
 

Two-Photon Infrared Resonance Can Enhance Coherent Raman Scattering

Andrew J. Traverso,1 Brett Hokr,1 Zhenhuan Yi,1 Luqi Yuan,1 Shoichi Yamaguchi,2

Marlan O. Scully,1,3,4 and Vladislav V. Yakovlev1,*
1Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas 77843, USA

2Saitama University, Saitama City 08544, Japan
3Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey 08544, USA

4Baylor University, Waco, Texas 76798, USA

(Received 31 October 2017; published 6 February 2018)

In this Letter we present a new technique for attaining efficient low-background coherent Raman
scattering where the Raman coherence is mediated by a tunable infrared laser in two-photon resonance with
a chosen vibrational transition. In addition to the traditional benefits of conventional coherent Raman
schemes, this approach offers a number of advantages including potentially higher emission intensity,
reduction of nonresonant four-wave mixing background, preferential excitation of the anti-Stokes field, and
simplified phase matching conditions. In particular, this is demonstrated in gaseous methane along the ν1
(A1) and ν3 (T2) vibrational levels using an infrared field tuned between 1400 and 1600 cm−1 and a 532-nm
pump field. This approach has broad applications, from coherent light generation to spectroscopic remote
sensing and chemically specific imaging in microscopy.
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Introduction.—Raman spectroscopy [1] is a workhorse
for probing molecular vibrations. The origin of Raman
scattering dates back to the theoretical work of Smekal in
1923 [2], which was soon followed by the landmark
experiment of Landsberg and Mandelstam who found the
same effect in quartz [3]. By the end of 1928, dozens of
papers had already been published on the Raman effect.
Physically, Raman scattering involves light with frequency
ω1 scattering inelastically off vibrating molecules such that
the scattered (Stokes or anti-Stokes) field has a frequency
ω2 ¼ ω1 ∓ νbg, where νbg is the molecular vibration fre-
quency. However the (spontaneous) Raman signal is very
weak, with only about one pump photon in 1010 yielding a
useful spontaneous Raman signal photon. But when we
consider coherent Raman scattering in which the vibrational
levels jbi and jgi of Fig. 1(a) are coherently excited by fields
1 and 2, this increases the signal strength by orders of
magnitude. An estimate of coherent enhancement [4–6] is
conveyed by the ratio of the number of photons generated
through coherent Stokes scattering to the numbers of
spontaneously scattered (Stokes) Raman photons, as deter-
mined by the coherent density matrix ρbg in Eq. (1)
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where λ3 is the probe wavelength, n04 denotes the generated
coherent or incoherent Stokes signal, which is not shown in
the figures,N=V is the density, andR is the sample diameter.
Traditional coherent Raman schemes like coherent anti-

Stokes Raman scattering (CARS) [Fig. 1(a)] and stimulated
Raman scattering (SRS) are already powerful tools [7–11]
and continue to be refined [12–14]. These techniques have

been implemented in a diverse array of fields for such
applications as biomedical imaging, gas and plasma diag-
nostics, time-resolved spectroscopy, fiber lasers, remote
sensing of explosives, and temperature measurements
[15–17]. Despite their widespread adoption, there are some
inherent drawbacks to these approaches. In particular,
sufficiently high intensities are needed to drive these
processes. This leads to unwanted effects such as nonreso-
nant background from processes like degenerate four-wave
mixing (DFWM) [18] and fluorescence as well as other
thermal heating processes that lead to signal distortion or
possible burning. Furthermore, given strong enough driv-
ing fields in SRS and CARS, competition between the
Stokes and anti-Stokes signals can result in signal sup-
pression and limit the overall effective enhancement.
In short, CARS and its derivative FAST CARS are useful

techniques. However, it would be interesting to use an IR
laser field to generate ρbg and follow this with 3 → 4

sequentially, as in Fig. 1(c). The good news is that an
IR-driven ρbg would produce a stronger field with fewer
lasers. The bad news is that it does not work, since the
orientation of the molecules is essential in Raman scatter-
ing (see a brief discussion in Supplemental Material [19]),
and (sans a surface) this is not present in single-photon
IR coherence generation [21]. However, a two-photon
IR-driven scheme does work, as in Fig. 1(b).
Here, we demonstrate an approach for coherent

Raman generation that not only reduces the nonresonant
background, but also achieves excellent signal with modest
pump energies. This is accomplished by employing a
midinfrared picosecond pump whose frequency is chosen
to be in two-photon resonance with a given Raman
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transition, as shown in Fig. 1(b). This IR field efficiently
couples the ground and excited vibrational state more so
than the conventional far-detuned pump and Stokes fields
of CARS. Furthermore, we observe a larger enhancement
in the anti-Stokes signal relative to the Stokes. Thus with
these advantageous characteristics, this approach of MIRA
CARS offers a novel platform for spectroscopic detection
and imaging with enhanced sensitivity.
MIRA CARS.—To better quantify this mechanism, we

start with the MIRA CARS scheme depicted in Fig. 1(b),
but will assume that the applied fields ω1 ¼ ω2. Here, the
excited state, jbi, and the ground state, jgi, are two-photon
coupled with an IR field generating a coherence, ρbg, while a
third field induces Raman anti-Stokes emission at frequency
ω4 ¼ νbg þ ω3. While MIRA requires νbg ¼ 2ω1 to achieve
resonance, the strength of this resonant coherence is strongly
dependent on an intermediate allowed transition, jci, that
mediates the coupling. This can be understood by examining
the derived expression for the coherence,

ρbg ≅
μbcEIR

ℏ

μcgEIR

ℏ
1

γ

1

iðνcg − ωIRÞ
: ð2Þ

Here, γ is the coherence decay for theRaman transition,μmn is
the dipole moment between states jmi and jni, and EIR is the
electric field of the two-photon resonant IR laser. For MIRA
Raman scattering, the strength of ρbg is directly proportional

to the dipole moments coupling to jci and inversely propor-
tional to the detuning of the IR pump from jci. These
parameters are therefore critically important for determining
the efficiency and strength of the generated Raman emission.
For comparison, the calculated ρbg for a conventional CARS
scheme transforms the expression as follows:

μbcμcg
γ

1

iðνcg − ωIRÞ
⇔

μbaμag
γ

1

iðνag − ωVISÞ
: ð3Þ

While it is evident that CARS also requires a dipole-allowed
transition to mediate the Raman coherence, this is typically
an electronic transition in the visible to ultraviolet regime.
Given that the coherence for traditional CARS is prepared
using visible or near-infrared fields, this leads to large
detunings from the electronic transition. By utilizing a lower
energy vibrational transition with a subsequently much
smaller detuning, MIRA Raman scattering has the potential
to couple far more efficiently.
When estimating these parameters, it is best to consider

the general characteristics of molecular transitions. Most
molecules possess several low-energy dipole-allowed
vibrational transitions with the exact number depending
upon the size and composition. Typically, the dipole
moments for these vibrational transitions fall in the range
of 0.01–1 debye. Moreover, given that the IR photon
energies for MIRA are on the order of the vibrational or
rotational transitions, the detunings are around 102 cm−1.
In contrast, the electronic transitions employed in CARS
have dipole strengths around 0.1–10 debye with pump
detunings on the order of 105 cm−1. Thus, MIRA could
enhance the generated coherence by a factor of 10–100.
With this outlook, MIRA Raman scattering holds promise
as a strong spectroscopic technology, which we will
demonstrate both through simulation and experiment.
To illustrate the enhanced efficiency and build a frame-

work to compare theory and experiment, we can derive
the generalized form of the third-order susceptibility, χð3Þ,
from the coherence terms in the density matrix approach
or through various other methods [22,23]. The χð3Þ coef-
ficients were calculated for the A1 and T2 transitions in
methane [Fig. 2(a)] for both a CARS scheme as well as our
infrared-coupled scheme (see Supplemental Material for
details and equations [19]). In particular, a pump and probe
wavelength of 800 nm was used for the CARS scheme
along with a Stokes field that was scanned across the
resonances of the two vibrational transitions. Similarly, a
800-nm probe field was used in the MIRA scheme while
the IR field was scanned. In both cases, we used calculated
estimates of methane’s dipole moments [24], which for
the electronic transitions is approximately ∼1 debye and
ranged from 0.04 to 0.09 debye for the vibrational
transitions. The results depicting the relative magnitudes
of the total nonlinear susceptibility for each scheme are
shown in Fig. 2(c). These are in good qualitative agreement
with similar calculations performed previously in different

FIG. 1. (a), (b) Two CARS schemes. (a) Typical CARS arrange-
ment where ρbg coherence is generated by visible lasers 1 and 2.
(b) Mid-IR assisted (MIRA) CARS, where ρbg is generated by
mid-IR lasers 1 and 2. The photons at frequenciesω1 andω2 do not
need to be equal but could be chosen such that ω1 ¼ νcg and
ω2 ¼ νbc. The two-photon excitation for both CARS and MIRA
CARS produce a nonzero ρbg since all molecules vibrate “in
phase.” The vibrations are shown schematically as stretching or
compressing of the interatomic distance of themolecules. (c) Single
photon excitation results in ρbg ¼ 0 when averaged over all
molecules since they vibrate “out of phase.” Inset: The angle
between the electric field E of the laser and the dipole μ of the
molecule is defined as θ.
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media [25]. Considering the very modest values of the
vibrational dipole moments for methane, the χð3Þ coefficient
for MIRA still enjoys a substantial increase relative to that
of CARS. It is important to note that the actual coherent
Raman signal would scale as jχð3Þj2, which corresponds to a
∼40% increase in emission. While promising, this enhance-
ment must hold true for the resonant components of χð3Þ to
truly provide an increased Raman signal. The resonant
components do in fact achieve a similar level of enhance-
ment as the total χð3Þ such that they closely resemble the
trends shown for the total in Fig. 2(c) (see Supplemental
Material for resonant component results [19]). Again, this
is due to the relative detunings for each scheme where the
IR coupling generates coherence more efficiently.
It should be noted that this model only accounts for

nonresonant contributions from DFWM at the same fre-
quency as the Raman signal. Other nonresonant processes
like fluorescence and DFWM at other frequencies also play
a role in lowering the signal-to-noise ratio for traditional
CARS schemes. In these cases, MIRA still possesses an
inherent advantage due to the lower photon energy of the IR
field, which is much less likely to induce fluorescent
emission compared to the visible pump fields of CARS.
Additionally, the frequency mismatch between the IR field
and the visible probe field results in the generated off-
resonant frequencies of DFWM to be well detuned from that
of the Raman emission. This frequency mismatch also plays
into simplifying the phase-matching conditions where the

angle to phase match between them is approximately zero
[26]. Thus, the Raman emission will essentially be collinear
with the probe field, which could be advantageous for some
applications such as stand-off spectroscopy.
Experiment.—We chose methane (CH4) to experimen-

tally demonstrate this technique due to a number of
attractive qualities. Methane possesses a fairly simple
vibrational structure [Fig. 2(a)] with easily distinguishable
spectral lines that are well characterized. Furthermore, it is
a ubiquitous molecule, used throughout various industries,
and is both biologically and environmentally relevant.
Lastly, it is easy to acquire and, being gaseous, provides
a good experimental test for potential atmospheric sensing
applications. For our interests, we probed the Raman-active
transition, ν1 (A1), at 2914 cm−1, which corresponds to the
C—H bond stretch, as well as the ν3 (T2) transition at
3018 cm−1, which is both Raman and dipole allowed.
Figure 2(d) depicts the experimental setup (details can

be found in the Supplemental Material [19]). Briefly, two
∼30-ps laser pulses, a 532-nm pump pulse, and a tunable
mid-IR pulse (2.3 to 10 μm) with maximum energies of
330 and 6 μJ, respectively, were focused into a methane
cell, where the two beams crossed at a small angle at the
focal point. The generated Stokes and anti-Stokes signals
were spectrally filtered and coupled to spectrometers for
analysis. Initially, the mid-IR laser was blocked and the
spontaneous Raman signal was measured and exhibited a

FIG. 2. (a) Vibrational levels of methane. (b) MIRA CARS process for levels jb1i≡ ν1 and jb2i≡ ν3 via jci≡ ν4 in methane.
(c) Simulated magnitude of χð3Þ as a function of detuning for an IR-enhanced Raman and traditional CARS schema. MIRA coherent
Raman scattering achieves a higher nonlinear susceptibility than traditional CARS. (d) Experimental setup: The IR and 532-nm lasers
traveled parallel throughout the beam path with ∼1 cm separation, which translated to a 2°–3° angle between them when focused into the
cell. The Stokes and anti-Stokes measurements used different spectrometers and spectral filters (see Supplemental Material [19]).
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linear dependence as a function of the 532-nm pump energy
as plotted in Fig. 3(a).
With the IR laser unblocked, the power dependence of

the coherent Raman emission was investigated for both
the Stokes and anti-Stokes emissions at the 2914 cm−1 ν1
transition [Fig. 3(a)]. At maximum pump energies the anti-
Stokes emission was found to be approximately 50 times
more intense than the Stokes emission and over 500 times
more intense than the spontaneous Raman signal.
Interestingly, given that the energies in both the IR and
532-nm fields were varied simultaneously and three pho-
tons are used, one would expect both the Stokes and anti-
Stokes emission to follow a cubic trend. This is not the
case. As can be seen in Fig. 3(a), while the Stokes does in
fact adhere to a cubic trend, the anti-Stokes emission
follows the square of the pump energy.
This discrepancy in intensity and power dependence

between the anti-Stokes and Stokes fields is indicative that
there is a significant asymmetric process occurring during
the fields’ generation. This decoupling is likely due to slight
saturation of the two-photon nonlinear absorption along the
vibrational transition. Using the experimental parameters
and the definitions outlined in Ref. [27], we estimate the
two-photon saturation parameter, S ≫ 1, and the resonance
width, y ≫ 1, which indicates saturation and homogeneous
broadening and are in good agreement with previous studies
[27–29]. The observation of this two-photon saturation
points to the efficiency with which the coherence is being
driven in the MIRA Raman scheme and could potentially be
leveraged for other spectroscopic techniques.
Lastly, the frequencyof the IR fieldwas swept from1430 to

1600 cm−1, across the two-photon resonances for both ν1 and
ν3, while the anti-Stokes emissionwasmonitored. The results

of this sweep for both the intensity and wave number of the
emission are depicted in Figs. 3(b) and 3(c), respectively. As
seen in Fig. 3(b), the observed emission was several orders of
magnitude when the IR field was in two-photon resonance
with a Raman transition. To further verify, the χð3Þ suscep-
tibility was calculated for a 532-nm pump and the results for
jχð3Þj2 are plotted in Fig. 3(b) along with the experimental
data. Here there is fairly good agreement between the
observed data and the expected shape of jχð3Þj2, which should
be directly proportional to the emission intensity. The only
discrepancy occurs at the ν3 two-photon resonance where
the model overpredicts the expected intensity. This is likely
due to the fact that the ν3 transition is both Raman active and
dipole allowed, which means there is a separate loss channel
that is not accounted for in the model.
Figure 3(c) demonstrates that when the IR field is

detuned far enough from a two-photon resonance, there
is no Raman emission. Instead, the measurable emission
reverts to a simple nonresonant third-order process of sum
frequency mixing between the 532-nm and the IR field
(ωobs ¼ ωpr þ 2ωIR), albeit at a much lower intensity. For
small nonzero detunings around the two-photon resonan-
ces, the observed emission is still centered at the Raman
transition frequencies, which further confirms that the
induced Raman coherence is the dominant contribution.
Moreover, the anti-Stokes emission was also characterized
as a function of delay between the mid-IR and 532-nm
pulses while the mid-IR pulse was held in two-photon
resonance. The anti-Stokes emission was still observed at
delay times with no overlap between the pulses, indicating
that emission is a product of the generated vibrational
coherence and not a nonresonant process like four-wave
mixing (see Supplemental Material for more details [19]).

FIG. 3. (a) Power dependence for the MIRA anti-Stokes and Stoke emission as well as the spontaneous Raman Emission. The energies
of both the 532-nm pump and IR field at 1457 cm−1 were varied simultaneously, as such both energies shown on the x axis. (b) Intensity
of observed emission as a function of spectral detuning via the IR laser. The change in Raman intensity qualitatively agrees with the
expected values of jχð3Þj2. (c) Raman wave number versus IR pump wave number. The emission still occurs at the Raman transition
wave number when the IR coupled field is slightly detuned from two-photon resonance.
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Overall, we have demonstrated efficient coherent coupling
with little to no background. This should allow for the
detection of Raman signatures with lower pump energies
than other schemes. While MIRA Raman scattering offers
these advantages, it still delivers the characteristic directional
emission and precise spatial and temporal control of tradi-
tional CARS. Furthermore, given that the coherent coupling
fields are IR fields, this approach could be combined with
other complementary spectroscopic techniques, such as
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy, to probe the full
vibrational system of a given molecular species with one
system. Other implementations could leverage the two-
photon saturation to probe certain properties of resonant
transitions or control the anti-Stokes or Stokes emission.
Summary and conclusion.—Here, we have demonstrated

a new approach utilizing midinfrared fields to significantly
enhance coherent Raman scattering. MIRA CARS achieves
efficient coherent Raman emission because of the small
detunings of the coherence generating IR field as well as
the lack of nonresonant contributions like fluorescence and
DFWM due to the low IR photon energies. This general
approach has the potential for implementation across a wide
variety of fields for spectroscopic characterization and im-
aging.This approach should provide enhanced sensitivity and
spectrally selective probing that makes it particularly well
suited for molecular gas detection in environmental applica-
tions as well as chemical-specific imaging in microscopy.
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