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Abstract—Molecular communication (MC) has promising po-
tential and a wide range of applications. However, odor-based
communication which is common in nature, has not been suffi-
ciently examined within the context of MC, yet. In this paper,
we introduce a novel approach for implementing odor-based
MC systems. We propose a new modulation scheme called Odor
Perceptual Shift Keying (OPSK), which encodes information by
shifting the perceptual values of odor molecules in pleasantness,
intensity and edibility dimensions. We construct a system which
transmits OPSK modulated signals between a transmitter and
receiver. We conduct analyses on the system parameters to
simulate performance metrics such as symbol error rate (SER)
and symbol rate (SR). Our analyses indicate that OPSK has
a potential for realizing odor-based MC systems. We find that
under certain conditions, reliable odor-based MC systems can
be implemented using OPSK across a variety of distance ranges
from millimeters up to kilometers. Additionally, we introduce
adaptive symbol transmission to our system for input symbol
sequences featuring symbols that occur with unequal probabili-
ties. We further demonstrate that the proposed algorithm at the
transmitter side can achieve extended operation times.

Index Terms—Odor Perceptual Shift Keying (OPSK), Olfac-
tory Communication, Molecular Communication, Modulation
Scheme, Odor, Perceptual, Pleasantness, Intensity, Edibility

I. INTRODUCTION

MOLECULAR communication (MC) is the transmission
of information using particles such as molecules or

lipid vesicles [1]. These particles are released into a gaseous
or an aqueous medium from transmitter. Propagating particles
in the medium reach to the receiver of the system. Arriving
particles are detected and decoded to extract the information.
Current studies in the field of communication focuses on
creating MC systems [1]–[3].

In nature, there are variety of MC types. Pheromones are
employed for long-range communication, whereas chemical
signals are used for intracellular and intercellular commu-
nication at micro and nanoscales [1]. Utilizing pheromones,
or odor molecules, for conveying message is called odor-
based communication. We observe this MC type in nature for
several species from insects to plants [4]–[6]. Mammals using
pheromones as information particles is a good example of this
phenomenon [1], [7], [8]. Investigating the details of olfactory
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communication examples in nature can enable us to develop
odor-based communication systems. Studies in this area can be
beneficial for biomedical applications, industrial and consumer
goods applications, environmental applications, telecommuni-
cations, information and communications technology (ICT),
and future internet [7]. To the best of our knowledge, the
existing literature regarding modulation methods in odor-
based communication is limited to keying information into
concentration levels of odor molecules [9]. However, to be
able to increase the extent of odor communication for diverse
applications, new modulation techniques need to be proposed.

In MC, the five primary types of modulation are
concentration-based, type-based, timing-based, spatial, and
higher-order modulation techniques [3]. Concentration-based
methods encode information to the concentration of molecules
to convey message. However, these methods may be suscepti-
ble to inter-symbol-interference (ISI) because of the redundant
molecules from previous transmissions [10]. Keying type of
messenger molecules is the idea behind type-based modulation
methods. These methods might be more challenging to execute
and demands a more complex system design [10]. Information
can be expressed by the spatial location of release, particularly
for multi-antenna systems in spatial-based modulations [3].
Timing-based modulations use various time-related features
of the carried signal to encode information [3]. Lastly, hybrid
techniques use more than one of the four characteristics of the
transmitted signal to convey the message.

Several studies have looked into proposing new methods
to tackle issues like ISI and system complexity [11]–[17].
Given the significant differences between MC and traditional
communication, realisability and biocompatibility of MC sys-
tems are also important considerations [2], [18]. Thus, having
alternative options might be beneficial for using MC in a
variety of applications. Just like in many situations, nature
provides a great source of inspiration. Hereby, understanding
the characteristics of odors is critical to come up with new
ideas for modulation techniques.

Studies in olfaction began as early as the 16th century. In
one of the first classification schemes, 7 descriptors were used
to classify odors [19]. While similar schemes continued to be
proposed until the 20th century, a noteworthy classification
system was proposed, where a three-dimensional space was
created to describe every odor using 6 primary odors [19].
In the mid-20th century, it was suggested in [20] that the
differences between odor molecules can be explained by their
molecular vibration frequencies. Even though the notion made
a lot of sense, there was no strong evidence on how the nose
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might really pick up on the vibrations of odor molecules. Later
on, studies on olfaction focused more on the physical attributes
of odor molecules [19]. According to the stereochemical
theory of odor, perception of an odor is influenced by its
structure, namely its size and shape [21]. During the 1960s, it
was proposed that olfactory sensing relies on chemosensors,
which combine matching depressed sites, hydrogen bonding,
dipoles, and van der Waals-London dispersion forces [22].
Hence, in [22] a physicochemical basis of odors was created.
Furthermore, by creating a numeric dataset on descriptors
of odors using the data from the experiments, a basis for
further studies on odor perception was laid down [23], [24]. In
addition to this, similar datasets have also been proposed [23].
In 1968, an odor set consisting of 51 compounds was created
[25]. Additionally, other datasets were also created [26]–[28].
By applying statistical methods on these datasets, valuable
insights on perception of odors have been gained [23], [29],
[30]. In [29], by applying PCA analysis on physicochemical
and perceptual space of odors, it has been observed that
pleasantness is the primary dimension of the perceptual space
of odors and there is a correlation between perceptual and
physicochemical space of odors. In this paper, edibility was
also thought as another dimension of odor perceptual space.
Similarly, in [31]–[33], it was understood that intensity can be
taken as another dimension of odor perceptual space. Current
studies in olfaction seek for mappings from physicochemical
space to perceptual space [29], [30], [34]. In literature, there
exists linear regression formulas that connects two spaces to
each other [23], [29]. However, to the best of our knowledge,
studies on odor as a communication system is lacking and
there is limited study regarding modulation methods on odor
communication.

In this paper, we propose a new modulation scheme for
odor-based communication called Odor Perceptual Shift Key-
ing (OPSK). This paper is structured as follows: Section II
explains the OPSK technique. Additionally, several system pa-
rameters are defined in Section II. In Section III, we introduce
our proposed algorithm for implementing adaptive symbol
transmission. The effects of system parameters on performance
metrics are analyzed in Section IV. Finally, conclusions are
drawn in Section V.

II. ODOR PERCEPTUAL SHIFT KEYING (OPSK)

OPSK encodes information onto the perceptual dimensions
of odors. These perceptual dimensions are pleasantness, inten-
sity, and edibility. In perceptual terms, pleasantness refers to
the degree to which an odor is liked when smelled. Intensity,
on the other hand, relates to the perception of the odor’s
sharpness upon smelling. Meanwhile, edibility measures the
extent to which an odor evokes the desire to eat the source of
the odor.

In [34], [35], it is shown that pleasantness and intensity
values of odors can be calculated using e-noses. Consequently,
we assume each odor possesses values for pleasantness, in-
tensity, and edibility, which can be mapped on a scale from
0 to 100. On this scale, odors inducing the highest degree of
pleasantness when smelled by individuals receive the highest

values, whereas odors inducing the least pleasant sensations
obtain the lowest values. This method of evaluation applies
equally to the intensity and edibility perceptual dimensions.

The perceptual values that odors possess in each perceptual
dimension enable the creation of different classes of odors.
The use of odors from different classes allows for the repre-
sentation of various combinations of bit sequences. This is the
main idea behind the OPSK. In OPSK, digital information is
encoded onto a modulated signal by shifting the perceptual
values of odors across the dimensions of pleasantness, inten-
sity, and edibility.

In this section, we provide a comprehensive overview of the
point-to-point odor-based MC system, which employs OPSK
for modulation. The process at the transmitter involves a
step-by-step transformation of a digital signal into an OPSK-
modulated signal. Subsequently, the propagation of this mod-
ulated signal through the communication channel is examined,
including its interaction with channel noise. Finally, the details
of the procedures for demodulating and decoding the received
signal are given.

A. OPSK Modulation

The fundamental function of the transmitter is to transform
the input digital signal into OPSK-modulated signal. The
digital signal, consisting of a sequence of bits, is divided into
groups, each containing K bits. In each symbol interval, a
group of K bits associated with a specific odor is transmitted.
Of these K bits, np bits are represented by the odor’s pleas-
antness value, while the remaining ni and ne bits correspond
to its intensity and edibility values, respectively. The subse-
quent subsections will explore how OPSK is executed at the
transmitter. Initially, we describe the method for selecting the
odors of system. The following part details the signal encoding
process, and the final part explains the generation of OPSK-
modulated signals to be released from the transmitter.

1) Transmitter Design: We assumed that perceptual dimen-
sions, pleasantness, intensity, and edibility, of an odor can be
assessed within the scale of 0 to 100. Therefore, we use the
following vector notation to denote each odor : (pO, iO, eO)
where pO, iO, eO ∈ [0, 100]. This vector can be called the
perceptual value vector of an odor.

In OPSK, by leveraging the distinct perceptual value vectors
associated with various odors, it is possible to classify the
odors. Dividing the assessment scale of a perceptual dimension
into intervals create different classes within this perceptual
dimension. The combination of different classes from every
perceptual dimension creates distinct regions within the per-
ceptual vector space. Hereby, each odor can be identified with
the region it belongs in the perceptual vector space.

To be able construct different classes in a perceptual di-
mension, threshold values that define the intervals within the
assessment scale need to be established. Let pT , iT , and eT
be the sets that contain threshold values of each dimension.
Then these sets can be created as

pT =

{
100

2np
, 2 · 100

2np
, . . . , (2np − 1) · 100

2np

}
, (1)
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(10, 15, 5)
O000

(5, 30, 70)
O001

(40, 60, 10)
O010

(1, 95, 95)
O011

(90, 10, 35)

O100

(70, 25, 95)

O101

(65, 85, 5)

O110

(90, 85, 95)

O111

Fig. 1: An odor bank example for np = 1, ni = 1, ne = 1.
Each odor is represented by its perceptual value vector (pO,
iO ,eO) and with the corresponding odor class according to
(4). Different colors and shapes are only for visual purposes.

iT =

{
100

2ni
, 2 · 100

2ni
, . . . , (2ni − 1) · 100

2ni

}
, (2)

eT =

{
100

2ne
, 2 · 100

2ne
, . . . , (2ne − 1) · 100

2ne

}
, (3)

where np, ni, and ne represent the number of bits to be trans-
mitted with pleasantness, intensity, and edibility dimensions,
respectively.

Sets in (1-3), create 2np , 2ni , and 2ne classes in each
perceptual dimension, with each class defined by intervals of
equal length. All possible combinations of different classes
create 2np · 2ni · 2ne regions within the perceptual vector
space. To distinguish these regions from each other, a 3-digit
class code Opie can be created. The first digit, p, of this code
represent the pleasantness class whereas the second digit, i,
represent the intensity class, and the third digit, e, represent
the edibility class. These digits, p, i, and e, can take integer
values in the range of [0, 2np−1], [0, 2ni−1], and [0, 2ne−1],
respectively. Then for each odor class, we need to match an
odor whose perceptual value vector fall within the region of
corresponding class according to

Opie =



p =

⌊
2np

100
· pO

⌋
, 0 ≤ pO < 100

i =

⌊
2ni

100
· iO

⌋
, 0 ≤ iO < 100

e =

⌊
2ne

100
· eO

⌋
, 0 ≤ eO < 100

, (4)

where (pO, iO, eO) is the perceptual value vector of odor and
np, ni, and ne are the number of bits for each dimension. Let
the name of the transmitter part where different odors held at
different capsules be odor bank. Fig. 1 illustrates an odor bank
for np = 1, ni = 1, ne = 1.

An odor can comprise either numerous types of molecules
or a singular type of molecule [36]. In OPSK, we assume that
odors matched with the odor class are single type molecular
entities. Upon identifying an odor for each class, we proceed
to store them within the capsules located at the transmitter.
The specific amount of mass to capsulate for each odor
is determined and allocated accordingly. This completes the
initialization of transmitter.

(a) sn(t) (b) s(t)

Fig. 2: (a) The waveform of OPSK-modulated signals. (b)
The output of transmitter when a sequence of symbols is
transmitted.

2) Encoding: In traditional communication systems, sym-
bols are generated from various bit sequence combinations.
The total number of symbols needed changes according to
the number of bits each symbol represents. A direct one-to-
one correspondence exists between the possible bit sequences
and the symbols that represent them. Similarly, in OPSK, a
one-to-one relationship is established between symbols and
the odor classes in the odor bank, with each odor class
representing a unique symbol. These symbols are derived from
the information conveyed in bit stream form. The bit stream
is divided into groups of K bits. Each bit group corresponds
to an odor selected from the odor bank. The odors within the
odor bank are categorized by class codes which are assigned
according to (4). To select a unique odor for each bit group,
we further split the K bits into smaller segments. The decimal
equivalents of bit segments are used to decide the class of
odor. In this case, the initial np bits of the K bits are used
to determine the pleasantness class, the subsequent ni bits
are used to determine the intensity class, and the last ne bits
are used to determine the edibility class. This is achieved
by converting the bit segments into their decimal equivalents.
Once the classes for each dimension is identified, the bit group
is matched with the corresponding odor class in the odor bank.
The odor representing the odor class is then released into the
channel.

3) Waveform: The release of odor molecules from the
transmitter is assumed to be an instant release of total mass M
from odor belonging to the class Opie. M is assumed to be the
same for each odor release. Assuming transmitter is located
at the coordinates (0, 0, 0), the total mass of odor molecules
at any arbitrary time t and at location (0, 0, 0) can be derived
by taking the volume integral of concentration function over
the smallest volume that includes the transmitter. Let sn(t),
as shown in Fig. 2(a), be the signal for the nth symbol. Then
it can be expressed as

sn(t) =

∫ xt

−xt

∫ yt

−yt

∫ zt

−zt

Cn(0, 0, 0, t) dx dy dz, (5)

where −xt, xt, −yt, yt, −zt, and zt are the corners of
the smallest rectangular volume that includes transmitter
and Cn(x, y, z, t) denotes the concentration function of odor
molecules released for the nth symbol. Then the output signal
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Transmitter Receiver

Fig. 3: Propagation of odor molecules in the channel.

of transmitter for sequence of symbols, as shown in Fig. 2(b),
can be stated as

s(t) =

L∑
n=1

sn(t). (6)

B. OPSK Channel

In nature, odor communication occurs in an open-air chan-
nel. In this channel, the movement of molecules has two
sources: first, the diffusion of particles, and the second,
additional flows such as wind that increase the extent of
information over longer distances [37]. Therefore, for our
system, we also have chosen an open-air channel model with
an additional flow.

1) Noise in the Channel: Since odor molecules propagate
in an open-air channel, external factors that affect the motion
of molecules can not be neglected. Any kind of intervention
to molecules’ movement introduces another source of motion
that can be thought as the noise in the channel. This noise
can be included into system as deviations from the magnitude
of flow rate. Let’s revise the second source of motion in the
system as average flow rate. Then, average flow rate can be
modelled as a Gaussian random variable. Hence, the average
flow rate vector of channel at each symbol interval can be
expressed as

⃗Uavg = (N(vx, σ
2
x), N(vy, σ

2
y), N(vz, σ

2
z)), (7)

where vx, vy , vz are the created flow rates on x, y, z directions,
and σx, σy , σz are the standard deviations from the flow rates
on x, y, z directions. Since external factors change with time,
we assume different average flow rate for each symbol interval.
Thus, the average flow rate for each symbol interval can be
given as

u⃗ = sample( ⃗Uavg), (8)

where ⃗Uavg defined in (7). We defined the ratio of created
flow rate to standard deviation from this value as our noise
parameter. We named this parameter as flow rate to noise ratio
which is denoted by FNR. Due to possible differences in flow
rate and noise on different directions, FNR can be defined in
each direction separately. Therefore, on the x direction it can
be expressed as

FNRx =
vx
σx

, (9)

where vx represents the flow rate and σx represents the
standard deviation from flow rate vx. FNRy and FNRz can
also be expressed similarly.

2) Propagation in the Channel: Concentration of molecules
in relation to diffusion and advection is articulated in [38] as

∂C

∂t
= D · ∇2C −∇ · (u⃗C), (10)

where C is the concentration function in space-time, D is the
diffusion coefficient of odor molecules for the given medium,
and u⃗ = (ux, uy, uz) is the average flow rate vector in (8).

An instant release of odor molecules of mass Mn for the
nth symbol, at t = 0, from transmitter located at (0, 0, 0), can
be taken as the initial condition to characterize the solution of
(10) as

Cn(x, y, z, t) =
Mn

(4πt)
3/2 √

DxDyDz

· e−
∑

k∈{x,y,z}
(k−uk·t)

2

4Dkt ,

(11)
where Cn represents the concentration function of odor
molecules that are released from transmitter for nth symbol,
Dx, Dy, and Dz are diffusion coefficients on x, y, and z
directions, ux, uy, uz are average flow rates on x, y, and z
directions. The unit of Cn is kg/m3. Fig. 3, demonstrates the
propagation of odor molecules in the channel.

C. OPSK Receiver

Many types of receivers have been developed for MC,
catering to various applications within the field [18]. Inspired
by the existing receiver types in the literature, we assumed a
passive-absorber receiver type. At absorption time in a symbol
interval, a passive-absorber receiver can absorb the molecules
within a defined volume. We assume that our receiver is
located at (xr, yr, zr) and it absorbs molecules from the cube-
shaped volume that has edge length l.

Upon completion of absorption, the receiver holds a sample
of the molecules present in the channel. During each symbol
interval, it is expected that the molecules contributing most
to the absorbed sample correspond to those released for the
most recent symbol transmission. However, external factors
introducing noise into the channel can result in the presence
of leftover molecule types from previous transmissions. Con-
sequently, a filtering process is necessary to remove these ir-
relevant molecules before analyzing the absorbed sample. This
filtration involves identifying the masses of different molecule
types and selecting the one with the greatest mass from the
absorbed sample. Therefore, choosing the optimal absorption
timing, when the concentration of molecules released for the
most recent symbol interval is at its peak within the absorption
volume, is crucial.

The analysis of the absorbed symbol after filtering includes
demodulation and decoding stages. During demodulation, the



5

goal is to calculate the perceptual value vector of the odor,
while the decoding stage aims to extract the bit sequence from
the odor class of the calculated perceptual value vector accord-
ing to (4). Once the bit sequence is successfully extracted,
symbol transmission for that interval is considered complete.
The subsequent subsections provide a detailed examination of
each stage.

1) Absorption: To find the total absorbed mass at a specific
time we need to take the volume integral of concentration
function within the borders of absorption volume. Let Tn

represent the total amount of time that elapsed between the
beginning of the first symbol transmission and the absorption
time in the nth symbol interval. Then Tn can be expressed as

Tn = (n− 1) · Ts + Ta, (12)

where the time between each symbol transmission is Ts and
absorption time in each symbol interval is Ta. Hence, total
absorbed mass in the nth symbol can be calculated with

Man
=

∫∫∫
ν

n∑
k=1

Cn+1−k(x, y, z, Tk) dx dy dz, (13)

where Man
is the total absorbed mass in the nth symbol

interval and Tk represent the total amount of time that elapsed
between the beginning of the first symbol transmission and
the absorption time in the kth symbol interval. It can also be
expressed as

Tk = (k − 1) · Ts + Ta. (14)

Since integral and summation are linear operations, we can
change their order. In addition to this, replacing Cn in (13)
with the expression in (11) and organizing the terms give us

Man
=

n∑
k=1

Mn+1−k

(4πTk)
3/2 √

DxDyDz∫∫∫
ν
e
−

∑
i∈{x,y,z}

(i−uk·Tk)2

4DiTk dx dy dz.

(15)

Since each term in the exponent of e is only dependent on
either x, y or z, integrals in each dimension can be calculated
independently and (15) can be rewritten as

Man
=

n∑
k=1

Mn+1−k

(4πTk)
3/2 √

DxDyDz

· Ix · Iy · Iz, (16)

where Ix is

Ix =

∫ xr+
l
2

xr− l
2

e
− (x−ux·Tk)2

4DxTk dx, (17)

and xr is the receiver’s location on x, l is the edge length
of cube-shaped volume to be absorbed, ux is the average flow
rate on the x direction, Tk is given in (14), Dx is the diffusion
coefficient on the x direction.

After calculating the integral in (17) using substitution
method, we get

Ix =
√
πDxTk[

erf
(

xr+
l
2−ux(n+1−k)Tk√

4DxTk

)
− erf

(
xr− l

2−ux(n+1−k)Tk√
4DxTk

)]
,

(18)

where
erf(z) =

2√
π

∫ z

0

e−t2 dt. (19)

Iy and Iz can also be calculated similarly due to symmetry.
As a result, Man

can be expressed as

Man =

n∑
k=1

Mn+1−k

8
· Ix · Iy · Iz, (20)

where Ix is given in (18).
Total absorbed mass in the nth symbol given by (20), consist

of mass Mn that is released for nth symbol and masses
Mn−1, ...,M1 that are released for previous symbol intervals.
The coefficients in front of the masses indicate the proportion
of the released mass that is being absorbed. For receiver to
perform next stages with less error, we would like to absorb
at the time when Mn reaches its peak value. To maximize Mn,
we need the maximize the coefficient of Mn+1−k in (20) when
k = 1 and to maximize the coefficient, we need to maximize
Ix ·Iy ·Iz , with respect to time. Time variable of these integrals
is Tk. When we substitute k = 1 in (14), we get T1 = Ta.
Hence, we need to maximize the multiples of integral with
respect to absorption time in a symbol interval: Ta. For this, we
can utilize numerical methods within a software environment
such as MATLAB.

After finding Ta, it is also required to decide on Ts. We
can set a relation between Ts and Ta as Ts = m · Ta. In this
relation, choice of m affects the reliability and data rate of
the system. Whilst higher choices for m reduce the ISI, they
also reduce the data rate. So, m becomes an important system
parameter. We name this parameter as the symbol to sampling
ratio.

2) Demodulation: Following the absorption process, re-
ceiver selects the odor with the greatest mass within the
absorbed sample and calculates the selected odor’s perceptual
value vector (preceived, ireceived, ereceived) with its processor
unit. Examples of this processor can be find in [35].

Under ideal conditions, we would expect selected odor’s
perceptual value vector, (preceived, ireceived, ereceived), to be
exactly the same with the transmitted odor’s perceptual value
vector : (po, io, eo), see section II-A. However, under practical
conditions, calculation of perceptual value vector can not
perfectly achieved at the processor unit. This introduces a
noise to system. Let’s name this specific type of noise within
the receiver as processor noise and denote it by PN .

In [39], processor calculations are modelled as
Gaussian random variables. Therefore, we also assume
(preceived, ireceived, ereceived) values are Gaussian random
variables with means (po, io, eo) and a standard deviation
σprocessor for each dimension. The standard deviation of
these random variables serves as a measure of PN , as
expressed by

PN = σprocessor. (21)

In the decoding stage, which follows the demodulation
stage, the receiver identifies the odor class of the selected
odor from the absorbed sample by utilizing the perceptual
value vector calculated in the processor unit. A decoding error
occurs when the calculated odor’s perceptual value vector does
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(a) Qp : 1, PN : 5 (b) Qp : 1, PN : 20 (c) Qp : 0.5, PN : 5 (d) Qp : 0.5, PN : 20

Fig. 4: The pleasantness values of odors at odor bank marked as squares. Gaussian curves represent the demodulation output
for pleasantness, denoted as preceived. The areas between threshold values are shaded to indicate the decision regions.

not fall within the expected region of the perceptual vector
space. Consequently, deviations in calculating the selected
odor’s perceptual value vector may lead to decoding errors in
the subsequent stage. Higher PN values results in spreader
Gaussian curves along the perceptual axes, increasing the
likelihood of decoding errors. Assuming the areas between
threshold values as different decision regions, Fig. 4 illustrates
the effect of processor noise by comparing two distinct proces-
sor noise levels: one at PN = 5 and the other at PN = 20.
As expected, lower PN value results in a more centralized
Gaussian curve around the mean, reducing the likelihood of
crossing the borders of decision regions. Conversely, higher
PN value leads to a spreader Gaussian curve, increasing the
risk of crossing the borders of decision regions.

As it may also be realized, another factor influencing the
likelihood of crossing the decision region boundaries within
the perceptual vector space is the location of the mean within
the decision region. The mean locations are related to the
perceptual value vectors of the odors selected to initialize
the odor bank. During the initialization of the odor bank, an
odor is selected for each class, as discussed in section II-A.
Given the vast array of odors in nature, a single odor class can
be represented by many different odors, each with perceptual
value vectors that fall within the class’s region in the odor
perceptual space. Nonetheless, certain odor selections perform
better in minimizing decoding errors.

To elucidate the impact of selecting an odor set for the
odor bank, we introduce a system parameter that is called
quality of the odor set, denoted by Q. Before mathematically
defining the quality of an odor set, let’s first understand the
rationale behind this concept. To minimize decoding errors,
it is desirable for the Gaussian curves to have shorter tails
that do extend into the neighbor regions. This can be achieved
either by reducing processor noise or by positioning the means
closer to the center of the decision regions. This implies that as
the means move closer to the decision region boundaries, the
tails of the Gaussian curves extend further into the neighbor
decision regions. Consequently, odor sets comprising odors
positioned near the central locations of decision regions can
be considered to have higher odor set quality. Therefore, in the
mathematical formulation of quality, the distances from the
optimal odor locations are penalized. The optimal locations
are identified as the central points for inner regions and the
boundary points for outer regions. With this reasoning, we can

now mathematically define the quality of an odor set.
The smallest unit of our system is the odor that represent

group of K(np − ni − ne) bits. Thus, any error occurs in
the reproduction of np, ni, or ne bits, will result in a symbol
error. Regardless of the qualities of other two dimensions, if
the quality of one dimension is not good then symbol error
will be dominated by errors on the reproduction of bits belong
to this dimension. Therefore, we derive overall quality from
individual quality of perceptual dimensions as

Q = min(Qp, Qi, Qe), (22)

where Qp, Qi, and Qe be the quality of pleasantness, intensity,
and edibility, respectively. Then we define the quality of
pleasantness as

Qp = 1− |pOo
− 0|

100
2np

+
|100− pO2

np−1
|

100
2np

+

2np−2∑
k=1

||pOk
−max(pT :pT<pOk

)|−|min(pT :pT>pOk
)−pOk

||
100
2
np

,

(23)
where pOk

represent the pleasantness value of odor molecule
that represents the pleasantness class k such that k ∈ [0, 2np−
1] and pT is the threshold value set that is defined in (1). Qi,
and Qe can also be expressed similarly.

Fig. 4 also demonstrates the influence of the quality pa-
rameter by maintaining constant processor noise levels at
PN = 5 and PN = 20. The graphs reveal that, for the same
processor noise, higher quality sets exhibit a lower probability
of crossing the decision region boundaries.

3) Decoding: In the final decoding phase, we need to
determine the pleasantness, intensity and edibility classes
(p, i, e) of the received symbol by utilizing the processor unit’s
output (preceived, ireceived, ereceived). For this, we can use (4).
Then, we can convert decimal values to their binary values
which gives np, ni, and ne bits for corresponding dimensions.
As a result, np, ni, and ne bits construct the block of K bits
that was targeted to be transmitted for this symbol interval.

III. ADAPTIVE SYMBOL TRANSMISSION

In II-A, it is assumed that the odor bank on the transmitter
side consists of 2np · 2ni · 2ne different odor classes. Fur-
thermore, each odor class is matched with an odor whose
perceptual value vector falls within the region of the corre-
sponding class. However, it can be argued that over time, a
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Algorithm 1 Adaptive symbol transmission algorithm.
1 Start
2 while true do
3 if transmitted symbols mod N == 0
4 if can send N more symbols
5 Continue to transmit symbols
6 else
7 Enter to update state
8 C = [(n

′

p, ni, ne), (np, n
′

i, ne), (np, ni, n
′

e)]
9 Initialize T ← {} and i← 1

10 while i ≤ length(C) do
11 Estimate Ti

12 Append Ti to T
13 i← i+ 1
14 end while
15 Set Tmax = max(T )
16 Set imax = argmax(T )
17 if Tmax ≥ E
18 Re-init tx with C[imax]
19 Inform rx about the update
20 Continue to transmit symbols
21 else
22 End
23 end if
24 end if
25 else
26 Continue to transmit symbols
27 end if
28 end while

specific type of odor may deplete due to the high frequency
of the bit sequence represented by this odor. This might cause
a shorter operation time for systems which are hard to refill
with depleted odor capsules.

In this section, to overcome this problem, we propose
an adaptive transmitter and receiver. Depending on the de-
pleting odor type, number of bits represented by each per-
ceptual dimension can be updated from K(np, ni, ne) to
K

′
(np

′
, ni

′
, ne

′
). Hence, operation time of system can be

extended.
This approach adds complexity to the system. Thus, it can

also be argued whether it is worth adding this complexity to
extend the system’s operation time. To address this question,
transmitter estimates the anticipated extension in the system’s
operation time. Then, if updating the system extends the oper-
ation time by E, where E is the system parameter determined
according to the cost of complexity, then it proceeds with the
system update.

On the other hand, the receiver is responsible for detecting
the system update and adjusting its decoding stage based on
the received update information.

A. Transmitter

For the system update, the transmitter undertakes a few
tasks. Firstly, it determines the time when to implement
system update. For this, at every N symbol transmission, the

transmitter checks the statistics of the last N symbols. Based
on this data, if there is insufficient remaining odor molecules
to transmit the next N symbol, the transmitter goes into update
state.

In the update state, transmitter needs to decide on how
to update number of bits represented by each perceptual
dimension: K(np, ni, ne). There exists three possible com-
binations: (K − 1)(np − 1, ni, ne), (K − 1)(np, ni − 1, ne),
(K − 1)(np, ni, ne− 1). Transmitter simulates each combina-
tion.

Simulations start by reassigning odor class codes to the
remaining odor capsules in the odor bank, similar to what
is described in II-A1. However, this time, there is a slight
distinction: some odor classes can be represented by more
than one odor since number of regions in the perceptual space
change from 2K to 2K−1. This slight distinction positively
impacts the system by increasing the odor options for certain
odor classes in the new system. Subsequently, transmitter
anticipates the possible extension in the system’s operation
time based on the data of last N symbol transmission.

After simulations, transmitter picks the combination with
the highest extension time. Then it compares this value with
the system parameter E. If it is higher than the system param-
eter, then transmitter starts the system update for the picked
combination. System update starts by the re-initialization
of transmitter. After re-initialization, transmitter informs the
receiver about the system update. This involves three things:
first, letting receiver know there is a change in the system,
second, explaining how receiver should decode odors from
now on, and third letting receiver know the system update
ended.

Transmitter can inform the receiver about the change by
refraining from transmitting anything for a certain number of
symbol intervals. During the silence in the channel, receiver
detects that there is going to be a system update. However,
since receiver still does not know the new combination, it
will decode the incoming odor after silence according to com-
bination before update: K(np, ni, ne). Therefore, transmitter
needs to send the information of new combination by using the
old combination and old odor class codes. Hence, transmitter
sends the odor which was representative of the odor class
Onp

′ni
′ne

′ . By this means, pleasantness class of the decoded
odor will be interpreted by receiver as the number of bits that is
going to be represented by pleasantness dimension in the new
combination. This interpretation is the same for other dimen-
sions as well. At the end of this transmission, receiver becomes
informed about the new combination: K

′
(np

′
, ni

′
, ne

′
).

Since the system update is critical, we might prefer to send
the odor carrying information about the new combination for a
few symbol intervals. This can be seen as a precaution against
symbol errors that may occur in the initial transmission.
Thanks to the repeated transmission of the odor, the receiver
selects the one that occurs most frequently in the received
sequence after the period of silence.

To inform the receiver about the end of system update,
transmitter again goes into a silence mode for a certain number
of symbol intervals. After this last silence, system continues
to transmit information with the new combination. Algorithm
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(a) edge / distance = 0.001 (b) edge / distance = 0.01 (c) edge / distance = 0.05 (d) edge / distance = 0.1

Fig. 5: SER Analysis for different edge length to transmitter-receiver distance ratios. (FNRx, FNRy, FNRz) = (20, 20, 20)

1 displays the pseudo code of the algorithm that is being
explained.

B. Receiver

As we explained in II-C2, our receiver selects the odor
with the greatest mass within the absorbed sample for each
symbol interval. In this case, even if transmitter does not send
anything for a symbol interval, the leftover molecules from the
transmission of previous symbols could be detected as a new
symbol that is being transmitted. That is why receiver needs
to be equipped with the silence detection feature.

If we set MT as the minimum mass required for the greatest
mass within the absorbed sample, we can identify periods
of silence in the channel. In this scenario, MT should be
determined based on the released mass for each symbol, M,
and the expected mass ratio of the system discussed in IV-C.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we present the analysis results of the odor-
based molecular communication system implemented using
the OPSK modulation method. To achieve this, we employed
a mathematical model constructed in MATLAB, based on the
theory outlined in the previous chapters. We investigated the
effect of system parameters like edge length of cube-shaped
absorption volume, flow rate of the channel, distance from
transmitter to receiver, noise in the channel, processor noise
(PN), and quality of the odor set (Q) on performance parame-
ters like symbol error rate (SER), symbol rate (SR) and mass
ratio. For analyses, we created a random symbol sequence of
length 10000, we assumed that symbol to sampling ratio, m,
is equal to 2, each odor molecule has the constant diffusion
coefficient D = 0.14 · 10−4m2

s at every direction, and the
released odor mass at each symbol is M = 2.4 · 10−9 kg.

For some analyses, we investigated the effects in 3D plots
to observe the effect of multiple parameters at the same time.
To improve the outcome of analyses, we scaled edge length of
cube and channel flow rate with the corresponding distances.
Therefore, we redefined the edge length and flow rate as the
ratio of edge length to distance and ratio of flow rate to
distance.

In our concluding analysis, we explored the impact of
adaptive symbol transmission on extending operation time. To
do this, we examined configurations with different number
of bits per symbol. For each configuration, we generated

different frequency distributions of symbols in the data to be
transmitted.

A. SER Analysis

As outlined in section II-C, the receiver processes the
absorbed sample through two operations, each impacting the
SER differently. To distinguish the effects of two operation
on the overall system performance we separate their analyses.

The initial operation at the receiver side involves selecting
the odor with the greatest mass within the absorbed sample. If
the sample contains other odors with greater mass than the one
transmitted for the most recent symbol, this leads to incorrect
odor selection, thereby contributing to SER. The reason of
incorrect odor selection may be attributed to various system
parameters, including flow rate, the ratio of edge length to
distance, distance itself, and FNR. Such incorrect selections
result in symbol errors, which we will refer to as type 1 errors.

The second operation at the receiver side involves calculat-
ing the selected odor’s perceptual value vector and decoding
accordingly. Following the demodulation stage, the receiver
attempts to identify the region of the selected odor within
the perceptual vector space. Decoding errors arise when the
perceptual value vector for the selected odor is positioned in
an incorrect decision region. Higher PN values of processor
and lower Q values of odor set are factors contributing to
symbol errors, which we will refer to as type 2 errors.

For the sake of investigating the effects of these two
operations to overall system separately, we assumed noise-
free processor while simulating the effect of first operation
and noise-free channel while simulating the effect of second
operation.

1) Type 1 SER Analysis: Fig. 5, displays the analysis
results at each subplot for different edge length to distance
ratios. Each subplot has distance ranges from 10 mm to 1 m
on the x-axis, flow rate to distance ratio ranges from 0.1 to 10
on the y-axis and SER on the z-axis. Displayed results are
for (FNRx, FNRy, FNRz) = (20, 20, 20).

When we evaluate plots all together, we observe that in-
creasing edge length to distance ratio gradually from 0.001
to 0.1 increases the amount of lastly released odor mass at
the absorbed sample. Hereby, correct odor’s selection chance
increases which result in decrease on SER.

Wrong odor selection probability increases with the increas-
ing flow rate because the propagation of molecules in the
channel more dominated by the flow rate rather than diffusion
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(a) FNR = 10 (b) FNR = 50 (c) FNR = 100 (d) FNR = 1000

Fig. 6: Effect of distance on type 1 SER for different flow rates and FNR values where
(FNRx, FNRy, FNRz) = (FNR,FNR,FNR).

(a) distance = 1cm (b) distance = 1m (c) distance = 500m (d) distance = 1km

Fig. 7: Effect of FNR where (FNRx, FNRy, FNRz) = (FNR,FNR,FNR) on type 1 SER for different distances and
flow rates.

at higher flow rates. Therefore, we observe higher SER values
at higher flow rate values and lower SER values at lower flow
rate values.

In Fig. 5, when we keep the flow rate to distance ratio
constant and increase the distance, we implicitly increase the
flow rate. That’s why, the behavior in the x-axis is similar to
behavior in the y-axis for the same reasons. Therefore, to see
the effect of distance separately we did another analysis.

Fig. 6 displays the results of distance analysis. Previous
analysis already show that low SER values can be obtained
in several cases. Therefore, in this analysis we tested the long-
range communication capabilities of our system. Our distance
ranges from 1 mm to 10 km on the x-axis. Since distance
itself is not the only parameter affecting SER, we tested the
capabilities at different flow rates [0.01, 0.1, 1] m/s and at
different FNR values. Results indicate that to reach longer
distances we need to have higher FNR values. Fig. 7 also
shows the effect of FNR at different distances for different
flow rates.

2) Type 2 SER Analysis: For the analyses in this part,
we tested our model with different combinations of the
K(np, ni, ne) where K is the number of bits per symbol
and np, ni and ne are the numbers of bits represented by the

(a) (b)

Fig. 8: Type 2 SER Analysis.

pleasantness, intensity, and edibility perceptual dimensions in
a symbol. We created odor sets for the following combinations
with the odor set qualities ranging from 0.1 to 1: 3(1, 1, 1),
4(2, 1, 1), 5(2, 2, 1), 5(3, 1, 1).

Then we firstly simulated the effect of PN in Fig. 8(a),
while keeping the quality of odor sets Q = 1. General
trend in the figure is increasing noise increases the SER.
Moreover, as we increase the number of bits represented by
a single perceptual dimension, OPSK becomes less prone to
noise. Because decision regions in decoding phase becomes
smaller. As a result, same amount of processor noise cause
more decoding error and so more SER. The ambition behind
increasing K is to increase the number of bits for a single
symbol so that we can reach to higher bits per second (bps)
rates. If perceptual value vector of odors can be calculated
more precisely with the help of future studies on this field,
then we can even reach higher bps rates by further increasing
the number of bits per symbol. This obviously requires PN
values in the range of [0, 2].

In figure 8(b), we observe the effect of the quality of the
odor set constituting odor bank. For the same Q values we
observe better SER values for systems with lower K. The
reason for that is again related to the area of the decision
regions of the systems for different Ks. Since lower Ks have
larger decision regions, the quality of the odor set affects
their performance with respect to ones with smaller decision
regions.

B. Symbol Rate Analysis

In this analysis, we investigated the symbol rate values
for different distance and flow rate to distance ratios. Fig.
9, displays the symbol rate values at different colors mapped
according to the color bar given in figure. The y-axis is chosen
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Fig. 9: Symbol Rate Analysis.

to be the flow rate to distance ratio so that the corresponding
flow rate at a point in the figure can be calculated by
multiplying the distance with the ratio.

We observe an increase in the symbol rate as we increase
flow rate to distance ratio for the same distance. This can be
explained by increasing flow rate. However, from the previous
analyses, we should also remember that we need to have better
FNR values at higher speeds. Hence, the system requires a
trade-off: choosing either a higher data rate with lower quality
or a lower data rate with higher quality.

On the other hand, if we keep the flow rate-to-distance ratio
constant, increasing the distance results in similar SER values
because the flow rate increases in proportion to the distance.
This behavior persists even when expanding the distance range
to longer distances.

C. Mass Ratio Analysis

This analysis is especially useful for the future experimental
studies on this field. For the demodulation operation explained
in II-C2, the processor unit would need a minimum mass to
calculate the perceptual value vector of the odor with the
greatest mass. This analysis addresses how much mass to
release from the transmitter according to the proportion of
the released mass that is being absorbed.

We defined the performance parameter mass ratio as coef-
ficient of Mn+1−k when k = 1 in (20). This ratio indicate
the proportion of the released mass that is being absorbed.
For this analysis, we observed the effect of multiple system
parameters like distance between transmitter and receiver, the
edge length of the cube-shaped receiver, and flow rate in the
channel, at the same time.

Fig. 10, displays the analysis results at each subplot for
different flow rate values. Each subplot has distance ranges
from 10 mm to 1 m on the x-axis, edge length to distance ratio
ranges from 0.001 to 0.1 on the y-axis and mass ratio on the z-
axis. Mass ratios on the z-axis are the expected values. Because
of the channel noise, deviations from these ratios occur which
lead to symbol errors.

For each different flow rate values at Fig. 10, we observe
that increasing edge length to distance ratio increases the
mass ratio when distance kept constant. This is because the
receiver absorbs molecules from bigger volume. On the other
hand, we observe that increasing distance for the same edge
length to distance ratio increases the mass ratio. Because
this also implies an increase on receiver’s edge length and
so the volume. When we evaluate plots all together, we
observe that increasing flow rate gradually from 0.001 m/s
to 1 m/s increases the mass ratio. This can be explained
as, increasing flow rate reduces the effect of diffusion and
dispersed molecules stay in a more limited area.

D. Operation Time Extension Analysis for Adaptive Symbol
Transmission

In this analysis, we explored how adaptive symbol transmis-
sion affects the extension of operation time. For this we cre-
ated communication systems for the following combinations:
3(1, 1, 1), 4(2, 1, 1), 5(2, 2, 1), 5(3, 1, 1). We assessed the
effects of using adaptive transmitters and receivers across each
combination by examining four distinct frequency distributions
of the symbols set to be transmitted. The first distribution
presents a scenario where all symbols have an equal prob-
ability of occurring within the sequence, while the remaining
distributions are randomly generated, featuring symbols that
do not occur with equal probability.

Fig. 11 displays the results of operation time extensions
for each combination and distribution, depicted through bar
graphs. The values represented in the bars are derived from
a straightforward procedure detailed in Algorithm 1. The
system’s runtime is calculated until it reaches its first update
state. Then, the optimal possible extension time is estimated
according to the most recently transmitted N symbols. Follow-
ing that, the ratio of the potential extension time to the initial
runtime is expressed as a percentage. After the first update,
this procedure is iterated. The system is updated whenever it
became incapable of transmitting N more symbols, based on
the statistics of the most recently transmitted N symbols.

(a) u = 0.001m/s (b) u = 0.01m/s (c) u = 0.1m/s (d) u = 1m/s

Fig. 10: Mass Ratio Analysis for different flow rates u⃗ where u⃗ = (u, u, u).
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(a) Starting State : 3(1, 1, 1) (b) Starting State : 4(2, 1, 1) (c) Starting State : 5(2, 2, 1) (d) Starting State : 5(3, 1, 1)

Fig. 11: Operation Time Extension Analysis

To maximize the extension of operation time without restric-
tions, we pursued updates as long as any feasible improvement
was achievable. The updating process is stopped when the
system configuration reached 1 bit per symbol, at which point
further updates became impossible because each subsequent
update would decrease the number of bits per symbol.

Fig. 11 reveals that system updates in the first distribution
for each combination do not enhance operation time extension.
This outcome arises because symbols that occur with equal
probability in the sequence cause odors from different classes
to deplete simultaneously. Conversely, for the other distribu-
tions across all combinations, significant improvements in the
system’s operation time are observed. The reason behind this
is that odors from certain classes deplete more quickly, and
merging odor classes through updates allows the system to
operate for an extended period.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a novel modulation technique
called OPSK for odor-based communication. We constructed
a system model and described the parts of system from trans-
mitter to receiver. With the analyses done on the constructed
system, we tested the capabilities of our system under many
different conditions. Analyses have shown that at distances
on the scale of millimeters, the system operates successfully
even in the presence of considerable noise. However, when
communicating over longer distances, such as kilometers,
while aiming for low SER values, the noise in the channel
becomes a significant concern. It is also observed that at higher
flow rates, the system becomes more susceptible to noise.

Another observation from our analyses was the correlation
between the increase in symbol rate and the rise in flow rate.
Alternatively, data rate can also be increased by representing
more bits with each symbol. However, it was noted that rep-
resenting a higher number of bits per dimension necessitates
greater accuracy in the demodulation process. Therefore, to
further enhance the data rate, conducting more research into
precisely measuring the perceptual values of odor molecules
would be highly beneficial. In addition to this, increasing
the number of perceptual dimensions offers another way to
increase the data rate, although this area requires further
research for effective implementation, too.

When developing our point-to-point communication system,
we also considered its potential suitability for creating multi-
node systems. In such setups, each node could be uniquely
addressed using a specific perceptual dimension of odors. This
way, each node would only interact with odor molecules that

match its address. This approach could pave the way for highly
selective and efficient network communications in MC context.
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