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Abstract. Broadband Raman spectroscopy (detection bandwidth >1000 cm−1) is a valuable and widely used
tool for understanding samples via label-free measurements of their molecular vibrations. Two important
Raman spectral regions are the chemically specific “fingerprint” (200 to 1800 cm−1) and “low-frequency” or
“terahertz” (THz) (<200 cm−1; <6 THz) regions, which mostly contain intramolecular and intermolecular
vibrations, respectively. These two regions are highly complementary; broadband simultaneous measurement
of both regions can provide a big picture comprising information about molecular structures and interactions.
Although techniques for acquiring broadband Raman spectra covering both regions have been demonstrated,
these methods tend to have spectral acquisition rates <10 spectra∕s, prohibiting high-speed applications,
such as Raman imaging or vibrational detection of transient phenomena. Here, we demonstrate a single-laser
method for ultrafast (24,000 spectra∕s) broadband Raman spectroscopy covering both THz and fingerprint
regions. This is achieved by simultaneous detection of Sagnac-enhanced impulsive stimulated Raman
scattering (SE-ISRS; THz-sensitive) and Fourier-transform coherent anti-Stokes Raman scattering (FT-CARS;
fingerprint-sensitive). With dual-detection impulsive vibrational spectroscopy, the SE-ISRS signal shows a
>500× enhancement of <6.5 THz sensitivity compared with that of FT-CARS, and the FT-CARS signal shows
a >10× enhancement of fingerprint sensitivity above 1000 cm−1 compared with that of SE-ISRS.
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1 Introduction
Raman spectroscopy enables the acquisition of chemically
specific vibrational information from target samples without
the use of chemical labels. These features have established
Raman spectroscopy as a ubiquitous tool with valuable appli-
cations across a diverse range of academic and industrial fields,
such as material science,1–3 biology,4–6 pharmaceuticals,7–9 and
medicine.10,11 Raman spectra are generally partitioned into three

regions: (1) the “high-frequency” region (2400 to 4000 cm−1)
containing C—H and O—H stretching vibrations; (2) the
“fingerprint” region (200 to 1800 cm−1) containing signature
intramolecular bond vibrations; and (3) the “low-frequency”
or “terahertz” (THz) region (<200 cm−1, <6 THz) containing
intermolecular vibrations. In particular, the fingerprint and THz
regions are highly valuable when measured in concert via
broadband detection (>1000 cm−1); together the two regions
provide both chemically specific information about the molecu-
lar content of a sample, as well as insights into the behavior of
groups of molecules. This can be especially valuable in fields
such as pharmacology or polymer research, where the purity or

*Address all correspondence to Kotaro Hiramatsu, hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.
ac.jp

Research Article

Advanced Photonics 016003-1 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6705-6039
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0557-9632
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0767-019X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6302-6038
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.AP.4.1.016003
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:hiramatsu@chem.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp


localization of targets may be assessed by fingerprint spectra,
while the crystalline polymorphism or the polymer stress,
extent, or nature of polymerization can be probed by low-
frequency spectra.12–17

Although there exist a multitude of techniques for capturing
broadband Raman spectra across the THz–fingerprint region,
they tend to be too slow for certain applications. For example,
spontaneous Raman spectroscopy, a well-developed and
commonly used Raman technique, can provide broadband
vibrational spectra including both low-frequency and finger-
print regions but at typical spectral acquisition rates of
<10 spectra∕s. Similarly, alternative vibrational spectroscopy
techniques, such as impulsive stimulated Raman scattering
(ISRS) spectroscopy,18–21 optical Kerr effect spectroscopy,22–24

Raman-induced Kerr effect spectroscopy25–28, Raman-induced
Kerr lensing with impulsive excitation,29 and radio frequency
Doppler Raman spectroscopy,30 can provide broadband spectra
across the THz–fingerprint region. However, such techniques
typically offer spectral acquisition rates of <10 spectra∕s due
to reliance on slow methods for increasing the Raman spectral
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), such as longer integration times or
slow probe delay scanning. Despite the rich information pro-
vided by these and other broadband THz–fingerprint Raman
techniques, they are unsuitable for certain applications that de-
mand higher spectral acquisition rates, such as video-rate vibra-
tional imaging or detecting rapid transient phenomena.

On the other hand, there are methods for capturing either
THz or fingerprint spectra independently but at higher
speeds. For example, Raanan et al. demonstrated a method
for sub-second hyperspectral Raman microscopy, which was
enabled by impulsive low-frequency Raman spectroscopy at
40,000 spectra∕s.31 With this technique, high-speed pump–
probe delay scanning of 160-fs pulses was performed with an
acousto-optic programmable dispersive filter (AOPDF), such
that high sensitivity in the low-frequency region was achieved
by detecting time-domain vibrational signals which are sensitive
to both the sample refractive index (via Raman-induced Kerr
lensing) and its time derivative (via Raman-induced spectral
shifting). However, the method’s reliance on an AOPDF
delay line, which is not compatible with short pulse widths
in the sub-30-fs regime,32 prevents broadband detection includ-
ing the fingerprint region. In another report, Domingue et al.
demonstrated a technique for low-frequency Raman spectros-
copy at a spectral acquisition rate up to 700 Hz, which uses
a spinning window for rapid ISRS pump–probe delay scanning
and optical bandpass filtering with balanced detection to mea-
sure the time-domain Raman signals.33 However, the technique
relies on high-gain amplified balanced detection, the low band-
width of which limits concurrent measurement of the fingerprint
region. Likewise, techniques, such as Fourier-transform coher-
ent anti-Stokes Raman scattering (FT-CARS) spectroscopy,34–37

dual-comb CARS,38–40 and quasi-dual-comb CARS,41 can pro-
vide broadband fingerprint spectra with ultrafast spectral acquis-
ition rates ranging from 10,000 to 100,000 spectra∕s. These
techniques detect molecular vibrations via the frequency shift
of the probe but are differentiated from ISRS spectroscopy,
especially by their use of optical long- and short-pass filtering
to eliminate the large probe background noise in ISRS and
isolate the Raman signal. While the resultant high SNR of this
approach enables ultrafast probe delay scanning and spectral
acquisition rates above 10,000 spectra∕s, these methods cannot
access the low-frequency Raman region due to the attenuation

of low-frequency modes by the optical short-pass filtering as
well as detection schemes based on frequency-shifted probe
signals, the strength of which in the low-frequency region by
nature decreases as the detected Raman frequency decreases.

To address the current limitations of high-speed broadband
Raman spectroscopy, in this paper, we present dual-detection
impulsive vibrational spectroscopy (DIVS), a straightforward
single-laser technique for broadband THz–fingerprint measure-
ments at a spectral acquisition rate of 24,000 spectra∕s. This is
achieved by a design enabling ultrafast measurement of both
FT-CARS and Sagnac-enhanced ISRS (SE-ISRS,42 or “phase-
sensitive” ISRS43), simultaneously. In DIVS, FT-CARS pro-
vides fingerprint region sensitivity via optical filtering and
detection of the probe frequency shift, while SE-ISRS offers
THz region sensitivity via Sagnac interferometry enabling the
detection of the probe phase delay shift. Via synchronous detec-
tion of these two fundamentally different signals (hence the
moniker “dual-detection”), DIVS is sensitive across the THz–
fingerprint region. In our proof-of-concept demonstration of
DIVS, the SE-ISRS signal showed a >500× enhancement of
<6.5 THz SNR compared with that of FT-CARS, and the
FT-CARS signal showed a >10× enhancement of fingerprint
SNR above 1000 cm−1 compared with that of SE-ISRS. DIVS
paves the way for broadband THz–fingerprint vibrational spec-
troscopy in fields requiring ultrafast spectral acquisition rates,
especially for detecting rapid transient phenomena.

2 Methods
An optical schematic for DIVS is shown in Fig. 1(a). Laser
pulses from a Ti:sapphire oscillator (Coherent Vitara-T-HP;
800-nm center, 100-nm bandwidth) enter a 4f dispersion
compensation system consisting of an SF11 prism, concave
cylindrical mirror, and spatial light modulator (SLM; Santec
SLM-200). For dispersion compensation, we performed pulse
shaping with a stochastic genetic algorithm that used the non-
resonant FT-CARS signal from distilled water as a measure of
fitness.44 The theoretical transform-limited pulse width for our
laser bandwidth was 9.4 fs. Laser pulses then enter a pump–
probe pulse generator comprising a zero-order half-wave plate
and a Michaelson interferometer with a polarizing beamsplitter
and quarter-wave plates in each arm. Inside the interferometer,
the path length of the probe arm is fixed, while that of the
pump arm is rapidly scanned at 12 kHz in a 4f system with
a resonant scanner (Cambridge Technology CRS 12 kHz).
Exiting the pump–probe pulse generator are cross-polarized
pump and probe pulses with a variable optical delay (τ) scanned
over a maximum ∼1.9 ps of the molecular vibrational coherence
at a rate of 24,000 scans∕s. Optical delay is accurately measured
for FT-CARS and SE-ISRS signals using the interference
from a 1064-nm continuous-wave laser (QPhotonics QFBGLD-
1060-400) superposed on the Ti:sapphire beam throughout
the pump–probe pulse generator.

Pump and probe pulses pass through a 750-nm long-pass
filter (LPF 1; Edmunds #66-226) before entering a Sagnac inter-
ferometer (SI), where they are split at a beamsplitter (BS;
EKSMA 042-7750SB) into clockwise (CW) and counterclock-
wise (CCW) paths at CW:CCW ratios of 80:20 and 50:50,
respectively. While the 50:50 ratio for probe pulses provides
optimal destructive interference at the SI output, the 80:20 ratio
for pump pulses allows more pump light to reach the sample
than in the case of a 50:50 pump split. In the CW direction,
pulses are focused by an achromatic lens onto the sample, where
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the pump pulse excites a vibrational coherence causing an os-
cillatory refractive index [Fig 1(b), upper panel]. As a result, the
phase of the electric field of the following transmitted probe
pulse is modulated with τ dependence. The transmitted probe
may be (1) frequency shifted blueward, (2) frequency shifted
redward, (3) phase-delay shifted forward, or (4) phase-delay
shifted backward, depending on the slope of the refractive index
oscillation at the time of transmission.18,45 After the sample, a
polarizer removes the pump pulse. The probe is then filtered
by a second 750-nm long-pass filter (LPF 2; Thorlabs
FELH0750), which serves to spectrally separate the probe for
detection of the SE-ISRS (transmitted) and FT-CARS (re-
flected) signals. Reflected off LPF 2, the probe passes through
a 750-nm short-pass filter (SPF; Chroma ET750SP-2P-1500)
and is focused by an achromatic lens onto an avalanche photo-
diode (APD; Thorlabs APD120A). The τ-dependent spectral
shifting of the probe, which passes through the SPF, results
in an intensity oscillation that is detected as the FT-CARS signal
[Fig. 1(b), middle and lower panels]. The portion of the probe
that passes through LPF 2 returns to the beamsplitter of the SI.
Exiting the SI in the upward direction, the CW probe interferes
with the CCW probe field, which functions as a local oscillator
(LO; no τ-dependent phase modulation), as described in our pre-
vious work.42 The τ-dependent phase shifting of the probe and
its interference with the LO results in an intensity oscillation,
which is detected as the SE-ISRS signal [Fig. 1(b)]. Due to im-
perfections in the overlap of the probe and LO fields, the inten-
sity at the SI output (and thus the SE-ISRS signal SNR) is
spatially variant. To overcome this issue, we used an iris to

select a portion of the beam which provides a high SE-ISRS
SNR. The SE-ISRS beam was focused by an achromatic lens
and detected by a silicon-amplified photodiode (PD; Thorlabs
PDA10A-EC). The time-domain FT-CARS, SE-ISRS, and
continuous-wave laser interferogram signals were all simultane-
ously recorded via a high-speed digitizer (Alazartech ATS9440)
and computer with the included digitizer software. The LPF 1
and LPF 2 angles were set to <5 deg offset from the laser beam
path. The SPF angle was adjusted so as to transmit the maxi-
mum intensity of the tetrabromoethane signal (the sample with
the strongest signal) before saturation of the coherence spike at
the APD. The laser power at the sample was 120 mW,
with a pump:probe power ratio of 1:1, which we empirically
determined to be SNR-maximizing in our DIVS experiments.
The probe power at the SI input was 120 mW. For the data
shown in Figs. 2 and 3, the probe power at the SI output was
∼3.5 mW (∼2.9% of input). For the data shown in Fig. 4 and
Appendix A, the probe power at the SI output was ∼7.0 mW
(∼5.8%). After the iris, the probe power was typically 100 to
500 μW.

3 Results

3.1 Time-Domain Signals

Figure 2 shows time-domain signals of a bromoform–benzene
mixture (1:1 volume ratio) acquired by DIVS. SE-ISRS and FT-
CARS signals were detected simultaneously at a rate of
24,000 spectra∕s, corresponding to an acquisition time of both

Fig. 1 Schematic and principle of DIVS. (a) Optical setup for DIVS. Following dispersion com-
pensation and a pump–probe generator, cross-polarized pump and probe pulses with variable
delay (τ) are longpass filtered (LPF 1) and split at a BS into CW and CCW paths within an SI.
In the CW path, the probe phase is modulated with τ dependence at the sample. A polarizer elim-
inates the pump pulse. At LPF 2 within the SI, a fraction of the probe is reflected to be detected as
FT-CARS after an SPF. The rest of the probe interferes at the upper side of the BS with the LO
generated in the CCW direction, generating the SE-ISRS signal. An iris is used to select a high-
SNR region of the signal. (b) Principles of DIVS signals. At the sample, the pump pulse causes the
refractive index to oscillate in time (upper panel). The τ-dependent phase modulation of a following
probe results in either a spectral shift (detected in FT-CARS via filtering) or a phase delay shift
(detected in SE-ISRS via interference), according to the slope of the refractive index (middle
panel). Vertical lines in each spectrum indicate the optical filter cutoff separating the SE-ISRS
(S) and FT-CARS (F) detection regions. The FT-CARS signal is proportional to the temporal
derivative of the refractive index, while the SE-ISRS signal is proportional to the refractive index
itself (lower panel). This key difference provides the complementary THz and fingerprint sensitiv-
ities of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS, respectively.
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signals within 41.7 μs. Signals shown in Fig. 2 were electroni-
cally low-pass filtered (1.9-MHz cutoff, Mini-Circuits BLP-
1.9+), and their mean signal amplitudes (DC offsets) were
removed. Accurate temporal scaling of each trace was per-
formed by interpolating the raw time-domain data with the
unwrapped continuous-wave laser interferogram, compensat-
ing for the nonlinear movement of the resonant scanner.
Qualitatively evident from the time-domain signals is the differ-
ence between the Raman frequency-dependent sensitivities of
SE-ISRS and FT-CARS.

3.2 Raman Spectra

Raman spectra were acquired by calculating the power spectra
of the DIVS time-domain signals, here using a 1.58-ps region
starting from 43-fs probe delay. Figure 3 shows waterfall plots
of SE-ISRS [Fig. 3(a)] and FT-CARS [Fig. 3(b)] spectra of a 1:1
(volume ratio) bromoform–benzene mixture measured by DIVS
at 24,000 spectra∕s. Spectra of pure bromoform, benzene,
toluene, and tetrabromoethane are provided in Appendix A.
Time-domain signals were electronically low-pass filtered
(11-MHz cutoff, Mini-Circuits BLP-10.7+), their DC offsets
were removed by subtracting the average voltage, and their
slowly oscillating components were removed computationally
by a third-order polynomial fit. Power spectra were calculated
via discrete Fourier transform with zero-padding and a Hanning
window function (Igor Pro 8). Figure 3 insets show 1500-
spectra averages, zoomed in. Individual spectra in the waterfall
plots were normalized to the average power over 2000 to
2400 cm−1 (a region with no reported Raman signals) in the
1500-spectra average. As seen in Fig. 3, lower-frequency
Raman modes were strongly detected in the SE-ISRS spectra
though attenuated in the FT-CARS spectra. The difference is
most starkly seen in the case of the 154-cm−1 (4.6 THz) mode
of bromoform, which was detected in individual SE-ISRS spec-
tra but not in those of FT-CARS. On the other hand, toward
higher frequencies in the fingerprint region, FT-CARS provided
superior performance compared with SE-ISRS; the 1178-cm−1
mode of benzene was detected in individual FT-CARS spectra
but not in individual SE-ISRS spectra. These results illustrate
the comparative advantages of the two signals with respect to
the detected spectral region (low-frequency versus fingerprint)
and support the merit of their simultaneous detection by DIVS.

Fig. 3 Waterfall plots of (a) SE-ISRS and (b) FT-CARS spectra obtained at 24,000 spectra∕s. The
sample is a 1:1 (volume ratio) mixture of bromoform and benzene. Insets show a plot of 1500
averaged spectra. Individual spectra in the waterfall plots are normalized to the average power
of the noise region of 2000 to 2400 cm−1 in the corresponding 1500-spectra average plot. The
lowest-frequency mode of bromoform at 154 cm−1 is detected in individual SE-ISRS spectra
but not detected in individual FT-CARS spectra. The 1178-cm−1 mode of benzene is detected
in individual FT-CARS spectra but not detected in individual SE-ISRS spectra. The plots highlight
the complementary nature of both signals.

Fig. 2 Time-domain DIVS signals. SE-ISRS (blue, left axis) and
FT-CARS (green, right axis) time-domain signals were simulta-
neously acquired in less than 42 μs. The zoomed-in inset corre-
sponds temporally to the region outlined in the dashed rectangle.
In the SE-ISRS signal, lower-frequency Raman modes are dom-
inant, while higher-frequency modes are comparatively stronger
in the FT-CARS signal.
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3.3 Comparison of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS Spectral
Sensitivities

To quantitatively compare the Raman spectral sensitivity re-
gions of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS and further investigate simul-
taneous detection in DIVS, we plot the ratio of the SE-ISRS
SNR over the FT-CARS SNR as a function of the detected
Raman mode frequency (Fig. 4, left axis). SNR was calculated
from individual spectra as SNR ¼ PR−μffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiP

ðxi−μÞ2
p , where PR is the

signal power at the Raman mode frequency, μ is the mean power
of the noise region (background offset), and xi is the power at
the i’th frequency value in the noise region. For SNR calcula-
tions, we used the Raman spectral region of 2000 to 2400 cm−1
for the noise, which lies beyond the sensitivity region provided
by our laser and is a noise region for all samples.46–48 We mea-
sured four samples with the same experimental settings: (1) bro-
moform (BF), (2) toluene (TOL), (3) benzene (BEN), and (4)
tetrabromoethane (TBE). SE-ISRS or FT-CARS SNR values
used for the ratios shown in Fig. 4 were calculated as the mean
of the SNR values from 15,000 individual spectra, comprising
10 discrete measurements of 1500 spectra taken at
24,000 spectra∕s, with the 10 measurements mutually separated
in laboratory time by several seconds. To show the performance
variation on a timescale of seconds (further explanation pro-
vided in Appendix A), we provide in Table 1 the
standard deviation of the average SNRs of the 10 measurements.

In the individual continuous measurements of 1500 spectra, the
standard deviations of the SNRs of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS are
typically 30% to 40% of the mean values. Further tables of SNR
averages and standard deviations for SE-ISRS and FT-CARS
are provided in Appendix A. The dashed line indicates equiv-
alence in SNR with respect to both signals (Fig. 4, left axis). We
did not plot modes for which the mean SNR of either SE-ISRS
or FT-CARS was below 0.5.

The solid curve represents the theoretical ratio of Raman
frequency-dependent SE-ISRS and FT-CARS signal powers in
DIVS (Fig. 4, right axis). Derivations and further explanations
of the following equations briefly describing SE-ISRS and
FT-CARS are given in Appendix B. The SE-ISRS electric field
at the output of the SI in the detection direction is given by

ESE−ISRSðω; τÞ

¼ HLPF 2ðωÞ
��

1

2
þ β

�
2

EPrðω; τÞ −
�
1

2
− β

�
2

ELOðωÞ
�
; (1)

where HLPF 2ðωÞ is the spectral transfer function of transmission
of LPF 2, EPrðω; τÞ is the CW probe field with τ-dependent
phase modulation before LPF 2, ELOðωÞ is the CCW probe field
acting as a local oscillator, and β is the fraction of the electric
field in addition to 1/2, which is transmitted at the beam-
splitter in the SI. The SE-ISRS signal is detected by a photo-
diode as a time-domain interferogram given by ISE−ISRSðτÞ ¼R
∞
0 jESE−ISRSðω; τÞj2dω. Similar to conventional SE-ISRS
spectroscopy, the largest contributor to the SE-ISRS intensity
oscillation in DIVS originates from the destructive interference
of EPrðω; τÞ and ELOðωÞ. This destructive interference depends
on the phase delay of EPrðω; τÞ, proportional to the sample re-
fractive index. The FT-CARS electric field after the SPF can be
described as

EFT−CARSðω; τÞ ¼ HSPFðωÞEPrðω; τÞ; (2)

where HSPFðωÞ is the spectral transfer function of transmission
of the SPF. Since the spectral filtering effect of passing through
the SPF is greater than that of reflecting LPF 2 (due to the differ-
ence in their cutoff wavelengths by angle setting), we ignore the
effect of the latter here. The FT-CARS signal is also detected by
a photodiode as a time-domain interferogram and is given as
IFT−CARSðτÞ ¼

R
∞
0 jEFT−CARSðω; τÞj2dω. Like in conventional

FT-CARS spectroscopy, in DIVS, the FT-CARS signal comes
from the τ-variant intensity of probe photons that pass through
the SPF. The frequency and power of this oscillation come from
the τ-dependent frequency shift of the probe and are propor-
tional to the temporal derivative of the refractive index at the
sample. In Fig. 4, we plot the ratios of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS

Table 1 Mean ratios of the SNRs of SE-ISRS (SE) and FT-CARS (FT) and their standard deviations (n ¼ 10).

Sample TBE BF TBE BF TBE TBE TOL BEN TOL TOL

Frequency (cm−1) 219 223 536 540 663 714 787 995 1005 1211

SNRSE/SNRFT 656 777 5.14 4.33 1.22 — — — — —

Standard deviation 24.1 39.9 0.19 0.16 0.04 — — — — —

SNRFT/SNRSE — — — — — 1.52 2.72 17.3 11.3 16.0

Standard deviation — — — — — 0.04 0.18 1.51 0.76 1.02

Fig. 4 Comparison of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS spectral sensitiv-
ities in DIVS. Plotted are the ratios of the average SNRs of SE-
ISRS and FT-CARS signal powers of the Raman-active modes
of bromoform, benzene, toluene, and tetrabromoethane as mea-
sured by DIVS (left axis). A dashed line shows equivalence be-
tween SE-ISRS and FT-CARS SNRs (left axis). The solid line
indicates the theoretical ratio of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS powers
in DIVS (right axis).
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spectral powers at single simulated Raman mode frequencies at
100-cm−1 steps over the range shown in the x-axis of the figure.
Our simulation of the frequency-dependent ratio of SE-ISRS
and FT-CARS signal powers is a reasonably good match to
the experimental results measuring the ratio of their SNRs.

Figure 4 quantitatively shows that in DIVS, SE-ISRS has a
comparatively higher SNR for Raman modes below approxi-
mately 700 cm−1 including the low-frequency region, while
the SNR of FT-CARS is higher above the equivalence crossover
point including a majority of the fingerprint region. At the lowest
mutually detected mode, the 219-cm−1 mode of tetrabromo-
ethane, the SE-ISRS SNR was greater than that of FT-CARS
by a factor of 656. At the highest mutually detected mode, the
1211-cm−1 mode of toluene, the FT-CARS SNRwas greater than
that of SE-ISRS by a factor of 16. The low-frequency modes of
tetrabromoethane at 66 (2.0 THz), 104 (3.1 THz), and 169 cm−1
(5.1 THz) and bromoform at 154 cm−1 (4.6 THz) were detected
in individual SE-ISRS spectra at 24,000 spectra∕s but could not
be detected by FT-CARS. These deviations from equivalence re-
present a comparative loss or gain in sensitivity in the case of
implementing either SE-ISRS or FT-CARS spectroscopy alone,
while at the same time indicating the value of their simultaneous
detection enabled by DIVS.

4 Discussion and Conclusion
The strength of DIVS originates from the differing yet comple-
mentary nature of the SE-ISRS and FT-CARS signals, which are
detected together. The SE-ISRS signal is proportional to the
sample refractive index, while that of FT-CARS is proportional
to the temporal derivative of the refractive index. With SE-ISRS,
the signal power increases as the detected Raman mode de-
creases down to the limit defined by the maximum probe delay,
around 18 cm−1 in our DIVS system, below which it falls to
zero. With FT-CARS, the signal power is zero at 0 cm−1 and
increases to a maximum value as the detected mode frequency
is increased, before again diminishing to zero toward higher
frequencies. The frequency at which the FT-CARS signal power
is maximized, as well as the overall shape of the frequency-
dependent FT-CARS power curve, is determined by the pump
and probe pulse widths and the LPF 1, LPF 2, and SPF angles in
DIVS. With our system, one can conveniently change the fre-
quency-dependent sensitivity of DIVS by adjusting the angles
of LPF 1 and SPF.

The high-frequency limit of DIVS (the highest detectable
mode by FT-CARS) is determined either by sampling limita-
tions of the time-domain signal (considering the spectral acquis-
ition rate, maximum probe delay, laser repetition rate, and
digitizer sampling rate) or by the bandwidth of the pulse laser
after LPF 1. In our DIVS setup, we are limited by the latter, with
the pulse width of our filtered laser corresponding to a Raman
excitation bandwidth of <1600 cm−1. With a Ti:sapphire oscil-
lator generating shorter pulses, FT-CARS spectroscopy has been
demonstrated over the range of 200 to 3600 cm−1 at the same
spectral acquisition rate of 24,000 spectra∕s.36 In principle,
by simply changing the laser used in this paper to one with
a broader spectrum, we can increase the high-frequency limit
of DIVS. The low-frequency limit (the lowest detectable mode
by SE-ISRS, also equal to the Raman spectral resolution) is de-
termined by the maximum probe delay. In our setup, the maxi-
mum delay of ∼1.9 ps is limited by the maximum displacement
of the resonant scanner mirror. In principle, this could be in-
creased to 8 ps by switching to a polygonal mirror-based delay

scanning technique similar to that previously demonstrated with
FT-CARS spectroscopy performed at 50,000 spectra∕s,37 which
would improve the low-frequency limit and spectral resolution
to 4.2 cm−1. This change would also increase the spectral
acquisition rate in DIVS, limited in our system by the speed
of mechanical scanning of the probe delay. In principle,
DIVS is also fully compatible with the faster method of pump–
probe group delay scanning used in quasi-dual-comb CARS
spectroscopy41 (100,000 spectra∕s).

As described in Sec. 3.3, Appendix B, and our previous
work,42 the SNR of SE-ISRS depends on the probe background
reduction provided by the destructive interference of the CW
and CCW fields. In our current DIVS setup, the destructive in-
terference at the SI output is spatially nonuniform, leading to a
spatially variant SE-ISRS SNR. In this work, we addressed the
problem simply by using an iris to select a particular region of
the SE-ISRS beam before detection. However, this is an ineffi-
cient solution; the full probe beam profile representing the entire
potential SE-ISRS signal is truncated spatially by >90%. We
believe one cause of the spatially nonuniform probe beam is
a distorted wavefront at the SI input. By transmission through
the optical components in the SI at different timings, differences
between the CW and CCW wavefronts are exacerbated, result-
ing in imperfect interference at the SI output, which cannot be
easily overcome by system alignment. Improving the uniformity
of the probe wavefront at the SI input could potentially address
this issue to some degree, ultimately improving the SE-ISRS
SNR.

In this paper, we have presented DIVS, a technique for co-
herent Raman spectroscopy which allows simultaneous detec-
tion of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS at a spectral acquisition rate
of 24,000 spectra∕s. Our proof-of-concept measurements of
four liquid solvents with Raman modes covering the range of
66 (2.1 THz) to 1211 cm−1 demonstrate the ability of DIVS to
perform broadband measurements of the low-frequency and
fingerprint regions simultaneously and rapidly. We quantita-
tively compared the two signals by plotting the ratio of their
SNRs as a function of the detected Raman mode, showing their
comparative strengths and thus the merit of simultaneous detec-
tion enabled by DIVS. In our demonstration of DIVS, the SE-
ISRS signal showed a >500× enhancement of SNR below
200 cm−1 (6.5 THz) compared with that of FT-CARS, and
the FT-CARS signal showed a >10× enhancement of finger-
print SNR above 1000 cm−1 compared with that of SE-ISRS.
Considering the early stage of the method, DIVS may be a use-
ful technique for temporally resolved measurements of pure or
high-concentration samples that have significant vibrational in-
formation in both the THz and fingerprint regions. One direction
might be toward the field of material science, with potential
applications in investigating polymers, which often have rich
information in the fingerprint and low-frequency regions.16,49

5 Appendix A: Further Results of DIVS
Proof-of-Concept Experiments

To demonstrate the capability of DIVS for ultrafast broadband
Raman spectroscopy over the THz and fingerprint regions,
we measured the Raman spectra of four liquid chemicals at
24,000 spectra∕s: bromoform, benzene, toluene, and tetrabro-
moethane. In this Appendix A, we report the results of these
experiments in more detail than what is provided in the main
text. Mean SNR values below 0.5 were excluded.

Peterson et al.: Ultrafast impulsive Raman spectroscopy across the terahertz–fingerprint region

Advanced Photonics 016003-6 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)



Here, we show waterfall plots of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS
spectra of bromoform (Fig. 5) and benzene (Fig. 6) acquired
by DIVS at 24,000 spectra∕s. Analogous to Fig. 3, insets show
the 1500-spectra averages. Table 2 shows the average SNR val-
ues from individual FT-CARS and SE-ISRS spectra of bromo-
form and benzene acquired by DIVS. As in the main text above,
the data here were calculated by averaging the mean SNRs of
1500 spectra across 10 experiments per pure sample (equivalent
to the mean SNR of 15,000 spectra). Standard deviations calcu-
lated from the 10 SNR averages are also provided (n ¼ 10).
Evident from these and the following data of other samples,
the coefficient of variation (the ratio of the standard deviation
to the mean) was overall greater in the case of SE-ISRS (0.025
to 0.095 for mean SNR > 5) than in the case of FT-CARS

(0.008 to 0.023 for mean SNR > 5). We believe this was
due to fluctuations of the SI alignment caused by laboratory
air currents and other vibrations (i.e., on a long timescale),
which affect the probe background extinction at the SI output
and thus the SNR of SE-ISRS. This is in contrast to the stan-
dard deviation of the SE-ISRS and FT-CARS SNRs in a given
continuous 1500-spectra measurement (i.e., on a short time-
scale). In these cases, the coefficients of variation for SE-
ISRS and FT-CARS were 0.30 to 0.38 and 0.38 to 0.40, respec-
tively. At this time, we cannot explain this result. To mitigate
the SE-ISRS SNR fluctuation on slow timescales caused by air
currents, the authors suggest using a physical shield around
the Sagnac interferometer (which was not employed in this
study).

Fig. 5 Waterfall plots of (a) SE-ISRS and (b) FT-CARS spectra of bromoform. Spectra were ob-
tained at 24,000 spectra∕s. Insets show a plot of 1500 averaged spectra. Individual spectra in the
waterfall plots are normalized to the average power of the noise region of 2000 to 2400 cm−1 in
the corresponding 1500-spectra average plot.

Fig. 6 Waterfall plots of (a) SE-ISRS and (b) FT-CARS spectra of benzene. Spectra were ob-
tained at 24,000 spectra∕s. Insets show a plot of 1500 averaged spectra. Individual spectra in
the waterfall plots are normalized to the average power of the noise region of 2000 to
2400 cm−1 in the corresponding 1500-spectra average plot.
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In Fig. 7, we show waterfall plots of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS
spectra of toluene, acquired by DIVS at 24,000 spectra∕s.
Table 3 shows the average SNRs from individual spectra, in
a manner similar to Table 2. In the averaged SE-ISRS spectra
of these results, we did not observe strong low-frequency mode
enhancement of the depolarized 216-cm−1 mode (b2) of
toluene47 compared with the averaged FT-CARS spectra. In
these data, the FT-CARS SNR of this mode was 5.7× greater
than that of SE-ISRS. This was a highly unexpected result, con-
sidering our theoretical model as well as the experimental
1108×, 233×, and 255× enhancements of the SE-ISRS spectral
average SNR over that of FT-CARS for the neighboring 169-
(tetrabromoethane, depolarized), 219- (tetrabromoethane,

polarized), and 223-cm−1 (bromoform, polarized) modes, re-
spectively. If the 216-cm−1 mode of toluene was to match
our expectation of a >200× ratio of SE-ISRS SNR to FT-
CARS SNR in the spectral averages, our experimental results
represent a value that differs from expectation by more than
three orders of magnitude. Other modes of toluene follow the
empirical trend and theoretical curve shown in Fig. 4. At this
time, we cannot explain this result.

In Fig. 8, we show waterfall plots of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS
spectra of tetrabromoethane, acquired by DIVS at
24,000 spectra∕s. Analogous to Fig. 3, insets show the 1500-
spectra averages. Table 4 shows the average SNRs from individ-
ual spectra, similar to Table 1.

To investigate the concentration-dependent sensitivity of
DIVS, we performed measurements of liquid solvent samples
mixed in varying concentrations. Specifically, we used DIVS
to measure the signals of bromoform and benzene in 99.5%
ethanol at concentrations of 5 M, 2.5 M, 1 M, 500 mM, and
250 mM (1 M = 1 mol/L; Fig. 9). After preparation, samples
were immediately sealed and measured within 15 min. SNR val-
ues were calculated as the average of the SNRs from 15,000 spec-
tra (1500 spectra over 10 measurements). As shown in Fig. 9, the
signals from strong modes of benzene and bromoform were de-
tected at 24,000 spectra/s at concentrations as low as 500 mM.

Table 2 Average SNRs and standard deviations (n ¼ 10) from individual spectra of bromoform and benzene.

Frequency (cm−1)

Bromoform Benzene

154 223 540 650 995 1178

FT-CARS Average — 1.36 75.8 0.87 1582 0.53

Standard deviation — 0.05 1.2 0.02 19.4 0.01

SE-ISRS Average 40.9 1057 329 — 92.2 —

Standard deviation 1.0 28.1 9.2 — 8.8 —

Fig. 7 Waterfall plots of (a) SE-ISRS and (b) FT-CARS spectra of toluene. Spectra were obtained
at 24,000 spectra/s. Insets show a plot of 1500 averaged spectra. Individual spectra in the waterfall
plots are normalized to the average power of the noise region of 2000 to 2400 cm−1 in the cor-
responding 1500-spectra average plot.

Table 3 Average SNRs and standard deviations (n ¼ 10) from
individual spectra of toluene.

Frequency (cm−1) 524 787 1005 1211

FT-CARS Average — 62.0 229 8.85

Standard deviation — 0.53 2.4 0.07

SE-ISRS Average 3.26 23.3 20.7 0.56

Standard deviation 0.17 1.52 1.4 0.03
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6 Appendix B: Mathematical Description
of DIVS

To further understand the detected SE-ISRS and FT-CARS sig-
nals in DIVS, we formulate their mathematical expressions be-
low, following previous descriptions of ISRS18 and SE-ISRS.42

The probe pulse passes through LPF 1 and is described as

ẼLPF 1ðtÞ ¼ F−1½HLPF 1ðωÞSðωÞ�; (3)

where F−1½�� is an inverse Fourier transform, HLPF 1ðωÞ is the
spectral transfer function of LPF 1, and SðωÞ is the probe spec-
tral amplitude before LPF 1. The probe is then split at the entry
of the SI at a 50:50 beamsplitter into CW and CCW directions.
In the CW direction following the pump after delay τ, the probe
phase is modulated according to the oscillatory refractive index
at the sample, synchronized with molecular vibrations. The
probe field after passing through the sample is described as

ẼPrðt; τÞ ¼ e−iωc
½nðt;τÞþn2 jẼLPF 1ðtÞj2 �z

c ẼLPF 1ðtÞ; (4)

where the term exp
n
−iωc

½nðt;τÞþn2jẼLPF 1ðtÞj2�z
c

o
describes the

τ-dependent probe phase modulation and probe self-phase
modulation after transmission of the sample, and nðt; τÞ, n2,

Fig. 8 Waterfall plots of (a) SE-ISRS and (b) FT-CARS spectra of tetrabromoethane. Spectra
were obtained at 24,000 spectra∕s. Insets show a plot of 1500 averaged spectra. Individual spec-
tra in the waterfall plots are normalized to the average power of the noise region of 2000 to
2400 cm−1 in the corresponding 1500-spectra average plot.

Table 4 Average SNRs and standard deviations (n ¼ 10) from individual spectra of tetrabromoethane.

Frequency (cm−1) 66 104 169 219 451 536 663 714 1011 1199

FT-CARS Average — — — 1.60 — 27.8 8.91 8.59 7.02 3.21

Standard deviation — — — 0.03 — 0.53 0.19 0.14 0.16 0.09

SE-ISRS Average 1.48 2.40 9.40 1062 1.14 144.6 10.9 5.66 — —

Standard deviation 0.07 0.09 0.32 37.8 0.07 5.13 0.35 0.20 — —

Fig. 9 Concentration-dependent plot of the SNR of SE-ISRS and
FT-CARS signals. The FT-CARS SNR (green) is represented as
the SNR of the 992-cm−1 mode of benzene, while the SE-ISRS
SNR (blue) is represented as the SNR of the 222-cm−1 mode of
bromoform. SNR values were calculated as the average of
15,000 spectra obtained at 24,000 spectra∕s.

Peterson et al.: Ultrafast impulsive Raman spectroscopy across the terahertz–fingerprint region

Advanced Photonics 016003-9 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)



z, and c are the τ-dependent refractive index, second-order
refractive index, sample path length in m, and speed of light
in m/s, respectively. The τ-dependent refractive index is de-
scribed as

nðt; τÞ ¼ n0

�
1þ

XN
k

Ake−ðtþτÞγk sin½ωkðtþ τÞ�
�
; (5)

where n0 is the refractive index of the sample at equilibrium,
and Ak, ωk, and γk are the k’th Raman mode amplitude, angular
frequency, and damping constant, respectively. While the term
nðt; τÞ results in probe phase oscillation corresponding to
molecular vibrations, the term n2jẼLPF 1ðtÞj2 generates a non-
resonant probe background, which can function as a local os-
cillator in FT-CARS.50 We assume here that differences between
the self-phase modulations of the CW and CCW probes in SE-
ISRS are negligible, and, due to destructive interference at the
SI output as well as a far larger residual probe background,
the generated nonresonant background plays a comparatively
minor role in SE-ISRS. After passing through the polarizer,
the probe is spectrally filtered by LPF 2. The portion reflected
at LPF 2 that passes through the SPF is detected as the FT-
CARS time-domain signal, described as

IFT−CARSðτÞ ¼
Z

∞

0

jHSPFðωÞEPrðω; τÞj2dω; (6)

where HSPFðωÞ is the spectral transfer function of the SPF.
In our setup, SPF and LPF 2 have redundant effects on the
FT-CARS signal, and we ignore the latter’s effects in Eq. (6).

In the case of SE-ISRS, transmission of LPF 2 has a minor
filtering effect on the CW probe, and we describe its electric
field returning to the beamsplitter as

ẼCWðt; τÞ ¼ F−1½HLPF 2ðωÞEPrðω; τÞ�; (7)

whereHLPF 2ðωÞ is the spectral transfer function of LPF 2. In the
CCW direction, the probe is filtered by LPF 2 and passes
through the sample without a preceding pump pulse. Without
an oscillatory refractive index at the sample, the CCW probe
field reaches the beamsplitter and is described as

ẼCCWðtÞ

¼F−1
�
F
�
e−iωc

½n0þn2 jẼLPF1ðtÞj2 �z
c e−iδF−1½HLPF2ðωÞHLPF1ðωÞSðωÞ�

��
;

(8)

whereF ½�� is a Fourier transform, and δ represents a fixed phase
offset relative to ẼCWðt; τÞ. At the output of the SI in the upward
direction, the CW and CCW probe fields interfere, the τ-depen-
dent intensity of which is detected as the SE-ISRS time-domain
signal, formulated as

ISE−ISRSðτÞ

¼
Z

∞

0

				F
��

1

2
þβ

�
2

ẼCWðt;τÞ−
�
1

2
−β

�
2

ẼCCWðtÞ
�				

2

dω; (9)

where β is the fraction of the probe field beyond 1∕2, which
passes through the beamsplitter of the SI. In our simplified

description of the SE-ISRS electric field in the main text, we
assumed that the effect of LPF 2 (1) is the same for the CW
and CCW probe fields and (2) can be treated as if LPF 2 was
placed at the SI output.

The theoretical curve plotted in Fig. 4 was calculated from
simulations of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS in DIVS, using Eqs. (6)
and (9) above. For simulations, we assumed a Gaussian
spectral profile for the probe with a center wavelength and full
width at half maximum of 800 and 100 nm, respectively.
β ¼ 0.12, Ak ¼ 1 × 10−5, γk ¼ 0.36 × 1012 s−1, n0 ¼ 1.54,
n2 ¼ 2.2 × 10−13 cm2∕W, z ¼ 1.0 × 10−4 m, and δ ¼ 1. The
peak intensity of ẼLPF 1ðtÞ is assumed to be 3 × 109 W∕cm2.
The maximum probe delay was 1.5 ps. Spectral transmission
profiles of the filters were obtained from the manufacturers,
and their specifications were approximated using built-in filter-
ing functions in Igor Pro 8. For LPF 1 and LPF 2, we calculated
an LPF with 300 coefficients, a Hamming window function,
pass band at 3.9977 × 1014 Hz, and reject band at 4.017×
1014 Hz. For SPF, we calculated an SPF with 800 coefficients,
a Hanning window function, pass band at 4.042 × 1014 Hz, and
reject band at 4.082 × 1014 Hz. The time-domain signals of
SE-ISRS and FT-CARS were normalized to their respective
average probe intensities, and the DC offsets were subtracted.
For the final plotted curve, the SE-ISRS power was increased
by a factor of 67 to align the equivalence crossover point with
the apparent same point in the experimental data.

For additional clarity, we also plot in Fig. 10 the simulated
signal powers of FT-CARS and SE-ISRS in DIVS, according to
the equations and simulation parameters presented above. Note
that here we do not consider sensitivity limitations imposed
by the pump bandwidth. In our system, the pump pulse band-
width causes attenuation of both DIVS signal powers above
1600 cm−1. For further insight into impulsive vibrational
spectroscopy including the effects of the pump bandwidth on
the signal power, we refer readers to a recent review on low-
frequency coherent Raman spectroscopy by Bartels et al.51

Fig. 10 Simulated frequency-dependent plot of the normalized
power of SE-ISRS and FT-CARS signals in DIVS. The SE-
ISRS power (blue) dominates in the low-frequency Raman spec-
tral region, whereas the FT-CARS power (green) is higher in the
fingerprint region.

Peterson et al.: Ultrafast impulsive Raman spectroscopy across the terahertz–fingerprint region

Advanced Photonics 016003-10 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)



Acknowledgments

This work was supported by JST PRESTO (JPMJPR1878),
JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (20K15227), Grant-
in-Aid for JSPS Fellows (19F19805 and 21J15001), JSPS
Core-to-Core Program, White Rock Foundation, Nakatani
Foundation, and Ogasawara Foundation for the Promotion of
Science and Engineering. The authors of this paper declare
no conflicts of interest.

References

1. A. Cantarero, “Raman scattering applied to materials science,”
Procedia Mater. Sci. 9, 113–122 (2015).

2. L. Liang et al., “Low-frequency shear and layer-breathing modes
in Raman scattering of two-dimensional materials,” ACS Nano
11(12), 11777–11802 (2017).

3. A. A. Puretzky et al., “Low-frequency Raman fingerprints of two-
dimensional metal dichalcogenide layer stacking configurations,”
ACS Nano 9(6), 6333–6342 (2015).

4. J.-X. Cheng and X. S. Xie, “Vibrational spectroscopic imaging of
living systems: an emerging platform for biology and medicine,”
Science 350(6264), aaa8870 (2015).

5. K. S. Lee et al., “An automated Raman-based platform for the sort-
ing of live cells by functional properties,” Nat. Microbiol. 4(6),
1035–1048 (2019).

6. C. H. Camp et al., “High-speed coherent Raman fingerprint
imaging of biological tissues,” Nat. Photonics 8(8), 627–634
(2014).

7. K. Bērziņš, S. J. Fraser-Miller, and K. C. Gordon, “Recent
advances in low-frequency Raman spectroscopy for pharmaceut-
ical applications,” Int. J. Pharm. 592, 120034 (2021).

8. A. Paudel, D. Raijada, and J. Rantanen, “Raman spectroscopy in
pharmaceutical product design,” Adv. Drug Del. Rev. 89, 3–20
(2015).

9. J. Y. Khoo, J. Y. Y. Heng, and D. R. Williams, “Agglomeration
effects on the drying and dehydration stability of pharmaceutical
acicular hydrate: carbamazepine dihydrate,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res.
49(1), 422–427 (2010).

10. K. J. I. Ember et al., “Raman spectroscopy and regenerative medi-
cine: a review,” NPJ Regen. Med. 2(1), 12 (2017).

11. M. Jermyn et al., “Intraoperative brain cancer detection with
Raman spectroscopy in humans,” Sci. Transl. Med. 7(274),
274ra19 (2015).

12. T. Achibat et al., “Low-frequency Raman spectroscopy of plasti-
cally deformed poly(methyl methacrylate),” Polymer 36(2), 251–
257 (1995).

13. R. G. Snyder, S. J. Krause, and J. R. Scherer, “Determination of
the distribution of straight-chain segment lengths in crystalline
polyethylene from the Raman LAM-1 band,” J. Polym. Sci.
Polym. Phys. Ed. 16(9), 1593–1609 (1978).

14. P. J. Larkin et al., “Polymorph characterization of active pharma-
ceutical ingredients (APIs) using low-frequency Raman spectros-
copy,” Appl. Spectrosc. 68(7), 758–776 (2014).

15. A. Mermet et al., “Low frequency Raman scattering study of the
nanostructure of plastically deformed polymer glasses,” J. Non-
Cryst. Solids 196, 227–232 (1996).

16. P. Pakhomov et al., “Application of the low frequency Raman
spectroscopy for studying ultra-high molecular weight polyethy-
lenes,” Macromol. Symp. 305(1), 63–72 (2011).

17. S. Roy, B. Chamberlin, and A. J. Matzger, “Polymorph discrimi-
nation using low wavenumber Raman spectroscopy,” Org.
Process Res. Dev. 17(7), 976–980 (2013).

18. Y. Yan, E. B. Gamble, and K. A. Nelson, “Impulsive stimulated
scattering: general importance in femtosecond laser pulse inter-
actions with matter, and spectroscopic applications,” J. Chem.
Phys. 83(11), 5391–5399 (1985).

19. S. Ruhman, A. G. Joly, and K. A. Nelson, “Coherent molecular
vibrational motion observed in the time domain through impulsive
stimulated Raman scattering,” IEEE J. Quantum Electron. 24(2),
460–469 (1988).

20. L. Dhar, J. A. Rogers, and K. A. Nelson, “Time-resolved vibra-
tional spectroscopy in the impulsive limit,” Chem. Rev. 94(1),
157–193 (1994).

21. M. Liebel et al., “Principles and applications of broadband
impulsive vibrational spectroscopy,” J. Phys. Chem. A 119(36),
9506–9517 (2015).

22. E. P. Ippen and C. V. Shank, “Picosecond response of a high-
repetition-rate CS2 optical Kerr gate,” Appl. Phys. Lett. 26(3),
92–93 (1975).

23. Q. Zhong and J. T. Fourkas, “Optical Kerr effect spectroscopy
of simple liquids,” J. Phys. Chem. B 112(49), 15529–15539
(2008).

24. N. A. Smith and S. R. Meech, “Optically-heterodyne-detected
optical Kerr effect (OHD-OKE): applications in condensed phase
dynamics,” Int. Rev. Phys. Chem. 21(1), 75–100 (2002).

25. D. Heiman et al., “Raman-induced Kerr effect,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
36(4), 189–192 (1976).

26. C. W. Freudiger et al., “Optical heterodyne-detected Raman-
induced Kerr effect (OHD-RIKE) microscopy,” J. Phys. Chem. B
115(18), 5574–5581 (2011).

27. V. Kumar et al., “Balanced-detection Raman-induced Kerr-effect
spectroscopy,” Phys. Rev. A 7, 053810 (2012).

28. T. Ideguchi et al., “Raman-induced Kerr-effect dual-comb spec-
troscopy,” Opt. Lett. 37(21), 4498–4500 (2012).

29. D. Raanan et al., “Vibrational spectroscopy via stimulated Raman
induced Kerr lensing,” APL Photonics 3(9), 092501 (2018).

30. D. R. Smith et al., “Phase noise limited frequency shift impulsive
Raman spectroscopy,” APL Photonics 6(2), 026107 (2021).

31. D. Raanan et al., “Sub-second hyper-spectral low-frequency vibra-
tional imaging via impulsive Raman excitation,” Opt. Lett. 44(21),
5153–5156 (2019).

32. X. Audier, N. Balla, and H. Rigneault, “Pump-probe micro-
spectroscopy by means of an ultra-fast acousto-optics delay line,”
Opt. Lett. 42(2), 294–297 (2017).

33. S. R. Domingue, D. G. Winters, and R. A. Bartels, “Time-resolved
coherent Raman spectroscopy by high-speed pump-probe delay
scanning,” Opt. Lett. 39(14), 4124–4127 (2014).

34. J. P. Ogilvie et al., “Fourier-transform coherent anti-Stokes Raman
scattering microscopy,” Opt. Lett. 31(4), 480–482 (2006).

35. M. Cui et al., “Interferometric Fourier transform coherent anti-
Stokes Raman scattering,” Opt. Express 14(18), 8448–8458
(2006).

36. K. Hashimoto et al., “Broadband coherent Raman spectroscopy
running at 24,000 spectra per second,” Sci. Rep. 6(1), 21036
(2016).

37. M. Tamamitsu et al., “Ultrafast broadband Fourier-transform
CARS spectroscopy at 50,000 spectra/s enabled by a scanning
Fourier-domain delay line,” Vib. Spectrosc. 91, 163–169 (2017).

38. T. Ideguchi et al., “Coherent Raman spectro-imaging with laser
frequency combs,” Nature 502(7471), 355–358 (2013).

39. K. J. Mohler et al., “Dual-comb coherent Raman spectroscopy
with lasers of 1-GHz pulse repetition frequency,” Opt. Lett. 42(2),
318–321 (2017).

40. I. Coddington, N. Newbury, and W. Swann, “Dual-comb spectros-
copy,” Optica 3(4), 414–426 (2016).

41. R. Kameyama et al., “Dual-comb coherent Raman spectroscopy
with near 100% duty cycle,” ACS Photonics 8(4), 975–981 (2021).

42. W. Peterson, K. Hiramatsu, and K. Goda, “Sagnac-enhanced
impulsive stimulated Raman scattering for highly sensitive low-
frequency Raman spectroscopy,” Opt. Lett. 44(21), 5282–5285
(2019).

43. J. K. Wahlstrand et al., “Impulsive stimulated Raman scattering:
comparison between phase-sensitive and spectrally filtered tech-
niques,” Opt. Lett. 30(8), 926–928 (2005).

Peterson et al.: Ultrafast impulsive Raman spectroscopy across the terahertz–fingerprint region

Advanced Photonics 016003-11 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mspro.2015.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.7b06551
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b01884
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8870
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0394-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.145
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2020.120034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2015.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie9011968
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41536-017-0014-3
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa2384
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-3861(95)91311-T
https://doi.org/10.1002/pol.1978.180160906
https://doi.org/10.1002/pol.1978.180160906
https://doi.org/10.1366/13-07329
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(95)00591-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3093(95)00591-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/masy.201000137
https://doi.org/10.1021/op400102e
https://doi.org/10.1021/op400102e
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.449708
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.449708
https://doi.org/10.1109/3.146
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr00025a006
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.5b05948
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.88092
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp807730u
https://doi.org/10.1080/01442350110092701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.36.189
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp1113834
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.053810
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.37.004498
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5029809
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0038624
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.005153
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.42.000294
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.39.004124
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.31.000480
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.14.008448
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vibspec.2016.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12607
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.42.000318
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.3.000414
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.0c01656
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.005282
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.30.000926


44. M. Lindley et al., “Highly sensitive Fourier-transform coherent
anti-Stokes Raman scattering spectroscopy via genetic algorithm
pulse shaping,” Opt. Lett. 46(17), 4320–4323 (2021).

45. F. Glerean et al., “Quantum model for impulsive stimulated
Raman scattering,” J. Phys. B At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 52(14), 145502
(2019).

46. T. Shimanouchi, Tables of Molecular Vibrational Frequencies
Consolidated, Vol. I, National Bureau of Standards (1972).

47. J. K. Wilmshurst and H. J. Bernstein, “The infrared and Raman
spectra of toluene, toluene-α-d3, m-xylene, and m-xylene-αα0-d6,”
Can. J. Chem. 35(8), 911–925 (1957).

48. G. L. Carlson, W. G. Fateley, and J. Hiraishi, “Vibrational spectra
and internal rotation in 1,1,2,2-tetra-bromoethane,” J. Mol. Struct.
6(2), 101–116 (1970).

49. Y. Jin et al., “Raman identification of multiple melting peaks of
polyethylene,” Macromolecules 50(16), 6174–6183 (2017).

50. R. Boyd, Nonlinear Optics, 3rd ed., Academic Press (2008).
51. R. A. Bartels, D. Oron, and H. Rigneault, “Low frequency coher-

ent Raman spectroscopy,” J. Phys. Photonics 3(4), 042004 (2021).

Walker Peterson is a PhD candidate in the Department of Chemistry of
the University of Tokyo. He received his BA degree in music (summa cum
laude) and chemistry (magna cum laude) from Amherst College in 2011.
He received his MS degree in physical chemistry from the University of
Tokyo in 2019. He is currently a student member of SPIE and was
a founding member and president of the UTokyo Student Chapter.

Julia Gala de Pablo is a Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
(JSPS) postdoctoral fellow in the Department of Chemistry of the
University of Tokyo. She received her BSc degree in physics and
biochemistry from the University Complutense of Madrid in 2014 and
2015, respectively. She received her PhD in physics from the University
of Leeds in 2019.

Matthew Lindley is a PhD candidate in the Department of Chemistry of
the University of Tokyo and holds a DC fellowship from the JSPS. His
work focuses on nonlinear optical flow cytometry.

Kotaro Hiramatsu is an assistant professor in the Department of
Chemistry and the Research Center for Spectral Chemistry of the Uni-
versity of Tokyo and an adjunct researcher of the Precursory Research
for Embryonic Science and Technology Program of Japan Science and
Technology Agency. He received his PhD in chemistry from the University
of Tokyo, Japan, in 2016.

Keisuke Goda is a professor in the Department of Chemistry of the
University of Tokyo, an adjunct professor in the Department of Bio-
engineering of the University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA), and
an adjunct professor at the Institute of Technological Sciences of Wuhan
University. His research group aims to develop serendipity-enabling
technologies based on laser-based molecular imaging and spectroscopy,
together with microfluidics and computational analytics, and use them
to push the frontiers of human knowledge.

Peterson et al.: Ultrafast impulsive Raman spectroscopy across the terahertz–fingerprint region

Advanced Photonics 016003-12 Jan∕Feb 2022 • Vol. 4(1)

https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.434054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6455/ab0bdc
https://doi.org/10.1139/v57-123
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-2860(70)87003-X
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.macromol.7b01055
https://doi.org/10.1088/2515-7647/ac1cd7

