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Observing the optical modes of parametric instability

MITCHELL SCHIWORSKI!3, VLADIMIR BossiLKov??, CARL BLAIR??, DANIEL BROWN!3", AARON
JONES22, DAVID OTTAWAY!3, AND CHUNNONG ZHAO??

1School of Physical Sciences, University of Adelaide, Adelaide, 5005, Australia

28chool of Physics, The University of Western Australia, Crawley, WA, 6009, Australia
3 0zgrav, Australian Research Council Centre of Excellence for Gravitational Wave Discovery, Australia

* Corresponding author: daniel.d.brown@adelaide.edu.au

Compiled January 17, 2022

Parametric Instability (PI) is a phenomenon that results
from resonant interactions between optical and acous-
tic modes of a laser cavity. This is problematic in grav-
itational wave interferometers where the high intra-
cavity power and low mechanical loss mirror suspen-
sion systems create an environment where three mode
PI will occur without intervention. We demonstrate a
technique for real time imaging of the amplitude and
phase of the optical modes of PI yielding the first ever
images of this phenomenon which could form part of
active control strategies for future detectors. © 2022 Opti-
cal Society of America
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1. INTRODUCTION

The current generation of gravitational wave interferometers op-
erate with ~ 100 kW of intra-cavity optical power [1]. Such high
powers are a fundamental necessity to reduce quantum shot
noise to levels that allow the detection of gravitational waves.
Future detector designs require intracavity optical powers in
excess of 1 MW to further reduce quantum shot noise and will
be critically important for high-frequency detectors [2]. Also
limiting these detectors are thermal noises in the test masses
which is reduced by using high-quality factor materials, such
as fused silica. This combination of features leads to a prob-
lematic phenomenon known as three mode parametric instabilities
(PI) [3]. This process is an opto-mechanical interaction between
two cavity optical modes and an acoustic mode of the mirror.
Surface vibrations (resulting from thermal or radiation pressure
affects) cause Brillouin scattering of photons from the fundamen-
tal cavity mode into a higher order transverse mode of the cavity.
The two optical fields beat together to produce a time-varying
radiation pressure force which then further excites the surface
vibration of the mirror. This feedback process can become un-
stable and result in the exponential transfer of power from the
main cavity mode into the higher order optical mode and mirror
acoustic mode [4] eventually leading to a loss of control and
operability of the detector.

Advanced LIGO [5] (aLIGO) was the first long-baseline gravi-
tational wave detector to be affected by PI [6] and has employed

several mitigation schemes. The resonance frequency of the
problematic higher order transverse optical modes can be ad-
justed by thermally deforming the mirror surface curvature [7],
reducing the gain in the PI feedback loop. As the stored opti-
cal powers in detectors increase the thermal actuators need to
also compensate for thermally induced deformations limiting
their ability to simultaneously suppress PI. It was then that the
electrostatic drives were used directly to extract energy from
the mechanical mode [8]. Around 40 independent control loops
were required to control individual instabilities, rendering this
method untenable once power was further increased. Dynamic
thermal compensation [9] has also been shown to suppress tran-
sient instabilities. Finally, Acoustic Mode Dampers (AMDs)
were installed on the test masses to extract energy from the
mechanical resonator [10]. AMDs are electro-mechanical tuned
mass dampers that introduce a frequency dependent mechanical
loss between 15 and 80 kHz in each test mass. Over the last few
years aLIGO, Advanced VIRGO [11], and KAGRA [12] have
operated with intra-cavity power of 240 kW [13], 130 kW [14]
and 1kW [15] respectively, while they are designed to operate
at 800kW, 650 kW and 400 kW. It is so far not clear that current
PI mitigation strategies will be adequate in the future as higher
optical powers are used.

An alternative PI control strategy is to suppress the problem-
atic transverse optical mode resonant in the cavity. Suppression
has been demonstrated with feedback control by injecting a
transverse mode with the opposite phase [16, 17]. The scheme is
attractive as the complexity is reduced when compared to con-
trol schemes that act on individual mechanical modes as there
are ~10 times fewer problematic optical modes compared to
problematic mechanical resonances in gravitational wave detec-
tors. However, such a scheme necessitates a detailed knowledge
of the optical modes produced by PI to determine what modes
to inject back in and with what phase. Previously work has
been limited to information provided by the four outputs of a
Quadrant Photo Diode (QPD) [8, 18]. Optical mode feedback
suppression was demonstrated by sensing the beat between the
fundamental and higher order transverse mode in the cavity
in transmission of the cavity [16]. The signal was then used to
generate a sideband at the required transverse mode frequency.
There was enough spurious coupling of the input beam to the
higher order optical mode to allow suppression of the transverse
mode and parametric instability. In this paper we demonstrate
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for the first time the direct imaging of the transverse optical
mode generated by PI providing greater spatial detail than pos-
sible with a QPD.

Our technique uses an optical lock-in camera [19] to image
the transverse amplitude and phase of the beat between the
main cavity field and the sideband field generated by PI. We
demonstrated this experimentally at the Gingin High Optical
Power Test Facility [20] (HOPTF) facility. The first observation of
three mode PI occurred at the HOPTF [21] and since then much
of the PI mitigation strategies developed for the gravitational
wave community have also been demonstrated at this facility.
Fig. 1 shows a schematic of the experiment layout.
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the experiment. A 354.8 kHzPI sideband is
intentionally excited inside the Gingin HOPTF east arm cavity.
The transmitted cavity beam is stabilized in pitch & yaw with
a pair of galvanometers and a QPD. The pitch signal from

the QPD is used to phase lock a Voltage Controlled Oscilla-
tor (VCO) to the beat between the carrier and PI sideband. The
phase-shifted & amplified VCO signal drives the amplitude
modulator component of the optical lock-in camera. The phase
of the modulation is incremented by 71/2 synchronously as
the camera is triggered at 300 Hz. Each set of 4 images taken is
digitally subtracted as shown to create amplitude and phase
maps of the beat field at a rate of 75 Hz. The PD¢am photodi-
ode is not necessary but practically useful for monitoring the
amount of optical modulation achieved.

The HOPTF East Arm has a 74 m suspended optical cavity de-
signed to mimic dynamics and in particular the opto-mechanical
dynamics of gravitational wave detectors. The cavity has a fi-
nesse of 14,000 [22] and the optical power buildup in the cavity
can be as high as ~ 30 kW. The fused silica end mirrors have a
diameter of 10 cm, thickness of 5 cm and weight of 880 g. The
suspended cavity is illuminated by a single frequency 50 W
fiber laser, however the cavity optical power is limited by opto-
mechanical angular instabilities [23].

The cavity is near concentric with a g-factor product that can
be tuned between 0.98 and 0.7 with a combination of thermal
actuation and mirror aberration that results in a decrease in
Radius of Curvature (ROC) towards the edge of the mirrors. This
large g-factor tuning range allows many parametric instabilities
to be studied between 100-400 kHz. In this report we focus on

an instability that was observed at 354.8 kHz. This is observed
when the beam position is far from center on the end mirror,
beyond a position with accurate figure error maps and therefore
the cavity g-factor is not well known. The reason for choosing
this instability is that it can be sustained for long periods of
time [24] and allows the cavity to stay locked while the mode
amplitude reaches saturation levels as predicted by Danilishin
et. al. [25].

A detailed description of the optical lock-in camera can be
found in [19]. The operating principle is analogous to demodu-
lation with a photodiode, where information of particular spec-
tral components in a signal are recovered via mixing and low-
passing the signal with a local oscillator at the frequency of
interest. Here the mixing is performed optically by amplitude
modulating the incident optical field, and the modulated field is
imaged with a camera which also serves as a low pass filter. Each
camera pixel then behaves as a single demodulated photodiode.
Images taken sequentially at modulation phases of ¢ = 0,7
and ¢ = m/2,37/2 are subtracted from each other to create
images of the in-phase (I) and in-quadrature (Q) components of
the optical field at the frequency of interest. A sCMOS Andor
Zyla 4.2 camera was configured to capture images at a 256x256
resolution. Images were taken at 300 Hz, resulting in pairs of I
and Q images at a quarter of that frame rate.

Fluctuations in beam intensity or position results in imperfect
image subtraction that causes noise artifacts in the I & Q images.
To combat beam motion caused by the suspended cavity mir-
rors, a PID control loop using a QPD and pair of galvanometers
was used to stabilize low frequency spot motions on the camera.
As the cavity is close to concentric, the beam motion is domi-
nated by angular motion in the cavity; controlling this motion
was found to be acceptable to stop spot motion on the camera.
The intensity of the transmitted beam was not stabilized and
fluctuated depending on the cavity alignment, as such it was
necessary to normalise the images before subtraction during
post-processing.

The optical lock-in camera requires a stable local oscillator
signal to drive the Pockels cell that is matched to the phase and
frequency relationship between the PI mode and the carrier. To
generate the local oscillator we used a lock-in amplifier to extract
the beat on transmission of the arm using a QPD to break the
modal orthogonality between the carrier and PI sideband. Fig. 3
shows a diagram of the electronics used to shift the phase of the
local oscillator in 77/2 increments.

The amplitude and phase profiles of the PI mode are shown
in Fig. 2, these are constructed from the I & Q images with
(P2 +Q?)71/2 and tan~! [Q/T] respectively. These images show
that the optical mode responsible for this PI is a HGjp mode.
Least-squares fits show that the mode axis is rotated by ~ 41
degrees. As the HOPTF has a shorter arm length compared
to detectors like LIGO, we expect the optical PI modes will be
of lower order. This is because the optical transverse mode
frequencies will be more likely to align with that of the mirror
acoustic modes. In kilometer scale interferometers a mix of
higher order modes will contribute to PI, as seen in aLIGO [6].

Also shown in Fig. 2 are results from a 20 second data capture
as Pl is excited within the cavity. The masked sum of the optical
lock-in camera images is overlayed with the demodulated QPD
pitch signal to show the validity of the measurement. The mask
parameters were extracted from a HG least-squares fit applied
to the images, this mask is shown in Fig. 4. From the figure
it can be seen that the two measurements closely agree, apart
from where electronic saturation occurs in the QPD measure-



Letter ‘

Optics Letters 3

Amplitude [Norm. DN]

Phase [Rad.]

t=2.11 secs.

Amplitude [Norm. DN] Phase [Rad.]

t=19.1 secs.

Image mask sum

_| = qPD pitch demod. 20
g + 1.5 —
2 1 4
= 10 =
[-M
0.5
T T T T T T T
0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Time [sec]

Fig. 2. Amplitude & phase of the beat field as PI is excited inside the cavity. From top to bottom: Amplitude & phase maps of the
beat field measured with the optical lock-in camera at low (left) and high (right) levels of PI. Transmitted beam power, measured
from the QPD sum channel. Amplitude of the P mode, measured via digitally demodulating the QPD pitch channel overlayed
with sum of the image counts using a Hermite-Gauss (HG)1p mask (mask is shown Fig. 4).

ments and for glitch type images. The latter can occur when the
phase lock slips and affects the optical demodulation causing a
lower observed signal in the images compared to the QPD, or
when significant beam motion or intensity fluctuations occur be-
tween frames resulting in imperfect subtraction and a conversely
higher observed signal in the images compared to the QPD. The
occurrence of these glitches is related to the general stability
of the cavity, which suffers at high amplitude PI as the control
signals become polluted. This is seen in the sum channel of the
QPD, where after t ~ 7.5 secs the transmitted power begins to
drastically fluctuate.

A direct comparison of the demodulated QPD pitch signal
and masked image sums is shown in Fig. 4. In order to gain an
estimate on the noise floor of the optical lock-in camera measure-
ments, separate sets of null images were taken. These images
are taken without applying voltage to the Pockels cell, resulting
in no amplitude modulation of the field incident on the cam-
era. In this case subsequent images taken by the camera should
be identical and hence perfectly subtract leaving no signal in
the I and Q images. Two examples of these reference images
are shown in Fig. 4. Photon shot noise fundamentally limits
the floor of this subtraction [19], however in this experiment
intensity fluctuations and movement of the beam on the camera
between frames is the dominating noise source.

The comparatively large levels of PI observed here allowed
for high signal-to-noise ratio images of the sideband field. How-
ever in aLIGO, the observed levels of PI before the loss of lock
and detector function are orders of magnitude lower and imag-
ing these would require greater sensitivities than have yet been
achieved with this optical lock-in camera.

In aLIGO the amplitude of the mirror mechanical mode will
reach a ~ 3 x 10712 (RMS) before electronic saturation [6].
Assuming a mode overlap B = 10% and an optical gain of
G ~ 130 the relative amplitude of the sideband to the carrier

is Eqp/Ec ~ FapG ~ 1.2 x 107%. Following the notation of
[19], imaging this sideband field would require a sensitivity of
101log,o (|Esp|*/|Ec|*) = —78dBc The single pixel sensitivity
demonstrated in [19] of this type of optical lock-in camera was
—62 dBc, limited by uncontrolled laser intensity noise. The cam-
era is ultimately limited by its dynamic range and readout noise
(86 dBc for the Zyla 4.2) and photo-electron shot noise. For a
Gaussian beam with radius w incident on an N x N sensor of
pixels with area A and photo-electron well depth W; the total
number of photo-electrons is N, ~ rw?W;(2A)~! (assuming
the central pixel is fully illuminated to fill W; during the expo-
sure time and the beam is smaller than the sensor w < Nv/A).
The shot-noise limited sensitivity for a beam illuminating a full
frame would then be 101log;, ([v/2Ne/ (2N;)]?) ~ —100dBc us-
ing w = 4mm, W; = 30000, A = (6.5um)?, N = 2048.

Realisation of this technique within aLIGO or other detectors
would require increasing the Egj,/ E. ratio demonstrated in this
work. This could be achieved with better control over beam
intensity and beam movements, which is already present in
operating detectors. Alternative measurement locations might
also be preferable to transmission of the cavities, such as at the
dark port of the Michelson which rejects a large fraction of |E|.
Other heterodyne imaging techniques, such as the mechanically
scanning phase camera [26] could also be explored.

In this work we have demonstrated a novel technique for di-
rectly imaging the optical modes of PI. This technique provides
high resolution images of the transverse amplitude and phase
of the optical modes. This will allow the sensing of much higher
order modes than is possible with a QPD and for modal analysis
to be used to identify instabilities resulting from mixtures of
optical modes. In gravitational wave interferometers such as
aLIGO, PI is an unwanted effect that can significantly reduce
sensitivity. This will become a more significant issue for future
detectors whose designs require higher circulating intracavity
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Fig. 3. A diagram of the phase lock loop and phase shifter cir-
cuit. The QPD measures the PI signal at frequency f, a VCO
generates a signal at 4f which is input to the phase shifter
circuit. This circuit consists of two D-type flipflops which
down-converts the signal to frequency f at four different phase
quadratures which are sent to a 4-way switch. One of these

is picked off to complete the phase lock loop, where the Mod.
input is used to correct the frequency of the VCO signal. The
switch is controlled by the camera trigger such that the output
of the switch fy is locked to the PI signal f but has a phase de-
lay that increments by 7r/2 each camera trigger. This signal is
then amplified to £200 V with a high voltage amplifier.

to Cam.

power. As such the study of the optical modes responsible for PI
inside these detectors is necessary for the design of systems to
suppress them. We have demonstrated this technique at the Gin-
gin HOPTF, however higher sensitivities need to be achieved
before this technique is capable of imaging PI within the aLIGO
detector.
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