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Abstract—In this paper, we present a field-trial C-band
72Gbit/s optical on-off keying (OOK) system over 18.8km
dispersion-uncompensated submarine optical cable in the South
China Sea. Chromatic dispersion (CD) of 18.8km submarine
optical cable causes four spectral nulls on the 36GHz bandwidth
of 72Gbit/s OOK signal, which is the main obstacle for achiev-
ing an acceptable bit-error-rate (BER) performance. Decision
feedback equalizer (DFE) is effective to compensate for the
spectral nulls. However, DFE has a serious defect of burst-
error propagation when the burst errors emerge due to the
unstable submarine environment. Weighted DFE (WDFE) can be
used to mitigate the burst-error propagation, but it cannot fully
compensate for the spectral nulls because only a part of feedback
symbols is directly decided. Fortunately, maximum likelihood
sequence estimation (MLSE) can be added after the WDFE to
simultaneously eliminate the resisting spectral distortions and
implement optimal detection. Compared to the joint DFE and
MLSE algorithm, the joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm can
effectively suppress the burst-error propagation to obtain a
maximum 2.9dB improvement of Q factor and eliminate the
phenomenon of BER floor. In conclusion, the joint WDFE and
MLSE algorithm can solve the burst-error propagation for the
field-trial fiber-optic communications.

Index Terms—Weighted decision-feedback equalizer, burst-
error propagation, chromatic dispersion, field-trial submarine
fiber-optic communications.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the development of archipelago, the demand of data
transmission among islands grows rapidly. Submarine fiber-
optic communications are suitable for connecting the islands
owing to its high capacity and high reliability. Intensity-
modulation and direct-detection (IM/DD) optical systems have
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advantages of low cost and simple structure [1]–[4], which can
be easily deployed to effectively connect the nearby islands of
archipelago. Compared to standard single-mode fiber (SSMF)
in Lab, the submarine optical cable has a higher transmission
loss. Therefore, IM/DD optical systems over the submarine
optical cables tend to work at C band with relative low
transmission losses. However, chromatic dispersion (CD) at
C band induces serious spectral distortions, which is the main
obstacle to high capacity-distance product for IM/DD optical
systems [5]–[7].

Dispersion-compensation module (DCM) is a common way
to accurately compensate for the CD [8]–[10]. However,
DCM should be customized depending on the length of
fiber link. Meanwhile, high-gain optical amplifier is required
to compensate for the losses of fiber link and DCM. The
complex signal modulations have been proposed to replace
one-dimensional IM schemes for eliminating CD, but which
require two electrical links including two digital-to-analog
converters (DACs), two electrical drivers and dual-drive Mach-
Zehnder modulator (DD-MZM), or in-phase/quadrature (I/Q)
MZM [11]–[13]. Recently, Tomlinson-Harashima precoding
has been proposed to resist CD-caused spectral distortions,
which requires precoding and decoding modules at both
the transmitter and receiver ends, respectively [14]–[16]. In
our previous work, we proposed adaptive channel-matched
detection (ACMD) including polynomial nonlinear equalizer
(PNLE), decision-feedback equalizer (DFE) and maximum
likelihood sequence estimation (MLSE) for 64Gbit/s on-off
keying (OOK) signal over 100km SSMF in the Lab, which
can flexibly and effectively compensate for CD-caused spectral
distortions for IM/DD optical systems [17].

In this paper, we present a field trial of C-band 72Gbit/s
optical OOK system over 18.8km dispersion-uncompensated
submarine optical cable in the South China Sea. CD of
18.8km submarine optical cable causes four nulls on the
36GHz spectrum of 72Gbit/s OOK signal. DFE can effectively
compensate for the spectral nulls due to the poles of its
frequency-domain transfer function [18]–[20]. However, the
burst-error propagation is the major drawback of DFE, which
limits its applications in practical fiber-optic communications.
For mitigating the burst-error propagation, we propose the
weighted DFE (WDFE) cooperating with MLSE. Compared
to the classical DFE, the WDFE can shorten the length of
burst errors, which is conducive to the sequence detection of
MLSE. Meanwhile, MLSE can compensate for the resisting
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Fig. 1. Theory frequency-domain response of 18.8-km dispersive channel.

spectral distortions when the WDFE cannot fully compensate
for the spectral nulls. The main contributions of this paper are
as follows:
• The joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm is proposed to

effectively eliminate the serious CD-caused spectral nulls
and suppress the burst-error propagation.

• Field-trial 72Gbit/s OOK system is demonstrated over
18.8km dispersion-uncompensated submarine optical ca-
ble in the South China Sea. Compared to the joint DFE
and MLSE algorithm, the joint WDFE and MLSE algo-
rithm can effectively suppress the burst-error propagation
to obtain maximum 2.9dB improvement of Q factor.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, the principles of the joint WDFE and MLSE
algorithm are analysed in detail. In Sections III, the field-
trial submarine fiber-optic communications are demonstrated
to verify the performance of error propagation suppression
using the joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm. Finally, the paper
is concluded in Section IV.

II. JOINT WDFE AND MLSE ALGORITHM

In this section, the principle of the joint DFE and MLSE al-
gorithm is demonstrated to compensate the CD-caused spectral
nulls. The frequency-domain response of dispersive channel
can be expressed as [21]

H(f) = cos(2π2β2Lf
2) (1)

where β2 is the group velocity dispersion and L is the fiber
length. Specially, the theory frequency-domain response of
18.8km dispersive channel is shown in Fig. 1. There are four
spectral nulls within the frequency range from 0 to 36 GHz.
Furthermore, H(f) of dispersive channel can be decomposed
into

H(f) =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
(2π2β2Lf

2)2n

(2n)!
=

∞∑
n=0

a(n)f4n. (2)

Therefore, H(f) can be expressed as summation polynomials
with the frequency-domain null points. For compensating the
CD-caused distortions, the frequency-domain transfer function
of equalizer should be reciprocal of summation polynomials.
As an auto-regressive filter, the frequency-domain transfer

Fig. 2. The block diagram of DFE and WDFE. When the tap is on the top
(bottom) of switch, DFE (WDFE) is implemented.

Fig. 3. The calculation of reliability value γ for the PAM2 constellation.

function of DFE is the reciprocal of summation polynomials
[22], which can be defined as

H(f) =
1∏∞

n=0[1− p(n)e−j2πf ]
=

1∑∞
k=0 b(k)fk

. (3)

In the ideal conditions, DFE completely compensates for
the CD-caused spectral distortions when the b in H(f) of
DFE is converged to match the a in H(f) of dispersive
channel by an adaptive algorithm. Unfortunately, DFE suffers
from burst-error propagation due to the decision-feedback
error symbols. The burst-error propagation seriously degrades
the performance of sequence detection including MLSE and
forward error correction (FEC) [23], [24], which leads to a
phenomenon of bit-error-rate (BER) floor. WDFE can mitigate
burst-error propagation by introducing reliability [25], [26].
The block diagram of WDFE is shown in Fig. 2. It works as
the classical DFE when the switch of feedback turns up and it
serves as the WDFE when the switch turns down. Therefore,
the feedback symbols of the classical DFE are the decision
outputs ŝ. The feedback signal of the WDFE is a combination
of output s and the decision output ŝ.

The major difference between the classical DFE and WDFE
is the addition of two new blocks: Reliability and Use . The
Reliability block calculates a reliability value γ of s, which is
similar with a belief or a likelihood measurement. As shown
in Fig. 3 for two-level pulse-amplitude modulation (PAM2),
when the symbol (solid circle) is between -1 and 0 or between
0 and 1, the distance between the symbol and its hard decision
is firstly calculated by

∆d = |s− ŝ|. (4)

Then the reliability value γ is calculated by

γ = 1−∆d. (5)



3

When the symbol gets to the border (i.e., 0), its reliability
value is closer to 0. When the symbol is near the constellation
point (i.e., ±1), its reliability value is around 1. Additionally,
when the symbol (hollow circle) is less than −1 or greater
than 1, the error probability is small and the symbol can be
directly decided. Therefore, the reliability value can be set to
1. Therefore, Eq. (5) can be revised as

γ =

{
1− |s− ŝ| , |s| 6 1

1, |s| > 1
. (6)

The Use block uses the reliability value γ to obtain the
feedback symbol. The feedback symbol is a combination of
the output s and the decision output ŝ, which can be defined
as

s̃ = f (γ) ŝ+ [1− f (γ)] s (7)

where f (·) is a monotonically increasing threshold function.
The simplest f (·) is the identity function. Specially, Eq. (7)
can be calculated by

s̃ = γŝ+ (1− γ) s. (8)

The WDFE can be considered as a compromise proposal
between infinite impulse response (IIR) filter and classical
DFE. When the γ is 1, WDFE can be considered as classical
DFE. When the γ is 0, WDFE can be considered as IIR. When
the γ is small, the error propagation is prevented due to the
small weight of the decision symbol. When the γ is large,
the weight of the decision symbol is increased with a high
degree of confidence. The tap coefficient vectors ω and ρ can
be updated by decision-directed least mean square algorithm,

ω = ω + µ1γex, (9)

ρ = ρ+ µ2γes̃ (10)

where µ1 and µ2 are step sizes and error e is calculated by

e = ŝ− s. (11)

In the WDFE, only a part of feedback symbols is directly
decided. Therefore, the WDFE cannot fully compensate for
the spectral nulls. The resisting spectral distortions still de-
grade the BER performance. Following the WDFE, MLSE is
employed to compensate for the resisting ISI and implement
optimal detection. In order to detect the most likely transmitted
symbols in MLSE, the minimum Euclidean distance D(s, t)
should be obtained, which can be expressed as

D(s, t) =
∑
k

[sk −
P∑
i=0

ωi · tk−i]2. (12)

where s is the output of WDFE. t is the desired transmitted
symbol. ω is the tap coefficient of ISI. P is the memory length
of MLSE.

III. FIELD-TRIAL SUBMARINE FIBER-OPTIC
COMMUNICATIONS

In this section, a field-trial submarine fiber-optic commu-
nications are demonstrated to verify the performance of the
joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm for suppressing the burst-
error propagation.

Fig. 4. (a) Experimental setups for field-trial submarine fiber-optic communi-
cations; (b) The path of commercial submarine optical cable between Guishan
island and Sanjiao mountain island in South China Sea.

A. Experimental Setups

Figure 4(a) shows the experimental setups for the field-trial
submarine fiber-optic communications. Firstly, at the trans-
mitter end, the digital PAM2 frame was generated by offline
processing. The PAM2 frame was filtered by the a root-raised-
cosine (RRC) filter with the 0.02 roll-off factor to implement
Nyquist pulse shaping. Then the digital frame was uploaded
into DAC with the sampling rate of 90GSa/s and 3dB band-
width of 16 GHz. After the resampling operation, the link rate
of the generated PAM2 signal was 72Gbit/s and the net rate
was approximately 63Gbit/s (72Gbit/s×77240/82240/(1+7%)
≈ 63Gbit/s) when the length of training symbols was set to
5000 and hard-decision FEC (HD-FEC) with 7% overhead
was used. After being amplified by an electrical amplifier (EA)
(Centellax OA4SMM4), a 40Gbps MZM @ single drive mode
(Fujitsu FTM7937EZ) was used to modulate the amplified
PAM2 signal on optical carrier at 1550.116nm for generating
optical OOK signal. 2V direct-current (DC) bias was applied
on the MZM.

Then the optical OOK signal was fed into the submarine
optical cable. The launch optical power was set to 6.25dBm.
The link loss was approximately 0.49 dB/km, which is much
larger than the 0.2dB/km loss of SSMF in Lab. Fig. 4(b)
shows the path of commercial submarine optical cable between
Guishan island and Sanjiao mountain island in South China
Sea. The total length of submarine optical cable is about
18.8km. At the receiver end, a variable optical attenuator
(VOA) was used to adjust the received optical power (ROP).
The optical OOK signal was converted into an electrical signal
by a 31GHz PIN with trans-impedance amplifier (PIN-TIA)
(Finisar MPRV1331A). The electrical signal was fed into a
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Fig. 5. Signal spectra of (a) the received 72Gbit/s OOK signal, (b) the output
of PNLE, (c) the output of classical DFE and (d) the output of WDFE.

80GSa/s real-time oscilloscope (RTO) with cutoff bandwidth
of 36GHz to implement analog-to-digital conversion. The
cutoff bandwidth of RTO limits the maximum rate of OOK
signal, which was set to 72Gbit/s. The digital OOK signal
was recovered by offline processing, including resampling,
synchronization, RRC matching filter, 3-order PNLE, WDFE,
post filter (PF), MLSE, and BER calculation.

B. Results and Discussions

Figure 5 depicts the signal spectra of (a) the received
72Gbit/s OOK signal, (b) the output of the PNLE, (c) the
output of the classical DFE and (d) the output of the WDFE.
The spectrum of the received signal indicates that the signal
has suffered from serious distortions as shown in Fig. 5(a).
After the 18.8km dispersion-uncompensated submarine optical
cable, the received signal suffers from four spectral nulls
caused by the CD, which is consistent with theoretical analysis
in Section II. Meanwhile, the high-frequency part of the
signal spectrum fades fast due to the limited bandwidth of
devices, especially the RTO. In the 3-order PNLE, linear,
square and cubic terms compensate for the high-frequency
linear distortions, the signal-signal beat interference and the
3-order nonlinear distortions, respectively [27]. The tap num-
ber of PNLE is set to (81, 71, 51). As Fig. 5(b) shows,
PNLE can compensate for the main spectral distortions except
for a part of the high-frequency distortions. The frequency-
domain transfer function of PNLE has no pole. Therefore,
PNLE cannot compensate for the CD-induced spectral nulls.
Fortunately, DFE has the frequency-domain transfer function
with poles, which can effectively eliminate the spectral nulls
and the residual high-frequency distortions. The tap numbers
of DFE and WDFE are both set to (71, 51). As Fig. 5(c)
depicts, after the classical DFE, the CD-induced spectral nulls
can be effectively compensated. However, as Fig. 5(d) shows,
WDFE only compensates for a part of the spectral nulls, which
agrees well with the theory analysis in Section II.

Fig. 6. (a) The PDF and (b) the CDF of burst consecutive errors at the ROP
of −4 dBm using WDFE and the classical DFE, respectively.

Figure 6(a) shows the probability distribution function
(PDF) of the burst consecutive errors at the ROP of −4 dBm
using WDFE or the classical DFE, respectively. The maximum
length of burst consecutive errors is 10 when the classical DFE
is used, while it can reduced to 5 by using WDFE. Fig. 6(b)
shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the burst
consecutive errors at ROP of −4 dBm using WDFE or the
classical DFE, respectively. The percentage of single-bit error
is 65.7% using DFE, while it increases to 86.9% employing
WDFE. The total percentage of the single-bit error and two
consecutive errors is 98%, which is ∼ 11% more than that
using the classical DFE. In conclusion, the WDFE has better
performance on the suppression of burst-error propagation.

Following the WDFE or classic DFE, MLSE is employed
to compensate for the resisting ISI and implement optimal
detection. By using the Viterbi searching algorithm, the MLSE
obtains the most probable data sequence. The performance of
MLSE is sensitive to the length of burst consecutive errors.
Fig. 7 (a) shows the Q factor versus the memory length of
MLSE for 72Gbit/s IM/DD optical OOK system over 18.8km
dispersion-uncompensated submarine optical cable when the
ROP is set to −4 dBm. Q factor is calculated from the BER
as described in [28]. When the MLSE does not work (i.e., the
memory length is equal to 0), the performance of the classic
DFE is better than that of WDFE. This is because the classic
DFE can compensate more spectral nulls than the WDFE.
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Fig. 7. (a) Q factor versus the memory length of MLSE for 72Gbit/s IM/DD
optical OOK system over 18.8-km dispersion-uncompensated submarine opti-
cal cable when the ROP is set to −4 dBm. (b) The PDF of burst consecutive
errors at the ROP of −4 dBm using joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm and
joint DFE and MLSE algorithm, respectively.

The Q factor increases with the increase of memory length of
MLSE. When the memory length is larger than 6, the Q factors
of two schemes are both higher than the value corresponding
to the 7% HD-FEC limit. Meanwhile, the Q factor of WDFE
becomes higher than that of the classic DFE. However, when
the memory length of MLSE increases to 14, the Q factor
increases less than 1dB for the case of classic DFE. The main
reason is that MLSE cannot deal with large burst consecutive
errors due to the serious burst-error propagation of DFE. For
the case of WDFE, the Q factor can be improved ∼ 5dB by
using MLSE with the memory length of 14, which is ∼ 2.9dB
higher than that for the case of the classic DFE.

Figure 7(b) shows the PDF of burst consecutive errors
at the ROP of −4 dBm using joint WDFE and MLSE
algorithm and joint DFE and MLSE algorithm, respectively.
After joint DFE and MLSE algorithm, the maximum length
of burst consecutive errors is 9. Therefore, the MLSE with
memory length of 14 cannot obviously eliminate the burst
consecutive errors of DFE. However, after joint WDFE and
MLSE algorithm, the maximum length of burst consecutive
errors is 2. The MLSE with memory length of 14 can greatly
reduce the burst consecutive errors of WDFE. In conclusion,
joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm has better performance on
the suppression of burst-error propagation than the joint DFE

Fig. 8. BER versus ROP for 72Gbit/s IM/DD optical OOK system over
18.8-km dispersion-uncompensated submarine optical cable.

and MLSE algorithm, achieving to a better BER performance.
Figure 8 shows BER versus ROP for 72Gbit/s IM/DD

optical OOK system over 18.8km dispersion-uncompensated
submarine optical cable. Due to the serious distortions, the
BER is near 0.5 when no equalizer is employed. After DFE or
WDFE, the BER performance can be improved. The DFE has
better performance than WDFE due to its more effective for
compensating the spectral nulls. The burst-error propagation
in both DFE and WDFE causes the BER floor. The BER
cannot achieve the 7% HD-FEC limit using only DFE or
WDFE. The MLSE following the DFE or WDFE can further
improve the BER performance. The BER is below the 7% HD-
FEC limit when the joint DFE and MLSE algorithm or the
joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm is employed. As the above
analysis shows, the MLSE cannot deal with the serious burst-
error propagation of DFE. The BER floor still exists when the
joint DFE and MLSE algorithm is employed. Owing to the
less burst-error propagation, the BER floor can be eliminated
and the BER is less than 10−4 when the joint WDFE and
MLSE algorithm is employed. For achieving the BER under
7% HD-FEC limit, the required ROP using the joint WDFE
and MLSE algorithm is 3dB lower than that using the joint
DFE and MLSE algorithm.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present a field-trial C-band 72Gbit/s
optical OOK system over 18.8km dispersion-uncompensated
submarine optical cable in the South China Sea. The DFE
is effective to compensate for the CD-caused spectral nulls.
However, DFE easily appears a phenomenon of burst-error
propagation when the burst errors emerges due to unstable sub-
marine environment. The joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm is
proposed to effectively suppress the burst-error propagation.
Compared to the joint DFE and MLSE algorithm, the joint
WDFE and MLSE algorithm can effectively suppress the
burst-error propagation to obtain maximum 2.9dB improve-
ment of Q factor and eliminate the phenomenon of BER floor.
For achieving the BER under 7% HD-FEC limit, the required
ROP using the joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm is 3dB lower
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than that using joint DFE and MLSE algorithm. In conclusion,
the joint WDFE and MLSE algorithm can solve the burst-error
propagation for the field-trial fiber-optic communications.
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