabated as the waves
propagate, leading to the depletion of the pump wave and the
creation of the generated waves. This can be obtained via the
CLPM conditions and by taking into account self-and cross-
phase modulation between all waves. The way this works can
be understood in this case in a manner similar to the quasi-
phase-matching process in second order nonlinear optics. In
one of the two waveguides, the intensity of the pump wave is
spatially modulated by the coupling to the other waveguide.
The creation of the generated waves therefore also happens in
the same spatially modulated way. This then allows the phase of
the waves to be the affected by the three-wave interaction when
the pump wave is present, and by linear optical propagation
when it is not there. When the combination of the two phase
changes is “just right”, phase matching can be obtained. How-
ever, words are not enough to describe what happens, and the
situation is significantly more complicated because the coupling
to the other waveguide actually affects all waves, and because
self- and cross-phase modulation also influence the phase of the
waves as they propagate.

The influence of cross- and self-phase modulation on the
quantum yield of the three-wave interaction process in dual-core
fibers, and the dual-core equivalent of the phase-modulation
correction term in Eq. (17), will be discussed in the next sec-
tion (part B), which also provides several examples of how the
CLPM conditions can be realized by adjusting the fiber design
parameters.

3. DISCUSSION OF FREQUENCY DOWN-CONVERSION
IN STEP-INDEX FIBERS

The following discusses phase-matched three-wave mixing in
single and dual-core fibers, and describes the conditions for
achieving optimum conversion efficiency in the presence of self-
and cross-phase modulation.

The topic and relevant issues are first highlighted for simple
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plane-wave interactions and for a single cylindrical step-index
waveguide in the example of a single-mode fiber. This will also
serve as a review of past work and as an introduction to the
topic, before going on to the dual-core, or twin-core, system and
the advantages of employing coupling-length phase matching
there.

Most of the calculations presented below compute CLPM con-
ditions using Eq. (6) and Eqs. (22-27). In some cases the accuracy
of the calculation was checked using COMSOL Multiphysics
[27] to find the propagation constants of the supermodes, and
then either Eq. (28) to obtain the single-mode propagation con-
stant, effective refractive index, and coupling constants, or else
directly the equivalent expressions (30-35).

Since calculations based on Eq. (6) loose any significance for
a wave with a frequency approaching the cut-off frequency of
the odd supermode, we also used COMSOL [27] to check for
such cases, or we generally avoided this situation by focusing
on the CLPM conditions (30-32), which do not rely on the odd
supermode for the generated wave at the longest wavelength.
Another reason to favor generation in the even supermode is the
fact that it facilitates outcoupling of the generated wave.

A. Free space propagation and single-mode waveguides
Since the coupled-wave equations (11-13) are valid both for
a single-mode fiber as well as for plane-wave propagation in
the bulk material, it is useful to first consider the behavior of
the phase-mismatch ∆k as determined by the refractive index
dispersion in typical glasses. In contrast to simple second-order
nonlinear optical interactions, the fact that the refractive index
monotonically decreases does not forbid phase matching for the
2ω2 → ω1 + ω3 process (which is also naturally phase-matched
in the degenerate case where all frequencies are equal).

A plot of ∆k(λ1) for different pump wavelengths λ2 is shown
in Fig. 2(a). The phase-matching conditions, given by the wave-
lengths at which the curves cross the ∆k = 0 line, change when
changing pump wavelength or, in fibers, also when changing
refractive index contrast or core radius. To get a better over-
all view of the phase-matching possibilities, it is more useful
to plot the generated wavelengths as a function of the pump
wavelength for given geometrical parameters: this is done for
the same three glasses in Fig. 2(b) for plane-wave interaction.
In order not to overload these examples, curves that apply to
fibers are only included for the example of ZrF4. In these plots,
each phase-matching curve reaches a cusp at a maximum pump
wavelength above which no phase matching can be obtained.
The cusp of the general wavelength-tuning curves corresponds
to the wavelength of zero group-velocity dispersion, which is
also marked by the intersection with the “degeneracy line” for
the case of three equal frequencies. For pump wavelengths be-
low this maximum value, the two branches of the curves give
the wavelength of the generated waves, which move farther and
farther apart as the pump wavelength decreases [4, 5, 15].

Here and in the following, all our examples will be for
step-index cylindrical waveguides with an index contrast of
∆n = 0.01, and most of them will use a core radius of 4.5 µm. As
a general observation, a silica waveguide with these properties
has a zero group-velocity dispersion wavelength shorter than for
the corresponding bulk glass, which leads to the phase-matching
curves of Fig. 2(b) being shifted farther to the left when going
from plane-wave interaction to waveguides with these param-
eters. It would take up too much space in this contribution to
consider all possible values of radius and index contrast, and
we concentrate instead on examples that clarify the most impor-
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Fig. 2. Frequency conversion for plane-wave interaction and
for single-mode fibers. Top: Phase mismatch ∆k vs. generated
wavelength λ1, for different pump wavelengths and glass
types. The differently colored curves are labeled with the cor-
responding material. Solid curves are for plane waves, dashed
and dashed-dotted curves of the same color are for single-
mode step-index fibers with an index contrast of ∆n = 0.01
and a core radius of 9 µm and 4.5 µm, respectively. Middle:
Wavelength-tuning curves for the generated wavelengths as a
function of the pump wavelength for the three glasses. Thick
solid curves are for plane-wave interaction. The solid line is
for the degenerate case of all frequencies equal to each other.
The ZrF4 example includes curves for a 4.5 µm core fiber
(dash-dotted line) and a 9 µm core fiber (dashed line). Bottom:
Wavelengths for optimum single-mode frequency downcon-
version efficiency in a silica fiber (∆n = 0.01, r = 4.5 µm) when
neglecting self- and cross-phase modulation (G = 0), and for
various phase modulation correction terms G (Eq. 17).
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tant features. Suffice it to say that a decrease in core radius or a
decrease in refractive index contrast around the chosen values
have a similar effect, shifting phase-matching curves like those
in Fig. 2(b) to the right, towards larger pump wavelengths (this
is seen for the ZrF4 waveguide, which for a 9 µm core radius has
the phase matching curves shifted to lower pump wavelengths
compared to the bulk, but then the cusp of the curve is shifted
again towards longer pump wavelengths when the radius is
decreased to 4.5 µm).

From Fig. 2(b), one finds that the 2ω2 → ω1 + ω3 process
can generate wavelengths between 2.5 and 1.7 µm in bulk silica
when using pump wavelengths between ∼ 1.16 and ∼ 1.25 µm,
respectively. And in bulk ZrF4 (or InF3) glass the same pro-
cess can generate wavelengths between 5 and 2.5 µm when
using pump wavelengths between ∼ 1.33 and ∼ 1.57 (∼ 1.53
and ∼ 1.77 for InF3) µm. In waveguides made with the same
glasses, waveguide dispersion modifies the guided-wave ∆k
but the main characteristics of the phase-matching condition
remain similar. The possibility of obtaining ∆k = 0 for three-
wave mixing was recognized early on for single-mode fibers
[16–18], but it is a general feature that applies also to plane-wave
interaction in all bulk materials with normal dispersion (see also
section 2A). Despite this, we are not aware of any experimental
demonstration of the predictions of Fig. 2(b) in bulk glasses.

Fig. 2(c) shows how the wavelength-tuning curves of a single-
mode silica fiber mutate from giving just the phase matching
condition in the low-intensity limit to giving the condition for
optimum conversion efficiency when self- and cross-phase mod-
ulation come into play. This plot gives the wavelength choices,
determined from Eq. (17), that allow to reach optimum quan-
tum yield (10) for a long enough interaction length. For low
intensities (G → 0) all curves in Fig. 2(c) tend to the standard
phase-matching curve, with the maximum pump wavelength
at λmax

2 = 1.248 µm. For larger values of G, the generated wave-
length λ1 increases, an effect that is stronger near the degeneracy
point at λmax

2 = 1.248 µm. This result implies a slight intensity-
dependent shift in the sidebands generated by a single pump
wave [12, 13]. While this also leads to the possibility of achiev-
ing efficient interactions for pump wavelengths above λmax

2 , the
generated wavelengths are limited to a small interval close to
the pump wavelength. We will build upon this result in the next
section when analyzing a dual core configuration, which will
allow to obtain a phase-matched interaction over a much wider
range of generated wavelengths at larger pump wavelengths.

To further illustrate the effect of phase-modulation on the
conversion efficiency, Fig. 3 shows a numerical solution of
the coupled-wave equations (11-13) for intensities such that
G = 2.15 m−1 and for two choices of wavelengths: one that
satisfies ∆k = 0 and one that satisfies ∆k = G. ∆k = 0 gives a
100% conversion efficiency when neglecting phase modulation
(dashed curves), but gives only little frequency conversion other-
wise (left graph). On the other hand, 100% conversion efficiency
is recovered when the wavelengths of the interacting waves are
tuned in such a way that ∆k = G (right graph). We note that
the figure plots amplitudes, and therefore conversion efficiency
approaching 100% is obtained at a propagation distance z where
A1(z) → A2(0)/

√
2.

The initial conditions chosen for Fig. 3 are A1(0) = 0 and
A2(0) = 100A3(0). This effectively approximates, using the
coupled-wave equations (11-13), a situation where the fiber is
only injected with the pump wave at frequency ω2, with the
other two waves arising from noise. In such a situation, the
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Fig. 3. Solution of the coupled-wave equations (11-13) in a
single-mode silica fiber (∆n = 0.01, r = 4.5 µm). Left: ∆k = 0
in the presence of phase-modulation (solid curves) and with-
out taking into account phase modulation (dashed curves).
Right: Solution when fully taking into account phase modu-
lation by setting ∆k = G. For this example, A2(0) = 2 × 1016

m−1s−1/2, G = 2.15 m−1, and χ = 1.04 × 10−32 m (as ob-
tained using (9) and the third-order susceptibility of fused
silica of 2 × 10−22 m2V−2). The pump wavelength is kept at
λ2 = 1.2 µm. The generated wavelength corresponding to
the ∆k = 0 and ∆k = G conditions is λ1 = 1.9480 µm and
λ1 = 1.9493 µm, respectively.

growth of the generated wave amplitude as it approaches max-
imum conversion efficiency deviates from the familiar linear
growth of A1(z) that then saturates towards optimum conver-
sion. In addition, it is worth mentioning that in the case when
the fiber were only pumped by a single wave, the system would
spontaneously choose the generated wavelengths that fulfill
∆k = G. The effect of phase modulation leads to a slight (but
predictable) increase in the generated wavelength λ1 as the in-
tensity of the pump wave increases.

For the calculations in Fig. 3, we assumed the availability
of nanosecond duration pulses with energies of the order of
microjoules, which have been demonstrated for various fiber
laser systems [34, 35]. The intensity corresponding to the ini-
tial amplitude of the pump wave used for Fig. 3 is equal to
3.4 × 1013 Wm−2 = 34 Wµm−2, which is the peak intensity
of a 10 ns pulse with an energy of 10 µJ when focused to a
beam waist of 4.5 µm. Choosing other values for the pump
wave intensity leads to different propagation lengths for opti-
mum frequency conversion, but it does not otherwise change
the behavior of the solutions (the conversion length is in general
inversely proportional to the pump intensity). It is necessary to
choose pulse durations of several nanoseconds or above in order
to avoid the walk-off of the interacting pulses caused by group-
velocity dispersion. For the case of frequency downconversion
from 1.2-1.5 µm wavelengths to 2 µm wavelength in silica fibers,
the interaction distance for pulse durations below 1 ns pulses
would be limited to less than a few meters, decreasing linearly
with the pulse duration.

B. Dual core fibers

Dual core fibers can be understood in terms of the modes propa-
gating in one of the two cores and how they couple to the modes
in the other core, which lead to the CLPM expressions (22-27),
or they can also be understood in terms of the two lowest fre-
quency supermodes of the dual-core structure, which lead to
the alternative form of the CLPM expressions, (30-35). Fig. 4
shows an example of the profile and dispersion of the two lowest-
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frequency supermodes of two parallel cylindrical cores. One
main issue that will be addressed below is that at large wave-
lengths and small distances between the cores it is possible that
the odd supermode is not allowed anymore. This must be taken
into account when working with expressions such as (22-27).
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Fig. 4. Dispersion of the even (solid curve) and odd (dashed
curve) supermodes in a step-index silica fiber with a core ra-
dius of 2 µm, a core distance of 7 µm, and ∆n = 0.01. The
curves for the normalized propagation constants are obtained
from Eqs. (6), (29), and (3). The data points close to the curves
represent the corresponding data obtained in COMSOL. The
insets shows the amplitude profiles of the two supermodes
in the dual core structure of this example, at a wavelength of
1.55 µm, as plots of the electric field amplitude along a line
connecting the cores in the bottom-right corner, and as color
plots in the top-left corner (where the boundary between each
cylindrical core and the cladding is given by the thick white
line).

The design parameters that come into question in order to
realize the CLPM conditions are the radius of each cylindrical
core, the distance of the cores, and the refractive index contrast.
In the following we will discuss examples for the case of simple
step-index fibers with a difference between cladding and core
refractive index of 0.01, focusing on how the CLPM conditions
can be tuned by the wavelengths participating in the interac-
tion, and by geometrical parameters, in particular the distance
between the cores.

B.1. Silica dual core fibers

The six expressions for the phase-mismatch terms ∆Kν for fre-
quency down-conversion in parallel waveguides, given in com-
plementary ways in Eqs. (22-27) or in Eqs. (30-35), are plotted
for a dual-core step-index silica fiber in Fig. 5 as a function of the
generated wavelength λ1 and the distance between the cores,
and for different choices of core radius and pump wavelength
λ2.

The dashed curves in the figure belong to ∆K′
α, ∆K′

β, and ∆K′
γ,

for which the linear combinations of coupling constants is added
to ∆k. They can only cross zero (satisfying the CLPM condition)
when the pump wavelength is short enough (top-left panel in
the figure), and the corresponding phase-matching wavelength
λ1 is shorter than that obtained in a single-core fiber for the
same core radius (see Fig. 2). On the other hand, the solid curves

belonging to ∆Kα, ∆Kβ, and ∆Kγ, where the coupling constants
are subtracted from the single-mode ∆k, generally cross zero at
wavelengths larger than the phase-matching wavelength λ1 for
a single-core fiber.
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Fig. 5. Phase mis-match terms ∆Kν (From Eqs. 22-27) for a
dual core step-index silica fiber, as a function of the generated
wavelength λ1 (plots on the left, for d = 12 µm), and as a func-
tion of the center-to-center distance d between the cores (plots
on the right, for λ1 = 2.2 µm). All the relevant parameters
are given in the individual plots. For the pump wavelength
of λ2 = 1.3 µm we chose a smaller radius r = 3.5 µm in or-
der to allow phase matching using the ∆Kα = 0 condition
(see text). The order of the curves in the plots, from top to bot-
tom, corresponds to ∆K′

γ, ∆K′
α, ∆K′

β, ∆Kβ, ∆Kα, ∆Kγ. The data
points on top of some curves were obtained from COMSOL
and Eqs. (30-35), to assess the accuracy of these calculations.

Another important difference between these two families of
CLPM conditions is the fact that the three conditions correspond-
ing to solid curves in Fig. 5 cause the generated wavelength to
appear in the even supermode of the dual-core structure, as can
be clearly seen from Eqs. (30-32), while the three drawn with
dashed cruves let the generated wavelength λ1 appear in the
odd supermode (see Eqs. 33-35). The latter case would make
it more difficult to extract the generated wave from the fiber,
but the fact that this odd mode is required for phase matching
also eliminates the possibility of using the corresponding phase
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matching conditions when the generated frequency is below
the cut-off frequency for the odd supermode. This is shown
quantitatively in the standard mode-dispersion plot of Fig. 4.

The CLPM condition ∆Kβ = 0 applies when all interacting
waves propagate in the lowest-frequency fundamental mode
(the even supermode), and its possible realization depends on
characteristics of the bulk refractive index dispersion, as shown
in the previous section. In fact, the quantity ∆Kβ of Eq. (31)
directly corresponds to the standard phase-mismatch for the
lowest-frequency mode, and it is essentially the equivalent of
the quantity plotted in Fig. 2, with a weak dependence from the
distance between the cores.

From Eqs. (31) and (32) one also notices that the correspond-
ing CLPM conditions can only maximize the conversion effi-
ciency when the pump wave is launched into exactly one super-
mode, either even or odd. When the pump wave is launched
in only one of the two cores (and is therefore a superposition of
even and odd supermode), the conversion efficiency is limited to
a maximum theoretical efficiency 50%, because only one of the
supermodes excited in this way benefits from phase-matched
coupling to the generated wave, and therefore only half of the
injected pump-wave photons can be used to create the generate
wave [24]. The only way to obtain a larger theoretical conver-
sion efficiency using ∆Kγ, Eq. (32), would be to inject the pump
wave at ω2 as an odd-supermode, which seems like an unneces-
sary complication for practical applications. In addition, there
are practical reasons why the theoretical efficiency cannot be
reached, and it is possible that a practical realization will prefer
to use CLPM condition (32) even though its theoretical efficiency
is lower.

In the following we will concentrate on the case where the
pump wave at ω2 is injected in one core only, which then leads
to its intensity oscillating between the two cores, and on the use
of the CLPM conditions ∆Kα = 0 and ∆Kγ = 0 (Eqs 22 and 24,
or Eqs. 30 and 32).

The first of these two CLPM conditions is the best one to
achieve optimum conversion efficiency when the pump wave
is injected in just one core because it requires the presence of
both the odd and even supermodes for the pump wave. Its other
advantages are that it does not depend on the coupling constant
κ2 and that (as we will see later) the corresponding nonlinear
interaction is not affected by self- and cross-phase modulation.

The second of these two CLPM conditions, ∆Kγ = 0, is also
attractive(32), despite the fact that its optimum conversion ef-
ficiency is limited 50%, because it extends the range of pump
wavelengths over which CLPM can be obtained.

Fig. 6 shows wavelength-tuning curves similar to those plot-
ted in Fig. 2(b) for different center-to-center distance between
the two cores. The phase matching curve in the limit of large dis-
tances between the cores corresponds to that plotted in Fig. 2(b).
But as the distance between the cores decreases, the coupling
between the cores extends the phase matching possibilities to
a much wider range of pump wavelengths. This is because the
effect of the coupling as the distance between the cores decreases
adds a distance-dependent offset to the condition ∆k = 0, as
seen in Eqs. (22-27), which changes the shape of the wavelength-
tuning CLPM curves in a slightly different way for the two condi-
tions (∆Kα = 0 and ∆Kγ = 0) that we are considering here. The
way this happens also depends on the radius of the core, which
influences the coupling. For ∆Kα = 0, the generated wavelength
λ1 moves to smaller values as the pump wavelength increases,
but it can be maintained above 2 µm by going to smaller pump
wavelengths λ2 while also reducing the core-radius. Because
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Fig. 7. Geometry-tuning CLPM curves for different down-
converted wavelengths in a dual core step-index fiber with a
refractive index contrast of ∆n = 0.01. Left: ∆Kγ = 0 for a
pump wavelengths λ2 = 1.55 µm. Right: ∆Kα = 0 for a pump
wavelength λ2 = 1.30 µm.

of this, we chose to plot the wavelength-tuning curves for this
condition using a core radius of 3.5 µm.

Fig. 7 shows geometry-tuning curves describing how the
same two CLPM conditions vary with core radius and dis-
tance for a fixed choice of interacting wavelengths. The plot
for ∆Kα = 0 is for a pump wavelength of 1.3 µm, while we
chose a pump wavelength of 1.55 µm for ∆Kγ = 0. For both
cases we considered the same generated wavelengths between
λ1 = 2.0 µm and λ1 = 2.4 µm. The plot for the pump-
wavelength λ2 = 1.3 µm shows again how it is necessary to
reduce the core-radius in order to achieve generation of wave-
lengths of the order of λ1 = 2.2 µm. The choice of pump wave-
lengths for the above examples corresponds to those available
from fiber lasers such as those based on praseodymium for the
1.3 µm pump wavelength, and Erbium for the 1.55 µm wave-
length.

Next, we address the effect of self-and cross-phase modula-
tion on the three-wave mixing process and the corresponding
ability to achieve maximum conversion efficiency. The effect of
phase modulation will also depend on how the pump wave is
injected into the system and on the specific CLPM condition,
making an analytical approach cumbersome. As an example,
Ref. [33] provides an analysis of a similar dual core system but
ignores the frequency dependence of the coupling constants and
the six different CLPM conditions. An analytical approach simi-
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lar to that we successfully employed for a single-mode fiber is
not as straightforwardly applicable to the dual-core system. On
the other hand, a numerical solution of the coupled-wave equa-
tions (19-21) can be easily implemented and can be effectively
used to assess the effect of phase modulation on the dependence
of the wave amplitudes on propagation distance under all differ-
ent injection schemes, pump intensities, and CLPM conditions.
In this way one arrives at a quantification of the effect of phase-
modulation on the quantum yield for an optimized interaction
length.

The resulting phase-modulation correction factors, and the
dual-core equivalent to Eq. 17 for our preferred CLPM conditions
discussed above, are

∆Kα = 0 (36)

∆Kγ =
G
4
+ ηG2, (37)

where η is a small correction (ηG ≪ 1) that is essentially
intensity-independent, and can change slightly depending on
the coupling between the cores. But for any practical application
it does not significantly affect the condition 37 and the CLPM
conditions derived from it.

The phase-modulation correction factors in Eqs. (36-37) are
valid when the pump wave at wavelength λ2 is injected in a
single core. We confirmed them numerically, from the system of
six coupled wave equations (Eqs. (19-21) plus the corresponding
set for the other waveguide), by checking that they do imply an
energy transfer from the pump wave to the generated waves
that reaches the theoretical maximum, and that is maintained
over a wide range of pump intensities. This was done for many
different configurations, with only minimal adjustments of the
small η parameter. An example of the result of such numerical
computations is shown in Fig.8.

The most important result here is that the ∆Kα CLPM configu-
ration is insensitive to self- and cross-phase modulation. In other
words, when this condition is fulfilled, the coupled-wave equa-
tions for the evolution of the wave amplitudes can always lead to
the complete depletion of the pump wave, with no dependence
from the intensity and no need for a phase-modulation correc-
tion term. This insensitivity to phase modulation is a unique
advantage of this configuration, in addition to its potential 100%
quantum yield.

For the ∆Kγ CLPM configuration, on the other hand, we
found that phase modulation does have an effect, but that it
can be taken into account in a similar way as for the single-
mode fiber, this time using Eq. 37. We confirmed the validity
of Eq. 37 up to the highest practical G-values of 100 m−1. Still,
the sensitivity to phase modulation is significantly attenuated
also in this configuration when compared to the single core
configuration, for which the phase modulation correction is four
times larger (this factor of four may be related to the fact that in
this dual-core configuration the pump wave only occupies one
of the cores for half the interaction length).

In practice, the plots in Fig. 6 are essentially unchanged when
substituting Eq. 37 for ∆Kγ = 0. Even for G = 100 m−1, only
the curves for a large distance between the cores are slightly
modified (by a small displacement corresponding to a change in
distance by 10%). In fact, using Eq. 37 for Fig. 7 does not lead
to any important change in the curves plotted there, even for
the relatively large value of 100 m−1 of the phase modulation
correction term G. As an example, the core distance required to
down-convert to λ1 = 2.2 µm using the ∆Kγ CLPM configura-
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Fig. 8. Amplitudes of the interacting waves and photon con-
version efficiency (quantum yield ϕ from Eq. 10) vs. propaga-
tion distance for a dual-core silica fiber with refractive index
contrast of 0.01 in CLPM configurations that lead to frequency
downconversion to a generated wave with λ1 = 2.2 µm. While
the curves for A1 are the full z-dependence, showing that the
generated wave does not oscillate between the fiber cores,
the curves for A2 are the envelope of oscillations that occur
over coupling lengths of the order of millimeters, the vertical
stripes are drawn between the minimum and the maximum of
the oscillations. The calculations assume a 10 ns long pump-
wave pulse with an energy of 25 µJ with optimum coupling
into one single core (peak intensity ∼ 1014 W/m2).
Graphs in the left column (a-c): CLPM configuration ∆Kα.
Pump wave at λ2 = 1.3 µm, core radius r = 3.5 µm, center-to-
center core distance d = 7.99 µm, G=7.4 m−1. ∆Kα = 0 is not
fulfilled for (a), and is fulfilled for (b) and (c).
Graphs in the right column (d- f ): CLPM configuration ∆Kγ.
Pump wave at λ2 = 1.55 µm, core radius r = 4.5 µm, d =
10.09 µm, G=4.1 m−1. Panel (d) is for ∆Kγ = 0 but without
the phase-modulation correction, while for panels (e) and ( f )
∆Kγ = G/4 + ηG2 (here we used η ≈ −0.000067 m. For
η = 0 the result is similar, but with the pump wave remaining
depleted for a shorter distance). Panels (c) and ( f ) show the
photon conversion efficiency (quantum yield of Eq. 10) for the
two optimum settings in both CLPM configurations.
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tion and a core-radius of 4.5 µm changes by less than 1% when
taking into account phase modulation.

CLPM in dual-core fibers is therefore characterized by a
strong, intrinsic robustness against self- and cross-phase modula-
tion, which have no effect at all on the conditions derived using
the ∆Kα = 0 CLPM configuration, and only a small effect on
those derived for the ∆Kγ = 0 CLPM configuration. In addition,
we note that in a practical situation where the dual-core scheme
is used to down-convert a single pump-wave, the effect of phase-
matching is just to slightly shift the frequencies of the generated
waves away from those calculated for a certain fiber geometry.
For the example plotted in Fig. 6, the choice of λ2 = 1.55 µm
and a distance between the cores of 10 µm leads to frequency
downconversion to λ1 = 2.2 µm, and phase-modulation only
shifts this value by less than 1%.

The evolution of the interacting waves with propagation
distance, as predicted by the coupled-wave equations (19-21), is
depicted in Fig.8.

To better show the difference between these two configura-
tions for third-order wavelength down-conversion in a dual core
fiber we show in Fig.8 the evolution of the normalized wave
amplitudes Ai in one of the two cores as a function of prop-
agation length. We do that for a core radius of 3.5 µm and a
pump wavelength of 1.3 µm for ∆Kα = 0, and for a core radius
of 4.5 µm and a pump wavelength of 1.55 µm for ∆Kγ = 0 and
its modification of Eq. (37). In both cases we kept the generated
wavelength at λ1 = 2.2 µm and adapted the distance between
the cores to vary the values of ∆Kα and ∆Kγ.

For this figure, we assumed an intensity of the pump wave
similar to what we used in Fig. 3, which gave a conversion
length of a few meters, and therefore shorter than the absorption
length for the generated wave near a wavelength of 2.2 µm,
a region where the absorption of silica starts to grow rapidly.
The absorption of silica fibers at a λ1 = 2.2 µm wavelength is
of the order 100 dB/km [36], which gives a loss of 50% after
a propagation length of 30 m. Even though long-wavelength
absorption limits frequency downconversion in silica to shorter
generated wavelengths, the methodology developed above can
be applied equally well to any other kind of fiber. Examples are
given in the next section.

B.2. Fluoride dual core fibers

The same kind of analysis that we used in the previous section
can also be applied to fibers that transmit farther into the infrared
such as those made from ZrF4 or InF3 glasses. For simplicity,
and for better comparison with the case of silica fibers discussed
above, we keep the same index contrast and core radius of 4.5 µm
that we used for most of the silica examples.

The main difference between these fluoride glasses and silica
is well represented by the maximum pump wavelength that
can be used to achieve phase matching in the single-core con-
figuration. It corresponds to the zero group-velocity dispersion
wavelength, and it increases from λmax

2 = 1.248 µm for silica, to
λmax

2 = 1.63 µm for ZrF4, to λmax
2 = 1.91 µm for the InF3 exam-

ple. This then has a clear effect on the wavelength-tuning CLPM
conditions that we obtain for ZrF4 and InF3, when compared to
the corresponding curves plotted for silica in Fig. 6.

The wavelength-tuning CLPM curves for ∆Kα and ∆Kγ in a
ZrF4 fiber are shown in Fig 9. The core radius of 4.5 µm increases
the coupling for the generated wavelength λ1 and creates larger
deviations from the single-core limit as the two cores move closer
to each other. For this configuration, the down-converted wave
with wavelength λ1 is always created in the even supermode,

which will always exist. In this case, the small radius of 4.5 µm
makes it possible to still use a pump wavelength of 1.55 µm to
generate infrared light with wavelengths between λ1 ∼ 3 µm
and λ2 ∼ 4 µm in the ZrF4 fiber when varying the core distance
between 20 and 12 µm.
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Fig. 9. Wavelength-tuning CLPM curves for different distances
between the cores in a ZrF4 dual core step-index fiber with
a refractive index contrast of ∆n = 0.01 and core radius of
4.5 µm. Left: ∆Kγ = 0. Right: ∆Kα = 0. The wavelength-
tuning curves are labeled with the center-to-center distance
between the cores in micrometers.

The situation in InF3 fibers is qualitatively the same, but the
maximum pump wavelength for single-mode interaction in this
material is significantly larger, and it is not possible anymore
to use either ∆Kα or ∆Kγ to generate waves that are still in the
transparency range of the material when using a pump wave-
length of 1.55 µm. In addition, even if they were not absorbed,
the wavelengths of the generated waves would also be quite
insensitive to changing the distance between the cores.
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Fig. 10. Wavelength-tuning CLPM curves for different dis-
tances between the cores in a ZrF4 dual core step-index fiber
with a refractive index contrast of ∆n = 0.01 and core radius
of 4.5 µm. Left: ∆K′

γ = 0. Right: ∆K′
α = 0. The wavelength-

tuning curves are labeled with the center-to-center distance
between the cores in micrometers. For these two CLPM con-
ditions the longest wavelength generated wave is created in
the odd supermode; the thick gray lines towards the top of the
graphs are the boundary above which the odd mode for the λ1
disappears for the given distance between the cores.

However, the large λmax
2 = 1.91 µm for InF3 also means that

pump wavelengths around 1.55 µm will be in a region where
∆k < 0 and then it becomes possible to obtain phase matching
using ∆K′

α and ∆K′
γ. We plot these wavelength-tuning curves

here, even though they are of limited use, because they are
qualitatively different from what we have seen up to now, with
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the generated wavelength λ1 decreasing for decreasing distance
between the cores. This is shown in Fig. 10. We note the small
tunability interval between λ1 ≈ 2 µm λ1 ≈ 3 µm that can be
achieved in this way in the InF3 fiber. This, coupled with the
fact that the generated longest-wavelength wave is created in an
odd supermode, makes InF3 an inferior choice when compared
to ZrF4.

4. CONCLUSIONS

We provided a full description of how a phase-matched inter-
action between propagating waves at three widely different
frequencies can be achieved in dual core fibers, and we have
shown that cross- and self-phase modulation can either be taken
into account, or that its effects in dual-core fibers can be fully
eliminated for a specific CLPM configuration, and substantially
attenuated otherwise. Because of this, the direction of energy
transfer between the interacting waves can be theoretically main-
tained over indefinite fiber lengths, and it becomes possible to
always approach the maximum conversion efficiency.

Nonlinear optical cross- and self-phase modulation effects,
being always phase-matched and independent from wavevector
mismatch ∆k, can give rise to the accumulation of an additional,
intensity-dependent phase shift between the interacting waves
during propagation. When pumping a single-mode fiber with
two waves and therefore defining the wavelengths involved in
the interaction, nonlinear phase-modulation will always disrupt
any phase-matched energy transfer process between the waves.
However, this can be counteracted by adding an appropriate
intensity-dependent term to the phase matching conditions, both
for a single-core configuration and for a dual-core configuration.
For the case when there is only one pump wave and the gen-
erated waves arise from noise, the wavelengths that offer the
best quantum yield will be favored, and the nonlinear phase-
modulation will result in a very small shift in the generated
wavelengths away from the prediction dictated only by phase
matching. A key result that we have obtained as part of our
studies of the dual-core fiber system in this work, is that there is
a specific CLPM condition that is completely insensitive to self-
and cross-phase modulation.

While the focus of this work has been on frequency downcon-
version towards the farther infrared, all the results automatically
apply to the use of the same three-wave mixing scheme for up-
conversion and the generation of shorter wavelengths, or for
difference-frequency generation or sum-frequency generation
schemes using third-order optical nonlinearities.

The optimum wavelength choices for the three-wave interac-
tion that we discussed can be tuned by varying index contrast,
core radius, and the separation between the cores in dual core
fibers. We have explored a few of the many possibilities. Most
of the examples we provided generally used a refractive index
contrast of 0.01, a core radius of 4.5 µm, and a pump wave-
length of 1.55 µm, but variations of these parameters will further
modify the phase-matching conditions, and design parameters
and phase matching wavelengths are naturally also determined
by the natural refractive index dispersion of the material used,
as described by the wavelength dependence of the single-core
zero group-velocity dispersion. The rules and approach laid
out in this work can be used in a straightforward way to de-
sign dual-core fibers with different index contrast and to further
extend the examples that we provided in this work. A simple
computer program can be used to vary the design parameters to
numerically find the zeros in all CLPM conditions.

We provided a set of examples for using dual-core silica fibers
pumped with 1.55 µm (e.g from an Erbium fiber laser) or 1.3 µm
wavelengths (e.g. from a praseodymium fiber laser) to generate
infrared wavelengths beyond 2 µm, only limited towards longer
wavelengths by silica absorption. This was followed by similar
examples for dual-core fiber designs that can work as frequency
converters in fluoride fibers, using the same pump wavelengths
of 1.3 µm and 1.55 µm to generate farther infrared wavelengths
around 4 µm.

When we provided an example of the dependence of the
wave amplitudes on the propagation length, we chose a pump
intensity about 2 orders of magnitude smaller that the damage
threshold of silica [32], and we found that full conversion can
be obtained after propagation distance of the order of a few
meters or less. In general the conversion length is inversely
proportional to the intensity of the pump wave.

Finally, all our calculations were for an ideal, straight step-
index fiber. Our examples can still serve as a guideline in gen-
eral, but it is clear that new calculations will be needed for other
situations or to take into account additional effects, as an ex-
ample when the coupling constants between the cores (and the
corresponding linear combinations of coupling constants that
determine the CLPM conditions) are affected by the bending
radius of longer fibers used for lower intensity pumps.
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