arXiv:2206.11240v1 [eess.SP] 22 Jun 2022

Time-Limited Waveforms with Minimum Time Broadening for the Nonlinear Schrödinger Channel

Youssef Jaffal, Alex Alvarado, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Simple fiber optic communication systems can be implemented using energy modulation of isolated time-limited pulses. Fundamental solitons are one possible solution for such pulses which offer a fundamental advantage: their shape is not affected by fiber disperison and nonlinearity. Furthermore, a simple energy detector can be used at the receiver to detect the transmitted information. However, systems based on energy modulation of solitons are not competitive in terms of data rates. This is partly due to the fact that the effective time duration of a soliton depends on its chosen amplitude. In this paper, we propose to replace fundamental solitons by new time-limited waveforms that can be detected using an energy detector, and that are immune to fiber distortions. Our proposed solution relies on the prolate spheroidal wave functions and a numerical optimization routine. Time-limited waveforms that undergo minimum time broadening along an optical fiber are obtained and shown to outperform fundamental solitons. In the case of binary transmission and a single span of fiber, we report rate increases of 33.8% and 12% over lossy and lossless fibers, respectively. Furthermore, we show that the transmission rate of the proposed system increases as the number of used energy levels increases, which is not the case for fundamental solitons due to their effective time-amplitude constraint. For example, rate increases of 164% and 70% over lossy and lossless fibers respectively are reported when using four energy levels.

Index Terms—Nonlinear Schrödinger equation, energy modulation, optical fibers, time broadening, solitons.

I. INTRODUCTION The propagation of signals through a single-mode optical fiber is governed by the nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation [1, Chapter 2]. Communication systems for the NLS channel can be divided into two main categories. The first one uses linear modulation techniques combined with either linear or nonlinear (e.g., digital backpropagation) receivers. Such communication systems (with linear receivers) are currently implemented in most commercial systems. The second category includes systems with nonlinear transmitters and receivers, e.g., those based on the nonlinear Fourier transform (NFT). Such systems are tailored to the NLS equation [2] and are currently still at a research stage. The simplest NFTbased transceiver uses energy modulation (EM) of isolated fundamental solitons, where the inverse NFT is not required at the receiver and a simple energy detector can be used. Such systems date in fact back to 1973, where the idea of using solitons for transmission was first proposed by Hasegawa [3].

This work has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under Grant 757791. (Corresponding author: Youssef Jaffal.)

The authors are with the Department of Electrical Engineering, Eindhoven University of Technology, 5600 MB Eindhoven, The Netherlands (e-mail: y.jaffal@tue.nl; a.alvarado@tue.nl).

The transmission rates of EM of isolated fundamental solitons are lower than the ones achieved by other sophisticated techniques (such as current coherent systems or modulation techniques that need the NFT or its inverse). Systems based on EM of isolated solitons suffer from several weaknesses. First, EM systems have limited transmission rates as they limit the number of useful signals. For example, the energy detector cannot differentiate between two different signals that have the same energy but different phases. Second, fundamental solitons are not time-limited, and hence consecutive fundamental solitons are not perfectly isolated. Generating a time-limited signal from a fundamental soliton can be done by simple truncation or by more sophisticated methods such as the soliton shortening methods recently introduced in [4]. Increasing the time window of the truncated or shortened soliton reduces the distortion and provides better isolation between the consecutive pulses along the NLS channel. Such time increase decreases the bit error rate, but it also decreases the transmission rates. Third, fundamental solitons have a high time-bandwidth product [5], which results in a low spectral efficiency. Fourth, low energy solitons need relatively high time duration since the energy and the effective duration of solitons are inversely proportional. Consequently, conventional pulse amplitude modulation (PAM) systems with more than two amplitude levels have lower performance compared to an on-off keying (OOK) system as reported in [6, Fig. 2(d)].

Fundamental solitons are not the only candidate pulses to be used in EM of isolated pulses; as the transmitted information is embedded in the energy of the transmitted pulses, preserving the shape of the transmitted pulses along the NLS channel is in fact not required. The desirable property of the used pulses is to have low time broadening: large time broadening would require a large guard time to guarantee that consecutive pulses remain isolated along the channel, which would decrease the transmission rates of the system. Compared to a fundamental soliton (that preserves its effective duration), a shorter pulse with the same energy is more desirable if the effective duration of the broadened received pulse remains lower than the effective duration of the received soliton.

In this paper we propose replacing fundamental solitons by time-limited waveforms that undergo minimum time broadening (MTB) in EM of isolated pulses. We make use of the set of prolate spheroidal wave functions (PSWFs) to search for the MTB waveforms. The PSWFs form a complete orthonormal set for time-limited functions and they were used in [7], [8], and [9] to design optimal time-limited pulses. We consider both lossless and lossy fibers and we show that the obtained MTB waveforms have lower time duration and lower timebandwidth product compared to fundamental solitons. Con-

L (Km) NLS Energy Modulator

Energy Detector TransmitterReceiver m_k m̃k −^T_2^T_2^{3T}_2 0 T T_{p3} ≤ T t p_2(t) p_3(t − T )

−^T_2^T_2^{3T}_2 0 T T_{p̃3} ≤ T t p̃_2(t) p̃_3(t − T ) (1 − ϵ)E3 Fig. 1. Energy modulation of isolated pulses, where consecutive pulses carry the information bits in their energies. T should be greater or equal to the duration of each transmitted pulse (T_{pm} ), and greater or equal to the duration that contains 100(1 − ϵ)% of the energy of each received pulse (T_{p̃m} ).

sequently, MTB waveforms outperform the truncated solitons in conventional EM of isolated pulses. More importantly, we show that MTB waveforms have the ability to increase the transmission rates and the spectral efficiency when additional low energy pulses are used, which as previously mentioned, is not the case for solitons. The main contribution of this paper is introducing MTB waveforms that improve the performance of EM of isolated pulses in fiber optic channels.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we present the considered system model. In Sec. III we present the numerical results of using fundamental solitons in EM of isolated pulses. In Sec. IV we propose the use of MTB waveforms and show their advantage over fundamental solitons. We conclude the paper in Sec. V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL: ENERGY MODULATION OF ISOLATED PULSES

We consider the EM system illustrated in Fig. 1. The transmitted messages {m_k}_{k∈Z} are chosen from the set M = {1, 2, . . . , M} where we restrict M to be a power of two. For each message m ∈ M, the energy modulator generates a corresponding pulse p_m(t) that has an energy

E_m = ( m − 1 M − 1 )_2

E_M , (1)

where E_M is the highest used energy level. Note that if the chosen pulses p_m(t) are scaled versions of the same pulse, i.e., p_m(t) =^{m−1}_{M−1} p_M (t) ∀m ∈ M, then the considered EM system is equivalent to conventional PAM with equispaced amplitudes, where the transmitted information bits are embedded in the amplitude of the same pulse.

We consider the use of strictly time-limited pulses. We define the duration T_{pm} of p_m(t) by the minimum time window that satisfies

p_m(t) = 0 if t /∈ [ − T_{pm} 2 , T_{pm} 2 ] . (2)

Note that T_{p1} = 0 since p_1(t) is the zero-energy signal (see (1)). The energy modulator transmits the signal q(t, 0) = ∑ k∈Z p_{mk} (t − kT ), (3) where T is the modulation interval. To guarantee strict isolation between the consecutive transmitted pulses, we restrict T to be greater or equal to the duration of the pulses, i.e., T ≥ T_{pm} for m ∈ {2, 3, . . . , M}. (4) Because of the time limitation in (2), {p_m(t)}^M_{m=2} cannot be strictly band-limited. We define their effective bandwidth by the values of W_{pm} that satisfy ∫_{Wpm} −W_{pm} |P_m(f)|^2 df = (1 − ϵ)E_m for m ∈ {2, 3, . . . , M}, (5) where P_m(f) = ∫_∞ −∞ p_m(t)e^{−j2πf t}dt is the Fourier transform of p_m(t), and ϵE_m is the corresponding out-of-band energy where 0 < ϵ < 1. Note that W_{p1} = 0 since p_1(t) is the zero signal. We consider a maximum allowable bandwidth W_{max} where the bandwidths of the transmitted pulses should satisfy W_{pm} ≤ W_{max} for m ∈ {2, 3, . . . , M}. (6) The considered channel is a single-mode optical fiber of length L, where the evolution of the propagated signal q(t, z) is governed by the NLS equation [1, eq. (2.3.46)] ∂q(t, z) ∂z = − α 2 q(t, z) − iβ_2 2 ∂^2q(t, z) ∂^2t + iγ|q(t, z)|^2q(t, z), (7) where t represents retarded time, z is the propagation distance, α represents the fiber losses, β_2 is the group-velocity dispersion parameter, and γ is the nonlinear parameter. The NLS equation is used to describe two main models for fiber optical channels. The first model is when using ideal distributed amplification where we assume that the fiber losses are ideally compensated, hence α = 0. We refer to this model as “lossless fiber”. The second one is the “lossy fiber” model where an erbium-doped fiber amplifier (EDFA) is used at the end of the optical fiber, so α is non zero along the fiber. Both amplification schemes add noise to the system, but in this work we ignore the noise and we focus on the deterministic pulse propagation in optical fibers.

The receiver can obtain the squared magnitude of the propagated signal |q(t, L)|^2 using a photodiode detector for example. Let {p̃_m(t)}_{m∈M} (8) to be the magnitude of the propagated {p_m(t)}_{m∈M}, i.e., ∀m ∈ M p̃_m(t) = |q(t, L)| if q(t, 0) = p_m(t). We assume that the energy of a received pulse is equal to the energy of the corresponding transmitted one, which can be achieved by using amplifiers. Hence, E_m is the energy of p̃_m(t) ∀m ∈ M. The time support of the propagated pulses may change along the NLS channel, and we refer to this effect as “time broadening”. Note that p̃_1(t) is the zero signal and has zero duration and zero bandwidth. We define the effective duration of p̃_m(t) with m ∈ {2, 3, . . . , M} by the time window T_{p̃m} that satisfies ∫_{Tp̃m /2} −T_{p̃m} /2 |p̃_m(t)|^2 dt = (1 − ϵ)E_m. (9)

To control the interaction between consecutive received pulses, we impose the following constraint on the modulation interval: T ≥ T_{p̃m} for m ∈ {2, 3, . . . , M}. (10) Decreasing ϵ improves the isolation between propagated consecutive pulses, hence, consecutive pulses are said to be isolated at level 1 − ϵ at the receiver. Note that the isolation should be also maintained along the channel and not only at the receiver. If the effective duration of the propagated pulses along the channel does not exceed the effective duration at the receiver, then the constraint in (10) is sufficient. Otherwise, as in the case of multi-solitons [5], the constraint in (10) should be extended to take into account the effective duration along the channel.

By choosing a sufficiently small value for ϵ in (9), the interaction between the possibly broadened consecutive pulses can be kept negligible when transmitting the signal in (3) through (7). Then, the received signal |q(t, L)| is well approximated by |q(t, L)| ≈ ∑ k∈Z p̃_{mk} (t − kT ). (11) In this case, the energy detector can generate the estimate {m̃_k} of {m_k} by computing the energy over the time window [kT − T/2, kT + T/2]. The transmission rate of this system is R = log_2 M T bit/s. (12)

We consider the use of the modulation interval

T = max {T_{p2} , T_{p̃2} , T_{p3} , T_{p̃3} , . . . , T_{pM} , T_{p̃M} } . (13)

To satisfy the constraints in (4) and (10), the modulation interval should be greater or equal to the right hand side of (13). Hence, the considered modulation interval in (13) is the one that maximizes (12) while satisfying (4) and (10). We use the bandwidth definition in (5) for the pulses p_m(t) and p̃_m(t), and we define the spectral efficiency by

SE ≜ R W = log_2 M W T bit/s/Hz, (14)

where

W = max {W_{p2} , W_{p̃2} , W_{p3} , W_{p̃3} , . . . , W_{pM} , W_{p̃M} } . (15)

If the effective bandwidths along the channel do not exceed the ones at the transmitter and the receiver, then (14) and (15) are valid definitions. Otherwise, the effective bandwidth along the channel should be also considered as done in [5] for multisolitons. We define the time-bandwidth product by c ≜ W T, (16) which is inversely proportional to the spectral efficiency: the lower the c, the higher the spectral efficiency.

In the following section we consider the truncated solitons as a baseline for our system model, and in Sec. IV we propose the MTB waveforms and present their numerical results. In what follows we use the following simulation parameters: L = 80 Km, ϵ = 10^{−4}, W_{max} = 50 GHz, β_2 = −21.7 ps^2/Km, γ = 1.2 W^{−1}Km^{−1}, α = 0 dB/Km for the lossless fiber, and α = 0.2 dB/Km for the lossy fiber.

III. ENERGY MODULATION OF TRUNCATED SOLITONS In this section, we first present the definition and some properties of fundamental solitons, then we present their use in our system model. In this paper, we use the following equation for fundamental solitons [1, Sec. 5.2.2]:

s(t) = A sech ( A √ γ |β_2| t ) , (17)

which is a solution for (7) when α = 0, i.e., if q(t, 0) = s(t) is used in (7), then s̃(t) = |q(t, z)| = s(t) ∀z ∈ R. The energy of s(t) is

E_s = 2A √ |β_2| γ , (18)

and its effective duration is given by

T_s = √ |β_2| A √ γ ln 2 − ϵ ϵ , (19)

which is obtained by solving (9) for p̃_m(t) = s(t) (similarly to (9) in [6] which was derived in the case of normalized NLS equation).

The Fourier transform of s(t) is [10, Appendix F] S(f) = π √ |β_2| γ sech ( π^2 A √ |β_2| γ f ) . Its effective bandwidth is obtained by solving (5) for P_m(f) = S(f) and it is given by

W_s = A √ γ π^2 √ |β_2| ln 2 − ϵ ϵ . (20)

By (19) and (20), the time-bandwidth product of fundamental solitons is given by

c_s = T_sW_s = 1 π^2 ln^2 2 − ϵ ϵ . (21)

By (18) and (20), the energy of the soliton is directly proportional to its effective bandwidth. Hence using a maximum constraint on the used bandwidth W_{max} = 50 GHz yields a maximum possible energy for fundamental solitons of approximately 1.8 pJ (for the considered values of ϵ, β_2, and

PREPRINT, June 22, 2022 4

00.20.40.60.811.21.41.61.8 10^2 10^3 10^4

4-EM

OOK, Lossless OOK, Lossy Broadening

No broadening

E (pJ)

Duration (ps)

Ts Ts̃, Lossless fiber Ts̃, Lossy fiber

Fig. 2. Duration of transmitted (T_s) and received (T_{s̃}) truncated solitons for L = 80 Km and ϵ = 10^{−4}.

γ). We consider truncated solitons as a baseline of our system, where a soliton is truncated to its effective duration T_s (see (19)). Given an energy level E, we generate the soliton over its effective duration using (17), (18), and (19). We obtain the received truncated soliton using the split-step Fourier method (SSFM) [1, Sec. 2.4.1], and we estimate numerically its effective duration T_{s̃}. In Fig. 2 we show the transmitted duration (solid) and the estimated received duration (dashed) for both lossless and lossy fibers as a function of the energy E. Note that T_s and E are inversely proportional (by (18) and (19)), where the minimum T_s is obtained at the maximum energy E = 1.8 pJ, and where T_s → ∞ as E → 0. For energies that are lower than 0.9 pJ, T_{s̃} is almost the same for lossy and lossless fibers (no broadening). T_{s̃} is slightly lower than T_s, then max{T_s, T_{s̃}} = T_s. For energies higher than 0.9 pJ, T_{s̃} is larger than T_s, and hence max{T_s, T_{s̃}} = T_{s̃} for both lossy and lossless fibers. We verified that the effective duration of the truncated solitons along the fibers does not exceed their effective duration at the receiver, hence the constraint in (10) is sufficient to guarantee isolation along both the channel and the receiver.

The transmission rate R in (12) of EM of truncated solitons can be computed based on the results of Fig. 2. The transmission rate of an OOK system is maximized when the pulse with minimum T = max{T_s, T_{s̃}} is used. As shown in Fig. 2, the minimum T for OOK is 338 ps for lossy fibers (at E = 1.2 pJ), and 239 ps for lossless fibers (at E = 1.8 pJ). We compute the corresponding transmission rates and we include them in the first column of Table I. Note that using the truncated soliton with E = 1.8 pJ over lossy fiber decreases the transmission rate by 12.5% compared to using the one with E = 1.2 pJ, since T_{s̃} = 386 ps at E = 1.8 pJ.

Consider now the case with M = 4 energies. The energy levels that satisfy (1) and yield the minimum possible T (defined in (13)) are {0, 0.2, 0.8, 1.8} pJ for both lossy and lossless fibers (as shown in Fig. 2). In Fig. 3 we show the truncated solitons for the different energy levels, where the duration of a soliton increases as the energy decreases. The modulation interval in this case is T = 1789 ps which is

−900−600−3000300600900 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1}

T = 1789 ps t (ps)

E4 = 1.8 pJ E3 = 0.8 pJ E2 = 0.2 pJ

Fig. 3. Used pulses in 4-EM of truncated solitons (E_1 = 0 pJ not shown).

the same for lossy and lossless fibers. The corresponding transmission rates are computed and included in the first column of Table I. Note that the transmission rates for 4- EM is lower than the ones achieved by OOK (similarly to the results in [6, Fig. 2(d)]). In the following theorem we derive an upper bound for the transmission rate, which decays to zero as M → ∞. Theorem 1. Given a maximum allowable bandwidth W_{max}, the transmission rate of M-EM of isolated solitons is upperbounded by R ≤ π^2W_{max} log_2 M (M − 1)^2 ln^{2 2−ϵ}_ϵ bit/s.

Proof. In the considered system model, T_{p2} and T_{pM} are the effective duration of the solitons with energies E_2 and E_M , respectively. E_2 =^{EM}_{(M−1)2} by (1), and since the effective duration and the energy of solitons are inversely proportional (by (18) and (19)), T_{p2} = (M − 1)^2T_{pM} . By (21),

T_{p2} = (M − 1)^2T_{pM} ≥

(M − 1)^2 ln^{2 2−ϵ}_ϵ π^2W_{max} . (22)

By (4), T ≥ T_{p2} ≥ (M − 1)^2 ln^{2 2−ϵ}_ϵ π^2W_{max} . Finally, using (12) and the obtained lower bound on T concludes the proof.

Based on (13) and Fig. 2, T = T_{p2} for M ≥ 4 since E_2 falls in the region with no broadening. Using E_M = 1.8 pJ (i.e. p_M (t) is the truncated soliton with bandwidth W_{max}) maximizes the transmission rate for M ≥ 4 where the resulting T = T_{p2} is equal to the right hand side of (22). Hence, the transmission rates achieve the upper bound of Theorem 1 with equality R = 5^{log2 M}_{(M−1)2} Gbit/s for M ≥ 4 (for the considered simulation parameters). The main weakness of solitons shows up here: OOK outperforms M-EM systems with M ≥ 4 and the rates decrease if M increases. It is possible to look for the optimal energy levels (instead of the ones in (1)) to improve the rates as done in [6], where the optimal achievable rate depends on the noise model. In this paper we do not search for the optimal energy levels since we consider noiseless fibers and because our main goal is to introduce the MTB waveforms.

TABLE I TRANSMISSION RATES (GBIT/S) FOR FIBER LENGTH L = 80KM AND AT

AN ISOLATION LEVEL (1 − 10−4 ). WE SHOW THE PERCENTAGE INCREASE WITH RESPECT TO OOK OF TRUNCATED SOLITONS.

Truncated solitons MTB pulses OOK, lossless fibers 4.18 4.68 (12% increase) OOK, lossy fibers 2.96 3.96 (33.8% increase) 4-EM, lossless fibers 1.12 7.12 (70% increase) 4-EM, lossy fibers 1.12 7.09 (164% increase) M-EM, M ≥ 4 Lossless & lossy fibers 5

log2 M (M−1)2 ≈ 3.5 log2 M

TABLE II SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY (BIT/S/HZ) FOR FIBER LENGTH L = 80 KM AND

AT AN ISOLATION LEVEL (1 − 10−4).

Truncated solitons MTB pulses OOK, lossless fibers 0.084 0.094 OOK, lossy fibers 0.089 0.111 4-EM, Lossless & lossy fibers 0.022 0.14 M-EM, M ≥ 4 Lossless & lossy fibers 0.1

log2 M (M−1)2 ≈ 0.07 log2 M

For sample values of the energy level E, we compute the time-bandwidth product of truncated solitons (based on (13), (15), and (16)) as c = max{T_s, T_{s̃}} · max{W_s, W_{s̃}}. The obtained numerical results are shown in Fig. 4. Note that for E ≤ 0.9 pJ, the time-bandwidth product for truncated solitons is almost equal to the one of nontruncated solitons (c_s = 9.94 computed using (21)), since the truncated solitons do not broaden for this range of E (as shown in Fig. 2). Using the results of Fig. 4, we compute the SE in (14) for OOK (shown in Fig. 2). The obtained SEs are shown in Table II. Note that the spectral efficiency increases as ϵ increases, where 0.33 bit/s/Hz was reported in [2] for OOK of solitons when using ϵ = 10^{−2}. The used ϵ = 10^{−4} here is considered “practically reasonable” in [5], where the approximated timebandwidth product of fundamental solitons in [5] is similar to the one obtained here by (21) and yields a similar spectral efficiency around 0.1 bit/s/Hz for OOK of solitons.

For M-EM of isolated pulses, the time-bandwidth product depends on T and W that are defined in (13) and (15). For the 4-EM of solitons shown in Fig. 2, W = 50 GHz which occurs at E = 1.8 pJ, and T = 1789 ps which is the duration of the soliton at 0.2 pJ, then the resulting timebandwidth product is ≈ 89.5 and the corresponding spectral efficiency is log_2(4)/89.5 ≈ 0.022 bit/s/Hz. The spectral efficiency for M ≥ 4 can be obtained form Table I by dividing the transmission rate by 50 GHz (the bandwidth at 1.8 pJ). Similarly to the transmission rates of truncated solitons, the spectral efficiency decreases when M increases.

IV. ENERGY MODULATION OF WAVEFORMS WITH MINIMUM TIME BROADENING We consider maximizing the transmission rate in (12) by finding the optimal pulses {p_m(t)}_{m∈M} that allows to use the minimum possible T (defined in (13)). Minimizing the

00.30.60.91.21.51.8 81012 141618 20 Solitons MTB Es (pJ)

Time-Bandwidth product

Solitons (cs = 9.94) Truncated Solitons, Lossless Truncated Solitons, Lossy MTB, Dispersion-only MTB, Lossless MTB, Lossy

Fig. 4. Time-bandwidth product of MTB pulses and solitons for L = 80 Km and ϵ = 10^{−4}.

right hand side of (13) can be done by independently finding the optimal pulses that minimize the maximum of each pair {T_{pm} , T_{p̃m} }^M_{m=2}. We consider the general problem of finding the optimal pulse p(t) that has an energy E and achieves the minimum possible value of max{T_p, T_{p̃}}. To solve this problem, we first consider the problem of finding the pulse p(t) that achieves the minimum T_{p̃} for a given value of T_p:

p^∗(t) = argmin_{p(t)} T_{p̃}

subject to p(t) = 0 for t /∈ [−T_p/2, T_p/2] ∫_{Tp/2} −T_p/2 |p(t)|^2dt = E ∫_{Wmax} −W_{max} |P (f)|^2 df ≥ (1 − ϵ)E

, (23)

where the third constraint is used to satisfy (6). To find the optimal solution of (23), we use a numerical method that is similar to the one proposed in [9]; we write p(t) as a linear combination of normalized truncated PSWFs (see (9) in [9] and the appendix therein) and we find the optimal combinations of normalized truncated PSWFs that minimize the objective function in (23). We use the software in [11] to generate the PSWFs, and we use the MATLAB function ‘fmincon’ to find the optimal solution of (23).

For chosen sample values of T_p, we search for the corresponding optimal pulses p^∗(t) that yield T_{p̃}∗ at the receiver. Using higher values of T_p implies a more relaxed constraint on the time-limitation of p(t), and hence, the corresponding T_{p̃}∗ does not increase as we increase T_p. Therefore the minimum value of max{T_p, T_{p̃}} is achieved when T_{p̃}∗ = T_p. We refer to the corresponding optimal pulse as the MTB pulse since it achieves the minimum time broadening.

In the following, we present the numerical results for three models of the channel: dispersion-only channel, lossless channel, and lossy channel. Although the lossless and lossy channels are more practically relevant, we present the results for the dispersion-only channel too since it approximates well the fiber model in the low power regime.

200240280320360400 280 320 Minimum of max{Tp, Tp̃∗ } max{Tp, Tp̃∗ } = Tp̃∗ max{Tp, Tp̃∗ } = Tp Tp (ps)

Tp̃ (ps)

Tp̃∗ Tp̃ = Tp

Fig. 5. Obtained T_{p̃}∗ for sample values of T_p, dispersion-only channel for E = 1 pJ, L = 80 Km, and ϵ = 10^{−4}.

A. Dispersion-only channel

We consider the following values of the parameters in (7): β_2 = −21.7 ps^2/Km, γ = 0 W^{−1}Km^{−1}, and α = 0 dB/Km. As the dispersion-only channel is linear, the time broadening of a pulse is not affected by its energy. Consequently, the solutions of (23) for different E are scaled versions of each other and they yield the same T_{p̃}∗ . In this section we present the results of (23) for E = 1 pJ.

We found the optimal solution p^∗(t) of (23) for T_p ∈ {200, 240, 280, 320, 360, 400} ps and in Fig. 5 we show the obtained T_{p̃}∗ . The straight line in Fig. 5 creates two regions, in the left one max{T_p, T_{p̃}∗ } = T_{p̃}∗ and in the right one max{T_p, T_{p̃}∗ } = T_p. At the intersection, the minimum value of max{T_p, T_{p̃}∗ } is achieved where T_{p̃}∗ = T_p, hence the modulation interval (defined in (13)) is T ≈ 285.5 ps and the transmission rate R in (12) is 3.5 log_2 M Gbit/s. In Fig. 6 we show the propagation of the obtained pulse p^∗(t) that achieves the minimum time broadening for T_p = 285.5 ps. We refer to this pulse as the MTB pulse. Using the bandwidth definition in (5), we found that the effective bandwidth of p^∗(t) is equal to 29.3 GHz, which is also equal to the effective bandwidth of p̃^∗(t) since the dispersion-only channel models an all-pass filter. Then the spectral efficiency defined in (14) is equal to 0.12 log_2 M bit/s/Hz for the dispersion only channel.

The obtained transmission rate depends mainly on the length of the fiber and the chosen isolation level. Therefore, higher transmission rates can be obtained for lower distances or for a lower level of isolation (i.e., higher ϵ). For example, the MTB pulse for L = 40 Km is found to have T_p∗ = T_{p̃}∗ = 202 ps which yields a transmission rate of 5 log_2 M Gbit/s, i.e., an increase of 66.7%. However the improvement in the spectral efficiency is lower (an increase of 2.8%) since the effective bandwidth of the MTB pulse is 40.3 GHz (compared to 29.3 GHz for L = 80 Km).

Since the dispersion-only channel is a linear channel, the received signal is |q(t, L)| = ∑ k∈Zp̃_{mk} (t − kT ) when q(t, 0) = ∑ k∈Zp_{mk} (t − kT ) is transmitted even if the consecutive pulses are not isolated, i.e., if T does not satisfy (4) and (10). In this case, decreasing T requires an equalizer at the receiver to suppress the resulting intersymbol interference. The complexity of the equalizer depends on the number of interfering symbols. For example, the complexity of the

−200−1000100200 040800 0.1

285.5 ps

Time (ps)

Distance (km)

Fig. 6. Propagation of the MTB pulse, dispersion-only channel for E = 1 pJ and L = 80 Km.

Viterbi equalizer increases exponentially with the number of interfering symbols [9]. In this context, the MTB pulses are desirable as they result in a low number of interfering symbols.

B. Lossless and Lossy Channels

In this section we use the simulation parameters that we used in Sec. III (L = 80 Km, ϵ = 10^{−4}, W_{max} = 50 GHz, β_2 = −21.7 ps^2/Km, γ = 1.2 W^{−1}Km^{−1}, α = 0 dB/Km for the lossless fiber, and α = 0.2 dB/Km for the lossy fiber). We obtained the MTB pulses for sample values of the energy level E that are allowed by solitons, i.e., for E ≤ 1.8 pJ (for the considered simulation parameters). For a given energy level E, we numerically solve (23) for sample values of T_p and we find the MTB pulse that minimizes max{T_p, T_{p̃}} (as done in Sec. IV-A and Fig. 5). We show the obtained duration of MTB pulses in Fig. 7, where the results for the dispersiononly channel do not change with E since the dispersion-only channel is linear. The results for lossless and lossy fibers converge to the one of the dispersion-only fibers as E → 0. This is expected since the Kerr effect has lower impact in lower power regimes, where the NLS equation can be approximated by neglecting the nonlinear term (i.e., using γ = 0). For the lossless fibers, the duration of the MTB pulses decreases as E increases, where the minimum duration is 213.9 ps (achieved at E = 1.8 pJ). For lossy fibers, the duration of the MTB pulses increases as E increases for E ≤ 1.5 pJ, reaches a minimum of 252.7 ps at E = 1.5 pJ, and then increases as E increases beyond 1.5 pJ.

The transmission rates for OOK are computed based on the minimum duration (as we did for truncated solitons in Sec. III), and we include the corresponding transmission rates in the second column of Table I. The obtained results show improvements (compared to truncated solitons) of 33.8% and 12% for OOK over lossy and lossless fibers respectively. For 4-EM, we show in Fig. 7 the energy levels that maximize the transmission rates given by (12) while satisfying (1) and (13), where the values of T are 282 ps and 281 ps for lossy and lossless fibers respectively. The transmission rates are then computed and shown in Table I. Note that we compute the percentage increase with respect to OOK of truncated solitons since OOK is the best option when using truncated solitons. We also derive an approximation for the transmission

PREPRINT, June 22, 2022 7

00.20.40.60.811.21.41.61.8 200240 2804-EM, Lossy

4-EM, Lossless

OOK, Lossless OOK, Lossy

E (pJ)

Minimum of max{Tp, Tp̃∗ } (ps)

Dispersion-only Lossless fiber Lossy fiber

Fig. 7. Achieved duration of MTB pulses for L = 80 Km and ϵ = 10^{−4}.

rates of M-EM of MTB pulses for M ≥ 4; The modulation interval T can be approximated by the duration of the MTB pulse of the dispersion-only fiber T ≈ 285.5 ps, and hence the transmission rates are approximated by 3.5 log_2 M Gbit/s. Therefore, increasing M increases the transmission rates of EM of isolated MTB pulses, which is the main advantage of MTB pulses over the truncated solitons. Comparing Fig. 2 and Fig. 7, we notice that the obtained MTB pulses achieve lower values of the minimum of max{T_p, T_{p̃}} compared to truncated solitons, and hence they outperform truncated solitons in the considered EM system. In Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 we show the transmitted and received MTB pulses in the 4-EM system over lossless fiber, which shows that it is possible to use low energy pulses at the cost of a slight increase in T .

We compute the time-bandwidth product of the MTB pulses using c = max{T_p∗ , T_{p̃}∗ } · max{W_p∗ , W_{p̃}∗ }, and we include them in Fig. 4. The obtained results show that the MTB pulses have lower time-bandwidth product compared to truncated solitons. Similarly to Sec. III, we compute the spectral efficiency of OOK and 4-EM of MTB pulses and we include them in Table II. The approximation of the spectral efficiency for M ≥ 4 is obtained by dividing the approximation of the transmission rates (in Table I) by the maximum allowable bandwidth (50 GHz). As shown in Tables I and II, the proposed MTB waveforms outperform the truncated solitons in EM of isolated pulses in terms of transmission rate and spectral efficiency. Moreover, the transmission rate and spectral efficiency of MTB pulses increase as M increases, which is not the case for fundamental solitons.

V. CONCLUSIONS We introduced waveforms that undergo the minimum time broadening along optical fibers. These waveforms maximize the transmission rates of communication systems that use energy modulation of isolated pulses, and they open the door to finding the maximum achievable rate of such systems. We regard the problem of finding the maximum information theoretic rates as a future research, since solving it requires finding the optimal energy levels and their probabilities based on a given noise model. Another future research is to study

−150−100−50050100150 0.10.2T = 281 ps t (ps)

E4 = 1.8 pJ E3 = 0.8 pJ E2 = 0.2 pJ

Fig. 8. Transmitted 4-EM MTB pulses over 80 Km lossless fiber.

−150−100−50050100150 0.10.2 t (ps)

E4 = 1.8 pJ E3 = 0.8 pJ E2 = 0.2 pJ

Fig. 9. Magnitude of received 4-EM MTB pulses over 80 Km lossless fiber.

the use of these waveforms in intensity modulation direct detection over dispersion-only channels: pulses with minimum time broadening do not require dispersion compensation and they generate a low number of interfering symbols. We therefore believe that these waveforms could play an important role in complexity-constrained systems. Lastly, the effects of amplifier noise on the designed system are also to be explored.

REFERENCES

[1] G. P. Agrawal, Nonlinear Fiber Optics. Academic Press, 6th ed., 2019. [2] M. I. Yousefi and F. R. Kschischang, “Information Transmission Using the Nonlinear Fourier Transform, Part III: Spectrum Modulation,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 7, pp. 4346–4369, Apr. 2014.

[3] A. Hasegawa and F. Tappert, “Transmission of stationary nonlinear optical pulses in dispersive dielectric fibers. I. Anomalous dispersion,” Applied Physics Letters, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 142–144, Oct. 1973.

[4] S. Wahls, “Shortening solitons for fiber-optic transmission,” in 2021 17th International Symposium on Wireless Communication Systems (ISWCS), Berlin , Germany, Jul. 2021.

[5] A. Span, V. Aref, H. Bülow, and S. ten Brink, “Time-Bandwidth Product Perspective for Nonlinear Fourier Transform-Based Multi-Eigenvalue Soliton Transmission,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 67, no. 8, pp. 5544–5557, Apr. 2019.

[6] Y. Chen, I. Tavakkolnia, A. Alvarado, and M. Safari, “On the Capacity of Amplitude Modulated Soliton Communication over Long Haul Fibers,” Entropy, vol. 22, Aug. 2020.

[7] P. Halpern, “Optimum finite duration Nyquist signals,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 27, no. 6, pp. 884–888, Jun. 1979.

[8] Y. Jaffal and I. Abou-Faycal, “Achievable rates using PAM time-limited pulses over band-limited channels: From Nyquist to FTN,” in 2019 IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC), Marrakesh, Morocco, Apr. 2019.

[9] Y. Jaffal and A. Alvarado, “Pulses with Minimum Residual Intersymbol Interference for Faster than Nyquist Signaling,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.07156, Mar. 2022.

[10] G. Lamb Jr, Introductory Applications of Partial Differential Equations:

With Emphasis on Wave Propagation and Diffusion. John Wiley & Sons, 1995.

[11] R. Adelman, N. A. Gumerov, and R. Duraiswami, “Software for Computing the Spheroidal Wave Functions Using Arbitrary Precision Arithmetic,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1408.0074, Aug. 2014.