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Steady-state analysis of a two-mode laser with multiplicative white noise
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The steady-state fluctuations of an inhomogeneously broadened two-mode laser with both additive

and multiplicative white noise are investigated theoretically.

A Fokker-Planck equation of the

intensity-distribution function is presented. Analytic expressions of the autocorrelation and cross corre-
lation of the steady-state two-mode intensities are derived for equal pump parameters of the two modes.
Large intensity fluctuations occur when the laser is operated below threshold. However, when the laser
is operated far above threshold, there is almost no difference between the laser models with and without

multiplicative noise.

PACS number(s): 42.50.Lc, 42.60.Mi, 05.40.+j, 05.45.+b

I. INTRODUCTION

The statistical properties of two-model ring lasers have
attracted a great deal of attention both experimentally
and theoretically in recent years [1-5]. Some of these in-
vestigations were concerned with the intensity correla-
tions of inhomogeneously broadened gas [1] and homo-
geneously broadened dye ring lasers [2,4]. Others were
concerned with the first-passage-time problems [3] and
the backscattering in a laser gyro [5]. In these treat-
ments, the laser model including additive quantum noise
was solved analytically [1,5]. While both additive and
multiplicative noise were included in the laser model,
only numerical simulations were available [2-4].

In this paper, the steady-state fluctuations of an inho-
mogeneously broadened two-mode laser with both addi-
tive and multiplicative white noise are investigated
theoretically. A general Fokker-Planck equation of the
distribution function for the two-mode intensities is
presented in Sec. II. In Sec. III analytic expressions of
the equal time auto-correlation and cross correlation of
the steady-state intensities are derived for equal pump pa-
rameters of the two modes. The effects of multiplicative
white noise are presented in Sec. IV. A discussion of the
results concludes the paper.

II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The dimensionless coupled complex electric fields E ()
and E,(t) of a two-mode laser operating at line center are
well described by the following Langevin equations:

dE
___dtl =(a;—|E,|*—E|E,|")E;+p(DE ;+4,(1) ,
(1)
dE, ) 5
=@ By~ 6IE, P, +p (OE, +a5(1)

where @, and a, are the pump parameters of the two
modes and & is the mode-coupling constant, g,(¢) and
q,(t) are the independent quantum noise, and p (¢) is the
pump fluctuation. These random noise terms are taken
to be zero mean and correlation

(g*(t)g;(¢'))=2P8;8(t—1t'), )
and
(p*(t)p(t"))=2P'8(t—t") 3)

where P and P’ are the strength of the additive and multi-
plicative noise, respectively. The additive noise is inter-
preted as a result of the spontaneous emission (i.e., inter-
nal fluctuations) and the multiplicative noise as a result of
the pump fluctuation (i.e., external disturbances). These
may have different origins and thus be independent of
each other [2,3]. However, in some situations both noises
may have a common origin and also have cross correla-
tions [10]. The statistical fluctuations of a laser with a
certain correlation between the quantum and the pump
noises will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation for the
probability function Q(I,,I,,t) of the two-mode laser in-
tensities I, = |E,|? and I, =|E,|* is given by [6]

|
.ng__a_ —9J2 — ’ — '_a_. — __a_ P+PIN
Y al, (2a,I,—2I7—2&11,+2P'I, +2P)Q —2P al, (I,1,Q) 2811 [( P'I)ILQ]
-2 (2a,I,—2I3—2&1,1,+2P'T +2P)Q——2P’—a—(1 I Q)—2i (P+P'I,)I,Q] 4)
al, arl, 2 142 2 al, 142 al,

where the complex electric fields E; and E, have been transformed to polar coordinates by writing
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E\ =)', E,=(I,)"%"" (5)

and the probability density function Q (I,,I,,t) has been taken to be independent of the phase variables 8, and 8,. The
detailed derivation of Eq. (4) is given in the Appendix.

III. STEADY-STATE SOLUTION

The system will reach a steady state after a sufficiently long time. In steady state, the intensity probability function
Q(I,,I,,t) is independent of the time ¢. Then Eq. (4) reads

A (2a,I,—2I%—2&1,1,+2P'I, +2P)Qs—2P’—£—(IlIZQS)—256;—[(P+P'I, )M,0,] ]
1 2 1
a 2 ’ ’ a a ’ i
+—=— |(2a,1,—215—2&1,I,+2P'I,+2P)Q, —2P'— (I, I,Q,)—2——[(P+P'I,)[,Q;] |=0. (6)
[

In general, no analytic solution exists for Eq. (6) with a > (—1)aP/P')B+2+n
arbitrary values of the pump parameters and the mode- B= P —1|T(B+D+ 3 BH1+m)(B+2+n)
coupling constant [7] except approximate numerical cal- n=o0 M n n
culations. However, for an inhomogeneously broadened 8)
laser with equal pump parameters of the two modes, i.e.,
£=1 and a,=a,=a, the analytic solution of Eq. (6) can azl , B=2 + P__ , )
be obtained immediately, P P (P')

g1 and I'(x) is the gamma function which is given by [8]
__exp(—aP/P’) , , o _,
Qs(Il,IZ)————p————-B 7‘} (P+PI,+PI,) I(x)= fo e 't \dr . (10)
After straightforward calculations from Egs. (7)-(9),
Xexp[—a(I, +1,)], 7 the mean light intensity, the equal time autocorrelation
and cross correlation of the two-mode intensities can be
where expressed as
_
1 |a 2 (=1)"aP/P)pt3tn
=(I,)= 2 rp+2)+ , (11)
(o= =55 |p TE+D EO ni(B+2+n)B+3+n)
A(0)=Ay(0)=((AI)?) /(I )?=(1})/{I,)*—1
1 1 | T(B+4) 3aP’T(B+1)
= — —PL(B+3)+——T—F—~
(I)* |B | 3o? k 3Py}
+—l_ © (_l)n(aP/Pl)B+4+n
a? néo n(B+1+n)B+4+n)
2
© 1\ n\B+3+n
onl(B+1+n)B+3+n) P
(ALAL)  (II,)
Apy(0)= 184, 7 27
(1) Iy
2
1 1 a © (_1)n(aP/Pl)B+4+n P
=——Qi—5—1| |5 +3)+ — =
2I)* |a*B | | P’ 0B+ ,z'o nW(B+3+n)B+4+n) P’
2P
—A(0)——F"=—2. (13)
Au(0) P(I,)

In the next section, the effects of multiplicative noise are discussed and these results are compared with those from a
laser model without multiplicative noise.
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IV. EFFECTS OF MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

For a conventional two-mode laser model without multiplicative noise, Eqgs. (7)—(13) reduce to very simple forms
which have already been derived in Ref. [1]. Here those equations have been written down for comparison with Egs.
(7)-(13). The steady-state distribution function W (I,,I,) is of the form

2 |"*  expllal,+al,—iI}—113—1,1,)/P]
W,(I,I,)=|—— 3 — _— . (14)
Pr {a exp(a®/2P)[1+erf (a/V2P )]+ V2P /m)}
The mean light intensity is given by
P[1+erf (a/V2P)] (15)

UJ=UQ=%+2

The autocorrelation and cross correlation at equal time
are given by

2P 2a

A1(0)=A(0)= + -
11 22( ) 3(11 >2 3<Il> 1 (16)
and
P a
A,(0)= + —1.
12(0) 3(11)2 3<I1> (17)

The steady-state distribution function Q,(1,,I,) is plot-
ted in Fig. 1 as a function of one mode intensity I, while
the other mode intensity I, is held fixed. Figure 1(a)
shows the Q,(1,,1,) for different values of the pump pa-
rameter @ with P'=S5 and I,=0. It is shown that the
curve has a large peak value and drops very quickly for
small values of a but has a small peak with a long tail
when the value of a is quite large. The peak of the curve
corresponding to the most probable distribution occurs
when

0, a<I,+2P'

T imax a—I1,—2P', a>I,+ 2P’ . (18)
Figure 1(b) is a plot of the distribution function Q,(I,,I,)
versus I, for different values of the multiplicative noise
P’ with I, progressively increased and with a fixed value
of a. It is shown that the height of the peak increased
with increasing value of P’ and the curve with a larger
value of P’ has a longer tail. Also, the curve with a larger
value of P’ has a more asymmetric shape. However, if
there is no multiplicative noise included in the laser mod-
el, i.e., P’=0, the distribution function Q,(Z,,I,) reduces
to a Gaussian distribution expressed by W, (I,I,) of Eq.
J

{a[1+erf (a /V2P )]+ V2P /mexp(—a?/2P)}

f

(14) with a very high and sharp peak. The height of the
peak of W(I,,I,) is 3.6 times as large as that of
Q,(I,,I,) for P'=10 when a=25. Due to the scale of
the vertical axis, the height of the peak of W (I,,I,) can-
not be shown in Fig. 1(b).

Figure 2 is a plot of the mean light intensity
(IY=(I1,)+(I,) against the pump parameter a. It is
clear that {(I) increases with increasing P’ when the laser
is operated below threshold but approaches a when it is
operated well above threshold.

The equal time autocorrelation and cross-correlation
functions A(0) and A,(0) are plotted in Figs. 3(a) and
3(b) for different values of P’. It is shown that if P'=0,
A{;(0) and A,(0) decrease monotonically as a function of
(I') and also very fast near the threshold regime (from
(I)=0.1to 10). However, there is a peak in the correla-
tions A;;(0) and A,,(0) if P’ is not equal to zero and the
peak position shifts to small values of (I) as P’ in-
creases. Well below threshold, A;;(0) and A,(0) are close
to one and zero, respectively, while far above threshold,
A11(0) and A,(0) approach 1 and -1 respectively. In
these two limiting cases, there is no big difference in
A;(0) and A,(0) between the laser models with and
without multiplicative noise. This can be directly shown
by asymptotic expansions of Eqgs. (11)-(17).

If the laser is operated well above threshold with
a/P’'>>1 and

& (=1)aP/P’)pt2tn
PB+YD> 2 S\ B+1+n)B+2+m)

(19)

then the asymptotic expressions of Egs. (11)-(13) can be
written as

—(J )= \a/P)B+D) P a| P PP (20
) (IZ)NZa(a/P’—l) 2P 2 1+a2+ ’
}\,11(0)——‘)\.22(0)

_|tasPh+1) P | 1 (B+1)(B+2)(B+3)

" |2ala/P'—1) 2P (a/P'—l)[ 3a? PETDET2)

2
2a | P P 1 4|, P
+ 7 | TP ey L Ll 2V
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)
1 ((a/P)B+1) P (a/P'+1)B+1)B+2) | P — A0 (0)
MlO=5 |\ Satarp—1) 2P (a/P'—1)a? P’ "
_op (g |, il 2|p, P o
P | 2a(a/P'—1) 2P’ 3 a a
|
Similarly, for the laser operated well above threshold, - 1 4P
Egs. (15)—(17) give A1(0)=2A5(0)= 3 1+ 2| (24)
P
(I)=(I,) =2 1+= |, (23) A (0)m—L 1= 22 (25)
2 a? 12 3 a?
OLL) It is clear that in the mean light intensity (/) the mul-
0058" e T T T T tiplicative noise P’ only gives a correction term an order
’ smaller than that from P. However, in the equal time
007+ |la=0 tar correlations A;;(0) and A,,(0), the multiplicative noise P’
gives a correction term an order larger than that from P.
0.06} . Thus Egs. (21) and (22) approach 1 and -1 slower than
Egs. (24) and (25), respectively.
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FIG. 1. The steady-state intensity distribution function
Q,(I,,1,) as a function of one mode intensity I; with the other
mode intensity I, held fixed. (a) Q,(I,,I,) vs I, for different
pump parameters @ with P’=5 and I,=0. (b) Q,(I;,I,) vs I,
for different multiplicative noise strength P’ with =25 and I,
increased progressively shown in the figure. —.—.—. : P'=0;
— — —: P'=5; : P'=10.

The statistical fluctuations of the light emitted by an
inhomogeneously broadened two-mode laser that in-
cludes both additive and multiplicative white noise are
investigated through a Fokker-Planck equation. Analytic
expressions of the mean, the equal time auto- and
crosscorrelation of the steady-state two-mode intensities
show the dependence of these quantities on the additive
and multiplicative noise. The anomalously large fluctua-
tions appearing in A;(0) and A,,(0) are entirely due to
the effects of multiplicative noise which plays an impor-
tant role in the threshold regime even though the laser is
operated at steady state. It is also seen from Egs. (16)
and (17) that for a conventional laser model with P'=0,

<I>=A>* <>

|02 T L L
10 .
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107! 7
|o—2 1 1 —_—
-100 -50 0 50 100

FIG. 2. The mean light intensity (I)=<(I,)+(I,) vs the
pump parameter a for different values of P’ (from bottom to
top): P'=0,5,10,50.
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(I3)=(I3)=X1(0)+1 is always twice as large as

(I,I,)=A;,(0)+1. However, in a laser model with

P’50, there is no such relation for arbitrary value of the
pump parameter a. Only when the laser is operated far
above threshold, (1} )~2(I,I,), which is shown in Egs.
(21) and (22). It is also clear that when the laser operates
high above threshold, the equal time intensity autocorre-
lation and cross-correlation functions A;;(0) and A,,(0)
are determined by quantum noise for a conventional laser
model with P'=0. However, for a laser model with
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FIG. 3. The equal time autocorrelation and cross correlation
for different values of P’ (from bottom to top): P’'=0,5,10,50.
The dashed curve should be read from the vertical scale on the
right-hand side axis which is five times as large as that on the

left. (a) The autocorrelation A;;(0) vs {I). (b) The cross corre-

lation A,,(0) vs {I).
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P'#0, the equal time intensity correlation functions
A11(0) and A,(0) are determined by pump fluctuations.
The first-order correction term in A;,(0) and A,,(0) from
the multiplicative pump noise P’ is an order larger than
that from the additive quantum noise P. This is shown in
Egs. (20)-(25). For correlation functions which involve
the phases, behavior similar to that in a single-mode laser
[12] may be expected. Finally, these conclusions should
lend themselves to experimental verification in a manner
similar to those for a single-mode laser [9].
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APPENDIX

If the two-mode laser fields E, and E, are written as
E,=x,+ix, and E,=x;+ix,, the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion corresponding to Eqs. (1)-(3) for the probability
density function Q(x,, x,;x3,x4;t) is found to be [6]

2

W__ 5 350+3 S -(5,0), (A1
ot £, ox; S =) oxox; Y
where
D,=(a,~|E,*=&IE,|*)x, ,
D,=(a;—|E\[*=¢|E,P)x, ,
~ (A2)
Dy=(a,—|E,[*—§|E,[))x; ,
D,=(a,—|E,I*—¢&|E;[P)xy ,
and
D\ =D,,=WP+PIE||?),
D\, =Dy =D3=Dy;=0,
D3=D;;=Dyy=Dy=LP+P'x;x;+P'x,x,) ,
D\y=D4=1P'(x;x4—x,%;), (A3
D3 =Dy =1P'(x3x3—x1x4) ,
Dy3=Dy,=LP+P'|E,|?) .
The use of polar coordinates
x,=(I{)"%cos, ,
x,=(I{)"%in6, ,
x3=(I,)"*cosb, , (A9
x,=(I,)"?%in0, ,
with
(AS)

_Q_(I],Iz;el,ez;l): Q(xl,X2;X3,X4;t)

1
(I, I,)'?

leads to the Fokker-Planck equation
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90 _
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~2§1—[(P+P 1,1, 0]
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— —872— 2(a,I,—

62
31,9,

aZ

d R
230 [(P+P'I,)I,0]

a2

—& I, +P+PT)T 250 a

—&11,+P+P'L)G 2 a

[2(1,)"*sin(8,—

{[(1 1,)'?P cos(6,—6,)+P'I,1,1}0

{[(1 I,)'?P cos(8,—6,)+P'I,1,]10}

6,)Q]

[2(1,)2Psin(6,—6,)0 1+

91,36, 36,36,

82
+F

2
.

26 L p+pP1,)0

21,

21,

P
(I I)1?

——(P+P’Iz )0

cos(8,—8,)+P' |0

(A6)

If the phase variables 6, and 6, are integrated over in Eq. (A6) with

QU L= [77d6, [7d6,0(1,,1,;0,651) ,

Eq. (A6) reduces exactly to Eq. (4) [1,2,11].

(A7)
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