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The network of interferometric gravitational-wave observatories has successfully detected tens of astro-
physical signals since 2015. In this paper, we experimentally investigate compact sensors that have the
potential to improve the sensitivity of gravitational-wave detectors to intermediate-mass black holes. We
use only commercial components, such as sensing heads and lasers, to assemble the setup and demon-
strate its subpicometer precision. The setup consists of a pair of Michelson interferometers that use deep
frequency modulation techniques to obtain a linear, relative displacement readout over multiple interfer-
ence fringes. We implement a laser-frequency stabilization scheme to achieve a sensitivity of 0.3 pm/

√
Hz

above 0.1 Hz. The device has also the potential to improve other experiments, such as torsion balances
and commercial seismometers.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevApplied.18.034040

I. INTRODUCTION

Interferometric displacement readout has played a piv-
otal role in expanding the boundaries of precision measure-
ment. In the field of gravitational-wave (GW) astronomy,
interferometric readout had shown its utility in detect-
ing GW signals [1–3]. The cornerstone of its success,
in part, lies in two areas: (a) the exceptional sensitivity
achievable over distances significantly smaller than the
wavelength of light used and (b) versatility in design across
vastly different length scales. To the first point, contem-
porary GW detectors such as Advanced LIGO [4] and
Advanced Virgo [5] can measure some of the weakest sig-
nals in the universe in the form of GW strain. In particular,
Advanced LIGO is capable of measuring displacements as
fine as 2 × 10−20 m/

√
Hz in the most sensitive frequency

region around 100 Hz [6]. To the latter point, interferomet-
ric measurement sees widespread use in investigations of
quantum phenomena but also spans km scales in terrestrial
GW detection and million km scales in LISA—the future
space-based GW observatory [7].

We present the investigation of a compact, interfer-
ometeric sensor for the precise measurement of

*gsmetana@star.sr.bham.ac.uk

picometer-scale displacements of macroscopic objects.
Displacement sensing of gram-scale optics through to
kilogram-scale test masses is widespread in the GW com-
munity due to the strict requirements on suppression of
terrestrial displacement noise (such as seismic noise) in
ground-based GW detectors. Displacement sensing and
control has been achieved through numerous means, such
as capacitive position sensors [4], coil-readout geophones
such as the Sercel L-4C and optical shadow sensors such
as the BOSEM [8]. The displacement sensitivity of these
devices is limited across a broad band by the readout noise
of these sensors. When used in feedback control, the sensi-
tivity of these instruments imposes a fundamental floor on
the level of suppression that is achievable. For example,
Advanced LIGO is limited in its sensitivity below 30 Hz
by controls noise [6], which can be improved with more
sensitive devices. The astrophysical case for expanding
sensitivity towards lower frequency in contemporary GW
detectors is broad, ranging from improved early warning
systems [9] for multimessenger detections [10] to the rou-
tine observation of heavier astronomical objects such as
intermediate-mass black holes [11].

The future role of interferometric displacement sensors
in achieving the sensitivity improvements necessary for
observing these astrophysical phenomena has already been
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explored in detail in Ref. [12]. The 5–30-Hz frequency
band in Advanced LIGO is dominated by a range of tech-
nical noises, such as angular noise controls caused by
low-frequency (< 1 Hz) ground vibrations (see Ref. [6,12]
and references therein). Inertial sensors with an interferom-
eteric readout, such as six-dimensional (6D) seismometers
[13] and next-generation beam-rotation sensors [14,15],
have the potential to significantly reduce the test mass
motion, simplify the lock acquisition process [16], and
reduce the required bandwidth of angular control loops.
Furthermore, interferometeric sensors can efficiently damp
the suspensions without limiting the design sensitivity of
GW detectors. The sensors achieve the required improve-
ment of sensing noise by a factor of 100 compared to the
currently utilized shadow sensors [8,12].

Outside the field of GW detection, compact interferom-
etry has seen use across a wide range of applications. It
has been applied in the readout of torsion balance experi-
ments [15], which can be used in investigations into areas
of fundamental physics, such as short-range force mea-
surements or bosonic dark-matter searches [17]. Compact
interferometers have also been used as reference sensors in
the development of other displacement measuring devices
[18]. The potential for compact interferometers to serve
as absolute distance measurement devices [19] has led
to their use in alignment sensing at the Large Hadron
Collider [20].

The history of compact interferometer development
reaches back several decades and includes a broad range
of designs, topologies, and varying levels of sophistication
based on the technology available at the time. A compre-
hensive review of compact interferometry can be found
in Ref. [21] and expounds all of the different strategies
undertaken in this sphere. Compact interferometry is not
a recent concept as exemplified by the device by de la
Rue et al. [22] dating from 1972. However, the design of a
high-performance compact interferometer is nontrivial and
often falls into a particular performance niche. The design
can be tuned for high linearity, in one case 5 pm, which was
achieved by Weichert et al. [23]. Other designs are tuned
for high sensitivity within the desired frequency range,
such as the LISA Pathfinder interferometer, achieving a
sensitivity of 1 pm/

√
Hz at 10 mHz [24].

The term “compact” in reference to these devices can,
however, be rather misleading depending on the applica-
tion. Many of the existing compact interferometers still
occupy an area of hundreds of square centimeters, which
is unacceptably large for applications where space is at
a premium, such as the sensing of the Advanced LIGO
quadruple suspension [25]. Some devices conform to the
label of “compact” better than others, for example, the
design by Royer et al. [26] is confined to an area of only
8 × 5 cm. Further development has led to interferometers
designed with the direct application to seismic displace-
ment sensing in mind. An example of this, the HoQI sensor

[27], has shown substantial improvements in the sensitiv-
ity of commercial geophones by replacing the electronic
coil readout and thus eliminating the dominant source of
noise [28].

The high sensitivity is in part due to the very sharp
response of the interferometer, being able to cover the full
signal range in a mere quarter-wavelength of displacement.
A typical value of 266 nm for a simple Michelson interfer-
omter, is significantly smaller than that achievable by alter-
nate technology, such as the 0.7-mm linear range of the
BOSEM [8]. The cost of this sharp response is a significant
reduction in range, limiting the use of many interferomet-
ric devices to specialized uses over subwavelength range.
However, we can implement multiquadrature readout tech-
niques [29], coupled with a fringe-counting algorithm, to
expand the range over multiple interference fringes (read
Ref. [21] for an overview of the many multifringe read-
out techniques available). These techniques maintain the
precision of the instrument, whilst overcoming its most
significant limitation.

In this paper, we build a compact displacement sen-
sor out of commercially available products, such SmarAct
C01 sensing heads, NKT Adjustik laser, and Thorlabs fiber
beam splitters. We implement a multiquadrature readout
scheme with fringe counting in the digital domain, which
can be readily compared to the analog-domain equivalent
demonstrated by numerous other multifringe interferome-
ters. The scheme makes use of a purely digital implemen-
tation of the laser frequency modulation, subsequent signal
demodulation, filtering, and arm phase extraction. The key
strengths of this design are that the physical system is
highly compact, mechanically simple, robust, and easy to
deploy, where the necessary computational infrastructure
is already present. We use only commercial components,
with the primary component, the sensing head, occupying
an area of merely 1.3 × 0.4 cm (excluding any necessary
mounting brackets). We achieve a high level of sensitivity
due to an appropriate choice of laser and through additional
frequency stabilization. In Sec. II we briefly outline the
principles of deep frequency modulation and present the
experimental layout. Section III is devoted to the exper-
imental results of our fixed-mirror measurement with the
accompanying noise budget and the subsequent improve-
ments we achieved using a frequency-stabilizing feedback
system.

II. OPTICAL LAYOUT

The scheme for achieving our measurement is shown in
Fig. 1. A single laser is connected to two separate sensing
heads mounted on separate base plates. Each sensing head
comprises a simple Michelson interferometer with an inter-
nal, fixed-length reference arm and an open port, which
forms the external measurement arm. Each measurement
beam is then reflected from a fixed mirror mounted on the
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FIG. 1. Layout of the experiment and of the digital signal processing. A digitally sourced modulation is applied to the laser, which is
then connected to both sensing heads. The raw dc diode signal is digitized and demodulated in the digital domain at multiple harmonics.
An algorithm is applied to extract the displacement from the resulting signals.

respective base plate and aligned to maximize the fringe
contrast. The interference pattern is detected by a photo-
diode with a responsivity of 0.9 A/W. It is mounted on
the output of a fiber circulator, which connects together
the output of the laser, the sensing head and the photodi-
ode. The signal is passed through a 68 k� transimpedance
amplifier followed by a 7-kHz low-pass antialiasing fil-
ter. It is then digitized at a sampling rate of 64 kHz by
a 20-V peak-to-peak analog-to-digital converter (ADC).
The signal is downsampled to 32 kHz once digitized for
processing.

We modulate the laser frequency at ωm = 2π × 700 Hz
and amplitude of Am = 0.8 GHz with an internal piezo-
electric transducer (PZT) actuator. The power observed at
the photodetector is given by the equation [30]

P(t) = A[1 + C cos(φ(t)+ m cos(ωmt))], (1)

where A is the power amplitude, C is the fringe contrast,
m = 4πAm�L/c is the unitless modulation index, �L is
the longitudinal imbalance of the Michelson arms and c is
the speed of light. The variable arm phase, φ, is related
to the test mass x displacement and laser wavelength, λ,
via φ = 4πx/λ. The signal in Eq. (1) can be expressed in
terms of its Fourier series expansion [30]:

P(t) = P0 +
∞∑

n=1

2CAJn(m) cos(φ + nπ/2) cos(nωmt),

(2)

where Jn is the nth-order Bessel function of the first kind
and P0 = A(1 + CJ0(m) cos(φ)). The sum in Eq. (2) shows

that the input modulation at ωm manifests in the output
spectrum at ωm and all higher-order harmonics. Further-
more, displacements of the test mass become up-converted
to sidebands around each harmonic of ωm.

The measured signal passes through a transimpedance
amplifier and the raw signal is then digitized. The proce-
dure gives us access to the raw power signal (up to the
input antialiasing filter’s cutoff frequency at 7 kHz) as
given in Eq. (1). The extraction of the signal from the
modulation harmonics relies on accurate demodulation,
which in turn relies on a local oscillator that corresponds to
the modulation source with high fidelity. The key advan-
tage of the digital scheme is that the local oscillator is
simultaneously used for the signal demodulation and laser
modulation, which leads to a form of digital homodyne
readout. This compensates for timing jitter that could oth-
erwise introduce a discrepancy between the modulation
source and the local oscillator.

This signal is then demodulated at multiple harmonics
of the input modulation frequency by multiplying the raw
input signal by sin(kωmt + ψk) and cos(kωmt + ψk) for
k ∈ {1, 2, 3}. The demodulation phase, ψk, represents the
phase difference between the modulation signal at its gen-
eration and at the point of digitization together with any
time-varying fluctuations such as jitter noise. We tune ψk
to maximize the signal in the cosine quadrature and reduce
the timing fluctuations to a second-order effect. The output
is given by the equation

Sk = CAJk(m) cos(φ + kπ/2). (3)
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We take the ratio of two harmonics to construct our ellip-
tical Lissajous figure. We derive the arm phase for the first
sensing head from the ratio of the first two signals, which
is given by

S1

S2
= J1(m)

J2(m)
tan(φ). (4)

To simplify the process further, we tune the modulation
depth, Am, to achieve the ratio of the Bessel functions in
Eq. (4) equal to unity (circular Lissajous figure). This leads
to improvements in linearity of the measurement as well as
preventing the introduction of nonstationary noise. Since
we can tune Am only for one sensing head, we tune the
length between the second sensing head and the measured
mirror to achieve the ratio of the Bessel functions for the
second and third harmonics of the sensing head close to
unity. The arm phase is extracted in real time through Eq.
(4). Through digital demodulation, we obtain signals S1
and S2 in real time. We then apply the four-quadrant arc-
tangent function to this pair of values per sample on the
assumption that the Lissajous figure is circular. Fluctua-
tions and drifts in the parameters of the Lissajous figure
introduce nonlinear effects in the real-time phase readout.
We analyzed these effects by applying an ellipse fitting
algorithm in postprocessing to compare to the performance
of the real-time phase extraction scheme. This compari-
son is addressed in Sec. III D. A more complex real-time

phase extraction scheme that does not rely on fixed values
of the ellipse parameters could later be adopted if more
sensing heads need to be probed with various longitudinal
imbalances or drifts become an issue [30].

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The sensitivity analysis of our interferometric sensing
heads was performed on a fixed test mass in order to effec-
tively suppress the presence of ground motion and “zero
out” the displacement signal. The observed sensitivity to
displacement is shown in Fig. 2(b). The achieved sensi-
tivity is 3 × 10−13 m/

√
Hz at 1 Hz and is a factor of 300

better compared to the BOSEM, one of the currently used
sensors in Advanced LIGO [8]. In this section, we discuss
the noise analysis of the measured sensitivity.

A. Environmental disturbances

We mitigate the perturbation of the laser beams via air
currents, which otherwise form the dominant noise source
at frequencies below 1 Hz. We suppress these effects by
placing the components into a sealed, foam-padded box.
The box has reduced the air currents by 3 orders of mag-
nitude around 1 Hz. However, the noise is still seen below
100 mHz in Fig. 2(b). At these frequencies, our insulation
becomes less efficient due to the air-pressure fluctuations
in the laboratory. We expect that in-vacuum operation of

(a)

100 102 104
101

102

103

104

105

106

Sensing head
Laser frequency
Laser amplitude
ADC noise

(b)

10–2 10–1 100 101
10–14

10–13

10–12

10–11

10–10

10–9

10–8
Sensing head (FSS on)
Sensing head (FSS off)
Laser amplitude
ADC noise
Shot noise
BOSEM

Air currents

dc

FIG. 2. Panel (a) shows the dc sensitivity of the sensing heads without the modulation-demodulation process (calibration factor is
2.85 × 1015 Hz/m in the setup). The dc sensitivity is compared with the laser frequency noise that was independently measured by
beating two identical lasers. The two curves are consistent at low frequencies (below 1 Hz). The dashed lines represent the inferred
noise levels from the two largest noise sources near the modulation frequency: laser amplitude noise and ADC noise. The former noise
is suppressed above 7 kHz by the antialiasing filter. The laser frequency noise is below the level of 100 Hz/

√
Hz and does not limit the

spectrum around the modulation frequency. Panel (b) shows the total sensitivity of the sensing head with the heterodyne readout and
frequency noise stabilization (FSS). The FSS-on curve represents the extent of the sensitivity increase we achieve with the frequency
stabilization. The curve is limited by the residual air currents below 100 mHz. The dashed lines represent the noise limits of several
prominent, incoherent noise sources and show that our alternative noise floor is consistent with the laser amplitude noise limit at 100
mHz–10 Hz. The BOSEM sensitivity curve [8] allows for a comparison between the sensitivity of the sensing head and contemporary
sensing devices.
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the sensing heads will further suppress the noise below
100 mHz.

Seismic noise dominates the measured spectrum at
10–100 Hz because the common-mode-rejection of our
setup vanishes above 10 Hz. The sensing heads do not
share the same base plate and are physically separated by
20 cm. Above 100 Hz, our passive isolation system sup-
presses the coupling of the ground vibrations. We achieve
the isolation by positioning the sensing heads on metal
plates supported by rubber pads. The sealed box is also
supported by another set of rubber pads.

B. Laser-frequency noise

Our displacement sensitivity is strongly limited by the
laser-frequency noise below 10 Hz as shown in Fig. 2(a).
The figure also shows the readout signal calibrated to the
units of Hz/

√
Hz when no modulation is provided to the

laser and the Michelson interferometer is in the gray state:
the readout power is at half maximum. In this state, the
detector is sensitive to the displacement noise of the test
mass, laser-frequency, and intensity noise as well as the
readout electronics.

The frequency noise rises sharply towards lower fre-
quencies and causes significant drifts in the displacement
measurement over long periods of time. It is the most sig-
nificant noise source in our region of interest and poses
a significant limit to improvements beyond existing dis-
placement sensor performance. We thus devote our atten-
tion to suppressing this noise to improve the performance
of the sensor in this key region.

Typically, the laser-sensing noise in Michelson inter-
ferometers is suppressed by reducing the longitudinal
imbalance between the two arms (�L = 0 m). However,
our scheme intentionally uses the imbalance to read out
the signal at multiple harmonics of the modulation fre-
quency, ωm. Therefore, instead of reducing the imbalance,
we follow the approach from Refs. [31,32] and feed the
reference head readout channel back to the laser modu-
lation servo as shown in Fig. 1. This has the effect of
rejecting signal, common to both sensing heads, from the
second sensing head (the “measurement” head). The dis-
placement spectrum obtained in closed-loop operation is
shown in Fig. 2(b). Any true motion of the test mass that
is detected by the measurement head will be independent
of the reference-head readout and thus will not be sup-
pressed by the frequency stabilization servo. Therefore, the
noise suppression achieved in Fig. 2(b) represents a true
improvement in the signal-to-noise ratio.

C. Down-converted noises

Aside from noises that naturally sit at the frequencies
measured by the sensing head, there are noise sources,
which are shifted in frequency according to the choice
of modulation frequency. The former noise types, such as

laser-frequency noise, manifest in the same way as the dis-
placement signal, φ, in Eq. (1). Therefore, they undergo
the same shift from sidebands around dc up to sidebands
around ωm and then shift back to dc upon demodulation.
The latter types of noise, such as analog-to-digital con-
verter noise, laser-intensity noise, transimpedance ampli-
fier noise, and shot noise, couple directly into the series
terms in Eq. (2). These noises, therefore, only undergo the
down-conversion from the demodulation, which leads to
displacement noise coupling of nx(�) ∝ ni(ωm ±�) for a
source i of this type.

This distinction is a key practical consideration in our
choice of modulation frequency. The region around the
modulation frequency and its harmonics must be intrinsi-
cally lower in noise compared to the signal in the region of
interest. Otherwise, the down-converted noise will domi-
nate over the signal in the readout channel. For this very
reason, we avoid placing the modulation frequency in
the intermediate frequencies dominated by the forest of
mechanical resonances. We choose the modulation fre-
quency of 700 Hz because the laser-frequency noise and
seismic disturbances are below the broadband laser ampli-
tude noise at this frequency as shown in Fig. 2(a). In the
unconstrained mirror application, such as in the readout of
a multiple-degree-of-freedom seismometer [13], this factor
will be of particular relevance as the seismic measurement
will become dominant over other noise sources and will
itself be down-converted and potentially obscure the mea-
surement at other frequencies. We are interested in enhanc-
ing the precision towards the low-frequency limit and, for-
tunately, the ground motion inherently decreases towards
the high frequencies. Thus, if we place the modulation at an
appropriately high frequency, the down-converted ground
motion should not pose an issue.

D. Linearity

Interferometric devices have an exceedingly narrow
span of linearity in their raw readout (less than a quarter
wavelength). The long-range linearity is recovered via the
construction of a Lissajous figure using the aforementioned
dual-quadrature readout scheme. This technique relies on
the correct determination of the center position and eccen-
tricity of the Lissajous figure in the phase extraction using
the four-quadrant arctangent. If these ellipse parameters
are determined poorly, the phase signal couples nonlin-
early into the readout channel, making nonlinearities a
particular area of concern in the literature [21].

A key source of nonlinear coupling we can demonstrate
is an imbalance in the amplitude of the quadrature signals,
which produces a noncircular Lissajous figure. This can
occur through a fluctuation in the modulation depth, Am,
which disrupts the equal ratio of the Bessel functions in the
first two harmonics [J1(m) �= J2(m) in Eq. (4)]. We inves-
tigate the long-range linearity of the system by sweeping
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through the laser wavelength using the laser’s tempera-
ture control. We swept over a range of 1 nm corresponding
to 62 full rotations of the Lissajous figure. We apply two
phase extraction algorithms in postprocessing, shown in
Fig. 3(a), using a circular and elliptical fit. The former
algorithm mimics our real-time phase-extraction technique
that assumes balanced harmonics, giving a residual rms
displacement of 0.68 nm over an effective displacement
of 48 μm. The latter algorithm applies an elliptical fit
to the many-period Lissajous figure constructed from the
full sweep in order to correct for nonzero eccentricity and
offsets in the center of the Lissajous figure. Algorithms
developed in Refs. [33,34] can be readily adopted to per-
form the ellipse fitting. The residual rms in this case is
reduced to 0.25 nm.

We also approach the investigation of nonlinear cou-
pling through another method, consisting of a controlled
1-Hz excitation of the laser frequency using the laser PZT.
The amplitude of the oscillation is set at approximately half
the Lissajous period in order to maximize the nonlinear
effect (we are limited in our choice of amplitude by the
range of the PZT). The amplitude spectrum of the phase
derived from the real-time readout, shown in Fig. 3(b),
contains a forest of peaks at multiples of 1 Hz, which rep-
resent the nonlinear coupling of the pure 1-Hz input signal.
The measured curve should be treated as an upper limit to
the nonlinearity of the system, as the nonlinear response
of the PZT is dominant over the nonlinearity of the sens-
ing head readout. We define a measure of the single-period
nonlinearity as the ratio of the rms contribution from the
nonlinear frequency components to the total rms of the sig-
nal. Under this definition, the measured spectrum shows

a nonlinear measure of 1.2%. The value is similar to the
nonlinearity observed in Ref. [35] for TLB 6700 Veloc-
ity laser from Newport. The simulated curve in Fig. 3(b)
contains the estimated spectrum for an excitation with a
nonlinear RMS contribution that has been matched to the
RMS of the elliptical fit in Fig. 3(a). This model exhibits a
nonlinear measure of 0.12%.

In applications that experience larger displacements,
such as the position sensing of a suspension, the range of
the signals will span multiple interference fringes, making
the coupling of nonlinearities more prominent than in the
short displacement range of our fixed-mirror measurement.
Naturally, this makes the topic of linearity particularly
relevant.

IV. CONCLUSION

Compact, interferometric position sensors are well posi-
tioned as candidates for the next generation of displace-
ment readout in precision applications. Two such exam-
ples, the 6D seismometer [13] and the Advanced LIGO
quadruple suspensions [25], can benefit from compact
interferometers.

We present a commercially available, interferometric
displacement sensor, which makes use of the sharp sub-
fringe response of a Michelson interferometer. Using deep
frequency modulation techniques, we are able to linearize
the response over the range of a full fringe and a sim-
ple fringe-counting algorithm is implemented to extend
the range over multiple fringes. Our fixed-mirror measure-
ment showed an improved level of sensitivity over existing
shadow sensors. This, together with the sensor’s compact

(a)
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FIG. 3. Panel (a) shows the residual displacement from nonlinear coupling observed when performing a sweep over the laser
wavelength using temperature tuning. The circular fit represents a phase-extraction algorithm that assumes balanced harmonics. The
elliptical fit shows the improved linearity that we obtain through a more advanced algorithm that applies ellipse fitting to the Lissajous
figure. Panel (b) shows the phase spectrum of a 1-Hz excitation of the laser wavelength using the PZT. The measured data represents
the upper limit for the distribution of signal to higher harmonics due to nonlinear coupling. The simulated curve represents our estimate
of the spectrum that would correspond to the elliptical fit in panel (a).
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design, means it is a suitable candidate for future upgrades
and can be readily implemented with little impact on exist-
ing infrastructure. The complexity is effectively shifted
to the digital domain. This does make the sensors more
difficult to implement in situations where existing compu-
tational systems are lacking, but in the case of current GW
detectors, this will not be an issue.

We are able to overcome the most significant initial sen-
sitivity limitation, the coupling of laser-frequency noise,
through the use of one sensing head as a frequency ref-
erence. Particularly in multiple degree-of-freedom readout
situations, where all sensing heads can receive input from
the same laser source, this is a very low-impact solution to
improving upon current displacement sensing methods. In
a future upgrade, we read out the signal from the antisym-
metric port of the Michelson interferometer. The approach
will help suppress extra noise from the fiber between the
sensing head and the photodetector [36].

Finally, we discuss the occurrence of nonlinearities in
the presence of phase-extraction algorithms that apply cir-
cular and fitted, static ellipse parameters. The application
of our displacement sensor in, for example, suspended test
masses may require the routine correction of the param-
eters of the Lissajous fit. This may arise due to long-term
effects such as drifts in the modulation depth and timing jit-
ter, but also due to a transformation of the Lissajous figure
over high-rms displacements, which will vary significantly
depending on the specifics of the application.

A more detailed study on the impact of drifts in the
parameters of the elliptical fit will be left for future work.
Our simplified real-time phase extraction technique may
not be suitable for high-rms applications such as the dis-
placement sensing of a suspended mass with no seismic
preisolation. In this case, however, it is possible to employ
a more advanced, dynamic algorithm that can apply param-
eter corrections in real-time and maintain linearity more
robustly [30]. We are in the process of testing the effec-
tiveness of such an algorithm applied to the sensing heads
presented.

The impact of nonlinearities in the phase readout will
be suppressed in applications such as the Advanced LIGO
quadruple suspensions. This is due to their significantly
lower rms displacement, which is achieved by the previ-
ous stages of seismic isolation [37]. In this case, the rms
displacement should be lower than that simulated by our
frequency sweep in Sec. III D, which makes our setup suit-
able for such an application already, without significant
expansion of the phase-extraction scheme.
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