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Here we investigate the use of passive intracavity optical filters for controlling the laser output spectrum
of a polarization-mode-locked, ultrafast Ytterbium fiber laser. With strategic placement of the filter cutoff
frequency, the overall lasing bandwidth can be increased or extended. Overall laser performance, includ-
ing pulse compression and intensity noise, is investigated for both shortpass and longpass filters with a
range of cutoff frequencies, tuned by rotating the filters. We demonstrate the use of an intracavity filter
not only shapes the output spectra, it provides a route for overall broader bandwidths and shorter pulses
in Yb:fiber lasers. These results demonstrate that spectral shaping is a useful tool to routinely achieve
sub-45 fs pulse durations in Yb:fiber lasers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ultrashort pulses are desirable for a range of applications, includ-
ing time-resolved spectroscopy, microscopy, and even optical
machining. The design of lasers with increasingly shorter pulses
is an active area of research even 40 years after the first ultrafast
(sub-picosecond) laser was reported. Ti:Sapphire lasers, with a
broad, flat gain bandwidth, are still the standard laser for gen-
erating sub 100-fs and even sub 10-fs ultrafast pulses; sub-10 fs
lasers are now commercially available from multiple companies.
However, Ti:sapphire lasers are energy intensive and environ-
mentally sensitive, a result of the free-space layout and required
high pump intensity. Rare earth-doped fiber lasers are an at-
tractive alternative, since they are inherently more stable and
require significantly less pump power. These lasers are flexible
and versatile systems for the formation of ultrashort broadband
pulses[1, 2], precision CW lasers, and even exotic structures like
stabilized soliton pulses [3]. The gain bandwidth of rare-earth
doped fiber is not as large and flat as the Ti:Sapphire gain band-
width, so it is generally challenging to obtain sub-100 fs pulses;
they have not yet replaced Ti:Sapphire lasers in ultrafast laser
labs. Ytterbium-doped fiber is still attractive as gain medium
given the relatively broad (100-150 nm) gain bandwidth, and
small quantum defect for efficient pumping[4].

The shortest Ytterbium:fiber laser pulses have been achieved
by managing the intracavity dispersion. Ilday et al achieved
36 fs pulses by optimizing the dispersion in the laser, which
was about 30% higher than the transform limit[5]. They used
a grating compressor inside the laser cavity to compensate for

the intracavity Group Delay Dispersion (GDD). This oscillator
design is now one of the standard ytterbium fiber laser designs
used by several groups[6, 7]. With a similar laser design, Zhou et.
al. measured 28 fs pulses, the biggest difference being external
prism compressors instead of grating compressors[8]. Both of
these papers mention how difficult it is to find the right mode-
locking regime that can achieve the shortest pulses, even with
dispersion compensation. Work by Nugent-Glandorf et al on the
RIN of these type of modelocked Yb:fiber lasers demonstrated
the lowest noise is found around zero net cavity dispersion
and the RIN increases as the laser moved into the normal (or
anomalous) regime[6].

In published Yb:fiber laser spectra, the lasing bandwidth is
smaller than the Yb emission profile, to the best of our knowl-
edge. All of the components in the laser, including the wave-
plates and optical isolator, have transmission curves that aren’t
perfectly flat or matched, creating a complex cavity loss profile
without a direct way to control or correct the spectra. With-
out a direct way to control the spectra, it is often an endless
search of turning waveplates to switch mode-locking regimes or
swapping out components and fiber. An intracavity optical filter
provides a way to control the cavity loss, which will affect the
optical spectra of the laser. This work investigates operation of a
ytterbium-doped fiber laser with an intracavity bandpass filter
to investigate the utility for achieving ultrashort pulses and the
overall effect on laser performance.

Optical filters have been used in laser cavities for some time,
most often to tune the wavelength, especially in fiber lased
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used as narrow-linewidth radiation sources. Intracavity band-
pass filters have been shown to tune the wavelength for cw
Yb-fiber lasers[9, 10] as well as pulsed lasers. One example is
the picosecond SESAM mode-locked polarization maintaining
Yb-fiber laser by Jiang et al[11], which has 50 nm of tunability.
Erbium fiber lasers share many similarities with Ytterbium and
many published Erbium fiber lasers use filters of various types
to achieve wavelength tunability, such as a semiconductor sat-
urable absorber mirror (SESAM) modelocked laser with 0.9 ps
pulse duration[12]. Nevertheless, most pulsed fiber lasers have
no explicit element for controlling the lasing wavelength.
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the Yb:fiber oscillator. Yb - Ytterbium
Fiber, WDM - Wavelength Division Multiplexer, λ/2 - Half
Waveplate, λ/4 - Quarter Waveplate, PBS - Polarized Beam
Splitter, M - Mirror, G - Grating, RF - Retroreflecting Prism.

Besides tuning the wavelength, there are other uses for filter-
ing elements in pulsed fiber lasers, including control over the
total dispersion and gain in the system. Buckley et al used a
knife-edge between reflection gratings in a Yb:fiber oscillator
as an optical filter with the goal of increasing the dispersion in
the laser[13]. They were able to find stable modelocking regions
when limiting the short-wavelength side of the spectrum, effec-
tively acting as a type of long-pass filter, but reported difficulty
in modelocking with the filter blocking the long-wavelength
spectral region. In Mamyshev Oscillators, filters are used to
obtain modelocking[14, 15]. Additionally, notch filters with only
a few nanometers linewidth have also been used in all-normal-
dispersion fiber lasers as a way to control the total dispersion
in the lasing cavity[16]. Another use of optical filters in fiber
laser cavities is to narrow the gain bandwidth for dissipative
soliton formation[17, 18].In 2019, Delfyett et al[19] put a Wave-
shaper, a programmable liquid-crystal spatial light modulator,
in a semiconductor frequency comb laser to explore the effect
of changing the spectra on the laser characteristics. They found
that the Waveshaper introduced a significant amount of phase
noise and amplitude noise to the laser, although they did achieve
spectral broadening. Here we investigate the application of a
passive intracavity spectral filter, an optical interference filter,
to increase the bandwidth of the laser, generate shorter pulses,
and push the laser to operate at wavelengths outside the normal
lasing bandwidth.

2. LASER DESIGN

The oscillator used here is a self-similar laser[2] with a sigma lay-
out. The home-built Yb:fiber laser used in this paper is similar to
those published elsewhere [6, 7] and is shown in figure 1. Briefly,
a 500mW continuous wave 976nm diode pumps the core of a 25

cm section of Ytterbium-doped fiber. The laser cavity consists of
a wavelength-division multiplexer (WDM) to combine the pump
light and cavity light, 25 cm of single-mode Ytterbium-doped
fiber followed by a free-space region. The non-doped sections
of fiber, connecting the WDM and fiber couplers to the Yb fiber,
are HI-1060 fiber. The free-space region begins with a zero-order
quarter-waveplate, a zero-order half-waveplate, and a polariz-
ing beamsplitter cube, which serves as the output coupler. The
light remaining in the cavity passes through two transmission
gratings (each 600 lines/mm), a retroreflecting prism, and then
passes back through the gratings. The beam then goes through
the optical filter, a Faraday rotator unidirectional device, and an-
other zero-order quarter-waveplate before re-entering the fiber.
The half-waveplate and two quarter waveplates along with the
polarizing beamsplitter are used to control the passive mode-
locking through nonlinear polarization evolution (NPE) in the
fiber. To achieve low-noise operation, the grating distance is set
to compensate for the dispersion of the fiber such that the laser
operates near net-zero dispersion.[6]

The laser output is separated using a 90/10 beamsplitter for
compression and diagnostics, respectively. Diagnostics consist
of an ASEQ high resolution B-series spectrometer and a Thor-
labs PDA100A2 photodetector coupled to a Stanford Research
Systems FFT, a Tetronix 1.5GHz Oscilloscope and a Rigol RF
spectrum analyzer. The RIN data from 0-100 kHz was recorded
with the Stanford Research Systems Fast Fourier Transform. RIN
Data for higher frequencies was taken with the Rigol RF spec-
trum analyzer with the same photodetector. The laser output is
typically 70 mW of average power at an 85 MHz repetition rate.
As is documented with polarization-modelocked fiber lasers,
changing waveplate positions will result in different spectra
and output powers for the same grating position and pump
power[20]. The data in this paper represent typical spectra that
are in stable and easily-reproduced mode-locking regimes. To
improve reproducibility, the waveplates were turned to mini-
mize the RF noise of the output, which proved to be a reliable
procedure to get back to the desired mode-locking regime. The
pulse compression is achieved with a pair of external transmis-
sion gratings (500 lines/mm) and measured with a commer-
cial Frequency-Resolved Optical Gating (FROG) technique, the
GRENOUILLE by Swamp Optics.

A known problem of these NPE Yb:fiber oscillators is mul-
tipulsing, more than one pulse generated in the cavity. Single-
pulse operation was verified using the GRENOUILLE, for very
short time separations (< 500 fs), the optical spectrometer for
short time separations (< 3 ps), and a simple homebuilt scan-
ning autocorrelator for longer time separations. This is similar to
the procedure used by one author in previous work with these
oscillators [7].

Two commercially-available, stock optical interference filters
were used in the laser for this work: a longpass filter (Thorlabs
FELH1050) and a shortpass filter (Newport 10SWF-1050-B). The
cutoff frequency of the filters can be tuned slightly by changing
the incident angle of the filter. For reference, figure 2 panels
C and D show the filter performance when placed outside the
laser cavity and illustrate this tunability and resulting cutoff
frequency. To facilitate this, the filters were placed on a gradu-
ated rotation state between the two turning mirrors in the laser
cavity. The laser achieves modelocking with either the longpass
or shortpass filter in the cavity with incidence angles from 90
to 70 degrees, thus allowing some tunability of the filter cutoff
wavelength. Further tuning of the angle causes a significant
decrease in transmission of the filter, preventing modelocking.
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Fig. 2. Laser output spectra with A) longpass and B) shortpass filter placed inside the laser cavity. The filter is rotated such that the
incident angle changes by 5 degree increments, as shown by the color gradients in each plot. For comparison, the C) longpass and
D) shortpass filters were placed outside the cavity and angle tuned similarly.

3. LASER PERFORMANCE

Figure 2 compares the spectra of the filters intracavity and exter-
nal to the laser cavity. At zero degrees incident angle outside the
cavity, the filters have a sharp cutoff within the manufacturer tol-
erance of the specified 1050 nm cutoff/cut-on wavelength (3 nm
for the longpass and 10 nm tolerance for shortpass). Decreasing
the incident angle shifts the cutoff frequency to the blue by up
to 20 nm when inside the cavity and about 5 nm when placed at
the laser output. When placed inside the laser cavity, the shift
is much greater due to the complex gain dynamics. Figure 2
panels A and B display the laser spectra with the intracavity
filters, illustrating the spectral broadening and shifts of the cen-
troid. Notably, the laser shifts to new frequencies not seen in the
spectra without the filter, which is what we will exploit to obtain
shorter pulses.

The shortpass filter creates higher loss on the long-
wavelength side of the spectra, thus pushing the spectra towards
the Ytterbium absorption peak. The result is the lasing broadens
both to the long and short wavelengths and results in an overall
increase in the lasing bandwidth. The longpass filter doesn’t
significantly broaden the spectra as much as it just pushes the
spectra far out to the red, beyond the original lasing bandwidth.
With the longpass filter in the cavity, the small tuning of the
cutoff frequency provided by rotating the filter can result in
significant shifts of the centroid frequency, as shown in Figure 2
and Supplemental Information. A table of typical bandwidths is
found in the Supplemental Information. Even though the overall
bandwidth decreases when the longpass filter is used, there is
still sufficient bandwidth for ultrafast (sub 100-fs) pulses, see
Supplemental information for data.

To explore the effect of the filter on the laser noise, we mea-
sured the residual intensity noise (RIN) of the laser for all filter
positions. Figure 3 shows the RIN of the laser without a filter,
with the longpass filter at 80 degrees angle of incidence, the
shortpass filter at 85 degrees angle of incidence, and the noise

floor of the detector. These are representative traces; the full
data sets of the RIN at a range of filter positions is in the Supple-
mental Information. The low-frequency noise, below 20 kHz, is
similar with and without the filter. At higher frequencies, the
RIN with no filter is lower in noise by about 10 dB until the
noise begins to drop off at 10 MHz. Overall, the laser is still a
low-noise laser even with the intracavity filters.
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Fig. 3. Relative intensity noise (RIN) of the oscillator with
with no filter (black), the longpass filter at 80 degress angle of
incidence (yellow), the shortpass filter at 85 degrees angle of
incidence (purple), and the detector background (gray).

A. Pulse Compression
The filter provides a very reproducible way to achieve a broad
spectra, so we explored whether this would result in a shorter
pulse duration. The pulses were compressed with external com-
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pression transmission gratings and then sent to a commercial
FROG (GRENOUILLE - Swamp Optics). The GRENOUILLE
software reconstructs the pulse from the measured FROG trace
and provides a pulse duration, among other information. Figure
4 shows a pulse reconstruction and phase for a sample filter
placement and for the laser without the filter. Both traces are lo-
cated near the zero dispersion of the laser cavity. The minimum
pulse duration without a filter in the cavity is 56 fs while the
minimum pulse duration with the shortpass filter is 41.4 fs.
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Fig. 4. A) Sample pulse characterisation using the shortpass
filter at a 80 degree angle on incidence (blue) and the laser
with no filter (black) using a commercial frequency-resolved
optical gating pulse measurement (the GRENOUILLE system,
Swamp Optics). B) Corresponding optical spectra

While we didn’t achieve pulse durations as short as 36 fs[5]
or 28 fs[8], we do have a method that easily positions the laser
in a region to get ultrashort pulses. To achieve 36 femtosecond
pulses, the authors mention that they must spend significant
time turning waveplates to achieve the lowest pulse duration,
which we were not able to find with our laser. The use of the
filter provides a reproducible and reliable route to obtaining
sub-45 fs pulses. The compression gratings will not compensate
for the residual third order dispersion, so that could be limiting
our measured pulse duration.

The shortest pulses have small wings on the side. This is
seen in all of our pulses as we decrease the pulse duration below
about 50 fs. It was also seen in Ilday et al[5] as they noted that
30% of the pulse intensity is found in the wings.

B. Dispersion
This type of Ytterbium fiber laser can operate in a variety of
net cavity dispersion regimes. Nugent-Glandorf et al[6] docu-
mented the effect of cavity dispersion on the RIN and comb-
tooth linewidth, noting that the lowest noise was obtained near
zero dispersion. Ilday et al[5] reported their 36 fs pulse was
near zero net cavity dispersion, so we systematically explored
the lowest achievable pulse duration as a function of intracavity
dispersion.

The net cavity dispersion of these lasers is tuned by chang-
ing the intracavity grating distances. Using the method from
Knox[21], we measured the net cavity dispersion at each grat-
ing position. The cavity dispersion is changed slightly by the
placement of the filter, as expected. The pulse duration as a func-
tion of dispersion for the shortpass intracavity filter is shown
in Figure 5. Tables with the full set of data are in Supplemental
Information. The laser spectra changes slightly with the disper-
sion and change in grating distance, so a measure of the spectral

width is included as well in the Supplemental Information. The
maximum spectral width is found in the slightly anomalous
region, even though that didn’t correspond to the shortest pulse
duration. The minimum pulse duration is found near-zero net
cavity dispersion, and increases on either side of zero dispersion.
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Fig. 5. Minimum pulse duration as a function of dispersion for
the shortpass intracavity filter and without a filter.

4. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE PROSPECTS

In summary, the inclusion of a edgepass filter enables both tun-
ing and broadening of the optical spectra of the modelocked
Yb:fiber laser. Counter-intuitively, careful placement and tuning
of an intracavity edgepass filter can also broaden the optical
spectra beyond the original lasing spectrum. This broadened
optical spectra can still be compressed into an ultrashort pulse,
achieving pulses as short as 41.4 fs. While the compressed pulses
have clear wings on each side, as also reported in previous pa-
pers, and this could be detrimental for certain purposes, other
uses would not be affected. For example, the use in a nonlinear
process would further suppress the sidebands relative to the
main pulse. While there are other methods to dropping pure
Yb:fiber systems to between 20 and 65 fs[22, 23], this method
represents a simple and cheap extension to the system that re-
quires very little expansion. While the RIN of the laser is slightly
noisier with the filter in place, is is still a very low noise laser.
This illustrates that the use of a simple, off-the-shelf, interference
filter is useful to control the output spectrum of the laser and
generate shorter pulses. A potential extension to this idea would
be to use a custom-designed interference filter instead of simple
shortpass and longpass filters, to achieve a more flat-topped
spectra and perhaps even shorter pulses.

We were able to significantly push the laser to the red end of
the spectrum. This could be very useful if the laser is to be used
in a Ytterbium amplifier. The Amplified Stimulated Emission
(ASE) of these amplifiers can limit the low noise performance,
by pushing the seed spectra away from the absorption peak,
the ASE can be decreased. For an ultrafast laser, one applica-
tion of laser spectrum shaping is to limit gain narrowing during
a subsequent amplification stage [24]. Gain narrowing is the
phenomenon whereby the optical spectra narrows after ampli-
fication due to the Yb gain bandwidth[25], which can limit the
achievable pulse duration of a compressed pulse, and therefore
needs to be managed to obtain ultrashort pulses. To get around
this, Chiba et al found that modifying the spectra in such a way
as to decrease the spectra near the gain bandwidth peak sub-
sequently decreased the gain narrowing[23]. Controlling the
spectra directly out of the oscillator could be an efficient way to
tune the frequency in preparation for the amplification stage.The
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use of the longpass filter significantly forces the optical spectra
to the long wavelength region and could potentially be useful
in decreasing the ASE and improving the performance of the
amplifiers.
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