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Sagnac Speed Meter and ring resonators can be used as high precision instruments, but they are
limited in their sensitivity through scattered light causing non-linear noise. Here, we experimentally
demonstrate a technique called Tunable Coherence, where the long coherence length of the laser is
broken in a controlled way, to suppress the coupling of scattered light in a Sagnac interferometer.
We demonstrate a scattered light suppression of 24.2 dB in a Sagnac interferometer and discuss
the experimental limitations. Further, we show an analytical discussion on how Tunable Coherence
could be a fundamental solution to light scattering back from optical surfaces into the counter
propagating beam, which is an issue particularly in ring resonators.

I. INTRODUCTION

Laser interferometers are used in a wide range of ap-
plications, one being ground-based gravitational wave de-
tectors, which currently employ an enhanced Michelson
interferometer layout. Since the first detection in 2015,
now known as GW150914, by the advanced LIGO de-
tectors [1], many more detections provided further in-
sights in astrophysical and cosmological phenomena [1–
4]. While the network of current detectors [5] consisting
of the Advanced LIGO, Advanced Virgo [6], KAGRA [7]
and GEO600 [8] are further improved and upgraded to
increase sensitivities, the next generation of observatories
like the Einstein Telescope [9] and Cosmic Explorer [10]
are already being planned and will push the limits even
further.

For these future observatories, Sagnac Speed Meters
are a possible alternative topology [11–13] as they offer
advantages for quantum noise reduction due to speed be-
ing a quantum non-demolition observable [11]. However,
the Sagnac topology suffers in the same way from scat-
tered light noise as the currently implemented Michel-
son topologies. Additionally, as it features two counter-
propagating beams, another effect of light scattering from
one propagation direction into the other, referred to as
backscatter [14, 15], introduces even more phase noise
and a power imbalance. This is especially problematic in
the associated ring resonators [16–19] and also impacts
other applications of Sagnac type topologies like gyro-
scopes [20–22]. While here the impact of backscatter is
currently reduced through post-processing techniques, no
general solution exists [23, 24].

Both backscatter and scattered light noise common to
Sagnac and Michelson topologies are limiting factors for
sensitivity, especially in the low-frequency regime. The
latter is caused by light leaving the main interferome-
ter beam in unintended ways before coupling back into
the readout, picking up an additional path length and
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time-dependent phase changes [25, 26]. Current gravi-
tational wave detectors already employ different meth-
ods to reduce scattered light in different stages, includ-
ing baffles [27], post-processing [28] and an adaptation
of controls [29, 30]. However, for the sensitivity increases
aimed for in future detectors, even a single scattered light
photon will pose problems. The technique of Tunable Co-
herence [31] has been shown to work well in Michelson
topologies and optical resonators [32] as a novel funda-
mental approach that could give some needed margin in
dealing with scattered light. We demonstrate here that
it is, in principle, also suitable for Sagnac topologies and
could be a possible fundamental solution for backscatter-
ing.

II. THE CONCEPT OF TUNABLE
COHERENCE

Tunable Coherence uses high speed phase-modulation
using a pseudo-random-noise (PRN) sequence to care-
fully control the coherence of a laser. The imprinted
phase modulation breaks the coherence and thus sup-
presses interference exceeding a certain relative path dif-
ference, effectively creating a pseudo-white-light interfer-
ometer [31, 33]. This minimal relative delay is given by
the length of one of the chips that make up the binary
modulation sequence [31]. Its corresponding optical path
length is c/fPRN, with c as the speed of light and fPRN

as the used modulation frequency. After this distance,
the PRN-modulation on both beams is delayed relative
to each other such that the auto-correlation function and,
thus, interference becomes minimal.
Additionally, another new length is relevant, the rep-

etition length of the used PRN-sequence, given by the
number of chips nchips in the sequence and their length
dchip. This so called recoherence-length dcoh thus equals

dcoh = nchips · dchip = nchips · c/fPRN. (1)

As the used PRN-sequences repeat itself, coherence is
restored for every integer multiple of this length.
In contrast to previous usage of PRN-sequences as in-

put for phase-modulation like digitally enhanced inter-
ferometry [34], where the demodulation takes place in

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

07
38

3v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
op

tic
s]

  1
1 

Fe
b 

20
25

mailto:leonie.eggers@uni-hamburg.de
mailto:daniel.voigt@uni-hamburg.de
mailto:oliver.gerberding@uni-hamburg.de


2

digital post processing, here it is done optically by inter-
fering delay-matched beams. Using a photodetector with
bandwidth below the repetition frequency and then aver-
aging over at least one full sequence per sample removes
the PRN-modulation from the signal [32].

III. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

In contrast to a Michelson topology, where one has
to match both arms in length for Tunable Coherence
to work, in a Sagnac topology this is inherently given
as clockwise τ+c and counter-clockwise τ−c propagating
beams are traveling the same path in opposite direc-
tions. However, as therefore the asymmetric port is also
inherently dark, for the readout a balanced-homodyne-
detector (BHD) is used such that now the local oscilla-
tor (LO) needs to be delay-matched. One way is to use
the symmetric port as LO which would have the bene-
fit of having traveled nearly the same total path as the
asymmetric output. However, this could allow scattered
light to interfere with itself traveling via the two matched
paths into the readout respectively. The more reliable ap-
proach therefore is to pick off the light for the LO before
the interferometer.

A. Setup

For implementing Tunable Coherence, the light from
a non-planar ring-oscillator (NPRO) laser1, which was
not additionally stabilized in amplitude or frequency, was
sent into a fiber-coupled waveguide electro-optical mod-
ulator2 (EOM) with a bandwidth of 20GHz. This EOM
was driven by a binary PRN-sequence stored on a field-
programmable-gate-array (FPGA) and transmitted us-
ing an onboard GTX-transceiver at fPRN = 1GHz. For
this sequence, maximum-length sequences (m-sequences)
were used which were generated by a linear-feedback-
shift-register (LFSR) following [35] and had lengths be-
tween 7 and 2047 chips.

The setup used for the tabletop experiment then con-
sisted of a Sagnac interferometer with a circumference of
around 343 cm. As any rotational effects picked up by the
interferometer would have been outside of the measure-
ment bandwidth, a regular Sagnac instead of a zero-area
was used for simplicity.

One of the mirrors inside the interferometer was piezo-
actuated to inject a simulated signal into the interferom-
eter at fgw. To create scattered light noise, light was
picked off the counter-clockwise τ−c propagating beam
with a low power-reflectivity mirror (R ≈ 0.2) and cou-
pled into the clockwise τ+c propagating beam via the

1 Coherent Mephisto 500
2 iXblue Photonics: NIR-MPX-LN-20

FIG. 1: Sketch of the experimental setup with the laser
being PRN-modulated by a fiber-coupled EOM at fmod

and the Sagnac interferometer including the balanced
homodyne readout. One of the mirrors in the
interferometer was used to actuate the phase of the
beams and through this inject a signal. Some light from
the counter-clockwise propagating beam was reflected
out and coupled back into the clockwise propagating
beam after being reflected from another actuated mirror
and going through an optical delay line. From this, the
scattered light picks up an additional delay τsc relative
to the delays τ+c and τ-c. This sketch was created using
the Component Library by Alexander Franzen, licensed
under CC BY-NC 3.0.

same mirror. The scattered light beam was actuated by
a second piezo-actuated mirror and the delay τsc relative
to the interferometer beams could be adjusted with an
optical delay line. In order to demonstrate the remaining
coherence length introduced by Tunable Coherence, the
position was chosen such that τsc could be varied between
0 cm and 50 cm which exceeds the theoretical estimate for
1GHz PRN-frequency given by dchip = c/fPRN ≈ 30 cm
with the speed of light c. The location for the injection
of the simulated signal fgw can be chosen at random in
the interferometer, as the positioning does not change
the relative delay between the interfering main beams
and the signal is therefore not influenced by the PRN
modulation.
To read out the interferometer signal a BHD at the

asymmetric port was used. For the local oscillator (LO)
part of the light was picked off before the interferometer
and delay matched to the beam coming from the interfer-
ometer. Another piezo-actuated mirror was used to lock
the phase of the LO for the interferometer readout. The
optimal driving voltage for the EOM was determined by
optimizing the suppression of the injected scattered light
tone in a live spectrum view. The layout of the setup can
be found in Figure 1.
The control loop for locking the LO phase had a corner

frequency of around 5.5 kHz such that it was effectively
free-floating in the measurement range around 170 kHz.
This range was chosen to be limited by residual laser

http://www.gwoptics.org/ComponentLibrary/
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amplitude noise only. Two signals were injected at piezo-
resonances, one with the piezo-actuated mirror directly
inside the interferometer at fgw = 172.4 kHz and one
to modulate the scattered light phase at fsc = 170 kHz.
As these resonances were not strong enough to modu-
late through a full fringe, the scattered light coupling is
dependent on the DC-phase due to the non-linear cou-
pling. As this DC-phase in turn slowly fluctuates, the
piezo-actuator was ramped through several fringes during
the time of each measurement to guarantee that a mea-
sured timeseries always contained the strongest possible
coupling. This allowed for comparison between asyn-
chronously recorded data.

B. Results

Data was recorded in time series of two seconds sam-
pled at 2MHz for the shorter sequences. For the longer
sequences of 511 chips and more the sampling frequencies
had to be reduced accordingly, to ensure each sample av-
eraged over at least one full PRN-sequence, thus time se-
ries of four and eight second were recorded respectively to
keep the amount of samples for each time series constant.
This also gives an upper limit for measurable frequencies
when using Tunable Coherence. As the bandwidth of
the photo diodes is limited by the sequences repetition
rate (typically above 500 kHz in our experiments). Us-
ing bandwidth between this rate and fPRN is unfeasible
due to introduced artifacts [36] while exceeding fPRN is
assumed to neglect the effects of the PRN modulation.
Thus we limit our experiments to frequencies below the
sequence repetition rate.

For each data point, a time series with PRN-
modulation and one without it was recorded. This data
was used to compute spectra using Welch’s method with
a Blackman-Haris window and 50% overlap. The mea-
sured suppression was then taken as the improvement of
the signal to noise ratio (SNR) between the two measure-
ments for each data point. This SNR was calculated as
the ratio between the signal peak at fgw = 172.4 kHz and
the scatter peak at fsc = 170 kHz.

Besides the reduction in scatter amplitude in those
spectra, we also observed a small, relatively static re-
duction in the amplitude of the simulated signal across
all measurements. We assume this comes from a slight
delay mismatch between the LO and signal field at the
BHD but was not further investigated. Such an ampli-
tude reduction was not found for previous experiments
using a Michelson interferometer [32].

In the setup, two different types of measurements were
done: one where the length of the PRN-sequence was
changed and one where the relative delay τsc of the scat-
tered light was changed through the delay line positioned
in the scattered light path.

For the varied relative delay we show the results in
Figure 2a for the 7 and 255 chips long sequences. While
the shorter sequence follows the estimate quite well and

levels off around the maximum possible suppression for
this sequence after exceeding the length of one chip, the
longer sequence exhibits a slightly slower increase in sup-
pression over longer delays than expected. It further lev-
els off before reaching maximum suppression, the main
reason here however is the experimental limitation for
creating stronger scattered light tones.

Looking at the results for the sequence length depen-
dence of the suppression in figure 2b, the expected de-
pendence is visible for the first three sequence lengths,
before the suppression saturates. The maximal achieved
suppression in this setup is 24.2 dB for the 1023 chips long
sequence. While the early saturation is partly caused by
the experimental limitations in the strength of the in-
jected scattered light tone, all measurements clearly show
some residual scattered light.

C. Discussion

These results show that Tunable Coherence can sup-
press scattered light in a simple Sagnac Speed Meter
topology. However, while encouraging, the data also
opens some questions. It is not fully understood why
the residual scattered light cannot be fully suppressed
in this setup. Limiting for the suppression are imper-
fections in the PRN-modulation, e.g. only if the modu-
lation depth is exactly 180◦ or π, the full potential can
be reached. As there is currently no control scheme im-
plemented to guarantee this, this might be a limiting
factor in our setup. We experienced the same problem
in a Michelson setup, however only for suppression levels
around 40 dB [32]. Further, we cannot fully exclude some
electronic crosstalk in the high voltage amplifier used to
drive the piezos as the signal strength needed to create
a significant scattered light tone was stronger than in
previous setups.

While the limit in injected scattered light prohibits a
clear observation of the relation between relative delay of
the scattered light and achieved suppression, a trend is
visible that we also observed in other topologies [32]. Es-
pecially for longer sequences a strong suppression is only
reached after longer delays than estimated. As the main
reason for this behavior we identify the limited band-
width of our modulation setup, meaning the switching
between chips in the PRN-sequence is not instant but
has a finite rise- or fall-time, leading to a non-rectengular
shape of the modulation, as observed in other experi-
ments using GHz PRN modulations [37]. This degrades
the auto-correlation-function of the sequence, limiting
suppression close to the length of one chip. Generaliz-
ing this, positions at which scattered light couples back
into the interferometer with a relative delay falling into
this length dchip need to be avoided as Tunable Coherence
has limited to no effect in these positions.
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FIG. 2: Measured suppression of the scattered light depending on (a) the delay of the scattered light relative to the
interferometer beam and (b) the PRN-sequence length
Figure (a) shows the achieved scattered light signal suppression using 7 and 255 chip long PRN-sequences for
different scattered light delays between 0 cm and 50 cm compared to the theoretical expectation and current
experimental limit within the setup.
Figure (b) shows the achieved suppression of the scattered light signal compared to the theoretical expectation and
our current experimental limit within the setup for PRN-sequence lengths between 7 and 2047 chips.

IV. SUPPRESSION OF BACKSCATTER IN
RING-LIKE TOPOLOGIES

Tunable coherence can also be used to suppress the
light backscattering from optical surfaces directly into
the counter-propagating beam. As the back-scattered
light and the counter-propagating beam pick up different
phases inside the interferometer, this light can be a lim-
iting factor in a Sagnac Speed Meter introducing a power
offset and scattered light noise [14, 15]. This can be es-
pecially an issue in ring-cavities due to the high power
and number of round-trips.

To analyze the effect of Tunable Coherence on
backscatter, the delay difference between the two beams
in the setup in relation to the PRN-sequence at a point
of possible backscatter is used. Starting with the analy-
sis of ring-cavities, a general requirement for the use of
cavities with Tunable Coherence is the matching of the
cavities roundtrip length to an integer multiple n of the
sequence’s recoherence length dcoh = c · tseq [31, 32] with
tseq = nchips/fPRN:

∑
i

τcav,i = n · tseq = n · dcoh/c. (2)

A sketch of the setup with all variables included can be
found in Figure 3a. For all delays integer multiples of
the recoherence length are omitted as they would be the
same in regards to Tunable Coherence.

To suppress back-scattered light, the two counter-
propagating beams have to be mismatched in the delay
between each other at surfaces where backscatter can oc-
cur. For the input mirror this means

τin,+c ̸= τin,-c (3)

as a round trip in the cavity does not change the relative
delay due to the matching of the cavity to an integer
multiple of the sequence length. From this, we get for
the central Sagnac interferometer

τifo,a ̸= τifo,b + τifo,c + τifo,d (4)

or for the input in the other ring-cavity

τifo,d ̸= τifo,a + τifo,b + τifo,c (5)

From here on only one ring-cavity (shown in Figure 3b)
will be considered, as the requirements for the other fol-
low analogous. To suppress backscatter at the two mir-
rors inside the cavity, the following requirements have to
be met:

τin,+c + τcav,1 ̸= τin,-c + τcav,3 + τcav,2 (6)

for the mirror M1 where the blue arrows meet in Fig-
ure 3b and

τin,-c + τcav,3 ̸= τin,+c + τcav,1 + τcav,2 (7)
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FIG. 3: Sketches for the analytic backscatter discussion. In Figure (a) the designation for the variables is shown in a
Sagnac Speed Meter with ring cavities. The second ring cavity is omitted, as it is analogous to the first.
In (b) the needed relative delay between the two counter-propagating beams at the mirrors in a ring-cavity is
visualized. The two counter-propagating beams meeting at a mirror (M1 or M2) accumulate delays before meeting,
all common delays (τin,c+ and τcav,1) are omitted as they cancel when looking at the relative delay between the two
beams. In red the new defined delays taking into account intentional mismatches in the central Sagnac and cavity.
This sketch was created using the Component Library by Alexander Franzen, licensed under CC BY-NC 3.0.

for the mirror M2 where the orange arrows meet. The
difference in delay at the input mirror can be written as
τin,-c − τin,+c = ∆τin such that

τcav,1 ̸= ∆τin + τcav,3 + τcav,2 (8)

∆τin + τcav,3 ̸= τcav,1 + τcav,2 (9)

By defining the difference between the two cavity beams
reaching the input mirror as ∆τcav = τcav,3 − τcav,1,
where ∆τcav = 0 is possible, this becomes

n · tseq ̸= ∆τin +∆τcav + τcav,2 (10)

n · tseq ̸= ∆τin +∆τcav − τcav,2 (11)

with n ∈ N0 as any integer repetition of the sequence is
regarded as zero relative delay.

Finally, with the total difference in delay ∆τin +
∆τcav = ∆τ , the restriction comes down to

n · tseq ̸= |∆τ − τcav,2| . (12)

The calculations are visualized in Figure 3b in detail
where for both mirrors the two counter-propagating
beams are shown with their difference in relative delay.
Delays both beams accumulate, like τin,+c and τcav,1, are
omitted.

This shows the possibility to achieve a mismatch in de-
lay at the cavity mirrors, which in turn shows backscatter
can in principle be suppressed with Tunable Coherence
due to its capability to suppress interference with un-
equal relative delays. For this to be possible the distance
between the two mirrors in the cavity cannot compen-
sate the intended mismatches between the cavity mirrors
and inside the central interferometer. Using the same
approach, the restriction on ring-cavities with more mir-
rors could be found, as well as the restriction on mirror

placement in the central Sagnac interferometer by us-
ing a relative input delay of ∆τin = 0 and the delays
τifo,i. The analysis can be extended further to other ring
resonator configurations and include also optics and re-
flections external to the actual resonators, for example in
the readout path.

Like regular scattered light, backscatter faces strongly
reduced coherence for delay mismatches exceeding the
chip-length dchip of the PRN-modulation and is thus sup-
pressed. While this will also apply to power fluctuations
stemming from interference of backscattered light, it can-
not tackle the power imbalance due to loss of power in
one propagation direction, as only the phase noise is sup-
pressed.

V. CONCLUSION

The results shown in Figure 2a and 2b are promising
for using Tunable Coherence to suppress scattered light
in Sagnac interferometers, showing about one order of
magnitude in suppression, despite being limited by the
experimental setup. The effectiveness of Tunable Coher-
ence was successfully demonstrated in a Michelson topol-
ogy before [32]. As we now also present promising results
in a Sagnac topology, Tunable Coherence might also be
interesting for Sagnac Speed Meters, as well as sloshing
or EPR speed meter topolgies, which could be possible
alternatives for currently Michelson based gravitational
wave detectors [12, 38, 39]. According to an analytical
inspection, Tunable Coherence also seems able to reduce
the influence of phase noise due to backscatter in Sagnac
Speed Meters and ring-resonator. Thereby placing some
effective restrictions driven by the recoherence length of

http://www.gwoptics.org/ComponentLibrary/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
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the PRN modulation on the positioning of the mirrors.
As this only reduces the phase noise, there is no change to
the power imbalance resulting from backscatter. There-
fore Tunable Coherence could be a more fundamental so-
lution for reducing the phase noise due to backscatter in
gyroscopes [20] and other uses of ring-resonators, instead

of removing it during post-processing [23].
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