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Tunable lasers, with the ability to continuously
adjust their emission wavelengths, have found
widespread applications across various fields such
as biomedical imaging, coherent ranging, optical
communications and spectroscopy. In these ap-
plications, a wide chirp range is advantageous for
large spectral coverage and high frequency resolu-
tion. Besides, the frequency accuracy and preci-
sion also depend critically on the chirp linearity of
the laser. While extensive efforts have been made
on the development of many kinds of frequency-
agile, widely tunable, narrow-linewidth lasers,
wideband yet precise methods to characterize and
to linearize laser chirp dynamics are also de-
manded. Here we present an approach to charac-
terize laser chirp dynamics using an optical fre-
quency comb. The instantaneous laser frequency
is tracked over terahertz bandwidth with 1 MHz
interval. Using this approach we calibrate the
chirp performance of twelve tunable lasers from
Toptica, Santec, New Focus, EXFO and NKT
that are commonly used in fiber optics and in-
tegrated photonics. In addition, with acquired
knowledge on laser chirp dynamics, we demon-
strate a simple frequency-linearization scheme
that enables coherent ranging without any op-
tical or electronic linearization units. Our ap-
proach not only presents a novel wideband, high-
resolution laser spectroscopy, but is also critical
for sensing applications with ever-increasing re-
quirements on performance.

Introduction. Tunable lasers, which have the abil-
ity to dynamically adjust their emission wavelength,
have found widespread applications in a variety of in-
dustries and scientific fields. For example, as shown
in Fig. 1a, in bio-medical imaging, optical coher-
ence tomography (OCT)1,2 employs a widely tunable
laser that provides a non-invasive and non-contact imag-
ing modality for high-resolution two-dimensional cross-
sectional and three-dimensional volumetric imaging of
tissue structures. In optical communication systems,
optical frequency-domain reflectometry (OFDR)3,4 uses
tunable lasers for broadband loss and dispersion char-
acterization. In laser spectroscopy, tunable diode laser
spectrometers (TDLAS)5,6 allow compound analysis of
gases, as well as their conditions such as concentration,
pressure, temperature and velocity. For light detection
and ranging (LiDAR), frequency-modulated continuous-

wave (FMCW) LiDAR7–9 uses a tunable laser to mea-
sure the distance (based on the time of flight) and speed
(based on the Doppler effect) of a moving object.

In all these applications, as well as others, the laser
chirp range determines the measurement resolution and
spectral bandwidth. However, due to the nonlinearity of
laser gain and dynamics, tunable lasers typically exhibit
chirping nonlinearity that is particularly deteriorated for
a wide chirp range, as illustrated in Fig. 1b. As a result,
the laser chirp rate deviates from the set value, which
compromises the frequency resolution, precision and ac-
curacy in applications. Therefore, widely tunable lasers
require careful characterization and linearization for de-
manding applications.

To trace the laser chirp rate α(t), a fiber Mach-Zehnder
interferometer (MZI) is commonly used to calibrate the
instantaneous frequency, e.g. in data processing10,11, ac-
tive linearization7, and laser drive signal optimization12.
However, for a wide chirp range, the fiber dispersion seri-
ously compromises the calibration precision of fiber MZIs
and cause phase-instability issues, leading to insufficient
accuracy for linearization. In comparison, optical fre-
quency combs (OFC) with equidistant grids of frequency
lines can essentially resolve these issues8,13–15. Here we
demonstrated an approach to characterize the chirp dy-
namics of widely tunable lasers. We apply this method
on twelve lasers from Toptica, Santec, New Focus, EXFO
and NKT that are commonly used in fiber optics and in-
tegrated photonics. Using an OFC and digital band-pass
filters, the instantaneous laser frequency is tracked with
every 1 MHz interval over terahertz bandwidth. This
allows the linearization of the pre-calibrated chirp rate
α(t), particularly useful for coherent LiDAR.

I. PRINCIPLE AND SETUP

To trace the laser chirp rate α(t), we use a commercial,
fully stabilized, fiber-based OFC (Quantum CTek) as a
frequency “ruler”16–18 to trace the instantaneous laser fre-
quency during chirping. In our case, the comb repeti-
tion rate frep = 200 MHz and its carrier envelope offset
frequency fceo are actively locked to a rubidium atomic
clock, thus the OFC is fully stabilized. Consequently, in
the frequency domain, the n-th comb line’s frequency is
unambiguously determined as fn = fceo+n ·frep(n ∈ N).

When the laser chirps, it beats against tens of thou-
sands of comb lines with precisely known frequency val-
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Figure 1. Principle and applications of widely tunable lasers. a. Applications that require linearly chirping lasers.
OCT, optical coherence tomography. OFDR, optical frequency-domain reflectometry. LiDAR, light detection and ranging. b.
Principle of laser chirp linearization. An ideal laser chirps at a constant rate. However, in reality the actual chirp rate varies.
By beating the laser with its delayed part, the chirp nonlinearity in the optical domain is revealed in the RF domain.

ues, as shown in Fig. 2a. Beat signals of frequencies
|fn − fl(t)| are generated, where fl(t) is the instanta-
neous frequency of the chirping laser at time t. As the
frequency comb is fully stabilized, for a mode-hop-free
chirping laser, the dynamics and linearity of fl(t) are pro-
jected onto the beat signals. The simplest beat signals
to analyze are the two generated by the chirping laser
with its two neighbouring comb lines, i.e. |fn − fl(t)| ≤
frep = 200 MHz. Experimentally, the two beat signals
are recorded by an oscilloscope after passing through a
low-pass filter (LPF, Mini-Circuits, BLP-150+), whose
3-dB cutoff frequency is 155 MHz in our case. We de-
note the frequencies of the two beat signals as β1 and β2

(β1 + β2 = frep = 200 MHz and β1 < β2). As shown
in Fig. 2b, for continuous linear chirp, when the laser
frequency passes through the comb lines sequentially, β1

and β2 vary in a sawtooth waveform. The time-domain
waveform near β1 = 0 is shown in the leftmost panel of
Fig. 2d, corresponding to the situation when the laser
chirps across a comb line.

Here, we only concentrate on the analysis of β1, since
β1 +β2 = 200 MHz. The dynamics and linearity of β1(t)
as a function of time are identical to those of the laser fre-
quency fl(t). We process the β1(t) signal and extract the
instantaneous frequency value as illustrated in Fig. 2d.
A finite impulse response (FIR) band-pass filter with a
specific pass-band center frequency fFIR is applied to the
recorded β1(t) signal. The FIR filter only transmits the

temporal segments when β1(t) is around fFIR, as illus-
trated in the left middle panel of Fig. 2d. Then Hilbert
transform19 is applied to obtain the pulse’s envelope. Via
peak searching, the exact time of the pulses’ centers is
extracted and recorded, when β1(t) = fFIR. Experimen-
tally, we repeatedly apply FIR filters whose fFIR values
are digitally set from 3 MHz to 97 MHz with an interval of
∆fFIR = 1 MHz, as shown in Fig. 2e. In this way, during
continuous laser chirp over a wide bandwidth, the β1(t)
time trace is frequency-calibrated and recorded with 1
MHz interval.

Next we unwrap the sawtooth-like β1(t) trace. We
select pulses corresponding to fFIR = 3 MHz as markers.
As shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 2e, when the laser
chirps over a pair of comb lines (dashed lines), i.e. frep
distance, two markers are created by the fFIR = 3 MHz
filters. With the known comb spacing frep = 200 MHz,
β1(t) can then be unwrapped to an increasing function
of time t, which is ∆f(t) = fl(t) − fl(t0), where fl(t0)
is the starting laser frequency at time t0. As shown in
Fig. 2c, the instantaneous chirp rate - estimated as the
average rate within ∆fFIR = 1 MHz calibration interval
- is calculated as α(t) = d∆f(t)/dt, and is later used for
chirp linearization.
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Figure 2. Schematic and experimental setup of laser chirp characterization. a. Experimental setup. BPF, band-pass
filter. PC, polarization controller. BPD, balanced photodetector. LPF, low-pass filter. OSC, oscilloscope. b. Illustration of
the laser frequency beating with the OFC during laser chirping at a rate of α. The time trace of the two beat frequencies β1

and β2 (β2 > β1) are shown. c. Upper panel shows the instantaneous frequency of the chirping laser in the ideal (red) and
actual (blue) cases. Lower panel shows the corresponding instantaneous chirp rate α. d. Flowcharts of the algorithm based
on finite impulse response (FIR) band-pass filters, to extract the instantaneous laser frequency as well as the chirp rate. The
dashed lines mark the region where the laser frequency scans across a comb line. e. The FIR filter’s center frequency fFIR is
digitally set, and the instantaneous laser frequency is calculated over 1 MHz interval.
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Figure 3. Characterization of Toptica CTL laser’s chirp dynamics. a. Normalized chirp rate α(λ)/αset with different
set values αset over 0.2 nm wavelength range. b. Frequency spectrum of the normalized chirp rate α(t)/αset. The frequency
values of prominent peaks are marked. c. Normalized chirp rate α(λ)/αset with different set values αset over 10 nm wavelength
range.

II. RESULTS

Now we use this frequency-comb-calibrated method to
characterize totally ten widely tunable, mode-hop-free,
external-cavity diode lasers (ECDL), including three
Toptica CTL lasers, four Santec lasers, two New
Focus lasers, and one EXFO laser. These lasers are
all operated in the telecommunication band around 1550
nm, and are extensively used in fiber optics and in-
tegrated photonics. For example, Toptica CTL and
New Focus lasers are widely used in the generation of
microresonator-based dissipative Kerr soliton frequency
combs20–22. Santec and EXFO lasers are widely used in
wideband characterization of waveguide dispersion6,15,23.
In addition, two NKT fiber lasers are characterized,

although their frequency tuning ranges are significantly
narrower.

An ECDL typically has two tuning modes, i.e. the wide
and fine tuning modes. In the wide tuning mode, the ex-
ternal cavity length that determines the laser frequency
is controlled by a stepper motor, enabling a frequency
tuning range exceeding ten terahertz. In the fine tuning
mode, the external cavity length is controlled by a piezo
under an external voltage that determines the laser fre-
quency. In this mode, the laser can only be tuned by
tens of gigahertz. Triangular and sinusoidal voltage sig-
nals are often used to drive the piezo, and to determine
the laser chirp range B and modulation frequency fmod.
The average chirp rate is αset = 2Bfmod.

First, we characterize these lasers in the wide tuning
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Table I. Comparison of laser chirp dynamics of different lasers with with different conditions.
Laser brand Model Tuning mode Optimal αset fmod Chirp range RMSE δL

Toptica CTL 1550 Wide, single 2 nm/s (0.24 THz/s) - 10 nm (1.2 THz) 7.5% (1.1%) 0.2% (0.0%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 100 nm/s (12 THz/s) - 10 nm (1.2 THz) 6.8% (1.6%) 0.4% (0.2%)

New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 2 nm/s (0.24 THz/s) - 10 nm (1.2 THz) 12.9% (1.9%) 0.3% (0.2%)
EXFO T500S Wide, single 100 nm/s (12 THz/s) - 10 nm (1.2 THz) 4.8% 0.2%
Toptica CTL 1550 Fine, triangular 0.4 nm/s (50 GHz/s) 10 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 15.8% (3.8%) 0.8% (0.0%)
Santec TSL-570-A Fine, triangular 2 nm/s (250 GHz/s) 50 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 21.3% (0.7%) 2.8% (0.1%)

New Focus TLB-6700 Fine, triangular 2 nm/s (250 GHz/s) 50 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 18.2% (11.8%) 0.4% (0.1%)
NKT E15 Fine, triangular 64 pm/s (8 GHz/s) 2 Hz 64 pm (8 GHz) 5.9% (1.3%) 0.5% (0.3%)

Toptica CTL 1550 Fine, sinusoidal 2 nm/s (250 GHz/s) 50 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 15.8% (3.2%) -
Santec TSL-570-A Fine, sinusoidal 2 nm/s (250 GHz/s) 50 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 26.1% (1.4%) -

New Focus TLB-6700 Fine, sinusoidal 4 nm/s (500 GHz/s) 100 Hz 80 pm (10 GHz) 8.7% (3.8%) -
NKT E15 Fine, sinusoidal 64 pm/s (8 GHz/s) 2 Hz 64 pm (8 GHz) 7.1% (0.5%) -

mode. We take one Toptica CTL laser as the first exam-
ple. Experimentally, the laser is configured to a single
run that chirps from 1550 to 1560 nm. On the laser
panel, we manually set the chirp rate αset to 1, 2, 5, and
10 nm/s. The oscilloscope’s sample resolution is set to
155 Hz for different αset. The instantaneous chirp rate
α(t) within 1 MHz interval is tracked, allowing retrieval
of the instantaneous laser frequency fl(t) as well as the
wavelength λ(t). In this manner, α(t) can be convert to
α(λ) for a better comparison of cases of different αset.

Figure 3 shows representative α(λ) traces with differ-
ent αset within 0.2 nm wavelength range (1555 to 1555.2
nm) during chirping. To facilitate comparison, we nor-
malize the measured α(λ) to the set value αset on the
laser panel, i.e. the normalized chirp rate is α(λ)/αset.
Here α(λ)/αset = 1 corresponds to perfectly linear chirp
at a constant rate. Figure 3a shows that, the experimen-
tally measured α(λ)/αset fluctuates and exhibits non-
linearity. Particularly, when αset = 1 and 5 nm/s,
prominent frequency oscillation is observed. Whereas for
αset = 2 and 10 nm/s, this oscillation is inhibited. The
oscillation pattern of α(λ)/αset is repeated every 1.6 pm,
probably due to the laser’s intrinsic configuration or reg-
ulation. Besides, mechanical modes of the external laser
cavity might also cause chirp rate jitter. Figure 3b shows
α(t)/αset spectra in the frequency domain. A compo-
nent at 3.86 kHz Fourier offset frequency - independent
of αset - is revealed, likely linking to the eigen-frequency
of the cavity’s fundamental mechanical mode. Higher-
order mechanical modes can also be observed in Fig. 3b
at 28.22 and 56.43 kHz frequencies when the laser chirps
more slowly.

Since Fig. 3a shows the optimal laser chirping perfor-
mance at αset = 2 and 10 nm/s, we further investigate
α(λ)/αset over the entire 10 nm bandwidth. Figure 3c
shows the laser’s chirp rate drift with αset = 2 and 10
nm/s. Limited by the oscilloscope’s memory depth (400
Mpts) and sampling rate (400 MSa/s), we can only ac-
quire data in 1 second. We set the laser to repeatedly
chirp from 1550 to 1560 nm, and characterize one seg-
ment of the chirp trace each time. Multiple segments
displayed with different colors are stitched to form a com-

plete trace covering the full 10 nm range. It becomes ap-
parent that, although Fig. 3b bottom shows weak chirp
rate jitter with αset = 10 nm/s, the overall chirp rate
drifts considerably. With αset = 2 nm/s, the laser com-
pletes its acceleration at 1550.5 nm and reaches stability
at 1552.0 nm, until it begins to decelerate at 1559.5 nm.
The laser maintains a good linearity in the center 7.5 nm
range. We therefore conclude that, in the wide tuning
mode, the optimal chirp rate of Toptica CTL is αset = 2
nm/s.

We further characterized another two Toptica CTL
lasers, four Santec lasers, two New Focus lasers and one
EXFO laser in their wide tuning modes. The laser chirp-
ing performance is investigated within 1550 to 1560 nm
bandwidth, and αset is set from 1 to 200 nm/s. Table
I presents a summary of different lasers’ chirp dynamics
with their respective optimal αset. We refer the read-
ers to Supplementary Materials for detailed characteriza-
tion results of each laser, which can be useful for readers
currently using these lasers. Overall, in the wide tun-
ing mode, the Santec and EXFO lasers work best with
αset = 100 nm/s, and the Toptica CTL and New Focus
lasers work best with αset = 2 nm/s.

To show the deviation of laser chirp rate from
α(t)/αset = 1, we calculate the root mean square error
(RMSE) as

RMSE =

√∑T
i=1(αi/αset − 1)2

T
, (1)

where αi is the sample of chirp rate and T is sample
number. Besides, the wavelength linearity can be esti-
mated by nonlinearity error24 δL = ∆λmax/λf.s., where
∆λmax is the maximum deviation of the measured wave-
length from its linearly fitted value, and λf.s. is the full-
scale wavelength range. This indicator mainly considers
whether the laser chirp is linear, but not whether the
average chirp rate αset matches the set value αset. Par-
ticularly, Table I shows that the EXFO laser features the
smallest RMSE and δL with αset = 100 nm/s.

Next, we characterized eleven lasers in the fine tun-
ing modes, including three Toptica CTL lasers, four San-
tec lasers, two New Focus lasers, and two NKT lasers.
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Figure 4. Coherent LiDAR experiment. a. Maps of measured relative distance of an engraved surface with pre-
linearization and without linearization. A tilt angle of 11.6◦ of the sample is measured and further subtracted. b. Space
spectra of the ranging profiles obtained with pre-linearization and without linearization. Fast Fourier transform is applied on
the ranging profile of each case to retrieve the spectrum. The peaks correspond to the distance d = 4 m of the surface to the
laser.

We note that the EXFO laser does not feature the fine
tuning mode. These lasers are frequency-modulated at
193.3 THz optical frequency and with excursion range of
10 GHz (except that 8 GHz for the NKT lasers). The
drive voltage signal to the piezo is either triangular or
sinusoidal. We set the modulation frequency fmod to 2,
10, 50 and 100 Hz. For normalization, the set chirp rate
αset(t) is calculated according to the drive signal.The op-
timal fmod for different lasers with different drive man-
ners are listed in Table I (see Supplementary Materials for
detailed characterization results of each laser). For the
cases with sinusoidal drive, αset represents the average
set chirp rate αset. For the Toptica CTL and New Focus
lasers, different drives have different effects, as the trian-
gular drive may cause resonance in the piezo at certain

frequencies (see Supplementary Materials). Therefore,
these lasers behave better with a sinusoidal drive.

Light detection and ranging. Based on our
frequency-comb-calibrated laser chirping dynamics, we
further demonstrate a linearization method for widely
chirping laser for FMCW LiDAR. LiDAR can quickly
and accurately map the environment, provide insights
into the structure and composition, and allow opera-
tors to make informed decisions on the protection of
natural resources25,26 and environment27,28 or manage
agriculture29. For autonomous vehicles, LiDAR enables
safe and reliable navigation by providing high-resolution,
real-time 3D mapping of the environment30,31. The tech-
nology has also revolutionized archaeology, allowing non-
destructive imaging of hidden features and artifacts32–34.
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The principle of LiDAR is to project an optical signal
onto a moving object. The reflected or scattered signal is
received and processed to determine the object’s distance
from the laser35. The light received by the photodetector
experiences a time delay τ from its emission time. Thus
the object’s distance is calculated as d = cτ/2, where c is
the speed of light. For FMCW LiDAR, the time delay τ is
obtained in a coherent way7–9. The frequency-modulated
laser is split into two paths as shown in the LiDAR panel
of Fig. 1a. In one path, the laser passes through a col-
limator, enters into free space, and is reflected by the
object. The reflected laser is then combined with the
other reference path, and the beat signal between the
two paths is recorded by a photodetector. If the laser
frequency is modulated linearly at a constant chirp rate
α, the time delay τ creates a beat signal of frequency
∆f = ατ . Thus, the photodetected beat signal is

V (t) ∝ cos(2π∆ft)

= cos

(
2πα

2d

c
t

)
.

(2)

Equation 2 indicates that the distance d can be obtained
with fast Fourier transformation on t.

The ranging resolution10 δd of FMCW LiDAR is lim-
ited by the chirp range B, as δd = c/2B. High reso-
lution, i.e. small δd, requires a large B of the chirping
laser. However, chirp nonlinearity causes a varying α
over time. Consequently, the beat frequency ∆f varies
as shown in Fig. 1b. To extract the precise value of d from
V (t), an accurate trace of α(t) is mandatory, necessitat-
ing the calibration of the instantaneous laser frequency
during chirping. The chirp linearization is performed by
re-scaling the beat signal’s time axis by t′ = α(t)t to

V (t′) = cos

(
2π

2d

c
t′
)
. (3)

Here, using our frequency-comb-calibration method,
the characterized laser chirp rate α(t) in return allows
chirp rate pre-linearization. Again we use the Toptica
CTL laser as the example. The laser has optimal per-
formance of chirp linearity when driven by a 50 Hz si-
nusoidal wave. The chirp range is set to 35 GHz in the
fine tuning mode, and α(t) is characterized (see Supple-
mentary Materials). The same characterization of α(t) is
performed three times, and the averaged result is used as
the pre-linearized chirp rate αc(t). By re-scaling the time
axis in Eq. 2 by t′ = αc(t)t, the laser is pre-linearized and
the range profile can be extracted from Eq. 3. The pho-
todetected signal is re-scaled with αc(t). Zero-padding36

is also implemented to reduce resolution ambiguities.
Finally, we proceed a LiDAR experiment without any

extra linearization unit. Experimentally, a stainless steel
cylinder with an engraved text of 2.8 mm depth on its sur-
face is imaged using our LiDAR setup. The stainless steel
cylinder is placed on a 2D translation stage 4 meter away
from the collimator. As the translation stage moves, the

distance between the cylinder surface and the collimator
is continuously measured to produce a 2D ranging map.

To highlight the effect of linearization, we measure
the surface profile using two methods, i.e. with pre-
linearization and without any linearization. We empha-
size that, the former case only requires a characterized
αc(t) as prior knowledge for signal processing, and no
OFC nor real-time frequency calibration is used in the
ranging experiment. To retrieve the ranging profile, for
pre-linearization, the beat signal V (t′) of Eq. 3 is rewrit-
ten as V (l′) = cos(2πdl′), where l′ = ct′/2. By fast
Fourier transform on l′, the space spectrum is obtained,
as shown in the top panel of Fig. 4b. The peak cor-
responds to the distance d = 4 m of the surface to the
laser. For the case without linearization, the beat sig-
nal V (t) of Eq. 2 is rewritten as V (l) = cos(2πdl),
where l = ct/2αset and αset is the set chirp rate. The
space spectrum obtained by fast Fourier transform on l is
shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 4b. Without lineariza-
tion, the peak is broadened due to ranging imprecision,
leading to ambiguous determination of distance. Figure
4a shows the measured relative distance map with pre-
linearization (left) and without any linearization (right).
The long-term stability of pre-linearization is verified by
a precision test (see Supplementary Materials).

III. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have demonstrated an approach
to characterize chirp dynamics of widely tunable lasers
based on an OFC. Using this method we have charac-
terized twelve lasers including three Toptica CTL lasers,
four Santec lasers, two New Focus lasers, two NKT fiber
lasers and one EXFO laser. By comparing the laser’s
chirp linearity with different settings, the optimal oper-
ation condition of each laser is found. For example, the
optimal chirp rate of Toptica CTL, New Focus, Santec,
and EXFO lasers are αset = 2, 2, 100 and 100 nm/s, re-
spectively. Operating the laser with its optimal setting
and pre-linearizing laser chirp, we successfully apply the
laser for coherent LiDAR without any extra lineariza-
tion units. Field-programmable gate arrays (FPGA) to
implement multiple FIR filters can be further added to
increase data processing speed and reduce the amount
of data to be stored by real-time data processing. Our
method of characterizing and pre-linearizing laser chirp
dynamics is proved to be a critical diagnostic method for
applications such as OCT, OFDR, and TDLAS.
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Supplementary Note 1. Laser chirp dynamics for wide tuning mode

For wide tuning mode, we have characterized totally 10 lasers. These lasers include three Toptica CTL lasers, four
Santec lasers, two New Focus lasers, and one EXFO laser. The laser chirp dynamics is investigated within 1550 to
1560 nm bandwidth, and αset is set to 1 nm/s, 2 nm/s, 5 nm/s, 10 nm/s, 50 nm/s, 100 nm/s, and 200 nm/s. A
summary of different lasers’ chirp dynamics with different αset is shown in Table S1. As well as the laser tuning
dynamics performance of the Toptica lasers shown in Figure 3 in the main text, we also present the results for other
brands lasers in Fig. S1, Fig. S2, and Fig.S3.

For Santec lasers, when αset is relatively small, the actual chirp rate has main jitter frequencies of 2.06 kHz,
16.04 kHz, 32.08 kHz, 64.10 kHz, 96.15 kHz and 128.17 kHz. These jitters become less and less pronounced as αset

increases. Taking into account that the random jitter of the chirp rate is slightly greater at 200 nm/s, RMSE is
larger, the optimum αset for the Santec laser is 100 nm/s. In Fig. S1c, we show the normalised chirp rate over the
full 10 nm chirp range for αset = 100 nm/s. The Santec laser performed well throughout the set chirp range, with no
acceleration or deceleration in between.

As shown in Fig. S2, the New Focus laser behaves essentially the same at different αset. The main jitter frequencies
are 0.68 kHz, 2.62 kHz, and 8.43 kHz. And the performance over the full chirp range shows that the laser is not stable
at the maximum chirp rate of 20 nm/s. When the chirp rate is 10 nm/s, the laser reaches stability at 1551.5 nm and
keeps at a chirp rate larger than the set value.

For the EXFO laser, the jitter frequency is enormous at 8.21 kHz, while no other obvious jitter frequencies are
observed, as shown in Fig. S3. When αset = 200 nm/s, the laser did not finish the chirp rate acceleration after the
first 5 nm chirp range. After changing the chirp start wavelength from 1550 nm to 1540 nm, the laser can complete
its acceleration before entering the test area and shows an RMSE of 5.1% and δL = 0.2%. Overall, the EXFO laser
has an optima αset of 100 nm/s.

TABLE S1: Laser chirp dynamics of stepper based wide tuning mode

Laser brand Model Tuning mode Chirp range αset RMSE δL
Toptica CTL 1550 Wide, single 10 nm 1 nm/s 16.9% (2.4%) 0.2% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Wide, single 10 nm 2 nm/s 7.5% (1.1%) 0.2% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Wide, single 10 nm 5 nm/s 26.2% (3.4%) 0.5% (0.4%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Wide, single 10 nm 10 nm/s 14.7% (3.3%) 0.3% (0.2%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 5 nm/s 14.5% (6.0%) 0.5% (0.3%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 10 nm/s 11.3% (3.9%) 0.7% (0.3%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 20 nm/s 14.0% (6.3%) 1.4% (0.8%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 50 nm/s 6.9% (1.8%) 0.4% (0.3%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 100 nm/s 6.8% (1.6%) 0.4% (0.2%)
Santec TSL-570-A Wide, single 10 nm 200 nm/s 8.9% (1.6%) 0.3% (0.2%)

New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 10 nm 1 nm/s 13.9% (1.1%) 0.4% (0.0%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 10 nm 2 nm/s 12.9% (1.9%) 0.3% (0.2%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 10 nm 5 nm/s 13.6% (1.4%) 0.8% (0.4%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 10 nm 10 nm/s 14.8% (4.0%) 0.9% (0.6%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Wide, single 10 nm 20 nm/s 17.1% (3.4%) 0.6% (0.4%)
EXFO T500S Wide, single 10 nm 20 nm/s 15.1% 1.6%
EXFO T500S Wide, single 10 nm 50 nm/s 6.5% 0.5%
EXFO T500S Wide, single 10 nm 100 nm/s 4.8% 0.2%
EXFO T500S Wide, single 10 nm 200 nm/s 48.9% 0.2%

Supplementary Note 2. Laser chirp dynamics for piezo-driven fine tuning mode

In addition to stepper based wide tuning mode, we also characterised laser tuning dynamics of piezo-driven fine
tuning-mode. The measurement includes three Toptica lasers, four Santec lasers, two New Focus lasers, and two NKT
fiber lasers. These lasers are frequency-modulated at the central frequency of 193.3 THz and with an excursion range
of 10 GHz (8 GHz for NKT lasers). The drive voltage signal to the piezo is either triangular or sinusoidal. Their
modulation frequencies fmod are set to 2 Hz, 10 Hz, 50 Hz and 100 Hz. A summary of different lasers’ chirp dynamics
with different fmod is shown in Table S2. The typical results for these lasers are shown in Fig. S4, Fig. S5, Fig. S6
and Fig. S7.

NKT lasers behave the same with both triangular and sinusoidal drive signals. The laser has significant jitter
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Supplementary Figure S1: Characterization of chirp dynamics of a Santec laser in wide tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(λ)/αset

with different set values αset over 0.2 nm wavelength range. b. Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset. c. Normalized chirp rate
α(λ)/αset with αset = 100 nm/s over 10 nm wavelength range.

frequencies of 25.09 kHz and 73.49 kHz when fmod = 10 Hz. Jitter at these frequencies disappears at higher fmod.
However, as fmod increases, so does the chirp rate drift. Another manifestation of the NKT laser is that its actual
chirp range does not reach the set value when fmod is relative high. The optimum fmod for the NKT laser is 2 Hz,
which actually works well at different modulation frequencies.

The behavior of Santec lasers are similar to NKT ones. The laser has significant jitter frequencies of 0.71 kHz and
1.88 kHz at fmod = 2 Hz and these jitters disappear at higher fmod. Besides, as fmod increases, the actual chirp range
of Santec lasers decreases. Over all, Santec lasers work best when driven by a 50 Hz sinusoidal wave.

The results for Toptica lasers are shown in Fig. S6. For the triangular drive signal of 50 Hz and 100 Hz, an obvious
chirping rate oscillation can be observed. While for the situation a sinusoidal signal is input, the oscillation is not
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Supplementary Figure S2: Characterization of chirp dynamics of a New Focus laser in wide tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate
α(λ)/αset with different set values αset over 0.2 nm wavelength range. b. Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset. c. Normalized

chirp rate α(λ)/αset with different set values αset over 10 nm wavelength range.

evident. From the frequency domain, as shown in Fig. S6b, the oscillation frequency can be directly obtained as 3.84
kHz, which is likely the resonant frequency of the fundamental mechanical mode excited by high-order components
of the high fmod triangular input signal. To make this easier to understand, three different drive signals are shown
in Fig. S8a and their Fourier transforms are shown in Fig. S8b. It can be seen that triangular waves contain many
high frequency components. The higher the drive frequency, the higher the amplitude around the 3.84 kHz frequency
of the triangular waveform. Thus, the triangular wave drive signal tends to excite the resonance of the laser cavity.
Besides, at a modulation frequency of 10 Hz, higher order mechanical modes with frequencies of 28.22 kHz and 56.43
kHz can also be observed. Similarly, as the chirp rate increases, these obvious high-frequency resonances disappear.
Overall, Toptica lasers should be driven sinusoidally and their optimum modulation frequency is 50 Hz.

Fig. S7 shows the results of New Focus lasers. New Focus lasers exist mode-hopping when fmod equals to 10 or
20 Hz, so we failed to trace the laser’s instantaneous frequency. Besides, the laser’s fundamental mechanical mode of
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Supplementary Figure S3: Characterization of chirp dynamics of an EXFO laser in wide tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(λ)/αset

with different set values αset over 0.2 nm wavelength range. b. Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset.

1.10 kHz will be excited by a triangular driven signal. The laser’s optimum fmod is 100 Hz.

TABLE S2: Laser chirp dynamics of piezo-driven fine tuning mode

Laser brand Model Tuning mode fmod (Hz) Chirp range RMSE δL
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, triangular 2 10 GHz 17.8% (4.5%) 0.8% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, sinusoidal 2 10 GHz 17.8% (4.0%) -
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, triangular 10 10 GHz 15.8% (3.8%) 0.8% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, sinusoidal 10 10 GHz 16.0% (3.4%) -
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, triangular 50 10 GHz 16.3% (3.4%) 0.9% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, sinusoidal 50 10 GHz 15.8% (3.2%) -
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, triangular 100 10 GHz 21.5% (5.7%) 0.9% (0.0%)
Toptica CTL 1550 Piezo, sinusoidal 100 10 GHz 17.8% (3.0%) -
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, triangular 2 10 GHz 34.9% (3.4%) 1.8% (0.1%)
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, sinusoidal 2 10 GHz 35.3% (7.5%) -
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, triangular 10 10 GHz 27.1% (1.7%) 1.8% (0.1%)
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, sinusoidal 10 10 GHz 29.3% (2.9%) -
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, triangular 50 10 GHz 21.3% (0.7%) 2.8% (0.1%)
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, sinusoidal 50 10 GHz 26.1% (1.4%) -
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, triangular 100 10 GHz 34.1% (1.0%) 3.3% (0.3%)
Santec TSL-570-A Piezo, sinusoidal 100 10 GHz 34.4% (1.5%) -

New Focus TLB-6700 Piezo, triangular 50 10 GHz 18.2% (11.8%) 0.4% (0.1%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Piezo, sinusoidal 50 10 GHz 12.6% (8.4%) -
New Focus TLB-6700 Piezo, triangular 100 10 GHz 33.2% (7.3%) 1.3% (0.1%)
New Focus TLB-6700 Piezo, sinusoidal 100 10 GHz 8.7% (3.8%) -

NKT E15 Piezo, triangular 2 8 GHz 5.9% (1.3%) 0.5% (0.3%)
NKT E15 Piezo, sinusoidal 2 8 GHz 7.1% (0.5%) -
NKT E15 Piezo, triangular 10 8 GHz 5.9% (1.7%) 0.6% (0.3%)
NKT E15 Piezo, sinusoidal 10 8 GHz 7.8% (1.7%) -
NKT E15 Piezo, triangular 50 8 GHz 11.2% (3.7%) 1.2% (0.5%)
NKT E15 Piezo, sinusoidal 50 8 GHz 18.1% (2.3%) -
NKT E15 Piezo, triangular 100 8 GHz 18.4% (4.2%) 2.2% (0.5%)
NKT E15 Piezo, sinusoidal 100 8 GHz 34.8% (3.0%) -
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Supplementary Figure S4: Characterization of chirp dynamics of an NKT laser in fine tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(f)/αset

with different set values fmod over 6 GHz frequency range. The piezo of the laser is driven by a triangular (blue) or a sinusoidal (red) signal. b.
Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset.
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Supplementary Figure S5: Characterization of chirp dynamics of a Santec laser in fine tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(f)/αset

with different set values fmod over 9 GHz frequency range. The piezo of the laser is driven by a triangular (blue) or a sinusoidal (red) signal. b.
Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset.
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Supplementary Figure S6: Characterization of chirp dynamics of a Toptica laser in fine tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(f)/αset

with different set values fmod over 9 GHz frequency range. The piezo of the laser is driven by a triangular (blue) or a sinusoidal (red) signal. b.
Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset.
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Supplementary Figure S7: Characterization of chirp dynamics of a New Focus laser in fine tuning mode. a. Normalized chirp rate α(f)/αset

with different set values fmod over 9 GHz frequency range. The piezo of the laser is driven by a triangular (blue) or a sinusoidal (red) signal. b.
Frequency spectrum of the chirp rate α(t)/αset.
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Supplementary Figure S8: a. Different drive signals. b. The Fourier transform of different drive signals.

Supplementary Note 3. Laser tuning dynamics for LiDAR demonstration

In FMCW LiDAR, the fine tuning mode is commonly used because of its low duty cycle. Here we chose a Toptica
laser for the LiDAR demonstration because it has the largest chirp range, 35 GHz, out of our 4 types of lasers. We
make the laser chirp with the central frequency of 193.3 THz and the chirp range of 35 GHz. Some typical results
are shown in Fig. S9. Still, we can observe the fundamental mode of 3.8 kHz excited by 50 Hz triangular driven
signal. Besides, higher-order mechanical modes can also be observed from the upper panel of the Fig. S9b, i.e., with
a frequency of 56.4 kHz. As fmod increases, the noise floor of the frequency-domain chirp rate increases but some
obvious high-frequency resonances disappear, as shown in the lower panel of Fig. S9b. Overall, this laser performs
best when driven by a 50 Hz sinusoidal signal.

Next, we characterized the effect of our pre-linearization method. We first measure the laser’s chirp rate for three
times. The averaged result is used as the pre-linearization chirp rate αc(t), as shown in the upper panel of Fig. S9c.
The pre-obtained αc(t) can be used to perform chirp rate linearization. To verify the effectiveness of linearization,
we characterized the laser again as the real-time measurement α(t). Their consistency is compared by α(t)/αc(t) as
shown in the lower panel of Fig. S9c. Clearly, the chirp rate drift is eliminated. Its Fourier transform spectrum is
shown in Fig.S9d. The averaged amplitude of it below 100 kHz is shown by a dot-and-dash line. Compared with
the averaged amplitude of α(t)/αset(t)’s frequency spectrum, shown by the dashed line, the oscillation level has been
attenuated by 7.4 dB. However, oscillations of 3.8 kHz and 56.4 kHz still exist, indicating the random nature of the
oscillation generated by the cavity resonances. This fact implies that the avoidance of the cavity resonance is crucial
to reduce the phase noise of an offline calibrated chirping laser. Thus in our case, a 50-Hz sinusoidal drive signal is
utilized for LiDAR demonstration.

Supplementary Note 4. Set up for LiDAR demonstration and precision test

With the pre-obtained αc(t), the LiDAR demonstration can be proceeded without any extra linearization unit. As
shown in Fig. S10a, the frequency modulated laser is split into two paths. In one path, the laser passes through a
collimator, enters into free space, is reflected by the target, and is re-collected. The reflected laser is then combined
with the other reference path, and the beat signal between the two paths is recorded by a balanced photodetector.

To test the long-term stability of pre-linearization, a fixed mirror is used as the target at a distance of 53.361 mm
and measured 1128 times every 3 s. Their relative distance histogram is shown in Fig. S10b with a standard deviation
of 11 µm.
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Supplementary Figure S9: Laser characterization for LiDAR demonstration. a. Normalized chirp rate α(f)/αset with different set values
fmod over 24 GHz frequency range. The piezo of the laser is driven by a triangular (blue) or a sinusoidal (red) signal. b. Frequency spectrum of
the chirp rate α(t)/αset. c. Upper panel shows the chirp rate curve α(t) (blue) and pre-linearization curve αc(t) (red). Lower panel shows the

linearized chirp rate curve α(t)/αc(t). d. Frequency spectrum of the linearized chirp rate in lower panel of panel c. The dot-and-dash line
shows its averaged amplitude below 100 kHz. The dashed line shows the averaged amplitude of normalized chirp rate α(t)/αset(t) ’s frequency

spectrum below 100 kHz.
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Supplementary Figure S10: Setup for LiDAR demonstration and precision test

a. Experimental setup. BPD, balanced photodetector. OSC, oscilloscope. b. Histogram of deviation of range measurement.
The long-term stability of pre-linearization is verified by a precision test. A mirror is fixed at a distance of 53.361 mm and

measured 1128 times every 3 s. The standard deviation of the measured distance is 11 µm.


