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Ultra-stable, quasi-monochromatic laser light forms the
basis for high-precision interferometric measurements,
e.g. for observing gravitational waves (GWs) and for
time keeping with optical clocks. Optical frequency
conversion enables access to wavelengths at which opti-
cal materials have the lowest absorption and the lowest
mechanical loss. Here we report a 25 % reduction in rel-
ative intensity noise (of technical origin) when convert-
ing 1064 nm to 2128 nm for powers far above parametric
oscillation threshold. The new wavelength has high
potential for improving GW detection and other ultra-
high-precision experiments as well. Our results provide
a better understanding of the dynamics of nonlinear
optical processes and have great potential for the stabili-
sation of laser sources in optical sensing and metrology.
© 2024 Optical Society of America
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1. INTRODUCTION

Modern ultra-high precision experiments, such as optical atomic
clocks and gravitational wave detectors, require an unprece-
dented level of stability in the laser light used [1, 2]. Intrinsi-
cally stable laser devices with typical wavelengths at 1064 nm
or 1550 nm are employed [2, 3] in combination with intricate
stabilization schemes for the light’s intensity (or ‘amplitude’,
‘power’) and frequency (or ‘phase’) [4–7]. The transmission of
light through filter resonators passively reduces the noise at
frequencies above the line width of the resonator. At lower fre-
quencies, part of the light must be measured and the remaining
part actively stabilized, which has the disadvantage of introduc-
ing additional photon shot noise and electronic control noise.
Ultra-high precision experiments are also limited by thermal en-
ergy and optical materials with too high mechanical loss [8–10]
and might benefit from silicon-based optics combined with a
slightly increased laser wavelength in the short-wave infrared

regime around 2 µm [11]. Additional benefits of longer wave-
lengths are the reduction of Rayleigh scattering and wavefront
distortion due to imperfect surface polish.
If intrinsically stable laser devices are not available at the de-
sired wavelength, frequency conversion via nonlinear optics is
an option. Recently, we proposed degenerate optical paramet-
ric oscillation far above threshold for wavelength doubling of
the widely available ultra-stable laser light at 1064 nm [12] and
demonstrated the transfer of the ultra-low-noise property of a
25 W beam at 1064 nm to a 16 W beam at 2128 nm [13]. Non-
linear optics was previously used for the noise suppression of
intense quasi-monochromatic light [14, 15]. In these works, the
cascaded optical Kerr effect was used, which does not provide
frequency conversion, which is what our current research and
development aims for.
Here, we report the first observation of intensity noise suppres-
sion via degenerate optical parametric oscillation (DOPO) far
above its lasing threshold. 155 mW of down-converted light at
2128 nm showed a 25.1(18)% lower (technical) relative inten-
sity noise (RIN) than the initial already very stable 275 mW at
1064 nm. The noise suppression is achieved for sideband fre-
quencies well inside the linewidth of our conversion resonator
of several tens of MHz. The noise reduction is passive and does
not require measurement of any light, which avoids additional
photon shot noise and other control noise. We present a com-
parison of the RIN noise spectra of the two wavelengths for
three different pump powers focusing on a low-frequency band
with a rather flat spectrum and low detector dark noise between
90 kHz to 100 kHz. Our result is in very good agreement with
our theoretical model, which suggests a potential maximal sup-
pression factor of 2 at infinite pump powers, consistent with
earlier theoretical studies [16, 17].
We note that degenerate optical parametric oscillation operated
far above oscillation threshold has been rarely used in the past,
while non-degenerate OPO is a standard approach to convert
laser radiation at frequency ω0 to signal ωsig and idler ωid
fields at frequencies obeying energy conservation (ωsig + ωid =
ω0) [18, 19]. On the other hand, degenerate parametric con-
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version below oscillation threshold (cavity-enhanced degenerate
parametric down-conversion) is the standard approach for the
generation of squeezed vacuum states of light [20–24].

2. THEORETICAL MODEL

In order to understand the origin of laser noise suppression in
DOPO at pump powers far above optical-parametric oscillation
threshold, we introduce a simple model. A rigorous Hamilto-
nian treatment can be found in the Supplement 1. The average
output power Iout of a DOPO for Iin ≥ Ith is given by [25, 26]

Iout = η Iin = 4ηmax Ith

(√
Iin
Ith

− 1

)
, (1)

with threshold power Ith, pump power Iin, and conversion ef-
ficiency η, which reaches its maximum ηmax for an optimally
phase-matched system, Next, we consider a small fluctuation
δIin in the pump power Iin = Iin + δIin, where Iin ≫ δIin is the
average power. We also assume these fluctuations to be much
stronger than quantum fluctuations (the full quantum treatment
can be found in the Supplementary Information). These fluctua-
tions get converted into the fluctuations δIout of the converted
power Iout = Iout + δIout. Substituting this definition into Eq. (1),
we find the output power in terms of average value and noise

Iout + δIout = 4ηmax Ith

√ Iin + δIin
Ith

− 1

 . (2)

Since the fluctuations are much smaller than the average power,
δI ≪ I, we can linearize Eq. (2) and find the expression for the
noise, keeping only the terms linear in δIin,out,

δIout = 2δIinηmax

√
Ith

Iin
. (3)

From Eq. (3) we see that as the pump power grows, the con-
verted noise δIout is getting suppressed with respect to the pump
noise δIin. At very high input powers, the suppression of these
fluctuations becomes so strong that the impact of quantum un-
certainty becomes relevant. Ultimately the noise saturates at the
shot noise level, as we show in detail in the Supplement 1. At
the same time with increased noise suppression in Eq. (3) the
conversion efficiency also drops, as can be seen from Eq. (1),
which affects the relative level of noise. Therefore, we consider
the relative intensity noise (RIN), which is independent on the
average power in the field and thus allows to compare noise
levels of different systems with different powers.

RINout ≡
δIout

Iout
=

δIin

2Iin

(
1 −

√
Ith

Iin

)−1

= RINin · N , (4)

where we introduced the noise transfer factor N ,

N =
1
2

(
1 −

√
Ith

Iin

)−1

. (5)

This allows to define three operating regimes of an DOPO:

• the weakly pumped oscillation, Iin ⪆ Ith, where N increases
far above 1 when approaching the threshold (see Eq. (5)),
leading to a strong amplification of RIN on the converted
field.
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Fig. 1. A 1064 nm NPRO laser (blue box: input light prepa-
ration) pumped a degenerate optical-parametric oscillator
(DOPO) to double the input wavelength to 2128 nm (green
box: frequency conversion). The relative intensity noise of
both wavelengths was detected with amplified photo diodes
(InGaAs and Ext-InGaAs, respectively) and measured with
a spectrum analyzer (grey boxes: noise measurements). To
ensure a degenerate state, the light’s frequency mode con-
tent was monitored with a confocal cavity (pink box: mode
diagnostic). NPRO: non-planar ring oscillator laser; EOM:
electro-optical modulator; FI: Faraday isolator; PBS: polarizing
beam-splitter; DBS: dichroic beam-splitter; DOPO: degenerate
optical parametric oscillator; PD: photo detector.

• the optimally pumped oscillation, Iin ≈ 4Ith, the conversion
efficiency reaches its maximum (see Eq. (1)) and N ≈ 1: the
RIN of pump and converted field are identical.

• the overpumped oscillation, Iin > 4Ith, where N < 1 and
the RIN of the converted field is suppressed. For very high
powers, Iin ≫ Ith, N → 0.5, so the RIN of the converted
field can be maximally suppressed by a factor of 2. Con-
version efficiency gradually decreases at the same time. It
should not be concluded from this result that quantum shot
noise would be squeezed far above the threshold. In the
supplementary material we show that far above the oscilla-
tion threshold the same applies as for any laser: a coherent
state is generated, more precisely a quasi-monochromatic
field with the sideband spectrum in the vacuum state.

3. EXPERIMENTAL TESTING

We tested our theoretical predictions experimentally in a DOPO
setup, shown in Figure 1. The continuous-wave pump laser was
a 1064 nm non-planar ring oscillator (NPRO). Its output beam
passed an electro-optical modulator (EOM) for sideband gener-
ation at 28 MHz for Pound-Drever-Hall length stabilization of
the nonlinear resonator. A Faraday isolator protected the NPRO
from back reflections and back scattering. A small amount of the
pump light was extracted and measured by a photo diode (PD
2) for the RIN analysis, while the remainder was supplied to the
DOPO. The DOPO cavity featured a half-monolithic (hemilithic)
design and was composed of a periodically-poled potassium
titanyl phosphate (PPKTP) crystal and a separate coupling mir-
ror, as detailed in our previous works [12, 23]. The crystal was
highly-reflective coated for the pump and converted fields on
its curved end face, and an anti-reflective coating for both fields
on the flat front face. The coupling mirror had reflectivities of
96 % at 1064 nm and 90 % at 2128 nm. Table 1 provides the res-
onator parameters for both light fields. To stabilize the length
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Fig. 2. Top row: RIN measurements of the pump and converted beam for three different pump powers (left, close to threshold
Iin ≈ 25.1(8)mW; middle, at the point of highest conversion efficiency Iin ≈ 101(3)mW; right, strongly pumped Iin ≈ 275(8)mW).
The frequency band shown is exemplary for all frequencies well within the linewidth of the conversion resonator and was selected
because it contains no peaks and lies within the optimum frequency band of the photo detector electronics. Bottom row: As above,
showing the noise transfer factor N for the pump and converted light fields. All traces were root mean square averaged 40 times.

Table 1. Overview of the DOPO cavity parameters

1064 nm 2128 nm

waist radius 33.5 47.4 µm

finesse 153 59.5

free spectral range 3.80 3.83 GHz

linewidth (FWHM) 24.9 64.3 MHz

coupler reflectivity 96 90 %

of the DOPO on resonance, we used a modified Pound-Drever-
Hall control scheme in transmission (PD 1), feeding back to the
piezo-mounted coupling mirror with the help of a digital control
circuit [27]. The nonlinear parametric process of wavelength-
doubling via type 0 optical-parametric amplification converted
the pump field into the signal and idler light fields. A degen-
erate state of the signal and idler (ωsig = ωid) was achieved by
controlling the temperature of the nonlinear crystal as shown
in [12] and was monitored with a linear, confocal cavity (reflec-
tivities of 96 %, PD 4). With this setup, the DOPO’s threshold
was reached at a pump power of Ith = 23.6 mW. A dichroic
beam-splitter separated the 1064 nm and 2128 nm light field af-
ter the DOPO. The RIN of the converted light was measured
with a photo diode (PD 3, extended InGaAs, Thorlabs FD05D,
with custom transimpedance amplifier) and evaluated with a
spectrum analyzer. Figure 2 presents the measurement of the rel-
ative intensity noise level for different pump powers. We show
a spectrum between 90 kHz and 100 kHz, which was selected
as it was free from spurious lines and well above photo diode
dark noise for both wavelengths, however the effect could be
observed across a wide spectrum corresponding to our cavity
linewidth of 24.9 MHz for 1064 nm and 64.3 MHz for 2128 nm.
In the middle column, the pump power was chosen close to the
point of maximum conversion efficiency, Iin ≈ 4Ith ≈ 100 mW.
As predicted, the RIN of pump field and converted field agreed.
For the left column, the pump power was lowered to just above

the threshold power. In this case, a significantly higher RIN
of the converted field was observed, around 14 times higher
than the RIN of the pump field. Lastly, for the right column, the
pump power was raised to more than 10 times the threshold
power. At these pump light levels, the RIN of the converted
light fell below that of the pump light. In our setup, we achieved
a maximum noise reduction of the converted light of 25.1(18)%
at 275(8)mW pump power. We repeated the measurements for
a wide range of pump powers, at each power obtaining the ratio
between the RIN of the pump and the converted light. The data
is summarized in Figure 3 and is well fitted by the theoretical
expression for N from Eq. (5). The error bars for the measured
values was given by the 3 % relative measurement error for our
thermal power meter head, as specified by the manufacturer,
and 2 % accuracy of the homemade photo diode circuit.

4. CONCLUSION

Optical cavities are crucial components not only for advanced
laser intensity stabilisation methods [7]. The strongest interfer-
ences naturally occur in the audio band and in the sub-audio
frequency bands, which unfortunately fall within the linewidths
of relatively easily manageable cavities. In these ranges, passive
stabilisation of cavity-transmitted light is ineffective. When the
relative intensity noise (RIN) marginally exceeds photon shot
noise, also measurement-based active stabilisation becomes inef-
fective. The solution is a coherent noise suppression.
Optical cavities with moderate values of linewidth and finesse
also play a crucial role in achieving high efficiencies in frequency
conversion of for continuous-wave laser light. Our model pre-
dicts that degenerate optical parametric oscillation pumped with
an optical power that is at least four times higher than the os-
cillation threshold power produces a cavity output field at dou-
bled wavelength with reduced RIN of the non-quantum noise
contributions compared to the short wavelength pump field.
According to our model, this coherent technical noise cancella-
tion works at any low frequency. RIN suppression is achieved
without the need for light measurement, thus avoiding pho-
ton shot noise and classical sensor noise. The maximum RIN
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Fig. 3. Top row: Relative intensity noise transfer factor N at
different pump powers, together with the theoretical model
given by Eq. (4). In the limit of high pump power, the model
converges to a suppression by a factor of two (red dotted line).
The RIN of the pump field is shown as a reference (blue). Bot-
tom row: External conversion efficiency (ηext) together with
the analytical fit given by Eq. (1).

suppression is 50 % and is achieved approximately in the case
of infinite input power. Our experimental results corroborate
our theory, demonstrating a 25.1(18)% RIN reduction at 56 %
external conversion efficiency producing 155(5)mW at 2128 nm
through optical parametric wavelength doubling. We note that
our theory states that the technical noise in itself is arbitrarily
reduced upon wavelength doubling with an over-pumped de-
generate OPO. However, since the power of the converted field
also decreases in parallel, the noise quantity that is actually rele-
vant is the RIN.
The transition of the popular 1 µm wavelength of ultra-high pre-
cision laser interferometry into the 2 µm range allows to reduce
the thermal noise of cavity mirror coatings by using amorphous
Si/amorphous SiN coatings on cryogenically cooled silicon mir-
rors and thus further improve the experimental precision [11].
Combining our approach with wavelength doubling opens the
possibility to reach the 2 µm range by taking advantage of ultra-
stable lasers in the 1 µm range, whose RIN is already signifi-
cantly reduced by state-of-the-art laser intensity stabilisation.
Our approach allows to not only preserve these exceptional
levels of stability, but also improve on them.
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5. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

In this Supplement, we calculate the conversion efficiency, noise
contributions and the noise transfer factor for the RIN, according
to Eq. (5). We start with the Hamiltonian for a cavity with a

nonlinear crystal and two intra-cavity fields signal ŝ and pump
p̂ [28] for perfectly matching input and cavitiy modes and zero
loss:

H =h̄ωs ŝ† ŝ + h̄ωp p̂† p̂ + ih̄χ
(

p̂† ŝ2 − h.c.
)
+

ih̄
√

2γs

∫ ∞

−∞

(
ŝ†(ω)ŝin(ω)− h.c.

)
dω+ (S1)

ih̄
√

2γp

∫ ∞

−∞

(
p̂†(ω) p̂in(ω)− h.c.

)
dω,

where ωs,p is the angular frequency of the respective light field,
γs,p is the coupling rate of the cavity for the corresponding light
field ŝin, p̂in, and χ is the second-order nonlinear coefficient of
the crystal. The Heisenberg equations of motion are given by

˙̂s = −γs ŝ +
√

2γs ŝin − 2χŝ† p̂, (S2)

˙̂p = −γp p̂ +
√

2γp p̂in + χŝ2, (S3)

ŝout = −ŝin +
√

2γs ŝ. (S4)

We can linearize these equations, considering small fluctuations
around the average amplitude: ŝ = S + ς̂, p̂ = P + ρ̂, ς̂ ≪
S, ρ̂ ≪ P.

A. Average power
We find the average power considering the steady-state approxi-
mation, which is possible in our application, where there are no
instabilities and chaotic behavior

0 = −γsS +
√

2γsSin − 2χS∗P, (S5)

0 = −γpP +
√

2γpPin + χS2, (S6)

Sout = −Sin +
√

2γsS. (S7)

We solve equations for P and substitute it into equation for S:

P =

√
2

γp
Pin +

χ

γp
S2, (S8)

0 = −γsS +
√

2γsSin − 2χ

√
2

γp
S∗Pin − (χ)2

γp
S∗S2. (S9)

Applied to our experiment, where there is no input field Sin = 0,
we can define the average signal power:

Is =
h̄ωs

2
S∗S =

h̄ωsγp

(χ)2

(
−γs − 2χ

√
2

γp

S∗

S
Pin

)
. (S10)

We choose the phases of the fields in such a way that the power
is the positive value. We choose Pin to be real, and S = |S|eiϕ,
where ϕ = π/2. With this we can find the condition for the
threshold amplitude Pth and power Ith, where Is = 0:

Pth =
γs
√

γp

2
√

2χ
, Ith =

h̄ωsγ2
s γp

8χ2 (S11)

Then equation for the output signal power (using that Sout =√
2γsS) can be written as:

Is,out = 2h̄ωsP2
th

(
Pin
Pth

− 1
)
= 4Ith

(√
Iin
Ith

− 1

)
. (S12)

Conversion efficiency is defined as the ratio of the two powers:

η =
Is,out

Iin
= 4

Ith
Iin

(√
Iin
Ith

− 1

)
. (S13)
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It reaches its maximum for Iin = 4Ith. In the idealized situation
without losses and with perfect phase matching considered here,
conversion efficiency reaches unity.

B. Noise
In order to compute the noise behavior in the system, we lin-
earize equations of motion, keeping only the terms of linear in
noise:

ρ̂ =

√
2

γp
ρ̂in − 2χ

γp
Sς̂, (S14)

0 =− 2χ2

γb
S2
(

ς̂† + 2ς̂
)
+ 2χ

√
2

γb

(
Sρ̂ + Pς̂†

)
− γa ς̂ +

√
2γa ς̂in.

(S15)

We define amplitude and phase quadratures amplitudes:

ς̂a =
ς̂ + ς̂†
√

2
, ς̂p =

ς̂ − ς̂†

i
√

2
, (S16)

where the factor
√

2 normalizes the respective ground state vari-
ances of a one-sided spectrum to unity. The solutions for the
intra-cavity fields read

ς̂a = ς̂in,a
Pth√

2γp (Pin − Pth)
+ ρ̂in,a

√
Pth√

γs (Pin − Pth)
(S17)

ς̂p = ς̂in,p
Pth√

2γpPin
+ ρ̂in,p

√
Pth (Pin − Pth)√

γsPin
. (S18)

Now we use input-output relations and compute the noise at
the output of the cavity:

ς̂out,a = −ς̂in,a
Pin − 2Pth
Pin − Pth

+ ρ̂in,a

√
2Pth√

(Pin − Pth)
(S19)

ς̂out,p = −ς̂in,p
Pin − Pth

Pin
+ ρ̂in,p

√
2Pth (Pin − Pth)

Pin
. (S20)

We can finally compute the single-sided spectral densities of the
noises at Fourier frequencies close to zero:

Sa
ς̂,out = Sa

ς̂,in
(Pin − 2Pth)

2

(Pin − Pth)
2 + Sa

ρ̂,in
2Pth

(Pin − Pth)
, (S21)

Sp
ς̂,out = Sp

ς̂,in
(Pin − Pth)

2

P2
in

+ Sp
ρ̂,in

2Pth (Pin − Pth)

P2
in

. (S22)

We now consider the relevant case where the signal input is
in the ground state, and the pump beam has both quantum and
technical (and thermal) excitations:

Sa
ς̂,in = Sp

ς̂,in = 1, (S23)

Sa
ρ̂,in = 1 + Sa

ρ̂,tech, (S24)

Sp
ρ̂,in = 1 + Sp

ρ̂,tech, (S25)

where Sa
ρ̂,in, Sp

ρ̂,in are the spectral densities of amplitude and
phase technical noise. With this we can re-write Eq. S21 in a
simpler form:

Sa
ς̂,out = 1 +

P2
th

(Pin − Pth)
2 +

2Pth
(Pin − Pth)

Sa
ρ̂,tech, (S26)

Sp
ς̂,out = 1 −

P2
th

P2
in

+
2Pth (Pin − Pth)

P2
in

Sp
ρ̂,tech. (S27)

In the first two terms of these equations we see the well-known
strong anti-squeezing in amplitude and squeezing in phase for
pump powers close to threshold, which quickly approaches shot
noise level far above threshold. At the same time, we see that
the pump amplitude noise Sa

ρ̂,tech gets amplified close to thresh-
old, and heavily suppressed far above threshold. Ultimately,
regardless of the magnitude classical contribution Sa

ρ̂,tech,Sp
ρ̂,tech,

it will get suppressed down to the shot noise level. Far above
the threshold, the output light approaches the coherent state.
Squeezing does not happen.

In order to compute RIN, we define the noise n̂s,out on the
output power of the signal Is,out:

n̂s,out = h̄ωsSoutς̂out,a =
√

2h̄ωs Is,outς̂out,a, (S28)

from which we obtain the RIN:

RINout =
ns,out

Is,out
=

√
2h̄ωs√
Is,out

ς̂out,a. (S29)

In the following discussion we limit ourselves to the case of the
large technical noise Sa

ρ̂,tech ≫ 1, so we ignore the contribution
of quantum noise. This allows to compute the spectral density
of the noise n̂s,out:

Sn,out

I2
s,out

=
2h̄ωs

Is,out
Sa

ς̂,out

=
2h̄ωs

Is,out

2Pth
(Pin − Pth)

Sa
ρ̂,tech

=
2h̄ωs

Is,out

2
√

Ith(√
Iin −

√
Ith
) Sn,in

2h̄ωp Iin

=
Iin

Is,out

√
Ith√

Iin −
√

Ith

Sn,in

I2
in

,

(S30)

where we defined the spectral density of the input technical
noise on laser power Sn,in = 2h̄ωp IinSa

ρ̂,tech. We can define the
noise transfer factor N :

Sn,out

I2
s,out

= N 2 Sn,in

I2
in

(S31)

From this definition and Eq. (S12) we arrive at noise transfer
factor (Eq. (5) in the main text):

N =

√
Iin

Is,out

√
Ith√

Iin −
√

Ith
=

1
2

√
Iin√

Iin −
√

Ith
. (S32)

The degenerate optical parametric oscillator, which is pumped
with infinite power ("overpumped"), generates a field (with
twice the wavelength) with a halved RIN value. Importantly,
while the noise itself is suppressed infinitely, the RIN is not, with
a limit of 2 on suppression.
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