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Abstract

We present two distinct ultra-low frequency noise lasers at 729 nm with a fast frequency
noise of 30Hz2/Hz, corresponding to a Lorentzian linewidth of 0.1 kHz. The characteristics of
both lasers, which are based on different types of laser diodes, are investigated using experi-
mental and theoretical analysis with a focus on identifying the advantages and disadvantages
of each type of system. Specifically, we study the differences and similarities in mode be-
haviour while tuning frequency noise and linewidth reduction. Furthermore, we demonstrate
the locking capability of these systems on medium-finesse cavities. The results provide insights
into the unique operational characteristics of these ultra-low noise lasers and their potential
applications in quantum technology that require high levels of control fidelity.

1 Introduction

Continuous-wave single longitudinal mode lasers are a critical component in a variety of quantum
applications, such as optical clocks [1–6], quantum computing [7–12] and quantum communication
[13–15]. These applications require increasingly high levels of precision and robustness, which
impose stringent requirements on the frequency noise (FN) of the laser. In particular, it is crucial
to keep FN at a minimum level over a wide range of Fourier frequencies: slow FN (DC - 5 kHz)
contributes to long-term stability, while fast FN (> 5 kHz) ultimately limits qubit coherence times
and gate fidelities [16,17].

Optically pumped solid state lasers based on titanium sapphire (TiSa) are a frequent choice
for the mentioned applications. TiSa lasers offer several advantages over other types of lasers,
such as high power outputs and low levels of fast FN [18, 19]. These systems can be tuned over a
wide range of wavelengths, covering the visible and near-infrared spectrum. In addition to their
positive aspects, it should be noted that TiSa systems also have certain drawbacks. These include
the demand for a significant amount of physical space, high energy consumption and a need for
frequent maintenance. As a result, these systems may not be suitable for highly integrated and
flexible setups, which are enablers for the modern quantum market [12, 20, 21]. For particular
experiments fiber-based laser systems are also a possible solution: they provide low FN behaviour
and high output powers, but they are only available for specific wavelengths [22–25].

The external cavity diode laser (ECDL) is a versatile laser concept based on a semiconductor
gain medium in the form of a laser diode [26–29]. They are widely used in various applications
due to their small size, low cost and the ability to cover many wavelengths. Compared to TiSa
systems, ECDLs have higher levels of FN due to the shorter laser cavity, which can limit the
fidelity of coherent manipulations in experiments [30]. To enable the usage of ECDLs for high-
precision applications, it is necessary to actively or passively minimize the FN in a wide range of
Fourier frequencies. One common technique for reducing the FN is frequency stabilization using
an active electronic feedback signal, generated by comparing the laser frequency with a frequency
reference [5,31,32]. This so-called frequency lock of a laser can track and correct rapid fluctuations
in the laser frequency. The frequency control loop pushes the frequency noise to the Fourier
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Figure 1: Typical FN behaviour of a locked and a free-running ECDL [5] and a free-running
TiSa [30]. Compared to the free running TiSa, the locked ECDL shows a smaller FN for slower
Fourier frequencies. The excess noise (dark grey area) is shifted to faster FN, leading to a servo
bump. The limit of FN reduction for fast Fourier frequencies is determined by the laser system
and the bandwidth of the control loop.

frequencies outside its bandwidth, as schematically shown in Figure 1. This leads to high excess
noise in the fast FN domain - this effect is known as a servo bump. The stabilization technique,
the choice of the controller parameters and the overall bandwidth of the control loop determine the
location and the amplitude of the servo bump. The maximum achievable value of the bandwidth
is limited by the physics of frequency tuning in the semiconductor material of the laser diode to a
few MHz [33]. Typically, frequency stabilization inevitably results in an excess of fast FN around
the bandwidth frequency. Far above the lock bandwidth, the FN is not affected and stays at the
level of the free-running laser. For each application, a compromise must be made between reducing
slow FN and creating excessive fast FN.

Various concepts have been proposed to reduce FN in ECDLs passively without generation of
fast excess FN. One such approach is to filter light of a diode-based laser with an optical cavity and
to seed another laser diode [34–37]. The optical cavity works as a low-pass filter for phase noise
above the cavity linewidth. The spectral properties of filtered light are transferred to the seeded
laser diode. However, the transmitted power is often in the µW regime and too low for a direct
seeding of, e.g., a tapered amplifier. Consequently, multiple amplification stages are required
to achieve several milliwatts of output power. This makes the laser design complex, large and
expensive. Another concept to reduce FN in ECDLs is resonant optical feedback from an optical
cavity back into the laser diode [38–44]. In this setup the feedback cavity is an extension of the laser
cavity. The extent of FN reduction depends on the finesse (F) of the cavity. To satisfy the strict
resonance condition, active stabilization methods are necessary. For a higher passive stability, the
whole setup must be decoupled from the environment and has to be as small as possible.

A simplified version of this idea is to extend the ECDL cavity with an additional long optical
delay line instead of using a separate optical cavity. The larger photon lifetime in the laser can
lead to a FN reduction by several orders of magnitude. One convenient technical implementation
is to use an optical fiber as an optical delay line [45–47]. However the drawback of this approach
is that due to the extension of the laser cavity, the free spectral range (FSR) is reduced to several
MHz. This leads to a smaller longitudinal mode spacing, which makes the system more vulnerable
to mode hops. This approach was primarily implemented for distributed feedback laser diodes,
which are more robust against environmental changes such as temperature and pressure as well
as possess a high mode-hope-free tuning range. However, these systems are only available for
a small number of wavelengths in the near-infrared spectrum. To build Fabry-Pérot (FP) and
anti-reflection coated (AR) laser diode-based ultra-low noise lasers (ULNL) for a wide range of
wavelengths, the robustness of systems with laser diodes must be significantly increased.

In this study, we analyze the behaviour of ULNL based on an ECDL with weak optical feedback
using an additional fiber cavity at 729 nm. This wavelength is particularly relevant for coherent
manipulation of calcium ions that are utilized as optical clocks or qubits in quantum information
processing and quantum simulations. These applications have strict FN requirements in the MHz
range. Specifically, we investigate the influence of the light source on the system behaviour by
comparing two identical laser setups, differing only in the type of the used laser diode. Our results
demonstrate that the use of an FP laser diode as a source significantly improves the system’s
behaviour in the form of mode stability and frequency selection. However, when utilizing a refined
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FP laser diode with an AR coating on the front facet [48], the system becomes much more stable
in terms of single-mode behaviour. These findings suggest that careful consideration of the type
of laser diode used is critical for achieving stable and reliable operation of ULNL systems with
weak optical feedback. This work provides valuable insights for the development and optimization
of such systems for a range of applications in the field of ECDLs. In Section 2 we introduce the
theory for our work, in Section 3 we describe our experimental setup including the measurement
and characterisation system and in Section 4 we present the theoretical and experimental results
for our ULNLs.

2 Theory

For our theoretical consideration we look at two different topics: On the one hand we describe the
ULNL in terms of FN and linewidth reduction, on the other hand we focus on the mode structure
of the two lasers with different types of LDs. Figure 2 presents schematically a laser based on
a laser diode with two additional external cavities. The whole laser consists of four reflective
surfaces resulting in three coupled cavity parts: The active medium of the laser diode (amplitude
reflection coefficients r1 and r2 with the refractive-index-dependent cavity length nLD ·Lint) forms
the first cavity. The second part (rex1 with Lex1) creates the ECDL with the frequency-selective
grating [29]. The long additional fiber with an end-mirror (rex2 with Lex2) completes the ULNL.
All relevant parameters are listed in Table 1.

laser diode

HR-coating PR-coating Surface 2

Lint

Surface 1

Lex2Lex1

τex2τex1

r1 reff

r1 r2 rex1 rex2

Figure 2: Schematic of the multi-mirror model for laser including laser diode and the two external
cavities. The system can be reduced to a two-mirror laser with r1 and reff .

Frequency noise and linewidth reduction

For the analysis of the FN of lasers we determine the power spectral density Sν(f) over a wide
range of Fourier frequencies from 300Hz to 6MHz, measured by using a delayed-self-heterodyne
method, explained in Section 3 [49–52]. Since we are interested in the fast FN regime, we extract
the Lorentzian linewidth from the FN spectrum. The Lorentzian linewidth of a laser stems from
the inherent white noise generated by spontaneous emission. It is a spectral purity parameter, also
known as the intrinsic linewidth. The technical noise components of the laser, which can arise due
to temperature fluctuations or mechanical or acoustic vibrations, are not taken into account in
this definition. We employ the approach discussed in [53,54] to convert fast FN to the Lorentzian
linewidth ∆νL. Therefore, we average over the frequency range of 200 kHz to 6MHz, where Sν(f)
of our lasers becomes nearly flat. In this range the white noise level Sν0 originating from the
spontaneous emission is reached. The fast Lorentzian linewidth ∆νL can be calculated by

∆νL = πSν0. (1)

Additional optical feedback back to the ECDL decreases the Lorentzian linewidth ∆νL,ECDL ac-
cording to Schawlow-Townes theory [55]. The influence of this feedback is described in [56–58]:
An additional cavity part with an extra length leads to an extended photon lifetime in the system.
To calculate the reduced linewidth ∆νL,ULNL, we use the equation

∆νL,ULNL =
∆νL,ECDL(

1 +
√

1 + α2
H

√
β

Lex2

nLD · Lint + Lex1

)2 (2)

with the linewidth enhancement factor αH (relates phase changes to changes of the gain) [59],
the separate cavity lengths nLD · Lint, Lex1 and Lex2 and the feedback ratio β, defined as the
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Parameter Symbol Value Unit

Frequency ν 411.2 THz
Linewidth enhancement factor αH 4 ≤ αH ≤ 6
Laser diode length Lint 1.2 · 10-3 m
Laser diode refractive index nLD 3.5
Laser diode reflection coefficient rear facet r21 0.99
Laser diode reflection coefficient front facet r22,FP 0.05

r22,AR 0.001

First external cavity length Lex1 38 · 10-3 m
First external cavity reflection coefficient r2ex1 0.15
Second external cavity length Lex2 2.55 m
Second external cavity feedback ratio β −47 < β < −27 dB

Table 1: Laser parameters used in the simulations.

ratio between feedback power and output power. The latter is responsible for both the linewidth
reduction and the stability of the system. To investigate the influence of β on ∆νL,ULNL, we can
change this value in our laser experimentally over a wide range, described in Section 4. Different
operation regimes for variable feedback ratios β are described in [33,60–62]: A too-strong feedback
ratio β leads to multiple allowed lasing mode solutions and turns single-mode behaviour to multi-
mode. This effect is known as coherence collapse, which will be analysed in Section 4.

Multi-mirror laser cavity and mode stability

For analyzing the single longitudinal mode behaviour of an ULNL, it is necessary to focus on
each cavity mode of each part of the laser system. The simplest cavity of a laser consists of two
reflective surfaces in a defined distance. This concept is known as the two-mirror model. If more
cavity interfaces such as partially reflective surfaces are involved, the scattering matrix formalism
can be used to describe the multi-mirror laser cavity [27]. This technique allows to reduce a
configuration with several coupled cavities back to a two-mirror system with modified properties,
without loss of generality.

To reduce the multi-mirror system to a two-mirror system, we introduce the definition of the
effective amplitude reflection reff [33]. This complex number combines the diode front-facet and two
external cavity surfaces in one value using scattering theory assuming no losses and no dispersion:

reff = S11 +
S12S21rex2 e

−iωτex2

1− S22rex2 e−iωτex2
(3)

with the amplitude reflection coefficient of the second external cavity rex2, the photon lifetime
in the second external cavity τex2 = 2Lex2/c0 and the oscillation laser frequency ω = 2πν. The
corresponding scattering coefficients Sij are

S11 = r2+
t22rex1 e

−iωτex1

1 + r2rex1 e−iωτex1
, S12 = S21 =

t2tex1 e
− 1

2 iωτex1

1 + r2rex1 e−iωτex1
, S22 = −rex1−

t2ex1r2 e
−iωτex1

1 + r2rex1 e−iωτex1

with the amplitude transmission coefficients t2 and tex1 and t2i + r2i = 1, the amplitude reflection
coefficient of the ECDL rex1 and the photon lifetime in the ECDL cavity τex1 = 2Lex1/c0. In
summary, the ULNL is reduced to a laser cavity consisting of two mirrors with reflectivities r1 and
reff .

The distinction between an FP laser diode and an AR laser diode is the partial reflection
of the laser diode front facet. For an FP laser diode the typical reflectivity of a front facet is
r22,FP ≈ 0.05. To reduce this value and thus suppress the internal modes, an AR coating can be

applied. This coating reduces the partial reflection down to r22,AR ≈ 0.001 [48]. Compared to diode-
based systems with an FP laser diode, a reduced amplitude reflection coefficient of the front facet
of the laser diode has less influence on the mode behaviour of the whole system. An AR coating
strongly suppresses the inner longitudinal modes of the laser diode, while an FP laser diode adds
one additional influencing surface to the cavity structure, which leads to more a complex mode
structure.

The resulting emission frequency ν of an ULNL depends on the longitudinal mode behaviour of
all included cavities. After converting the complex multi-mirror system to an effective two-mirror
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system it is possible to calculate the mode structure using the classical formula for the FP cavity
transmission [63]:

T (ν) =
Tmax

1 +

(
2F
π

)2

sin2
(

πν

FSR

) (4)

with the maximum transmittance

Tmax =
(1− |ri|2)(1− |rj |2)

(1− |rirj |)2
(5)

and the finesse

F =
π
√

|rirj |
1− |rirj |

(6)

where ri and rj are the reflectivities of the involved cavity mirrors and the FSR = c/2niLi are
used.

To demonstrate the whole concept of simulating a mode structure of an ULNL, we start in
Figure 3(a) with the transmission spectra for each cavity part separately. A system with an AR
laser diode is shown. The mode structure of the internal laser diode Modeint is shown in blue. The
relatively short cavity has an FSR ≈ 35GHz. The two external cavity parts are longer, so the FSR
of both cavities is smaller (Modeex1 in yellow and Modeex2 in green). The smallest FSR is given
by the length of the fiber cavity (FSR ≈ 55MHz). The amplitude of the cavity transmittance
T (ν) depends on the reflectivity of the surface. Additionally we show the bandpass profile of the
frequency-selective grating, which is defined by the groove profile and the number of illuminated
lines [29]. For a system with an FP laser diode, Modeint would have a much higher amplitude,
resulting in a more complex mode structure. This leads to a higher instability of the ULNL, as
described in Section 4.

The complete mode structure of an ULNL is shown in Figure 3(b), which is calculated using
Equation 4 with r1, reff and the total optical length of all cavity parts. Compared to Figure 3(a)
it becomes obvious that the most dominant part of the system is the ECDL: The grating with a
reflectivity of r2ex1 ≈ 0.15 in combination with its frequency selective properties leads to single-
mode laser operation (Figure 3(b) red dot). However, the additional delay line has a significant
drawback: the small FSR makes the system susceptible to external influences. Small changes in
the internal cavity length caused by fluctuations of electrical current or temperature, as well as
variations in the external cavity length through fluctuations of air pressure or temperature shift
the mode structure of each cavity part. This changes the combined transmittance profile, leading
to variations in the amplitude of peaks near the main peak. If one of these peaks has higher gain
than the actual emission peak, a mode jump occurs as the emission frequency jumps to the new
maximum of T . Note that this approach to the modelling of mode behaviour of a laser resonator
does not take into account any semiconductor physics effects.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Simulated T (ν) for an ULNL with an AR laser diode. (a) The different longitudinal
mode structures for all involved cavities: The internal (blue) and the two external (orange and
green) cavity modes are calculated while using the real laser parameters for the AR laser diode
case. The dashed line describes the frequency selective bandpass function of the grating (GU).
Note: Modeex2 has such a high frequency that the structure cannot be resolved in the figure. (b)
Combined mode structure of an ULNL calculated with r1 and reff .
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3 Experimental setup

The experimental setup is shown in Figure 4. The light sources for our ULNL are indium gallium
arsenide phosphide laser diodes. Two identical laser systems are set up for comparison, one with
an FP laser diode and one with an AR laser diode. The ECDL is based on a TOPTICA DLC
DL pro laser system in Littrow configuration [26]. The ECDL includes the grating (GU), which
controls the cavity length Lex1 of the first external cavity. Behind the ECDL, a beam splitter (BS)
with a splitting ratio of 90:10 (T:R) splits the light into two parts. The 10% port is coupled into
the long external fiber cavity with an 1.5m polarization-maintaining fiber (PM-fiber) [45,46]. The
FSR of the fiber cavity is ≈ 55MHz, including the free space in front of the fiber. A silver mirror
at the end of the fiber cavity creates, together with the GU, the second external cavity and reflects
the light back to the laser diode. The mirror is placed on a piezoelectric actuator (PZTfib), which
allows to change the length Lex2 of the additional cavity over multiple FSR. A combination of a
quarter-wave plate (QWP) and a polarization beam splitter (PBS) is used to adjust the optical
feedback power. A photodiode (PDmon) measures the level of reflected feedback power, which is
crucial to calculate the feedback ratio β. Therefore, the reflection factors of the BS, the grating and
the diode-coupling losses must be taken into account. The output of the 90% port of the BS passes
through a 60 dB optical isolator (Iso) with a transmission efficiency of 90%. The light is coupled
into an optical fiber with a coupling efficiency of 60%. The system generates 22mW of optical
power out of the fiber. The entire laser setup is placed on a transportable optical breadboard. In
combination with a diode-based tapered amplifier system (TOPTICA DLC BoosTA pro), the fiber
coupled output power can be increased up to 300mW without an increase in FN (not shown in
the figure).

For measuring the FN spectrum we detect the power spectral density Sν(f) with a delayed self-
heterodyne setup. Therefore, we separate the light into two parts: One part is frequency shifted
using a 40MHz acousto-optical modulator (AOM, AA Opto-Electronic MTS40-A3-750.850). The
second part is delayed using a fiber with 20m length, which leads to a delay of ≈ 100 ns. Both
beams are overlapped on a photodiode. An oscilloscope (Teledyne LeCroy HDO6104A) detects the
beat signal and a software analyses the FFT to calculate the FN spectrum of the laser for Fourier
frequencies between 300Hz to 6MHz [50,52].

The connection between two independent actuating parameters (e.g. the lengths of the two
external cavities) and the behaviour of the longitudinal modes of a laser can be depicted in a two
dimensional plot. These so-called mode maps are generated with the measurement setup shown
in Figure 4. The light is split in two paths by a BS. A wavemeter (High Finesse, WS8) with a

DLC pro

FALC pro

WS8

FPI

PDFPI

mode map setup

ULNL

PDref

PBS
EOM

QWP

HWP

reference cavity

M

BS

PBS

PM-fiber
ECDL

QWP

LD L

GU Iso

PDmon

PZTfib

fast

sl
o
w

LO 

Figure 4: Schematic overview of the laser diode-based ULNL including electronics, the mode map
measurement setup and the reference cavity setup. The component-library [64] was used to create
this graphic.
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resolution of 200 kHz measures the frequency of the light. Simultaneously, a scanning Fabry-Pérot
interferometer (FPI) with an FSR = 1GHz and a F ≈ 300 is used to identify single-mode regimes of
operation. Therefore the internal piezo of the FPI scans continuously the cavity length over several
FSR, while the photodiode (PDFPI) behind the FPI records the transmitted intensity. When the
laser is single-mode and resonant with the FPI, distinct sharp and narrow transmission peaks are
detected with PDFPI. The distance between the peaks is constant. When the laser starts to run
multi-mode, these main peaks first lose intensity, while additional small peaks become visible.
These additional peaks originate from other excited longitudinal modes. If the additional peaks
exceed a threshold of > 2% compared to the main peak, the laser is recognized as multi-mode.
This measurement is performed for any tuple of values of interest. We defined two independent
variables, which are iterated through in two nested loops with specific step sizes, which are typically
≤ 1% of the maximum allowed value. For each set of parameters a waiting period is implemented
(settling time ≈ 0.5 s) before the recording of the measured values. Each pair of values represent
one point in the mode map. In single-mode regions the measured wavelength is encoded according
to a color scale, while multi-mode regimes are depicted in white. The example of such a mode map
is shown in Figure 6; the details will be discussed in Section 4.

For laser frequency stabilization, the ULNL can be locked to the fundamental transverse mode
of a plano-concave reference cavity, which has an FSR = 1.5GHz and a F ≈ 10000. The Pound-
Drever-Hall technique [65, 66] is utilized to establish the lock. To implement this technique, an
electro-optic modulator (EOM, QUBIG PM7-NIR) in conjunction with a local oscillator (LO,
TOPTICA Pound-Drever-Hall module) is utilized to generate 25MHz sidebands. The control
signal for the lock can be detected using a half-wave plate (HWP) and a PBS in reflection with
a photodiode (PDref). The TOPTICA locking electronics (DLC pro with lock option, FALC pro)
are utilized to feed the control signal back to the laser system. Two actuators are employed to
maintain resonance with the cavity. Fast fluctuations are corrected with the current of the laser
diode, while the slow fluctuations are addressed using the piezo stack of the fiber cavity (PZTfib).

4 System comparison and discussion

In order to ensure a fair comparison between the two ULNLs, both laser systems were characterized
simultaneously. Also, all components of significant importance that impact laser performance, such
as the grating GU, BS, and PM fiber, were thoroughly measured and selected beforehand. This
ensures that the only difference between the two systems is the used laser diode type.

Linewidth reduction and influence of β

Figure 5(a) presents FN measurements for different ECDLs. In terms of FN, the systems utilizing
an AR laser diode and an FP laser diode exhibit similar behaviour. For clarity only FN power
spectral density traces for the laser with an AR laser diode are shown. The ”DLC DL pro free-
running” (red) represents the typical FN of a commercially available free-running DLC DL pro
laser at 729 nm [52]. Its characteristics demonstrate a transition from 1/fn noise, 1 < n < 2,
around 100 kHz saturating to the level of white noise at Sν0 = 2 · 103 Hz2/Hz. This results in a
Lorentzian linewidth of ∆νL,ECDL ≈ 6 kHz according to Equation 1. The ”ULNL free-running”
(cyan) depicts the FN of an ULNL with β = −35 dB. The FN over the whole measurement range
is around two orders of magnitude lower than the FN of the free-running commercial laser system.
In the ULNL configuration, Sν0 yields a Lorentzian linewidth of ∆νL,ULNL ≈ 0.1 kHz. When the
system is frequency stabilized as described in Section 3, the resulting FN corresponds to the ”ULNL
locked” (orange) curve. The fact that the free-running ULNL is two orders of magnitude smaller
in linewidth compared to the DLC DL pro allows for lock settings with weaker gain: The position
of the servo bump can be tuned to a frequency of 30 kHz by adjusting the locking parameters in
the FALC pro. This allows to keep the fast FN above 100 kHz at levels which are similar to the
free-running ULNL and thus two orders of magnitude below a typical ECDL, which is an important
property for the applications discussed in Section 1.

Figure 5(b) illustrates the variation of ∆νL,ULNL as a function of β for both ULNLs. Both
systems exhibit a reduction in ∆νL,ULNL due to the presence of an additional fiber cavity. It is
possible to achieve a linewidth of ∆νL,ULNL ≤ 0.1 kHz with AR and FP laser diodes. However,
the system employing the FP laser diode tends to require higher values of β to achieve the same
linewidth reduction as the system with the AR laser diode with β < −37 dB. This can be attributed
to the higher reflectivity of the partially reflecting front facet of the FP laser diode. It leads
to increased reflection losses, resulting in reduced feedback entering the laser diode. Beyond a
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: (a) Comparison of FN power spectral density (PSD) traces for different kinds of ECDLs
at 729 nm. ”DLC DL pro free-running” (red) shows a typical FN spectrum for a DLC DL pro,
”ULNL free-running” (cyan) is a DLC DL pro with additional optical feedback ratio β = −35 dB
from the fiber cavity, ”ULNL locked” (orange) is the ULNL locked to the reference cavity setup
shown in Figure 4. The grey area is the noise floor of the measurement setup. (b) Experimental
linewidth ∆νL,ULNL for FP (red circles) and AR (blue diamonds) ECDLs as a function of fiber
cavity feedback ratio β. The theoretical linewidth is calculated with Equation 2 (green) assuming
αH in a range of values: 4 ≤ αH ≤ 6.

feedback ratio threshold of β = −37 dB, the linewidth reduction for both systems becomes equal
and reaches a minimum. For β < −42 dB, the linewidth reduction decreases. Figure 5(b) also
depicts the feedback ratios at which both systems undergo a transition to multi-mode behaviour:
for the AR laser diode it is at β > −27 dB and for the FP laser diode it is at β > −32 dB.
This effect is known as coherence collapse [60]. In the literature the optical feedback regime for a
single-mode operation with narrow linewidth is known as regime III. This regime is known to be
independent of feedback phase and it provides stable narrow-line laser operation. This is exactly
the regime in which we operate our ULNLs. It usually spans only a small range of feedback ratios.
The pioneering work of Tkach and Chraplyvy [60] provided −45 < β < −39 dB as boundaries.
However, these values were measured only for one type of laser diode. Further works revealed that
the boundaries of regime III can depend on several parameters [33,61,62]: the type of laser diode,
larger output powers, longer cavity lengths and smaller laser coupling factors help to increase the
width or shift the boundaries of regime III. In our case we see the boundaries are shifted for both
laser diodes, which could be a result of the mentioned parameters. However, the transition to the
coherent collapse happens at different feedback levels for AR and FP laser diodes. In summary
the ULNL with an AR laser diode achieve ∆νL,ULNL = 0.1 kHz in a range of ∆β ≈ 13 dB, while
the ULNL with an FP laser diode achieve it within ∆β ≈ 5 dB. The broader regime III makes the
AR system more stable against feedback power fluctuations.

Equation 2 is used to theoretically describe the reduction of the linewidth (presented as a
green shaded area in Figure 5(b)). We calculate ∆νL,ULNL in a range of 4 ≤ αH ≤ 6, because
αH changes its value depending on the exact position inside of a single-mode plateau [67, 68].
During the measurement the free-running laser drifts in frequency and changes the position inside
the plateau, which leads to a change of αH . However, in general the trend of the theoretically
predicted ∆νL,ULNL for an increasing β fits to the measured data points reasonably well.

Mode stability of ULNLs

Significant differences between the two laser systems are observed in their mode behaviour. Mode
maps are recorded following the procedure described in Section 3 and are presented in Figure 6.

During the measurement, changes in the semiconductor gain medium should be prevented from
influencing the mode structure of the laser. Diode current or diode temperature, which change the
diode properties, remain constant. For this reason, we concentrate on changes in the length of the
passive components in the laser. One parameter in the measurement is PZTGU, which influences
the length of first external cavity Lex1. The second parameter PZTfib changes the length of the
second external cavity Lex2. Both systems are set up with β = −35 dB, because with this level of
feedback both lasers achieve similar reduction of the linewidth (Figure 5(b)). At the same time
this value allows to stay sufficiently far away from the boundary to the coherent collapse for a given
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performance. We also used the theory discussed in Section 2 to simulate the mode behaviour and
to compare the model with the measurements. In order to distinguish between single-mode and
multi-mode operation in the simulation, an empirical multi-mode detection function is integrated.
For this purpose, the difference between the highest and second highest mode is determined. If
this value falls below a threshold value, the operation is evaluated as multi-mode operation and
the data point is then displayed in white.

The measurement starts with a calibration which brings both lasers into a single-mode regime
of operation. In the left column of Figure 6, the behaviour of the system employing the AR laser
diode is depicted. Each mode map starts at the bottom left. First, the parameter PZTGU is fixed,
while the parameter PZTfib changes in value, which leads to an increase of Lex2. The mode map
demonstrates that single-mode operation is maintained throughout the whole measurement. The
observed mode jumps correspond to the FSR = 55MHz of the ULNL. Secondly, the PZTGU makes
a step to the next value, the length of the first external cavity changes by around ∆Lex1 = 2nm.
Correspondingly, the emission frequency of the ECDL changes by a few MHz. For this value, the
same change of ∆Lex2 leads to the same mode hop behaviour as before. In total it is possible to set
every desired ν in a range of ∆ν±100MHz in the given parameter range. The same mode behaviour
is observed in the simulation. Mode hops arising between longitudinal jumps of the second cavity
matching its FSR are observed. The range of simulated ∆ν over the whole parameter range is a
few MHz lower than for the measured data, which we attribute to a drift of the center frequency
during the measurement. Nevertheless the simulations describe the mode behaviour of the AR
laser diode-based ULNL sufficiently well to predict the influence of changing cavity lengths.

In contrast, the mode maps of the laser system employing the FP laser diode reveal significantly
worse single-mode behaviour (Figure 6 right column). The laser regularly switches between single-
mode and multi-mode operation while scanning the length of the second external cavity Lex2.
The multi-mode regions are approximately twice as large as the single-mode regions. The single-
mode regions are reduced to 20MHz tuning range and are thus significantly smaller compared
to the system with the AR laser diode. This behaviour repeats for every setting of the length
of the first external cavity Lex1. This represents a crucial difference compared to the AR laser
diode. However, single-mode areas with limited tuning can also be found. The simulations show
qualitative agreement with the measurements, but differ in the size of the multi-mode areas. This

AR laser diode

M
e
a
su

re
m

e
n
t

S
im

u
la

ti
o
n

FP laser diode

Figure 6: Measured mode maps for ULNL with an AR laser diode and an FP laser diode compared
to simulated mode maps for the two ULNLs based on Equation 4. The two independent variables
are Lex1 and Lex2. The white areas represent multi-mode regimes.
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can be explained by the simple structure of the simulations, which only take into account the
effect of changes in the cavity lengths, while the physics of the semiconductors dynamics is only
considered empirically. The operation of a real laser is more complex than our simulation, but our
simple model is well suited to qualitatively describe the mode structure of complex ECDLs.

Our investigation reveals that in the case of the AR laser diode, regime III is independent of
the feedback phase. Tuning the laser cavities affects the laser wavelength as expected but does not
lead to multi-mode operation. We believe that this behaviour originates from the simpler cavity
geometry of the AR laser diode-based ULNL, effectively lacking one cavity compared to the FP
laser diode system. The original feedback regime theory was developed for a three mirror case
corresponding more closely to the AR system.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we presented an investigation of the behaviour of two ULNLs based on different
types of laser diodes. Specifically, we modify TOPTICA DLC DL pro ECDLs by integrating an
additional fiber cavity. This approach combines the advantageous optical FN characteristics of
TiSa laser systems with the advantages of ECDLs, such as flexibility in the wavelength regime,
compact size and cost effectiveness. Our focus lies on 729 nm, which is relevant for a specific calcium
ion transition utilized in quantum computing, quantum simulation and optical clock applications
that demand stringent FN requirements in the MHz regime.

Our study encompasses two distinct types of measurements. Firstly, we analyze the FN per-
formance utilizing a self-heterodyne measurement setup. Secondly, we examine the behaviour of
the ULNL single-mode operation by measuring the mode maps of the system as a function of the
external cavity lengths. In terms of FN measurement, the results obtained using both laser diode
types demonstrate almost identical performance. This outcome is attributed to the similarity in
the total length of the cavity employed in both systems. Differences between the two systems
concerning the onset of coherence collapse and the feedback ratio required to achieve the same
linewidth suppression can be attributed to the additional reflective surface in the FP system.

However, the single-mode behaviour exhibits significant differences between the two laser diode
types: The ULNL based on an AR laser diode exhibits distinct regions for single-mode operation.
In contrast, the system employing an FP laser diode frequently transitions between single-mode
and multi-mode states, resulting in a less predictable behaviour. These findings underscore the
critical importance of careful consideration when selecting the type of laser diode for achieving
stable and reliable operation of ULNL systems. However, laser diodes with an AR coating are
often not available. In this case, the ULNL with an FP laser diode can also be used. However,
more careful tuning and control is required to keep the laser with an FP laser diode in a single-mode
state.

The implications of our results are particularly significant for quantum applications, as they
facilitate while maintaining a compact and robust system. This holds particular relevance for mod-
ern highly integrated experiments, where the combination of precision, compactness and reliability
is of utmost importance.
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C. Raab, W. Kaenders, and V. Vuletić. Passive intrinsic-linewidth narrowing of ultraviolet
extended-cavity diode laser by weak optical feedback. Opt. Express, 22(10):11592–11599, 2014.

[47] M. Yamoah, B. Braverman, E. Pedrozo-Penafiel, A. Kawasaki, B. Zlatković, and V. Vuletić.
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