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Numerical Modeling of 3.5 pum Dual-Wavelength
Pumped Erbium Doped Mid-Infrared Fiber Lasers

Andrew Malouf, Ori Henderson-Sapiember, IEEE Martin Gorjan, David J. Ottaway

Abstract—The performance of mid-infrared Er3*-doped fiber et al. [9] numerically optimized parameters such as doping
lasers has dramatically improved in the last few years. In ths  concentration. We present a model that has been developed
paper we present a numerical model that provides valuable 5,4 eynerimentally validated against three published DWP
insight into the dynamics of a dual-wavelength pumped flbe( t 151171, 110 ti the 3.5 t it Wi
laser that can operate on the 3.5 pm and 2.8 um bands. This SYS'€MS (5], [[7], IT10] operaling on the 5.o pm transition. Ve
model is a much needed tool for optimizing and understanding discuss the factors that limit their performance and method
the performance of these laser systems. Comparisons betwee of optimization. The model can be adapted to any fiber laser
simulation and experimental results for three different systems system.
are presented. The paper is organized as follows: Section Il introduces

Index Terms—Laser, fiber, optics, optical, infrared, mid- the scientific and mathematical basis of the numerical model
infrared, erbium, Er **, ZBLAN, numerical, model, simulation, Section Il describes the validation procedure for the nidde
optimization, 3.5 pm, 2.8 um, dual-wavelength. Section IV we discuss the findings and potential optimizatio

Finally, conclusions are presented in Section V.
I. INTRODUCTION

EW mid-infrared laser sources will enable significant Il. BAsIS OFNUMERICAL MODEL

advances in a wide range of applications including The energy level transitions in Erthat are associated with
spectroscopy[[1], remote sensing [2], non-invasive médiche DWP system are illustrated in Figl @I [7],_]11]. Most
diagnosis [[8], and defense countermeasliie [4]. The midecay processes are omitted for brevity but would simply be
infrared spectral range is of particular interest in molacu represented by arrows connecting each excited state to each
spectroscopyl[5], since strong absorption features of malayel below it. A comparison of conventional pumping (CP)
molecules (including hydrocarbons) are found there. TIH&2] and DWP [[6] techniques used to generate 3.5 um lasing
fundamental absorption lines for molecules containingdson(L,) are included in the left of Figl] 1. The CP technique pumps
between hydrogen and carbon, nitrogen or oxygen are locateds from ground level'l;;,, (1) directly to the upper laser
between 2.8 um and 4 pm|[5]. level “Fy 5 (5) using one 655 nm pump Sourcks.m).-

Dual-wavelength pumping (DWP) of an ¥rdoped

ZBLAN fluoride glass fiber is an efficient method of enabling

4 4

a 3.5 um laser at room temperature. This method takes TP 4:3/2' Forz
advantage of long-lived excited states that cause botesne / ) 72 .
which normally limit laser performancel[6]. Recent work has® CP__DWP W f RORT
demonstrated that emission between 3.3 pm and 3.8 um can be § Wese, o
achieved on théFg,, —* I, transition when DWP is used 3 L, 912
[7]. 4 h 4 P.l - 4|9/2

A numerical model has been developed to provide valuablg MP b, Py Wasyy "
insight into laser performance, the significance of conmggti I\/ Waap Wese e
processes, and the interactions that occur at the atomic and = W’f” v Ny
photonic level. The model can be used to analyze system wasted W0
design and predict optimum fiber specifications. eneray :

Several numerical models have been developed to study o P, W:142

lasers that operate on the 2.8 pum transition i# Eoped fiber 1 x_J : vy ¥ *1s/2

lasers. Gorjaret al. [8] numerically investigated the signifi-

cance of interionic processes in°Edoped ZBLAN while Li  rig 1. The energy levels of erbium ions showing DWP traosi due to

pump absorption of the firstP;) and secondK2) pumps, 2.8 um lasing
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wavelength of 1973-1976 nrnl[7], [1L0P¢) to excite ions from  There are two excited state absorption (ESA) processes
levels®I,; 2 (3) t04F, /2 (5). DWP takes advantage of the longassociated with the first pump - one from levé|, 2 (3) 1o
lifetime of Ievel4111/2 (3) which acts as an elevated “virtual’level 4F7/2 (7) and one from IeveF19/2 (4) to IeveI4F3/2
ground state and cycles ions between levdlg » (3) and followed by fast multi-phonon decay to IevéF7/2 (7). The
1F, s2 (5). DWP significantly increases efficiency comparelatter excited state absorption is treated as a directitiams
with CP since less energy is wasted by decay from IéMqI/Q from Ievels419/2 (4)to 4F7/2 (7) due to the fast multi-phonon
(3) back to the ground state. Lol powers enable lasing atdecay.
2.8 pm (1) on thel;; 5 — Iy55 transition.
A numerical model, titled “Fiber Laser Atomic and Photonic
Populations” (FLAPP), was developed in MATLAB [13] toB. Relaxation
solve the rate equations listed in Section IlI-E. This model i
mathematically similar to that described by Gorgtnal. [8].
This model solves the atomic and photonic populations
discrete sections of the fiber. This is achieved by dividimg t
fiber into a number of length elementss illustrated in Fid.]2.

Each excited energy level has an intrinsic lifetime,and

relaxation rate;; = 7—! which includes radiative (fluores-
génce) and non-radiative multi-phonon (MP) decay. Relarat
from an upper level to a lower levelj has an associated

. . 7—1 .
The rate equations are solved at each time step for eacthle brfe n::-Ir;?o:r?tlgg”u\ggee:elgéfltglﬁo;v elr K/eej‘j“:g :;ei\l/z);]atk;(;/n
element using the fourth order Runge-Kutta (RK4) methor,} = Biiry = Bt
Time and space are coupled such that the time steps ¥ 77 ° 777
defined as the time required for light to traverse a singler fibe
element of lengthAL = % [8]. The photonic populations are
shifted one length element at each time step. At the fiber,ends

these populations are reflected from, or transmitted tHypug Pump absorption dP; andP, photons creates a population
the resonator mirrors. inversion between thély» (4) and*Fy, (5) energy levels.
Spontaneous emission (radiative decay) from Ié\‘féj/g (5)
L to level 419/2 (4) initiates lasing at a wavelength of 3.5 um.
Pump ALT’ T T T T T T Leser Similarly, _radiative_decay from levéll,, » (3) to level*I 3,5
- < ()I > 15 | ﬁﬁﬁﬁT) S = (2) can initiate lasing at a Wavelgngth of 2.8 um. .

— The rate of spontaneous emissidy, is proportional to
the population of the upper laser leval,,,... The rate of
-’ direction At = AL% “+' direction stimulated emissioR;. is proportional to the laser photon
° _— density Fj,s.,, multiplied by N,,,.-. Note that laser photons
Fig. 2. Numerical iteration of photon propagation in a fibérded into n may l,)e reabsorbeq by |(_)ns In t_he lower las,er ,lew@flw”’
length elements. Photons propagate in thé or * —’ direction. ncor. is the redUC|ng the effective gain of stimulated emission. The rat
refractive index of the fiber core ang) is the speed of light in a vacuum. of absorption is proportional t0)gser aNd Njpwer. The cross

The time stepAt is defined as the time required for light to traverse a singl . e . _
fiber element of lengthAL, — L Sections of these transitions are elaborated in SeCfiéh |1

n'

Lasing

The model FLAPP is an enhancement of that developf)d
by Gorjanet al. [8] because it solves the rate equations for’
a single 2D population matrix that contains all populations Energy transfer processes are non-radiative energy ex-
of all fiber elements. This results in a significant reductiochanges that occur between ions. The significance of these
in computational time. The model also uses 3D parameiateractions is often dependent on doping concentralidh, [1
matrices so that parameters may be varied for multiple fghral[15] which determines the mean spacing between ions and

Interionic processes

simulations. hence the probability of interactions.
The relevant energy transfer procelds;;; describes the
A. Pump absorption non-radiative energy exchange between two ions initiaily i

Iea/elsi and j that transition to levels: and (. The energy

The firs'f pump hqs a wavelength petween 96.6 nm [10] AQnsfer processes in #rdoped ZBLAN that have been
985 nm [6] depending on the experiment and is labdted ublished in literature aréVas1a, Wasir, Werss, and Waags

This pump launches photons into either the care [6] or tfﬂ o ] .
inner cladding [[7], [I0] at one end of the fiber. The ion I1], [14]. The ratelV;;x; is expressed in units of volume per

that absorb these pump photons are excited from energy level ime-

I15/2 (1) to level*I;; /5 (3) by ground state absorption (GSA).

The second pum®,, has a wavelength between 1973 n ;
[6] and 1976 nm[[10] depending on the experiment andr;'&'s' Rate equations
launched into the fiber core. The ions in Ie\ééjl/2 (3) that The atomic and photonic rate equations are stated below
absorb photons from the second pump are excited to levéth spatial and time dependence omitted for brevity. A
“Fg/2 (5). The model allows for pumping from either end ofletailed explanation of each term follows.
the fiber or from both ends simultaneously. The atomic rate equations are:
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of laser Ly for the transition from leveli to j. or,cm,,
andoyr, s, are the effective cross sections of emission and

6
aNr - _ Z 77iN7 + Rp,abssn FP, + Rpyabssn FP; absorption of laseLy. b; andb; are the Boltzmann factors of
dt im1 the upper and lower laser subleveélandj. g; andg; are the
+ Was17 N3 (1) degeneracies of the upper and lower laser sublevels.
5 For EF* ions, each energy level is split int@.J + 1) /2
dNe =106 Ny — Z 76iNo — WeraaNg N, + Wizga Ns Ny Stark levels, wherd is the total angular momentum quantum
dt = number, leaving Kramers degenerac¢y|[16]. Therefore, the
(2) Stark levels in Et* (having odd number of electrons) have
dN- 7 4 degeneracieg; = g; = 2 [15].
d—to = Z ri5 N; — Z 75: N5 + Rpyabsss Fp, Photonic population densities are calculated for propagat
i=6 i=1 in each of the 4+’ and ‘-’ directions illustrated in Fig[]2.
— Rrysesa Fro — Ws362 N5 N3 (3) Note that we calculate the photonic populations inside tre c
AN 7 3 only since only these populations are available to intenéttt
24 :Z”‘*Ni _ Z”“'N‘l — Rp,abs,, Fp, the EP* ions. The mode fields extend outside the core for
dt i=5 i=1 wavelengths that have fibdr parameters smaller than 2.4
+ Riysess Fr, + Wo1a N2 + We142 NNy (4) (see Section II-G5) such that only the single transverse mode
7 2 is guided. Therefore, we include a mode overlap fadiaio
dlNs - ZmNi _ Zr3iN3 + Rp,aps,s Fp, correct for rates of change of population density within the
at = — core [17].
— Rp, absy, Fp, — Rpyabsss Fp, The photonic rate equations are:
— Rpyseso Fr, — 2Wss17N5 — WaszgaNsNs  (5)
ANy ¥ _p R “R — Rpyapsy] FE
e Z riaNi = 191 N2 + Rp, seqo Fr, — 2Wa214 N3 a7 Prabsis = fiPrabssr T SEPrabsar] TPy
=3 + RPllosng (12)
+ We142 N6 N1 + Ws362 N5 N3 (6) dFIﬂD:2 . N
dN, 7 ) dt :FPg [_RPgab535 sz] + RPglosst2 (13)
Tl Z ri1N; — Rp aps1s F'p, + Wo214 N3 dFE
=2 ) dtLl :FLl [RL18632 Fitl + RL18P32] + ‘RLllossﬁFi‘:1 (14)
+ W3317N5 — We142Ne N1 ) IFt
Neore = i N; (8) dth =1L, [RL25€54 FLi2 + RL25P54] + RL21055FLi2 (15)
=1

where F* is the density of pum@; of laserLy photons

whereN; is the population density of ions in energy level propagating in the+’ direction andI" is the mode overlap
N.ore is the doping density of ions in the fiber coré,is the factor of the photon field as defined in Section 11-Bz, 1055
photonic population number density, ang is the intrinsic and Rp,10ss are the loss rates of laser and pump photons.
relaxation rate from level to j. Rp, s, is the rate of pump Rr,sp,; is the spontaneous emission rate of lalsgrphotons
absorption of pumPy with transitions from level to j and from leveli to j.
Rp,se;; is the rate of stimulated emission of lasef with The rate term for spontaneous emission is given by
transition from leveli to j. W is the rate of interionic
intzrlactions resulting in transitions from levelsand j to & Riyspi; = f 002661”5 Fraarij N; (16)
andl.

The absorption and stimulated emission rates include thewhere f,...,: is the probability of acceptance of a spon-
populations of the upper and lower laser energy levels aad faneously emitted photon being trapped in the fiber in either
cross sections of transitions between them. direction of propagation, and,.,q is the probability that the

relaxation is radiative.

RPkawa‘ = (O_Pkabsi,j NZ - O-Pkemj1N7) (9)

9i
Ripsei; = V0Lyse; (biNi - g_jijj) (10) For two nondegenerate states of manifold sublevalsd,
(11) the emission and absorption cross sections will be eqeg], i.
oi; = 04 [18]. In the case of rare earth ions doped into a host,

wherev = Py is the speed of light inside the fiber,any ‘level’ is actually a manifold of sublevels and a traiasit
approximated to be constant for pump and laser wavelengtbbenergy separatiohr can occur between multiple pairs of
Op.abs;; aNdop, e, are the effective cross sections of absorgsublevels. The energy of each sublevel is slightly dependen
tion and emission of pumBy for the transition between levelson the host because variations in the local electric fieldsea
i andj. or,s,; is the cross section of stimulated emissiotark shifts. The inhomogeneous nature of glass hosts means

F. Cross sections

=V (O'Lkemij NZ - ULkaijiNj)
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that effective sublevel energy positions are blurred mathan ratio Acore/(Acore + Aciad), Where Acore and A.j,q are the
discrete. cross sectional areas of the core and clad.
The populations of each sublevel is dependent on thermalThe relation between the photon density inside the dore
distribution and can be estimated by multiplication of th® total power in the modé,,.q. is given by
total level population by the Boltzmann factor of the sulelev
Therefore, a cross section must be _defined at a par_ti_cular  Leore (V) Neore (V) Proge (V) icore (V)
frequency within the spectral bandwidth of the transition. Fv) = hoe =1I(v) Ahve
A cross section derived from experimental measurement of 0 0 (19)
absorption or emission spectra is aeffectivecross section, wherev is the photon frequencyl is the cross sectional
i.e., inclusive of the sublevel Boltzmann factor, at a givearea of the core, anfl,,. = PCXC is the mean intensity inside
temperature. the core in the transverse plane, i.e., the transversesityen
Measured energy level positions and Stark splitting &f Erprofile inside the core is assumed to be uniform.
at 13 K are provided by Huanet al. [16] in units of cm?. Any change in photon population is distributed throughout
We use this data and the McCumber relation [19] to calculafige mode which extends beyond the fiber core. The mode
effective emission cross sections from absorption cross severlap factor is implemented in the photonic rate equation
tions and vice versa. The McCumber relation considers k@at to convert from rates of change of photon population in the
population of each sublevel is determined by the Boltzmamnode F;,,.4. to rates of change of photon population inside
population distribution. the fiber coref'.

dF  AF AFode

G. Mode overlap FTi R vl A (20)
A Gaussian intensity profile is a good approximation for a

single mode field inside a step index fiberl[17]. The intensity. Loss rate

of each mode has a central peak and tends to zero away fronfhe |oss rate is calculated from an internal loss coefficient
longitudinal axis of the fiber. We define the mode overlap that arises from scatter and absorption of pump and laser
at any given wavelength as the fraction of the power in thghotons due to the glass host. This loss rate does not include

mode that overlaps the core. Only the overlapped portion phnsmission losses through resonator mirrors. The losef
the mode is available to interact with the’Eions. The entire photons is given by:

mode, however, will be affected by gain or loss as a result of
these interactions.
To estimate the mode overldp of single mode operation, (¢ (2))10ss = Do exp (—2) (21)

we take the approach of calculating the fraction of power  hare ¢ () is the number of photons (proportional to

transmitted through a circular aperture of radius equahto tpower) at distance: along the fiber propagating in either
fiber core radius:.. This applies to the case of a lowest ordej; action ¢ is the number of photons at — 0, and « is
mode only, which is well approximated by a Gaussian beéas measureihternal loss coefficienssumed to be constant

_The intensity/ of a Gaussian beam inside the fiber at g5nq the length of the fiber. Therefore, the loss over a sing|
distancer from the longitudinal axis may be derived from th&jpar element lengthAL in time stepAt is

equation for the complex wave amplitud€z, y, z) given by

Siegman [[1B]. Intensity is given by(r) = Iyexp (—2;—2) Ad exp (—aAL) — 1
wherew is the mode field radius. Then, using integration by (E) ~ S v
substitution, we can calculate the mode overlap fadtoas loss

%o (22)

the ratio of power inside the corB,,,. of radiusa to total  The rates of internal losB;, from the photonic rate Egns.
power in the modeP,,,qe. [I4 and_Ib at each wavelengthare given by
Pepe  [27 [ I(r)rdrdg a? AN g OR0AD) L (23)
= = o oo =l-exp|-2— dt /, At
Priode o Jo I(r)rdrde w o

(17) Two types of resonator mirror losses are also implemented
The mode field radius (or spot size)for step index, single- in the model. The first is ascattering lossthat reduces

mode fibers is estimated by the Marcuse empirical formuteansmission without affecting reflection. The second is a
[20]: reflection efficiencyhat reduces the effective mirror reflectivity
without affecting transmission.

(18)

1.61 2.
wxa(0.65+ 019 879)

- _|_ -
V3/2 % [1l. SIMULATION PARAMETERS

where V' is a parameter for step-index fibers defined by The model, FLAPP, was tested on three experiments pub-
V = 2Za(NA) and NA is the numerical aperture. lished in literature with their respective propertiesdisin Ta-

The mode overlag” of a highly multi-mode beam, such asble[l. The first experiment (H2014)/[6] used a single clad fiber
the clad pumping of a double clad fiber, is estimated to be theanufactured by IR-Photonics (IRP). The second (H2016)
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[7] and third (F2016)[[10] experiments used the same design

double clad fiber manufactured by Le Verre Fluoré (LVF) that

TABLE Il

SIMULATION PARAMETERS OF PUMPS AND LASERS

had a lower doping. The first pump was launched into the innet

. . Proper H2014 H2016 F2016 Unit Ref.
cladding and the second pump was launched into the core. perty 6] rd [L0]
This double clad fiber has a circular inner cladding (diamete o 977 968 o
; P
260 pm) with two parallel flats (separated by 240 pm). The Ap; 1973 1973 1976 nm
second experiment used discrete highly reflective (HR) and op, as,s 9.30 195 856 10*52 mz 23]
output coupler (OC) mirrors butt-coupled to the fiber wherea 7Fiabssr géog 51’-33(5) 301-(7) 18:26 m’ Eg}
. . " . A O P abs . . . m
t_he third expenr_nent used an_all f|b_er geometry mc_ludmg a UP;abS: 30.0 300 300 1026 m2 21
fiber Bragg grating (FBG), written directly into the fiber, as o5, .y, 115 16.1 4.45 10~26 m2? [1g], [23]
the output coupler. oPyemzs 6.75 211 440 1072 m? [1g], [23]
TPy e 47.8 17.4 1.70 10726 m2 [16], [23]
TABLE | O Pyemss 36.1 36.1 375 10726 m2 [Ig], [27]
EXPERIMENTAL PROPERTIES )\i: 348198 548198 548128 Em
OLyemss 45.0 45.0 450 10726 m? [28]
Property H2014[[6] H2016]7] F2016][L0]  Unit OLyemsy 12.0 12.0 10.8 10726 m2 [12], [21]
Manufacturer IRP LVF LVF b 0210 0210  0.210 16]
- - bs 0.350 0.350  0.350 [16]
Cladding single double double
" by 0.575 0.575  0.427 [16]
Er L7 1.0 1.0 mol.% b 0435 0435  0.308 116
a 5.25 8.25 8.25 um 5 ' : : 116]
Roc(3.5 pm) 87 58 55 %
NA(core) 0.150 0.125 0.125 N
L 0.18 2.80 430 m Rup@35um) 99 99 86 %
Roc(3.5 um) 90 80 55 % (3.5 um) 0.060 0.035 0035 m"
OC type mirror mirror FBG
Ry r(3.5 um) 99 99 90 %
ngtg’v‘jgr 0o e o g W wherek is the Boltzmann constant afidis the temperature,
P, pumping core clad clad assumed to be 300 K. The Boltzmann factéyswere then
Ap, 985 977 966-974 nm summed for each predicted laser transition for each level.
Ap, 1973 1973 1976 nm
Tabled T[T, and1V list the simulation parameters thatreve 15449 5/2
sourced and calculated from multiple references, inclgidin 15398 7/2 .
Refs. [8], [15], [16], [21]-[26]. Parameters found to be imogl 15361 e PP
agreement with multiple independent sources were held fixed . igg% gﬁ
in the simulations. Such parameters include the absorption g
cross section oP;, stimulated emission cross sectionIof, i 3470 nm 3440 nm
mirror reflectivities at each wavelength, and intrinsietifnes g 12630 12
of levels *I 5,5 (2) and*I;;,, (3). Parameters with larger 5 12604 572
uncertainties were altered independently, within theatest 12538 A\ 4 772 {4
uncertainties, to test their significance. These parametere 12472 \ 4 32 9/2
likely to affect final results significantly if varied by 25% so 2
: . 12413 9/2
from measured or published values. Such parameters include

absorption cross section of punip,, stimulated emission
cross section of the 3.5 um laser transition, the crossaétax
parametefiVs3q2, and lifetimes of levelsly » (4) and“Fy -

Fig. 3. Stark splitting in E¥*-doped ZBLAN and predicted laser transitions
of lasers developed by Henderson-Sagtial. [6], [[7] (3470 nm) and Fortiret
(5) al. [10] (3440 nm). Each arrow connects a pair of Stark levels cherespond

’ .. . to the predicted transitions of the associated wavelengis energy data was
The emission cross sectionsp, ¢, and op,em, Of the  goyrced from Ref[T16] and the assignment order of Starkdewas sourced

first and second pumps were calculated from absorptiGom Ref. [27].

measurements_[21] using McCumber theory. The effective ) ] o )
stimulated emission cross sectiof, .., of the 3.5 um laser The simulation reflectivities of the butt-coupled mirrore a
, .

was estimated using the 3.5 pm fluorescence spectrum gi\'@ﬂer than their_specified vglugs since the light is incident
by Tobben|[[12] and the Fiichtbauer-Ladenburg equalioh [Zirom a ZBLAN flber_(refra_ctlve 'ndemww = 1-.48) rather .
The 3.5 pm laser transitions, predicted from measured St&fn from air. The dielectric coatings of the mirrors used in
split energy levels([16], is shown in Figl 3. The Boltzmanf§XPeriments H2014[6] and H2016/[7] is proprietary informa-
factors b; of the Stark split upper and lower energy levelfion and, therefore, we had to make our own predictions about

were calculated using the partition functiéinof each level as their composition and number of layers. We also performed
follows: 0° reflectivity measurements on the 90% and 80% output

couplers that resulted 0 + 1% and 75 4 1% respectively.
The simulation reflectivities were calibrated to give good
(24) agreement with the slope efficiencies of experimental data.
The intrinsic lifetimesr; and branching ratiog;; in Ert-
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doped ZBLAN that were used in each simulation are listed nesults. These values were therefore maintained for theethr

Table[. systems H2014 [6], H2016 7], and F2016 [10].
Steady state results gave excellent agreement between the
TABLE Il . cases where both pumps were switched on simultaneously and
SPECTROSCOPIC PARAMETERS OER where P; was switched on 20 ms prior t8,. Therefore,
P we switched both pumps on simultaneously for all presented
arameters Value Source N . .
oo = simulations. The number of fiber elementshosen for each
” Tome IZH system was determined by finding the minimunsuch that
s 8.0 ps 24] the variation between successive simulations was netgigib
75 177 ps [24] These wereigoo14 = 10, ng2016 = 28, andTLF2016 =43.
6 530 s [24]
g 5.0 us [28]
B21 1 [24] . . —
Ban B 0.182, 0.818 4] A. Time domain - H2014 [6]
B3, Ba1 0.999, 0.001 [24] In this section, we study the time evolution of the atomic
Bs4, Bs3, Bs2, Bs1 0.808, 0.008, 0.009, 0.175 4] : . .
Bus. Bos. Bos. Bus. Ber 0.285. 0,029, 0014, 0.193, 0.479 [ [24] populat.lons gnpl mtr_acawty laser power. We also show that
Br6, Br1 0.990, 0.010 28] 20 ms is sufficient time to reach steady state. In each of the
following two examples, the power of puni, is held fixed

. - . . . .at 194 mWw.

The interionic parameters used in the simulations aredliste In Fig.@ the atomic populations in the middle fiber element
n Tablg[ﬂ and are conS|stenF W'th the We?‘k'Y mteractlngre shown (left axis) as these approximate the mean populati
regime in recent literaturé [8],_[11], [15]. Interionic presses along the fiber. The intracavity 3.47 um laser power midway

in Er¥*-doped ZBLAN fibers are currently not fully under- X L e
stood. There are discrepancies in literature regardingates allong thg fiber, propagating in the * direction, is also shown
) (%%ht axis). PumpP, operates at 2 W CW.

values of the significant processes and their dependence
doping concentration, particularly between bulk glass féivet
[8], [14], [15], [24]. ZBLAN composition and quality of fiber ~ 3**° ‘ : : 3

draw may vary between suppliers and draws. This variatit
may result in different distributions of Erions [29] which — 1
affect the rates at which interionic processes occur. “.“g =2
= 2f 2 34
2 — 11/2
TABLE IV 4 2 4%
SIMULATION PARAMETERS OF INTERIONIC PROCESSES % 5 o2
c 2 _54':9/2
o o
Parameters  Valugl0=24m3s~1) Ref. g e 6
= 1t 1 3/2
Waz14 0.40 [T, [15] g —_—F,
Wss17 0.08 [11], [15] & Laser
We142 0.10 [11], [15] Power
Wi362 17.0 [11]
0 0
0 5 10 15 20
The upper and lower energy levels of the 3.5 um las Time [ms]

transition are highly populated in the DWP system compared
with the more common singly pumped 2.8 umSEdoped Fig. 4. Modeled atomic populations of experiment H2014 byndieson-

. ) apiret al. [6]. The populations are calculated midway along the fibethi
ZBLAN fiber laser. _The VYOI‘k of Bonanov ["4] shows thafase where pump; operates at 194 mW anigly operates at 2 W CW. The
further processes, including reverse processes, arebp@ssintracavity 3.47 pm laser power propagating in the direction is plotted

These processes could have a greater affect on the 3.5 auginst the right axis.
DWP system than the 2.8 pm fiber laser. One example of o ) )
such a process #3251 [24] that would transfer ions from the The threshol_d condition for Iasmg is reacheq at around
virtual ground staté111/2 (3) to the upper laser Ievé[F9/2 1 ms, after which the laser power increases rapidly over.the
(5). This process was not included in the model since, to tff?—:“ow'”% 4 ms. When threshold is reached, the population
best of our knowledge, no direct measurement of its value HAs'€vel “Fo 2 (5) remains fairly constant beyond 1 ms. A
been made. large population is bottlenecked in levél;,» (2) due to its
relatively long intrinsic lifetime ofr, = 9.9 ms. Therefore
steady state for this system is reached at around 20 ms, gnakin
20 ms duration simulations sufficient for steady state aisly
We identified a list of parameters that were either measuredntracavity laser power immediately after threshold igsH
directly or published in literature and held those paramsetdrated in Fig.[5. For both laser transitions, the well known
fixed in simulations. We then varied the remaining variablelaxation oscillations/ [18] are observed. The relaxatisa
parameters slightly, within their published uncertaisitier cillations are stronger on the 2.8 um laser emission than the
our estimate of their bounds, until we found a cohesive s&t5 um emission due to the higher stimulated emission cross
of parameters that gave good agreement with experimerdgattion on the 2.8 um transition. This means that 3.5 pm

IV. M ODEL VALIDATION
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transition relaxation oscillations have a lower frequeacy 035
damp out prior to full power being reached. The figure alsa
illustrates that the 2.8 um laser operates at low power (20 mV

3470 nm
2800 nm

intracavity power) and is gradually suppressed by the buyild 025l
of ions in its lower lasing Ieve‘fIlg/Q (2).
E 0.2t
0.14 ; g
3470 nm g 015¢
012} 2800 nm i
) 0.1t
N | l I }\\
0.05 l\l H
2 o0s| 1 NIl ‘ l\l I\l h M
) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
E 0.061 i Time [ms]
0.0al | Fig. 6. Modeled intracavity laser power of experiment H2@$4Henderson-
' Sapiret al. [6], [30] in low power pulsed operation. The power is calteth
midway along the fiber over a 10 ms simulation. Pupoperates at 200 mW
0.021 1 with 300 us pulses at a repetition rate of 1 kHz. Lasers puleznately
’ between wavelengths of 2.8 um and 3.47 pm.
0 L L L 1
0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Time [ms] 045 ‘ -
0.41 - | 1
Fig. 5. Modeled intracavity laser power of experiment H2@$4Henderson- 035l | ]
Sapiret al. [6] immediately after threshold of the 2.8 um and 3.47 pmriase : u E‘DQ 0
The power is calculated midway along the fiber in the case evipemmp 03 |; |
P1 operates at 194 mW ands operates at 2 W CW. The figure illustrates 8 o
oscillatory behavior at each laser wavelength immediaaétigr threshold. The 1

powers plotted are for lasers propagating in the direction only.

Cl

Lasing occurs at 2.8 pm on tHé;; » —* I3/, transition 0.5} ‘ 1
when pumpP; is fixed at 194 mW and the power B% is low. oal O& 3470 nm CW, Model
An interesting experimental observation occurs whilsting 3470 nm CW Experiment
P, at low power in which lasers pulse alternately betweer ™[ 22;8 o EEEEZ’ ’I\E/lfpd:rliment
wavelengths of 3.47 pm and 2.8 pm. Our simulations have w o : 5 2‘ 3 .
reproduced this behavior as illustrated in Hig§. 6. This fgur P, input power [W]
shows the modeled intracavity laser power when putaps
pulsed at low power (200 mW peak) with 300 ps pulses atrgy. 7. Modeled 3.47 pm laser output power of experiment HM26Y
repetition rate of 1 kHz. For this phenomenon to be observethderson-Sapiet al. [6] for CW and pulsed operation.
the power ofP, needs to be low enough to retain a sufficient
population in the'I;;,, (3) level between pulses to enable
lasing at 2.8 pm.

3.5 um laser output power [W]
5

L)
=[ 22

power was determined by dividing the average transmitted
power (detected by a slow thermopile) by the duty cycle of
the pulse (0.3 in this case).

B. Laser output power - H20141[6] The model predicts a higher saturation level than seen in

The model calculates pump and laser transmission in b e”me”t- This may be explained b_y a slight misalignment
the '+’ and ‘-’ directions since both resonator mirrors are pal0 the f|per that.develops at the pump mput_end due to. thermal
tially transmissive at each of the pump and laser WaveIezsngtﬁXp"’ms'on against the butt-coupled HR mirror. The fiber tip,
In all of our simulations, the pumps are launched into thé * initially heated byP; core pumping, expands further with
end of the fiber and the output coupler is located at the * increasingP, power since scattered pump light that is not
end of the fiber. Therefore, all transmission results thidio launched into the core is absorbed by the fiber coating. The
are transmissions in thet* direction. misalignment results in saturation of laser power.

Modeled 3.47 um laser output power of experiment H2014
as a function of incidenP, power is presented in Fig] 7.C. Pump transmission - H2014[6]

The plot shows reasonable agreement between modeled andlodeled CW pump transmission of experiment H2014 is
experimental data for both CW and pulsed operation [3Qdresented in Fid.]8. Transmission of both punihsand P2

The modeled threshold power matches experiment well at jest shown. The plot shows good agreement between modeled
above 100 mW. Modeled slope efficiencies and the non-linesamd experimental data for both pumps. Nearly all of the
power saturations are also closely matched to experiment.power is absorbed before reaching the output coupler. The

When pulsed, the 1973 nm pump operated at a frequerncgnsmission of pum@, is dependent upon populations in
of 1 kHz and a duty cycle of 30%. The experimental pulsevels *I;; ,» (3) and 4F9/2 (5) as well as pump absorption
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and emission cross sections (see Egn. 9). The calculaveaks set to 72% to match the slope efficiency of experimental
populations in Ievel§111/2 3) and4F9/2 (5) are dependent data. The modeled wavelength®f in experiment F2016 was
on parameters that have considerable uncertainties imgud968 nm which gave good agreement with the power saturation
launch efficiency, the cross relaxation rdtg;ss2, and the of ‘F3.5".

lifetimes of the 3.5 pm laser leveldy » (5) and*ly - (4).

V. DISCUSSION
1.4

° pz‘Modm A. Experiment H2014 by Henderson-Sapir et al. [6]
12r O P,Experiment 1 Modeled populations as functions of inciddht power are
g ° POF .
5 Lol A P, Model ° | presented in Fid._10. These populations are averaged ower th
§ Cll A Py Experiment S length of the fiber once steady state has been reached. The
S osf (’ i 3.47 pm laser output power is also overplotted against the
2 8 right axis to show the relation between laser output power
& 06r 8 1 and steady state populations.
8
o 04f [ 0) J
g @
& 8 4
0.2} ® 1 -1,
3 4
SRRas ansansana] 03 E| =24,
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0 b
P, input power [W] I,E, % +34'11/2
% g- +44|9/2
Fig. 8. Modeled CW pump transmission of experiment H2014 bpditrson- é 0.2 % A 5°F
Sapiret al. [6] for the 985 nm P1) and 1973 nm®2) pumps. The incident < o 912
power of P; was held fixed at 194 mW while the incident powerf was -8 é 6483/2
varied. g 8 4
= 0.1 E -7 Fire
o P s
o ‘ Model
D. Laser output power - H2016 [7] and F2016 [10] o E%vter,

Modeled 3.5 um laser output powers of experiments H20:
and F2016 are presented in F[d. 9. The plot shows go
agreement between modeled and experimental data for each
simulation. In each simulation, the power Bf is held fixed Fig. 10. Modeled populations of experiment H2014 by HermeiSapiret

e al. [6] as a function ofP2 pump power. The populations are averaged over
and the powe_r oP; is mcremente_d by 50_0 mW from O W tOthe length of the fiber at the end of a 20 ms simulation. The Bu#7laser
near the maximum power used in experiment. output power is plotted against the right axis to show thatiah between

laser output power and steady state populations.

16 T

Below threshold, the population of th‘au/z (3) level
decreases significantly with increasifg power as its popula-
tion is pumped to the upper laser Ieéﬂg/g (5). This decrease
is closely followed by a decrease in the population of level
gﬂ‘ I13/2 (2), as relaxation from the depletirid;; > (3) level is

1 reduced. The population of the ground state increases as ion

[
N

T
o%

2
2
%

3.5 um laser output power [W]
o
fee}

oslh o ‘ rrovoael are effectively returned to the ground state. This is méstyi
&9 § H2.0 Experiment due to ions in the now populated upper laser IV}, (5)
0.4 F6.5 Model 1 returning to the ground state by radiative deegy= 989 s~ 1.
Fo:5 Experment Another likely path is cross relaxatidisss, up to level*S
0.2 2 F3.5 Model 1 notherlikely p 5362 UP - 3/2
A F3.5 Experiment (6) followed by decay to the ground state, either directly
s 5 5 7 8 o 10 (re1=904s"") orvialevel®l 3/, (2) (re2 = 364 s~'). This
P, input power [W] cross relaxation process becomes significant as the papulat

of the 4F9/2 (5) level increases.
Fig. 9. Modeled 3.5 um laser output powers of exp?rime’ntsﬂGZBy Once threshold is achieved, the population of M/Q
et Aot e e SO WAL i ey (5) level s almost clamped due to.gain saturation. Perfect
to experiments F2016 in which; operated at 6.5 W and 3.5 W respectively.Clamping is not achieved due to the accumulation of ions in

the lower laser Ieveﬂg/g (4). Further increases in the rate of

The H2016 experiment is plotted against incident pungiimulated emission cause this lower lasing state popunat

power. The modeled launch efficiencies of punihsandP, gradually increase. This forces the population in Ie"ngL/Q
were 90% and 86% respectively. The F2016 experiments &8 to slightly increase so that threshold round trip gain is
plotted against launched pump power by setting the launofaintained. Lasing causes a significant increase in thefean

efficiency ofP; to 100%. However, the launch efficiencyl®f rate of ions from théng/g (4) state to the'l;;,» (3) state,
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thereby limiting the effect on depopulation of this level By 08 Experiment — &
pumping. o7 § Model N A
The non-linear behavior seen in Figs. 7 1Bapowers 2. 1,74 0us A
greater than 1 W can be explained by power saturation duog 06| A 7,708us A ]
to the limited supply of ions in levell;; /> (3) available for 8 g5| O Wss=85a0 m’s™ A N VN A
pumping to the upper laser levéF, , (5). Further evidence 2 B W,,,=17x10 ¥ m’™ A A & g O
of this is the increase in relatiie, transmission seen in Fig. 3 ** A ﬂ E ooH |
B above 1 W. 8 osf An &0“‘
The gain medium becomes transparent to the pump ¢ 3 % ® Q & ¢
when the population of levéll; , (3) is 20% higher than the & o2 ‘ |
population of level'Fy , (5). This is calculated based on the © o1} &)’ 1
effective P, emission cross section that was calculated from # ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.5 1 15 2 25 3

the effective pump absorption cross section using McCumbe
theory. In Fig[ID, the ratio of populations in levéls /> (3)
to 4F9/2 (5) is 1.75 when the inciderit; power is 2.8 W. This _

because the population of (3) level decreases Fig. 11. Modeled CW 3.47 um laser output powers as functiériz;opump
occurs - pop €1/2 . power based on variations of experiment H2014 by HendeSspir et al.
and the population of théF, s2 (5) level increases due tof[6]. The intrinsic lifetimer, of the lower laser levetly,» (4) and the cross
bottlenecking of population in thé19/2 (4) as mentioned relaxation paramete¥/s3¢2 are reduced by factors of 2 and 10 separately.
earlier. The population of th‘é[ll/g (3) level is reduced in two
ways. Firstly, more ions are stored in the two levels above it
Secondly, the increase in Ie\fbng/Q (5) increases the number

P2 input bower W]

“I11/2 (3) and upper laser levelFy,, (5). This is because
the spontaneous emission rate from ‘Em@/g (5) level to the
ground state is nine times higher than decay from4ﬂ1@/2
(3) level. The cross relaxation proceBs;sg2 increases this
further.

does not remove the power saturation completely as this is
dominated by the lower lasing state lifetime. The effecthis t

energy transfer also reduces significantly when double clad
fibers and lower doping densities are used as described below

To understand what processes are important in governing the
performance of the DWP laser, we calculated the transition
rates as functions of incider?; pump power. The most

In this section we investigate the impact of changes in thgynificant transition rates are averaged over the lengthef
lower laser level'ly/, (4) lifetime and the energy exchangsiper and plotted in Fig—12. The most significant transitien i
processWisse2. The benchmark values are those listed iffom levels*I;; /5 (3) to4F9/2 (5) by P, pump absorption. The
TablesIl and_IV. The steady state 3.47 pm output power @gn-linearity of this pump absorption, as well as stimulate
a function of inciden®> pump power is presented in Fig.111lemission, illustrates power saturation due to depletioiong
for a variety of lower laser state lifetimes affhsq. values. in level 41;, , (3) as discussed earlier. The population of the
In each case, the fiber is pumped by CW pump sources. |ower laser levet], , (4) is fed mainly by stimulated emission

The intrinsic lifetime of the lower laser level is reduced bynd non-radiative transitions from thi&Fy,» (5) level and

factors of two and ten from the benchmark vaiye= 8.0 us. hence the rate of decay from this state grows with the power
The results clearly show that a dominant limitation on lasef the second pump.

performance is the bottlenecking of ions in the lower laser
level 419/2 (4) since the power saturation is removed when
the lifetime of this state is reduced by a factor of 10. Iong
that accumulate in this lower laser Ie\i‘d[;/g (4) are delayed
in their return to the virtual ground sta‘&éll/g (3) and limit
the potential rate oP, absorption. The population of ions in
level 419/2 (4) are available to absorb photons of the 3.5 u
transition and reduce the net rate of laser photon generati&

The cross relaxation parametBrssg. is reduced by fac- At P, power levels below 70 mW the rate of stimulated
tors of two and ten from the benchmark valliEs3s = emission due to the 2.8 um laser transition is more significan
17.0 x 10~24 m3s~! [11]. The rate at which these interionicthan Wsse,. Above 70 mW, the 2.8 um laser is suppressed by
interactions occur is proportional to the populations iele absorption of thé®, pump and its subsequent reduction of the
T11/2 (3) and*Fy5 (5). This interionic process limits the *I;; 5 (3) population. The rate in which ions leave let&l,
laser performance by depleting ions from the virtual groun@®) by the energy transfer procelsss2 rises until threshold
level 4111/2 (3) as well as the upper laser IevéFg/Q (5) is reached at which point it flattens considerably. The rate i
which reduces stimulated emission and pump absorption. Tlkich ions are excited by, shows signs of initial saturation
plot of the reducedVsss2 = 1.7 x 10724 m3s~! illustrates until the threshold of the 3.47 um laser is reached and then it
the negative effect this parameter has on laser performamesumes its linear increase.

B. Parameter significance

The variations in the transition rates as functions of iaoid

> pump power around threshold are plotted in Hig] 13.
elow threshold, approximately 18% of ions in the upperdase
level 4F9/2 (5) decay to the ground state, exiting the second
pump cycle. Beyond threshold of the 3.47 um laser, stimdlate
I%mission increases sharply and causes a faster return ®f ion
0 theI;; - (3) level.
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15
P2 input power [W]

N
T

x 10% in experiment H2014 |6]. This is due to the longer interattio
—©—P1GSA(1-3) length of this 2.8 m fiber and the lower power densityRaf
5 :::ZEESSA(&;? in the core which prevents bleaching of thig, > (3) level.
T"_| W5362 (53-6.2)
= eca) -4,
@ vl ) —©—P1GSA(1-3)
S ] 6 —@—P2ESA(3-5)
S . SE3.5(5-4)
= ] T'm 5 W6, (53-6,2) |
& e | =A—Decay44-3)
= ‘o 4| == Decay5 (5-4,1) i
) T
@
7777777777777 ' 531 g
-
o
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[

Fig. 12. Modeled transition rates of experiment H2014 by d¢gson-Sapiet
al. [6]. Rates are averaged over the length of the fiber and glasefunctions 4
of incident Po pump power. The transitions are pump absorptiofPefand g% v~ 4§ = S5 T 37 T . T T T ¢
P2 (P1 GSA and P2 ESA), stimulated emission (SE) of the 3.5 per,ldse 1973 nm pump input power [W]

cross relaxation procedd’sss2, and the decay rates from the lower (4) and
upper (5) laser levels.

Fig. 14. Modeled transition rates of experiment H2016 by dtegson-Sapir
et al. [7]. The rates are averaged over the length of the fiber antedl@as
x 102 functions of inciden?s pump power. The transitions are pump absorption of

& P1GSA(1-3) P; andP3 (P1 GSA and P2 ESA), stimulated emission (SE) of the 3.5 um
8| —@—pP2EsA (3 45) laser, the cross relaxation procedg;ss2, and the decay rates of the lower
. SE28(3-2) (4) and upper (5) laser levels.

SE 3.5 (5-4)

The modeled laser output power as a function of fiber length
for fixed powers of botiP; and P, is presented in Fid._15.
The model predicts an optimal fiber length of 3.4 m for the
H2016 [7] H2.0 system when the second pump operates at
4 W. Laser power decreases sharply below 2.6 m interaction
lengths and decreases moderately above 3.6 m. An optimal
fiber length of 2.5 m is predicted for the F2016 |[10] F6.5
system when the second pump operates at 9 W. This implies
a potential increase in laser power of 10% compared with the

(=2}

Wy, (5,3-62)

Decay 4 (4-3)
Decay 5 (5-4,1)

ol

Transition Rate [m °s Y]

0.08

01 V012 Y0la
Pzinputpow

er [W] experimental fiber length of 4.3 m.
Fig. 13. Modeled transition rates of experiment H2014 by d¢ggson-Sapir 1.8 :
et al. [6] around threshold. The rates are averaged over the lasfgtte fiber P 000 ® °®
and plotted as functions of incideRt pump power. The transitions are pump __ 161 [ ] [ ] X P 1
absorptionP; and P2 (P1 GSA and P2 ESA), stimulated emission (SE) of 2, Lal o o0 @ |
the 2.8 um and 3.5 um lasers, the cross relaxation prddéss., and the 5 P
decay rates of the lower (4) and upper (5) laser levels. 2 1o} |
o
By e |
>
. ) . ‘ 3 | |
C. Experlmen_ts H2016 by Henderson-Sapir et al. [7] and s 08 ¢ ¢ XXX L X *0 ¢
F2016 by Fortin et al.[[1D] 2. e ‘0 |
The simulations F6.5 and F3.5 presented in Q. 9 are% oal ¢ |
particularly sensitive to the wavelength &f, due to steep o ¢
L : 02k @ H2.0 Model, P2=4w| |
variation in ground state absorption between 965 nm an @ 6.5 Model, P2=oW
972 nm [23]. The wavelength 968 nm provided the best fit 0140145’ . 5 . i : T .
to experimental data. This wavelength also correspondseto t ' Fibre length [m] ’

peak of the excited state absorption for tHg, » — “F7 /-

transition. The rate of excited state absorption in the H2F®l. 15. Modeled laser output power as function of fiber langased on

simulation is more sensitive to variations in wavelengtitei Parameters from experiments H2016 by Henderson-Sepal. [7] (H2.0)
. . . and F2016 by Fortiret al. [10] (F6.5). The H2.0 simulation haklty power

at 9_7_7 nm the change in cross section with wavelength fg.q at 4 w and the F6.5 simulation hah power fixed at 9 W.

significant.

Modeled transition rates of experiment H20L6 [7] as func- Modeled laser output power as a function of output coupler
tions of incidentP> pump power is plotted in Fif. 14. The rategeflectivity for fixed powers oPs is presented in Fig. 16. The
of stimulated emission anél, absorption are closer to linearity plot shows how optimum output coupler reflectivity decresase
compared with those of the shorter 18 cm core-pumped fibgith increasing power of the second pump. An optimal reflec-
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