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Self-heterodyne beat note measurements are widely used for the experimental char-
acterization of the frequency noise power spectral density (FN–PSD) and the spec-
tral linewidth of lasers. The measured data, however, must be corrected for the
transfer function of the experimental setup in a post-processing routine. The stan-
dard approach disregards the detector noise and thereby induces reconstruction
artifacts, i.e., spurious spikes, in the reconstructed FN–PSD. We introduce an im-
proved post-processing routine based on a parametric Wiener filter that is free from
reconstruction artifacts, provided a good estimate of the signal-to-noise ratio is sup-
plied. Building on this potentially exact reconstruction, we develop a new method
for intrinsic laser linewidth estimation that is aimed at deliberate suppression of
unphysical reconstruction artifacts. Our method yields excellent results even in the
presence of strong detector noise, where the intrinsic linewidth plateau is not even
visible using the standard method. The approach is demonstrated for simulated
time series from a stochastic laser model including 1/f -type noise.

Keywords: narrow-linewidth lasers, laser noise, colored noise, Langevin equations

I. INTRODUCTION

Narrow-linewidth lasers exhibiting low phase noise are core elements of coherent optical
communication systems1–3, gravitational wave interferometers4–7 and emerging quantum
technologies, including optical atomic clocks8–10, matter-wave interferometers11–13 and ion-
trap quantum-computers14–16. For many of these applications, the performance depends
critically on the laser’s intrinsic (Lorentzian) linewidth17,18, which is typically obscured by
additional 1/f -like noise19–24. Because of this so-called flicker noise, the laser linewidth
alone is not a well-defined quantity and needs to be specified for a given measurement time.
For a detailed characterization of the phase noise exhibited by the laser, the measurement
of the corresponding power spectral density (PSD) is required.

The experimental measurement of the frequency noise power spectral density (FN–PSD)
is challenging as the rapid oscillations of the laser’s optical field cannot be directly resolved
by conventional photodetectors. A standard method that is widely used for the character-
ization of the FN–PSD is the delayed self-heterodyne (DSH) beat note technique19,25–30,
which allows to extract the phase fluctuation dynamics from a slow beat note signal in the
radio frequency (RF) regime. The method, however, requires some post-processing of the
measured data in order to reconstruct the FN–PSD of the laser by removing the footprint
of the interferometer. In this paper we describe an improved post-processing routine based
on a parametric Wiener filter that avoids typical reconstruction artifacts which occur in the
standard approach.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we describe the experimental setup and
provide a model of the measurement that takes detector noise into account. In Sec. III,
we review the Wiener deconvolution method with particular emphasis on its application
to DSH measurement. We discuss a family of frequency-domain filter functions and their
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup for the DSH beat note measurement. The laser beam is separated by
an AOM, where one arm of the signal is frequency shifted and delayed by a long fiber. Both beams
are superimposed at a photodetector, which captures only the slow beat note signal.

capabilities in restoring the FN–PSD of the laser. In Sec. IV, we present a novel method,
that allows for a precise estimate of the intrinsic linewidth even at low signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR), when the onset of the intrinsic linewidth plateau is overshadowed by measurement
noise. The approach is demonstrated for simulated time series in Sec. V. We close with a
discussion of the method in Sec. VI.

II. DELAYED SELF-HETERODYNE BEAT NOTE MEASUREMENT

In the DSH measurement method, see Fig. 1, the light of a laser is superimposed with the
frequency-shifted (heterodyne) and time-delayed light from the same source. The frequency
shift ∆ωAOM (typically several tens of MHz) is realized with an acousto-optic modulator
(AOM) and the delay τd is implemented via long fibers (typically several km). If the
delay is larger than the coherence time of the laser, the delayed light can be regarded as
a statistically independent second laser with the same frequency and noise characteristics.
The DSH method allows to down-convert the optical signal to a beat note signal in the RF
domain, that can be resolved by corresponding spectrum analyzers. Unlike other methods,
the DSH method does not require stabilization of the laser to an optical reference (e.g.,
a frequency-stabilized second laser). Moreover, the frequency noise characteristics can be
measured over a broad frequency bandwidth. A detailed description of the experimental
setup and the post-processing procedure can be found in Ref. 31.

After down-conversion and I–Q demodulation (Hilbert transform) is carried out by the
spectrum analyzer, the detected in-phase and quadrature signals read31

I (t) = ηdet

√
P (t)P (t− τd) cos (φ (t)− φ (t− τd)−∆Ω t) + ξI (t) , (1a)

Q (t) = ηdet

√
P (t)P (t− τd) sin (φ (t)− φ (t− τd)−∆Ω t) + ξQ (t) , (1b)

where ηdet is the detector efficiency, P is the photon number, φ is the optical phase and
∆Ω is the final difference frequency accumulated in the beating of the signal in the in-
terferometer and the RF analyzer, where the sum frequency components are filtered out.
We assume Gaussian white measurement noise with correlation function 〈ξI (t) ξI (t′)〉 =
〈ξQ (t) ξQ (t′)〉 = σ2

measδ (t− t′).
From the measured time series I (t), Q (t) one easily obtains the phase fluctuation differ-

ence

∆φ (t) = δφ (t)− δφ (t− τd) = arctan

(
Q (t)

I (t)

)
− Ωτd + ∆Ω t+ ξφ (t) (2)

where Ω is the nominal CW frequency and δφ(t) = φ(t) − Ωt. The effective measurement
noise ξφ (t) (which derives from ξI (t) and ξQ (t)) is approximately white

〈ξφ (t) ξφ (t′)〉 ≈
(
σmeas

ηdetP

)2

δ (t− t′) , (3)
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if the average power P is much larger than the measurement noise level σmeas, see Ap-
pendix A. The evaluation of Eq. (2) requires estimation of τd and ∆Ω (detrending), see31

for details.
In the frequency domain, the relation between the phase fluctuations δφ (t) and ∆φ (t)

reads

∆φ̃ (ω) = H (ω) δφ̃ (ω) , H (ω) = 1− eiωτd , (4)

from which one derives a simple relation between the corresponding phase noise PSDs

S∆φ,∆φ (ω) = |H (ω)|2 Sδφ,δφ (ω) . (5)

In the standard post-processing routine19,31, Eq. (5) is solved for Sδφ,δφ (ω) by division

through |H (ω)|2 = 2 (1− cos (ωτd)). This approach has two notable shortcomings: First,
this procedure does not take into account the detector noise and thereby fails at increased
measurement noise levels. Second, the transfer function has roots at ωn = 2πn/τd, n ∈ Z,

which turn to poles in its inverse |G (ω)|2 = |H (ω)|−2
. Hence, the reconstructed PSD

exhibits a series of equidistant spurious spikes32–34, resulting from an uncontrolled amplifi-
cation of the measurement noise.

III. PARAMETRIC WIENER FILTERS

In this section, we present the Wiener deconvolution method for reconstructing hidden
signals from noisy time series data. Besides the well-known Wiener filter, we introduce power
spectrum equalization (PSE) as an important representative of the group of parametric
Wiener filters35.

Let x (t) denote the time series of a hidden signal of interest that is measured by an
experimental setup characterized by a convolution kernel h (t). In the case of the DSH
measurement described above, this is h (t) = δ (t)− δ (t− τd). Furthermore, let ξ (t) denote
additive Gaussian white measurement noise. Then the experiment yields an observed time
series

z (t) = (h ∗ x) (t) + ξ (t) . (6a)

The process noise and measurement noise are assumed to be uncorrelated 〈x (t) ξ (t′)〉 = 0.
One seeks for an optimal estimate x̂ (t) of the hidden signal

x̂ (t) = (g ∗ z) (t) , (6b)

where the (de-)convolution kernel g (t) minimizes the reconstruction error.
In this paper, our main interest is the reconstruction of PSDs of hidden signals in the

frequency domain, for which we introduce the Fourier space representation of Eq. (6)

Z (ω) = H (ω)X (ω) + Ξ (ω) , (7a)

X̂ (ω) = G (ω)Z (ω) . (7b)

From Eq. (7b), we obtain the relation between the estimated PSD Sx̂,x̂ (ω) of the hidden
signal and the PSD of the measured time series Sz,z (ω)

Sx̂,x̂ (ω) = |G (ω)|2 Sz,z (ω) . (8)

In the following, we discuss different candidates for the filter function G (ω). Their
performance is assessed with regard to the reconstruction of the FN–PSD of a semiconductor
laser20,22,23 from DSH measurements. The transfer function of the interferometer is

H (ω) = 1− eiωτd
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FIG. 2. Comparison of different filters G (ω) for FN–PSD reconstruction. (a) Analytical signal
Eq. (9) and measurement noise PSD (10) along with the observed spectrum and the exact SNR.
Parameters in the plot are ν = 1.4, C = 1011 Hzν+1, S∞ = 103 Hz, σ = 10−10 Hz and τd =
10 µs. (b) The inverse filter Eq. (12) yields a reconstructed PSD with spurious peaks at the pole
frequencies fn = n/τd, n ∈ Z. The intrinsic linewidth plateau is obscured by detector noise and
can not be recovered from the inverse filter (merely an upper limit can be extracted). (c) The
Wiener filter Eq. (13) is optimized for time series reconstruction, but fails in reconstruction of the
PSD. The reconstructed PSD features sharp dropouts at the pole frequencies and does not follow
the hidden signal at low SNR < 1. (d) Power spectrum equalization Eq. (14) yields an exact
reconstruction of the hidden signal’s PSD if the exact SNR is provided. Here, the singularities at
the pole frequencies are bounded from above by the SNR, which allows for exact compensation of
both the detector noise and the interferometer effects in the observed signal Sz,z.

and we assume the hidden signal and noise PSDs as

Sx,x (ω) =
C

ων
+ S∞, (9)

Sξ,ξ (ω) = σω2. (10)

In Eq. (9), S∞ determines the intrinsic laser linewidth, which is obscured by additional
colored noise of power-law type with 0.8 . ν . 1.6 (flicker noise). The functional form of
Eq. (9) is consistent with theoretical models and experimental observations for frequencies
well below the relaxation oscillation (RO) peak (typically at several GHz). The level of
phase measurement noise, cf. Eq. (3), is specified by σ and the corresponding frequency
measurement noise PSD is a quadratic function of the frequency. The model PSDs (9)–(10)
imply the signal-to-noise ratio

SNR (ω) = Sx,x (ω) /Sξ,ξ (ω) . (11)

Figure 2 shows that different filters G (ω) can lead to vastly different results for Sx̂,x̂ (ω).
In the following section, we discuss their behavior in more detail.
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A. Inverse Filter

In the case of negligible detector noise, the filter G (ω) is given by the inverse transfer
function

Ginv (ω) = H−1 (ω) . (12)

The corresponding estimate of the PSD of the hidden signal reads

Sx̂,x̂ (ω) = |Ginv (ω)|2 Sz,z (ω) , |Ginv (ω)|2 = |H (ω)|−2
,

which coincides with the standard post-processing method of the DSH measurement19,29,33,
cf. Eq. (5). The most prominent feature of the inverse filter |Ginv (ω)|2 are singularities
at the poles ωpole

n = 2πn/τd, n ∈ Z, where the PSD reconstruction fails, see Fig. 2 (b).
Sufficiently far away from these poles, the reconstructed spectrum matches the hidden
signal as long as the signal-to-noise ratio is large (SNR > 1). If the intrinsic linewidth
plateau is obscured by measurement noise, only an upper limit can be extracted via inverse
filtering.

B. Wiener Filter

Wiener filtering achieves an optimal trade-off between inverse filtering and noise removal.
It subtracts the additive noise and reverses the effects of the interferometer simultaneously.
The Wiener filter is obtained from minimizing the mean square error of the time-domain
signal at an arbitrary instance of time, see Appendix B 1. In the frequency domain, the
Wiener filter reads

GWiener (ω) =
H∗ (ω)Sx,x (ω)

|H (ω)|2 Sx,x (ω) + Sξ,ξ (ω)

=
1

H (ω)

(
1 +

1

|H (ω)|2 SNR (ω)

)−1

.

(13)

Although the Wiener filter provides an optimal reconstruction of the time-domain sig-
nal, the corresponding PSD reconstruction deviates significantly from the true spectrum
in regions of low SNR, see Fig. 2 (c). Moreover, we note that the Wiener filter overem-
phasizes noise reduction at the poles ωpole

n , where the reconstructed PSD is zero because

of
∣∣GWiener

(
ωpole
n

)∣∣2 = 0, such that also Sx̂,x̂
(
ωpole
n

)
= 0. Away from these poles and at

high SNR, the Wiener filter asymptotically approaches the behavior of the inverse filter:∣∣GWiener

(
ω 6= ωpole

n

)∣∣2 SNR→∞∼ |H (ω)|−2
.

C. Power Spectrum Equalization

Besides the standard Wiener filter, there exist several variants of the method which are
collectively referred to as parametric Wiener filters35. An important one is power spectrum
equalization (PSE), which is tailored to minimize the quadratic error of the reconstructed
PSD, see Appendix B 2. The corresponding filter function reads

∣∣GPSE (ω)
∣∣2 =

Sx,x (ω)

|H (ω)|2 Sx,x (ω) + Sξ,ξ (ω)

=
1

|H (ω)|2

(
1 +

1

|H (ω)|2 SNR (ω)

)−1

.

(14)
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The PSE filter yields an accurate reconstruction of the hidden signal when the true
frequency-dependent SNR is provided, see Fig. 2 (d).

Most remarkably, the reconstructed spectrum is free of reconstruction artifacts at the
poles of the inverse filter function. This result is easily understood by the following anal-
ysis. A straightforward calculation shows that the filter approaches the SNR at ωpole

n :∣∣GPSE

(
ωpole
n

)∣∣2 = SNR
(
ωpole
n

)
. As the interferometer is blind for these frequency com-

ponents (i.e., the transfer function is zero H
(
ωpole
n

)
= 0), the observed signal contains

only measurement noise Sz,z
(
ωpole
n

)
= Sξ,ξ

(
ωpole
n

)
, see Eq. (7b). Finally, substitution into

Eq. (8), shows that the PSE filter cancels out the measurement noise exactly and recovers
the true signal

Sx̂,x̂
(
ωpole
n

)
=
∣∣GPSE

(
ωpole
n

)∣∣2 Sz,z(ωpole
n

)
= SNR

(
ωpole
n

)
Sξ,ξ

(
ωpole
n

)
= Sx,x

(
ωpole
n

)
if the correct SNR is provided. Furthermore, we observe that the PSE filter restores
the hidden signal even in regions of low SNR. This result follows along the same lines

as above, starting from
∣∣GPSE (ω)

∣∣2 SNR→0∼ SNR (ω). In the opposite case, at very high
SNR (ω)� 1, the PSE filter again approaches (just like the Wiener filter) the inverse filter∣∣GPSE (ω)

∣∣2 SNR→∞∼ |H (ω)|−2
.

Finally, we note that all the filter candidates discussed in this section can be written in
a unified way as parametric Wiener filters of the following form:

∣∣G (ω)
∣∣2 =

1

|H (ω)|2

(
1 +

1

|H (ω)|2 SNR (ω)

)−m
=


∣∣Ginv (ω)

∣∣2 for m = 0,∣∣GWiener (ω)
∣∣2 for m = 1,∣∣GPSE (ω)

∣∣2 for m = 2.

IV. INTRINSIC LINEWIDTH ESTIMATION AT LOW SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO

In the previous section, it was shown that the PSE filter can provide an excellent re-
construction of the hidden signal’s PSD if the exact SNR is supplied. At first glance, this
approach appears to be rather impractical, since the specification of the exact SNR already
anticipates the actual measurement result to a certain degree. One might therefore worry
that arbitrary reconstructions could be generated. It turns out, however, that the PSE
filter method introduces characteristic reconstruction artifacts when the specified SNR is
incorrect, see Fig. 3. These spurious spikes are easily recognized to be unphysical, such
that the incorrect SNR estimate can be rejected. Based on this observation, we develop a
method that simultaneously reconstructs both the PSD of the hidden signal as well as the
correct SNR, by minimizing these reconstruction artifacts.

In the following, we employ again the analytic model PSDs (9)–(10). For the sake of
simplicity, we assume that the parameters C and ν can be accurately estimated from the
data, since the low-frequency part of the signal is only negligibly affected by measurement
noise. Similarly, we assume that the noise level σ is known from independent noise floor
measurements or from analysis of the relative intensity noise (RIN) PSD, which is typically
dominated by measurement noise at increased powers. The only free parameter to be
estimated then is S∞.

Figure 3 (a)–(b) shows the effects of over- and underestimation of S∞ in the analytical

model. Due to the mismatch between the filter function |GPSE (ω)|2 and the observed
spectrum Sz,z (ω), spurious spikes (reconstruction artifacts) show up at frequencies ω ≈
ωpole
n in the reconstructed spectrum Sx̂,x̂ (ω). At large frequencies these spikes are damped

out in both |GPSE (ω)|2 and Sz,z (ω), but their product yields a wrong value of the intrinsic
linewidth plateau. We introduce an objective function D (S∞) that penalizes this deviation
(i.e., the “inconsistency”) between the reconstructed signal Sx̂,x̂ (ω;S∞) (depending on the
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S∞ leads to spurious oscillations and spikes in the reconstructed spectrum Sx̂,x̂. In the case of mis-
specification of the SNR, the maxima of |GPSE|2 are no longer bounded by the exact SNR. The
assumed Sx,x, which has the functional form (9) and enters the SNR estimate, is shown as a red
dashed line. The method described in Sec. IV aims at minimizing the deviation between Sx,x
and Sx̂,x̂ in order to estimate the true value of the intrinsic linewidth parameter S∞. (c) The
corresponding objective function (15) features a sharp minimum at the exact value.

assumed SNR as a function of estimated S∞) and the implicitly assumed signal Sx,x (ω;S∞)
obeying the functional form (9) as

D (S∞) =

(∫
dω

Sx̂,x̂ (ω;S∞)− Sx,x (ω;S∞)

Sx,x (ω;S∞)

)2

(15)

where Sx̂,x̂ (ω;S∞) = |GPSE (ω;S∞)|2 Sz,z (ω). The ω–integral runs over a suitable fre-
quency range. As shown in Fig. 3 (c), the objective function (15) exhibits a sharp minimum
at the exact value, cf. Fig. 2 (c). Hence, S∞ can be estimated by minimization of D(S∞).

V. APPLICATION TO STOCHASTIC LASER DYNAMICS

In this section, we demonstrate the method described in Sec. IV for simulated time
series. In Sec. V A, we introduce a stochastic laser model including non-Markovian colored
noise, that generates realistic time series with frequency drifts as commonly observed for
diode lasers. In Sec. V B, we apply the linewidth estimation method to simulated DSH
measurement data.

A. Stochastic Laser Rate Equations

We consider a Langevin equation model for a generic single-mode semiconductor laser

Ṗ = −γ (P − Pth) + Γvgg (P,N)P + Γvggsp (P,N) + FP , (16a)

φ̇ = Ω0 +
αH
2

Γvgg (P,N) + Fφ, (16b)

Ṅ =
ηI

q
−R (N)− Γvgg (P,N)P − Γvggsp (P,N) + FN , (16c)

where P is the number of photons, φ is the optical phase and N is the number of charge
carriers in the active region. Moreover, γ is the inverse photon lifetime, Pth is the thermal
photon number (Bose–Einstein factor), Γ is the optical confinement factor, vg is the group
velocity, Ω0 is the detuning from the CW reference frequency, αH is the linewidth enhance-
ment factor, I is the pump current, η is the injection efficiency and q is the elementary
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separately.

charge. The net-gain is modeled as

g (P,N) =
g0

1 + εP
log

(
N

Ntr

)
, (17)

where g0 is the gain coefficient, Ntr is the carrier number at transparency and ε is the gain
compression coefficient. Following18, the spontaneous emission coefficient is described by

gsp (P,N) =
1

2

g0

1 + εP
log

(
1 +

(
N

Ntr

)2
)
, (18)

which does not require any additional parameters and avoids the introduction of the pop-
ulation inversion factor17,18. The stimulated absorption coefficient is implicitly given by
Eqs. (17)–(18) as gabs (P,N) = gsp (P,N) − g (P,N). Non-radiative recombination and
spontaneous emission into waste modes are described by

R (N) = AN +
B

V
N2 +

C

V 2
N3, (19)

where A is the Shockley–Read–Hall recombination rate, B is the bimolecular recombination
coefficient, C is the Auger recombination coefficient and V is the volume of the active region.

The Langevin forces describe zero-mean Gaussian colored noise with the following non-
vanishing frequency-domain correlation functions:

〈F̃P (ω) F̃P (ω′)〉 =

(
2
(
Γvggsp

(
P ,N

)
+ γPth

)
P

(
1 +

1

P

)
+ σ2

P

(
P
) 1

ωνP

)
δ (ω − ω′) ,

〈F̃φ (ω) F̃φ (ω′)〉 =

(Γvggsp

(
P ,N

)
+ γPth

)(
1 +

1

P

)
+

(
σP
(
P
)

2P

)2
1

ωνP

 δ (ω − ω′) ,

〈F̃N (ω) F̃N (ω′)〉 =

(
2R
(
N
)

+ 2Γvggsp

(
P ,N

)
P

(
1 +

1

P

)
+
σ2
N

(
N
)

ωνN

)
δ (ω − ω′) ,

〈F̃P (ω) F̃N (ω′)〉 = −
(
Γvggsp

(
P ,N

) (
2P + 1

)
− Γvgg

(
P ,N

)
P
)
δ (ω − ω′) ,

(20)

The white noise part of the model includes a quantum mechanically consistent description
of light-matter interaction fluctuations36. Moreover, we have included three independent



9

symbol description value

γ inverse photon lifetime 5 · 1011 s−1

Pth thermal photon number 2.7 · 10−20

Γ optical confinement factor 0.01
g0 gain coefficient 3.54 · 105 m−1

ng group index 3.9
vg group velocity, vg = ng/c0 7.69 · 107 ms−1

Ntr transparency carrier number 2.5 · 109

ε gain compression coefficient 10−8

Ω0 detuning from CW reference freq. 0 Hz
αH linewidth enhancement factor 3.0
I pump current 200 mA
η injection efficiency 0.9
A Shockley–Read–Hall recombination rate 1 · 108 s−1

B bimolecular recombination coefficient 1 · 1016 m3s−1

C Auger recombination coefficient 4 · 10−42 m6s−1

V active region volume 1.25 · 10−15 m3

νP colored noise exponent 1.4

σP,0 colored noise amplitude 5 · 105 s−(1+νP )/2

νN colored noise exponent 1.0

σN,0 colored noise amplitude 109 s−(1+νN )/2

σmeas detector noise floor level 2 · 103 s1/2 ηdet
τd interferometer delay 10 · 10−6 s

TABLE I. List of parameter values used in stochastic time series simulation.

1/f -type noise sources with power-law exponents νP and νN , respectively. The colored

noise amplitudes are taken as σP (P ) = 2PσP,0 and σN (N) =
√
NσN,0 (modeling Hooge’s

law37,38). The noise correlation functions (20) are formulated at the unique noise-free steady
state

(
P ,N

)
. The full nonlinear system of Itô-type stochastic differential equations used for

simulation is given in Appendix C. The numerically simulated FN–PSD is shown in Fig. 4
along with (semi-)analytical approximations. All parameter values used in the simulations
are listed in Tab. I.

B. Intrinsic Linewidth Estimation

We apply the method described in Sec. IV to simulated DSH measurements. The sim-
ulation is carried out in two steps: First, the stochastic laser rate Eqs. (16) are simulated
using the Euler–Maruyama method (time step ∆t = 50 ps). In the second step, the DSH
measurement is simulated by evaluation of Eq. (1), which includes addition of Gaussian
white measurement noise. The simulated I–Q data are used to generate the time series ∆φ
according to Eq. (2). The observed spectrum is computed from Sz,z (ω) = ω2S∆φ,∆φ (ω)
and shown in Fig. 5 (a). For recovery of the original FN–PSD, the PSE filter method is ap-
plied to the simulated FN–PSD Sz,z (ω). In the estimation procedure, the frequency range
is restricted to frequencies below the RO peak to ensure validity of the analytical model (9).

The optimal reconstruction of the hidden FN–PSD is shown in Fig. 5 (c) along with
corresponding SNR estimate and the measurement noise PSD. The PSE filter yields a
significantly better reconstruction than the inverse filter method, which contains the char-
acteristic reconstruction artifacts and deviates clearly from the hidden signal at increased
measurement noise, see Fig. 5 (b). The objective function (15) evaluated for the simulated
stochastic data is shown in Fig. 5 (d). Just like in Sec. IV, the objective function features
a sharp minimum near at the exact value.
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FIG. 5. Application of the linewidth estimation method to simulated time series data. (a) PSDs of
the hidden signal, the measurement noise and the measured data along with their analytic values.
(b) Reconstructed PSD using the inverse filter. The inset zooms in on a region with low SNR,
where the reconstructed and the true signal deviate by about one order of magnitude. Moreover,
we observe reconstruction artifacts at the pole frequencies. (c) The PSE filter method yields an
accurate reconstruction of the hidden signal even at low SNR that is free of reconstruction artifacts.
Here the analytic model PSDs were fitted to the PSD to give the SNR according to the method
described in Sec. IV. (d) Minimization of the objective function (15) yields a sharp estimate of the
intrinsic linewidth parameter at S∞ ≈ 480 Hz.

VI. DISCUSSION

The method presented in Sec. IV not only provides an artifact-free reconstruction of the
hidden FN–PSD, but also allows to extract the intrinsic linewidth when it is obscured by
measurement noise. The procedure, however, relies on the specification of the frequency-
dependent SNR in the form of the analytical model (9)–(10). As we have demonstrated
in Fig. 3, incorrect SNR estimates lead to reconstruction errors, which are identified as
such via inconsistencies with the assumed functional form (9) of the hidden PSD. This a
priori assumption of the functional, however, is well validated20,22,23, so that no false bias
is imposed here. Instead, our method exploits this additional prior knowledge about the
physics of the problem to extract additional information (weak modulations of the measured
PSD) from the measured data that is not used in the inverse filter method.

Even though we restricted the parameter estimation problem in Secs. IV and V B to a
single unknown variable, it should be straightforward to extend the method to a multi-
variate (nonlinear) minimization problem where all parameters characterizing the SNR are
estimated simultaneously. Furthermore, it would be interesting to apply the estimation
method in an analogous way to the reconstruction of the RIN, which is typically more
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obscured by detector noise.
In principle other estimation methods can also be employed for reconstruction of the

FN–PSD from noisy time series data. For example, Zibar et al.39 have used an extended
Kalman filter to estimate the effect of amplifier noise on the phase noise PSD of a laser. The
disadvantage of this method, however, is that it requires a (comprehensive) mathematical
model of the dynamical system under measurement, which imposes a significant overhead.
Moreover, the application of Kalman filters to problems with large delay (like the DSH-
measurement), is notoriously difficult and computationally heavy40,41. In contrast, the
strength of parametric Wiener filters is that they are independent of assumptions on the
underlying state space model. Moreover, since the method is formulated in the frequency-
domain, it does not suffer from computational burden due to the large delay. Finally, the
method is simple to implement, as it is basically a straightforward extension of the standard
inverse filter method (that is still contained as a limiting case).

VII. SUMMARY

We have presented an improved post-processing routine based on a parametric Wiener
filter, that yields a potentially exact reconstruction of the FN–PSD (without any recon-
struction artifacts) from DSH beat note measurements. The method, however, requires an
accurate estimate of the frequency-dependent SNR, which can be consistently obtained by
deliberate suppression of the characteristic reconstruction artifacts. In this way, both the
footprint of the interferometer as well as the detector noise can be removed with high accu-
racy. Remarkably, the method thus allows for the reconstruction of the intrinsic linewidth
(white noise) plateau even when it is entirely obscured by measurement noise. The approach
has been demonstrated for simulated time series based on a stochastic laser rate equation
model including non-Markovian 1/f -type noise.

APPENDIX

Appendix A: Effective Phase Measurement Noise

We seek for an approximation of the effective phase measurement noise and its two-time
correlation function. Starting from Eq. (1), we expand for small noise

arctan

(
Q (t)

I (t)

)
≈ arctan

(
tan (Φ(t)) +

tan (Φ (t))

ηdet

√
P (t)P (t− τd)

(
ξQ (t)

sin (Φ(t))
− ξI (t)

cos (Φ(t))

))

where Φ (t) = φ (t)− φ (t− τd)−∆Ω t. Expansion to first order yields

arctan

(
Q (t)

I (t)

)
≈ Φ (t) +

1

ηdet

√
P (t)P (t− τd)

(cos (Φ (t))ξQ (t)− sin (Φ (t))ξI (t)) .

Expansion at the CW state with P (t) = P + δP (t) and φ (t) = Ωt+ δφ (t) yields

∆φ (t) = δφ (t)− δφ (t− τd) ≈ arctan

(
Q (t)

I (t)

)
− Ωτd + ∆Ω t+ ξφ

with the effective phase measurement noise

ξφ (t) =
1

ηdet

√
P (t)P (t− τd)

(sin (Φ (t))ξI (t)− cos (Φ (t))ξQ (t)) .
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We approximate the two-time correlation function

〈ξφ (t) ξφ (t′)〉 ≈ 1

η2
detP

2

(
〈sin (Φ (t)) sin (Φ (t′))〉 〈ξI (t) ξI (t′)〉

− 〈cos (Φ (t)) sin (Φ (t′))〉 〈ξQ (t) ξI (t′)〉
− 〈sin (Φ (t)) cos (Φ (t′))〉 〈ξI (t) ξQ (t′)〉

+ 〈cos (Φ (t)) cos (Φ (t′))〉 〈ξQ (t) ξQ (t′)〉
)
,

where we have neglected photon number fluctuations and factorized the phase and de-
tector noise. Using 〈ξI (t) ξI (t′)〉 = 〈ξQ (t) ξQ (t′)〉 = σ2

measδ (t− t′) and stationarity
〈ξI (t) ξQ (t′)〉 = 〈ξI (t′) ξQ (t)〉, we arrive at

〈ξφ (t) ξφ (t′)〉 ≈ 1

η2
detP

2

(
σ2

measδ (t− t′)− 〈sin (Φ (t) + Φ (t′))〉 〈ξI (t′) ξQ (t)〉
)
.

By neglecting the rapidly oscillating cross-correlation term, we arrive at Eq. (3).

Appendix B: Derivation of the Frequency Domain Filter Functions

1. Wiener Filter

We consider the mean square error between the hidden signal x (t) and its reconstruction
Eq. (6b)

E (t) =
〈

(x̂ (t)− x (t))
2
〉
.

Fourier transform and substitution of (7) yields

E (t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω′

2π
e−i(ω−ω

′)t
(

[G∗(ω′)H∗(ω′)− 1] [G(ω)H(ω)− 1] 〈X(ω)X∗(ω′)〉

+ 2Re (G∗ (ω′) [G (ω)H (ω)− 1] 〈X (ω) Ξ∗ (ω′)〉) +G∗ (ω′)G (ω) 〈Ξ (ω) Ξ∗ (ω′)〉
)
.

Next, we substitute the expressions for the signal and noise PSDs

1

2π
〈X (ω)X∗ (ω′)〉 = Sx,x (ω) δ (ω − ω′) , 1

2π
〈Ξ (ω) Ξ∗ (ω′)〉 = Sξ,ξ (ω) δ (ω − ω′) ,

and assume uncorrelated process and measurement noise 〈X (ω) Ξ∗ (ω′)〉 = 0. This yields

E (t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π

(
|G (ω)H (ω)− 1|2 Sx,x (ω) + |G (ω)|2 Sξ,ξ (ω)

)
,

which is entirely independent of the time t. Minimization of the reconstruction error E (t)
is achieved by taking the Gâteaux derivative with respect to G (ω)→ G (ω) + εδG (ω)

0
!
= lim
ε→0

E [G+ εδG]− E [G]

ε
=

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π

(
(G (ω)H (ω)− 1)H∗ (ω)Sx,x (ω)

+G (ω)Sξ,ξ (ω)
)
δG∗ (ω) + c.c.

where the variation δG (ω) is arbitrary. From this, finally, we extract the Wiener filter
Eq. (13).
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2. Power Spectrum Equalization

We seek for an optimal reconstruction Sx̂,x̂ (ω) of the PSD that minimizes the quadratic
error

E =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω (Sx̂,x̂ (ω)− Sx,x (ω))
2
.

Starting from 〈X̂ (ω) X̂∗ (ω′)〉 = 2πSx̂,x̂ (ω) δ (ω − ω′), we substitute Eq. (7). Assuming
〈X (ω) Ξ∗ (ω′)〉 = 0, we arrive at

Sx̂,x̂ (ω) δ (ω − ω′) = |G (ω)|2
(
|H (ω)|2 Sx,x (ω) + Sξ,ξ (ω)

)
δ (ω − ω′) .

The last line allows to rewrite the expression for the reconstruction error as

E =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
((
|G (ω)H (ω)|2 − 1

)
Sx,x (ω) + |G (ω)|2 Sξ,ξ (ω)

)2

.

Minimization of the error by variation of the filter G (ω)→ G (ω) + εδG (ω) yields

0
!
= lim
ε→0

E [G+ εδG]− E [G]

ε
= 2

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
(
|H (ω)|2 Sx,x (ω) + Sξ,ξ (ω)

)
×

×
((
|G (ω)H (ω)|2 − 1

)
Sx,x (ω) + |G(ω)|2 Sξ,ξ(ω)

)
× (G (ω) δG∗ (ω) +G∗ (ω) δG (ω)) ,

from which we find Eq. (14) to be the optimal filter.

Appendix C: Itô-Type Stochastic Differential Equations

The Langevin equations (16) can be written as a system of Itô-type stochastic differential
equations

dP = (−γ (P − Pth) + Γvgg (P,N)P + Γvggsp (P,N) + σP (P )FP ) dt (C1a)

+
√
γ (1 + Pth)P dWP

out +
√
γPth (1 + P ) dWP

in +
√

Γvggsp (P,N)P dWP
st−em

+
√

Γvggabs (P,N)P dWP
st−abs +

√
Γvggsp (P,N) dWP

sp,

dφ =

(
Ω0 +

αH
2

Γvgg (P,N) +
σP (P )

2P
Fφ
)

dt (C1b)

+
1

2P

(√
γ (1 + Pth)P dWφ

out +
√
γPth (1 + P ) dWφ

in +
√

Γvggsp (P,N)P dWφ
st−em

+
√

Γvggabs (P,N)P dWφ
st−abs +

√
Γvggsp (P,N) dWφ

sp

)
,

dN =

(
ηI

q
−R (N)− Γvgg (P,N)P − Γvggsp (P,N) + σN (N)FN

)
dt (C1c)

+

√
ηI

q
dWI +

√
R (N) dWR −

√
Γvggsp (P,N)P dWP

st−em

−
√

Γvggabs (P,N)P dWP
st−abs −

√
Γvggsp (P,N) dWP

sp.

Here, dW ∼ Normal (0,dt) denotes the increment of the standard Wiener processes (Gaus-
sian white noise)42. Wiener processes with different sub- and superscripts are statistically
independent. Construction of the colored noise sources FP,φ,N is described in Appendix D.
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Appendix D: Colored Noise

Colored noise sources FP,φ,N (subscripts are omitted in the following) are modeled as
a superposition of independent Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) fluctuators (Markovian embed-
ding)43

F (t) =

√
A

n

n∑
i=1

Xi (t) ,

where A is a normalization constant (see below), n is the number of OU fluctuators and

dXi (t) = −γiXi (t) dt+
√

2γi dWi (t) . (D1)

The fluctuators are statistically independent, i.e., dWi (t) dWj (t) = δi,j dt. From the sta-
tionary covariance CXi,Xj

(τ) = 〈Xi (t+ τ)Xj (t)〉 = δi,j exp (−γi |τ |), we obtain the auto-
correlation function of the colored noise

CF,F (τ) =
A

n

n∑
j=1

e−γj |τ |.

The corresponding PSD is obtained according to the Wiener–Khinchin theorem44 as

SF,F (ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ eiωτCF,F (τ) = A
1

N

N∑
j=1

2γj
ω2 + γ2

j

= A

∫ ∞
0

dγ ρ (γ)
2γ

ω2 + γ2
,

where we introduced the continuous distribution of the relaxation rates

ρ (γ) =
1

n

n∑
j=1

δ (γ − γj) . (D2)

In the following, we consider a power-law distribution

ρ (γ) =
Cν
γν

Θ (γ − γ0) Θ (γ∞ − γ) , 0 < ν < 2, (D3)

with lower and upper cutoffs γ0 and γ∞. The normalization constant Cν = (1− ν) /
(
γ1−ν
∞ −

γ1−ν
0

)
ensures normalization

∫∞
0

dγ ρ (γ) = 1. From Eq. (D3), we find

SF,F (ω) = 2ACν

∫ γ∞

γ0

dγ
γ1−ν

ω2 + γ2
=

2ACν
ων

∫ γ∞/ω

γ0/ω

dx
x1−ν

1 + x2
.

The integral can formally be solved by a hypergeometric function. More insight, however,
is gained by considering the asymptotic limit γ0 → 0 and γ∞ →∞, which leads to∫ ∞

0

dx
x1−ν

1 + x2
=
π

2

1

sin
(
πν
2

) .
Hence, the PSD exhibits a power-law type frequency-dependency

SF,F
(
γ−1
∞ � ω � γ−1

0

)
≈ 1

ων
,

in an arbitrarily large frequency window. Here, we have chosen the normalization constant
as A = sin

(
πν
2

)
/ (Cνπ). For the practical generation of time series obeying the desired

PSD, it is required to approximate the corresponding distribution of the relaxation rates
(D3) by finitely many γi. The optimal choice of the n relaxation rates is obtained by inverse
transform sampling.
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