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Abstract—Successive interference cancellation (SIC) is used
to approach the achievable information rates (AIRs) of joint
detection and decoding for long-haul optical fiber links. The
AIRs of memoryless ring constellations are compared to those of
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian modulation for surrogate
channel models with correlated phase noise. Simulations are
performed for 1000 km of standard single-mode fiber with ideal
Raman amplification. In this setup, 32 rings and 16 SIC-
stages with Gaussian message-passing receivers achieve the AIR
peaks of previous work. The computational complexity scales in
proportion to the number of SIC-stages, where one stage has the
complexity of separate detection and decoding.

Index Terms—Belief propagation, nonlinearity mitigation, op-
tical fiber communication, phase noise, successive interference
cancellation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Estimating the capacity of optical fiber is difficult be-
cause of the interactions of frequency-dependent attenuation,
dispersion, and Kerr non-linearity [1]. A standard approach
computes achievable information rates (AIRs) by simulating
transmission and having the receiver process its signal via
surrogate, or mismatched, models. The closer the surrogate
model is to the actual model, as measured by an informational
divergence, the higher the computed AIR. One, therefore, often
has a trade-off between AIR and computational complexity.

For example, two useful surrogate models are a memoryless
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel whose covari-
ance and pseudo-covariance may depend on the channel input
amplitude [1, Sec. X.C] and an AWGN channel with correlated
phase noise with large memory [2f], [3], [4]; see also [3l,
(6], [7], [8]. A memoryless model suggests practical receiver
algorithms with a posteriori probability (APP) processing. The
models with memory improve the AIR, but it is less clear how
to build practical receivers. In particular, the receivers in [6],
[71, [Ol, (8], [LO] use particle filters to compute joint detection
and decoding (JDD) rates, but it is not obvious how to convert
such structures into practical systems.

Two classic methods to approach JDD performance combine
separate detection and decoding (SDD) with either turbo
processing or successive interference cancellation (SIC). The
former approach was applied to Wiener phase noise channels
(L1, [12]], [13] and fiber-optic systems [[14], [[15]. This method
has the disadvantage of requiring receiver iterations and a
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dedicated code design to maximize the rates. We instead use
the SIC structure outlined in [1, Sec. XII] for which off-the-
shelf codes and classic multi-level coded modulation approach
capacity; see also [16]], [17], [18] and recently [19]], [20].

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. [l introduces nota-
tion, the channel model, and the correlated phase and additive
noise (CPAN) surrogate model of [9]. Sec. and Sec.
propose SIC receivers for circularly symmetric complex Gaus-
sian (CSCG) modulation and ring constellations, respectively.
The receivers use belief propagation and approximate message
passing. For a sufficient number of SIC-stages, the receiver
achieves, and even surpasses, the AIR for JDD predicted in
[9]. Sec. [Vl concludes the paper and suggests future work on
implementations.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

Random variables are written in uppercase, such as X, and
their realizations in lowercase, such as x. Random vectors are
written with bold letters, such as X, and their realizations as
x. We write a(z) o b(z) if there exists a constant ¢ for which
a(z) = c¢b(z). A Gaussian X with mean p and variance o2
has probability density function (pdf)

1 1(x—p)?
exp (_57@ ) ) ()

2mo? o

N (z;p,0%) =

Similarly, a complex Gaussian X with mean p, variance o2 =

E [|X — p[?] and pseudo-variance p? = E [(X — )] has pdf
1
w02 (02 - ﬂ)

exp (—%[(:c = )" (z = p)] {(523* gz} i [(Sj—_fig)*D
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where * denotes complex conjugation. A CSCG has p? = 0
and therefore the pdf

N(C (:E;,UfaO—Qapz) =

1 |z — p?
. 2\ _
N(C (l’,/,L,O' ) = Fexp (—T . (3)
The function
m(z)=(x+7 mod2r)—m 4)

maps z to the interval [—, 7).
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B. System Model

We use a standard model [1] for optical networks with
reconfigurable optical add-drop multiplexers (ROADMs). Mul-
tiple wavelength-division multiplexing (WDM) channels co-
propagate over a fiber span, and each receiver can access
only its channel of interest (COI). Co-propagating channels
disturb each other due to nonlinearities, such as cross-phase
modulation (XPM) and four-wave mixing (FWM), and the
worst-case scenario has different co-propagating signals over
the entire length of the transmission link. The continuous-time
baseband signal for n symbols and 2b interfering channels is

n b n
)= wiglt—iT)+ 3 Zby“g(t—z‘T)eMt (5)
=1 kk:;zob i=1

where the x; and bgk) are realizations of mutually independent

random variables with a common alphabet X and variance
o2. All channels use root-raised cosine (RRC) pulse-shaping
filters g(-) and symbol rate 1/7. We assume ||g||?/T = 1,
so the per-channel average transmit power is Py, = o2. The
central frequency of the k-th channel is wy /27 where wy = 0.

Signal propagation over an optical fiber using ideal dis-
tributed Raman amplification (IDRA) is described by the
nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLSE) [9]

Oz(z,t) _ P2 Px(2,t)
92 5 e

where [, is the dispersion coefficient, v the nonlinearity
coefficient and n(z,t) additive noise which is usually domi-
nated by amplified spontaneous emission (ASE). The receiver
accesses its COI via a bandpass filter with bandwidth 1/7". Tt
then performs sampling, single-channel digital backpropaga-
tion (DBP), matched filtering using RRC filters, downsampling
to the symbol rate, and mean phase rotation compensation [9]
to obtain the sequence {y;}.

+ivle(z, )2 (z,t) +n(z,t) (6)

C. CPAN-Model

Surrogate models based on regular perturbation (RP) [21]
simplify computation and analysis. We use the CPAN model
from [9] that has a phase noise channel

Y = X6l + N; ©)

where the transmit symbols {X;} are independent and iden-
tically distributed (i.i.d.). The additive noise process {N;} is
white and CSCG with p(n;) = N¢ (ni;0,02), and the phase
noise process {O;} is a Markov chain with unit memory:

0; = 1501 + 054\ (8)

where {A;} has i.i.d. real-valued, zero-mean, unit-variance,
Gaussian A;. We refer to [9, Equ. (56)] and [9, Equ. (50)] on
how to choose ps and os. We set the memory of the CPAN
model to 1 because, without a whitening filter, the AIR hardly
increases for larger memory. The additive and phase noise are
independent of the transmit string

X = [X1,Xo, ..., X, )

Unlike the Wiener phase noise model [6], the variance of ©;
does not increases in 7, and we have

0; ~ N(0,02) for all 7. (10)
III. SIC FOR GAUSSIAN INPUTS
Consider CSCG inputs with p(z;) = N (2;0,02). SIC

bridges the gap between AIRs for memoryless surrogate
models [1]] and AIRs for surrogate models with memory [9],
[6]]; see [19, Sec. IV]. For simplicity, we describe SIC with
S = 2 stages and consider even n; generalizing to any number
of stages is straightforward.

The transmit vector & of dimension n is divided into two
vectors @ and b of dimension n/2 in the manner

(1)

For the receive vector y, a SIC decoder works in two stages:

x = [a1,b1,a2,b2, ... an /2,0y 2]

1) Decode a symbol-wise using the APPs p(a;|y) for all i.
2) Decode b symbol-wise using the APPs p(b;|y, a) for all
1.
Note that the decoder receives APPs from the detector without
any inter-symbol dependencies, i.e., p(a;|y) is independent of
the aj with k # .
An AIR for the first stage with independent signaling is

n/2
h(A h(A;|Y) <I(AY 12
BAY) = 1 S ¥)<IAY) (2)
where we used h(A;|Y) > h(A;|Y,A1,...,A;—1). For the

second stage, an AIR is

n/2
<
L(B;Y|A) = /2 Zh hB;|Y,A) < I(B;Y|A)
(13)
where we used h(B;|Y, A) > h(B;|Y,A,B1,...,B;_1). An

AIR for SIC is the average of I; and Is:

Le(X:Y) = L (4 Y) 4 B(B:Y]4)) < I(X:Y)

(14)

A. Surrogate APP Based on the CPAN Model

The detector wishes to compute p(a;|y) and p(b;|y, a).
However, the true pdfs are unavailable, and we therefore use
the surrogate probability

q(x,y,0) = p(x)p(0)q(y|x,0)
- (15)
= [ p@i)p(B:l6:-1)a(yi i, 0:)
=1
with
p(z;) = Nc (24;0,02) (16)
p(0:l0i—1) = N (0i; psbi—1,0%) (17)
p(61) =N (61;0,0%) (18)
a(yilzi, 0:) = Nc (yi; 261, 02) (19)

where we slightly abused notation for clarity.
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Fig. 1: Branch of the non-decoded stage.

Note that x is a function of a and b. The surrogate model
allows to approximate p(a;|y) and p(b;|y, a) by

1
q(aily) = a/ /A\{ | q(z,y,0)dxdo (20)

) dxdo 21
cz/n/g\{} a(@,y,6)dz @h

where ¢; and ¢y are normalization factors and

q(bily, a)

.A\{l} = {CB eC": T2i—1 = ai}
By ={xzecCm:

(22)

T = by, [x1,23,...,Tp_1] = a}. (23)

We will marginalize ¢(x, y, @) in both SIC-stages, where the
marginalized variables depend on the stage.

B. Efficient Computation of the Marginal Distributions

The sum-product algorithm (SPA) computes the desired
marginals; see [22]], [23]]. To illustrate the algorithm, we use
factor graphs with directed edges carrying messages. The
message of edge e in the arrow direction is denoted 75(.),
and that in the opposite direction We( ). In general, messages
are densities, but for simplicity, we approximate most densities
by real-valued Gaussians. In this case, ﬁe denotes the mean
and o2 the variance of 7/.(.), and likewise for %7 .(.)

1) First Stage Detection: Fig.[Ildepicts the branches of the
first SIC-stage.

Upward Path: The X; are circularly symmetric, i.e., we have
the relation p(z;) = p (z;€!?) for all 6, which implies

o, (0;) = ;

092

/(Cp(ffi)Q(yilwi, 0;) dz;
1

- / R A A —
C

C g’

(24)

where 7/ = a6, By -?17, and likewise for other messages,

we denote a constant that normalizes to a valid pdf.

Rightward Path: Using 774, (61) = p(61), we obtain

Toy(02) = o / 70, (6)T o1 (6:)p(62101) 6,
Co, JR

(25)
= /Rp(@l)p(@zwl)dol = p(02)

and recursively 77 4,(0;) = p(6;) for all 4.

Leftward Path: We similarly have

AL
C@//

= const.

Tor (On) = —— POl 1)0,

(26)

and recursively W(,;/ (0;) is constant in 6;.

Downward Path: We have

o

09 = =0, (6) 70y (09 =p(6) 1)

/ o0

= /N 0:;0,05)Ne (yl,:zrle i,02)db;.

(28)
The surrogate APP ¢(x;|y) may now be calculated using

and

%Ii (xl) =

y’L|I’Lv

i) = =T 20) T (1) (29)

where cy, normalizes f; to a valid pdf.

We approximate f; by a complex Gaussian density with
mean s, = Ep[X], variance 0F, = By, [|[X — py,[?] and
pseudo-variance p7 = Ej, [(X — uy,)?]. As derived in App.
[Al we thus have

q(wily) = Ne (wispyp,, 07,05, (30)
with
02 2
ILfi = Ui~ XD ( —") 31
o, 2
o2 , 02
7t =% (a2l —) w6
Ty Ty
2 2‘73
Py, = yi 5 exp (=205) — 33)
Ty
where 03 = 02 + o2. At this point, we are interested only

in g(z;|y) for odd i, as these are the symbols detected in the
first SIC-stage.

2) Second Stage Detection: In the second stage, the sym-
bols in & with an odd index ¢, namely those described by a,
have been detected and decoded. Hence, branches of the form
Fig. lll and branches of the form Fig. [2| alternate. The former
corresponds to the elements in b or those with even index of
x, respectively, and the latter to those in @ or odd index of x.
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Fig. 2: Branch of the decoded stage.

Upward Path: For odd ¢, the message passed over 6, is

1
Mo (6:) = Cre/p(xz')‘J(yd%@i)

}, oi0i]?
X exp <2|y17|2|:cz| cos (HZ- —(Ly, — ZLs,) )> .
Un

This message consists of periodic repetitions of pulses, each
similar to a Gaussian with mean /,, — Z,, + 27k for k € N.
As we show later on, messages on the left- and rightward
paths, i.e., ﬁgi and Tg’i, are Gaussians with near-zero mean
and rapidly decaying tails. As products of these messages
are passed on, we may focus on the period closest to zero
by considering m (Ly; — Zx;) which maps Zy; — Zx; to the
interval [—m, 7). Using the approximation cos(7y) ~ 1 —~2/2,
which is valid for small values of ~, we obtain

_ L op)
Cg mOR

(34)

o (0:) = N (917 Lo, O 9/) (35)
o =m (Ly, = 2a,) (36)
2 o
T2 =_——n (37)

£ 2|yi||$i|

If 7 is even, as before, then Wgz ) is constant in 6;.

Rightward Path: We show that all messages in the rightward
path are approximately Gaussian, that is

79«; (9 ~N (917 ﬁ‘%v ?gl)
Tor(0:) ~ N (9i; oy, 73;/).
If 791, is Gaussian, then 792/ is either a product of Gaussians

or a product of a Gaussian and a constant, and hence Gaussian
[24]. Explicitly, the parameters of 79;/ depend on 7 as follows.

(38)
(39)

o If 7 is odd, then x; was already decoded in the first stage
and is a branch of the form shown in Fig. 2l Hence ﬁgg/
is a product of Gaussians and [24]

o & =
o 0+ #9;791

Hor = — (40)
i ?gl + 2
L, _
"= ‘ z . 41
o W (41)

o If 7 is even, then x; was not decoded in the first stage
and is a branch of the form shown in Fig. [1l Hence, 792/

is a product of a Gaussian and a constant, and therefore

ﬁ@g/ = ﬁgi and 734, = 731

S If 79;/7 , is Gaussian, then 791, is the marginalization over the

product of a Gaussian and a conditional Gaussian. We have
/N (0i—1; 11, 0% )N (035 psbi—1, 05 ) dfi1
R

= N (6 psps, p3o® + 03)

(42)

from which we obtain

Z/ﬁeggl(9i—1)]9(9i|9i—1)d9i—1
R

%/\/‘(91‘;!15?9;;1#??3@ +a§).
With 77, (01) = p(61) = N (61;0,02) for any stage, we

arrive at (38)—(39) by induction.

Leftward Path: Denote by 4’ the largest index of all symbols
decoded in earlier stages. In the second of two stages, i’ =
n—11if n is even and ¢’ = n else. All branches to the right of
the ¢’-th branch are of the form shown in Fig. Il and therefore
$767,(0:r) is constant in 6. Therefore, we find that (note the
different subscripts)

e, (05) = ?0;, (0r)

is approximately Gaussian, see (33). This is also true for 7’ =
n. If ?9#1 is Gaussian in 6;,1, then we update

T ov (0:) =/Wem(9i+1)P(9i+1|9i)d9z‘+1
R

<— (45)
o, 9,01 T 05
~ N < +1 , +12 )

(43)

(44)

Hs Hs
Similar to the rightward path, for ¢ < ¢/, we have
To.(0:) ~ N (053 ¥56,, 53, (46)
where the update rule depends on the index i.
o If 7 is odd, then
R A BRI (47)
Ko, = (Ez,‘ + (Ez,‘,
=2 <=2
c2 7670y 48)
b5+ 52,
o If i is even, then e, = %9// and & 09 = <_3//

Downward Path: As both 79 ) and ?gu ) are Gaussian
in 6;, their product is also Gaussmn That is, we have

o (6:) o, (0:) 7 1 (0;)

?; (49)

~ ( lvﬁ@ia 9:)

with

ﬁg ?gu + %0”?31,

ﬁeé - ?2 + U@// (50)
2 <=
72 = 7 U"” . 51)
R



Similar to the first stage, for even ¢ we approximate ¢(z;|y, a)
by a complex Gaussian. Simulations show that using CSCGs
suffices, and the mean and variance are (see App. [A)

2 2 _ , ~(—j>2/ 2
K <_%ﬁ9i 79 J 1) ) (52)
0/

.= (S
Ifs = i OXP 77
2 2
2 Oz ( 2 20z
o2 =2 (o2 + |yl =2 ) - |uy, 53
fi O—Z ( n |y1| 05) |,1le ( )

C. Extension to S SIC-Stages

An extension to S stages is straightforward. The first stage
can be detected as described by (30)—(33). For stage s > 1, all
x; corresponding to stages s’ < s are assumed to be known.
Also, the following means and variances should be calculated
beforehand for appropriate indices ¢:

2

<—2 On

e
Lo, =m(Ly, — Za,) s P NIRT (4)
‘ Y 7o 2|yl

For Gaussian messages, we collect the mean and variance in

one vector
791’ = [7915731]

and likewise for other messages. We also define the function

(55)

2 2 2 2
p103 + p20y 0703

2 2 2 2
oi{ + 03 o1 + 03

g(ny,ms) = (56)

which describes the mean and variance of the product of
Gaussians with parameters 17; and 7,.
Algorithm [I] shows the computations for stage s. The set
T has the symbol indices decoded in earlier stages, e.g., for
—2that1sI1—(Z)andIQ—{13 .,n — 1}. We have
o, = [0,02]. For i’ =n — S+ (s — 1) Which is the index
of the last symbol in & decoded prior to stage s > 1, we have

o
%01, = |m (Zyi, - Zzi/) ) m (57)
and (see (43))
0'2 + 2
m(ZLy, —Zz.,) 35,z T %
%0// — ( Yi i ), 2]y || 12‘ (58)
Hs Hs

Let (%) be the symbols decoded in stage s, i.e., for two stages
a=2z" and b=2P Forie {s,s+5 s+25,...}, we
have
q(zily, 2, 2D = NG (24 ,ufi,ai_) (59)

where p1y, and 0% can be calculated from the output of
algorithm [I] and (Iéb

Note that our Gaussian approximate message passing algo-
rithm uses messages that are vectors of dimension two with a
mean and variance. Also, the calculations for the ﬁg;, 79;,
fif;» and o7, can be parallelized.

Algorithm 1 SIC-Stage-Detector for Independent CSCG In-

puts
—1 -/
.,m(s ), Is, S, S, n, 1 ,791, %9;;71, %9;

Input: y, =V, ..
for ¢ € 7,
Qutput: 792
> Rightward Path
for i< 1ton—1do
if i € 7, then
o < 9(M o, Mor)
else
79;’ < 791’
end if
ﬁem A {Méﬁeg'#?s?gg + Ug}
end for
> Leftward Path
for i < i —1to 2 do
if i € 7, then
%ei «— g(%@fi/a %9;)
else
%91' «— %0;’

end if -
2 2
% . o, ©o,t0s
0,11 s Hg

end for

> Downward Path
for i< 0to [n/S]—1do
i s+1S
Ho — 9(7o,. Mor)

end for

D. Lower Bound on Mutual Information

We lower bound 71 (A;Y) by using

ho(Ai]Y) = — / p(y) / p(aily) log q(aily)daidy
— h(AY) + D (p(&[Y)lq(A4i]Y))

> h(Ai]Y)

(60)

where D(-||) is informational divergence that is non-negative.
We thus have

n/2

n/QZh

Likewise, we have

I,(AY) JA]Y) < L(AY). (61)

n/2
I 4(B;Y|A) : /2 Zh J(BilY,A) < I,(B;Y|A)
(62)
with
n(BIY.A) =~ [ [owa) [soiwa)

-log q(b;ly, a) db;dyda.
As we use i.i.d. CSCG inputs with variance ag, we have
h(A;) = h(Bi)

= log(mea?). (64)
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Fig. 3: Parameters considered in the CPAN model for the setup
described by Table M and [9, Sec. VIII].

We approximate (60) and (63) by simulating transmission
of Nyq sequences {x} and {y,} and compute

qu

he(A;|Y) = Zlogq ar,ilys) (65)
Nieq k=1
Nseq

ho(BilY , A) = —<— "logq(brilyy,ar).  (66)
Nieq k=1

E. Simulation Results

Table [ lists the simulation parameters; see [9, Sec. VIII].
However, the receiver does not use a whitening filter and uses a
unit-memory surrogate channel. We use 24 sequences of 8192
symbols each for training, e.g., to obtain us and a(%, and 120
sequences of 8192 symbols each for testing, i.e., Ngeq = 120.

We first investigate the AIRs of the CPAN channel with
noise variances that mimic those of the nonlinear fiber-optic
channel. Fig. B plots the variances o7, 02 of the phase noise
process, and the variance 0721 of the AWGN. These variances
increase with P, due to the nonlinear interference. In contrast,
the variance o3g of the ASE is constant at approximately
2.95- 1077,

Fig. show the AIRs for the following benchmarking
scenarios:

% a memoryless AWGN surrogate model,

a memoryless surrogate model with i.i.d. Gaussian phase
noise and independent AWGN,

e a JDD-receiver based on particle filtering [6], [9], and

e a genie-aided receiver with perfect knowledge of the
phase noise, so the AIR is I(X;Y|©®).

The solid black curve shows the AWGN channel capacity with

ASE only, which upper bounds the CPAN channel capacity.

The inequality shows that SIC cannot outperform
JDD. SIC improves the memoryless receivers, and the mem-
oryless phase noise receiver AIR is the same as the SIC
AIR with § = 1. As ® and X are independent, we have
I(X;Y|®) > I(X;Y). Thus, the genie-aided receiver with
perfect knowledge of the phase noise has larger AIRs than the
JDD receiver.

Fig. [al shows that SIC with 2 and 4 stages loses significant
AIR compared to JDD. To maintain a rate loss of less than 1 %,
one needs at least 8 SIC-stages. The AIR of the SIC receiver
with 64 stages is very close to the AIR of the genie-aided
receiver with perfect knowledge of the phase noise process.

TABLE I: System Parameters

Parameter Symbol Value
Fiber Length L 1000 km
Attenuation coefficient « 0.2dB km™!
Dispersion Coefficient B2 —21.7 ps?2 km™!
Nonlinear coefficient o7 1.27 W= km™!
Phonon occupancy factor n 1
One-sided number of WDM channels b 2

We infer that the proposed SIC receiver performs well for
CPAN models. To further improve the rates for the nonlinear
fiber-optic channel, one must improve the surrogate model,
e.g., by considering correlations in the additive noise [6].

Studies of the dispersion-free nonlinear-fiber optic channel
show that derived models with zero dispersion have AIRs
that grow as £ log(SNR) + O(1) where SNR  P,; see [25],
[26], 1271, [28] In contrast, the CPAN AIRs decrease with P,
because the additive noise variance 0721 increases with P, see
Fig. Bl Both the phase and amplitude of the signal experience
distortions that increase with transmit power.

Fig. shows the AIRs for the nonlinear fiber-optic chan-
nel with a receiver that uses the CPAN surrogate model.
The solid curve again shows the capacity of the AWGN-
channel distorted by ASE only, which upper bounds the
capacity [29], [30]. We remark that the inequality in (I4)
does not hold for mismatched mutual information (MI), i.e.,
1/2 (11,(A;Y) + I o(B;Y|A)) might exceed I,(X;Y)
based on JDD and particle filtering, as used in [9]. Second,
the AIRs of JDD are slightly smaller than those in [9], which
is mostly due to the lack of a whitening filter.

We again see that 8 SIC-stages provide AIRs similar to those
of JDD. However, for 16 or more SIC-stages, the AIR of SIC
exceeds that of JDD. We infer that the channel description
of the SIC channel better approximates the true channel than
JDD does. The 64-stage SIC-receiver gains approximately
0.52bits per channel use (bpcu), or 6.4%, in rate over the
memoryless AWGN receiver.

IV. SIC FOR RING CONSTELLATIONS

This section studies ring constellations. The transmit sym-
bols have an independent amplitude R; and phase I';. The
amplitude is sampled from a discrete distribution in R =
{Ff1,...,7n,}, and the phase is sampled from a continuous
distribution in [—7, 7). We use the distributions

1

P(7) = wi,  p(vi) = o forvi € [=m, ). (67)
™
Like CSCG inputs, ring constellations are circularly symmet-
ric, and therefore we have (see (24)

1
Je

Motivated by CSCG inputs, we use equidistant rings with

7¢ = (- Ar and probabilities w, that model a Rayleigh

Distribution with variance 02 ie.,

e (— )

72
4
2
Iz
Ny
m 1 Tm €xp

wy = (69)

810|S'°
~—
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Fig. 4: AIR of various receivers for correlated phase noise and
nonlinear fiber-optic channels. SIC with S stages is denoted
SIC S. The solid black curves show a capacity upper bound.

We name this constellation unidistant Rayleigh ring (URR).
The transmit power is

(70)

and we set ag = P;x. The Ar, which satisfies the power
constraint, is found numerically.

URR constellations approximate a CSCG for large n,.
Fig. 5l shows the AIRs for memoryless AWGN channels with
02 = 2.95- 1077, which is approximately the ASE noise
variance for the parameters in Table [l The horizontal line
indicates the largest AIR of 2 SIC-stages in Fig. which is
the peak value we attempt to reach. Observe that 32 rings are
needed to prevent significant deviation from Gaussian inputs
at the target AIR.

A. Mutual Information Estimation

Suppose X has independent amplitudes R and phases T’
that are transmitted through a channel py|x; see Fig. 16l By

SNR [dB]
SIC 64
10 20 30
‘ T
Gaussian 32
| ; j ey
3]
_8" 8 | — //1,
5 e
2 6| ~ -
4 |
—15 -5
P« [dBm]

Fig. 5: AIR of Gaussian and ring constellations for mem-
oryless AWGN channels with noise variance 2.95 - 1077,
Horizontal line indicates the highest AIR for 2 SIC stages

in Fig.

R

’R.ejl“} le|X}

r
Fig. 6: Independently modulated phase and amplitude.

the chain rule of MI, we have
I(X;Y)+I(RT;Y|X)=I(R,T;Y)+ I(X;Y|R,T)
———— ————

=0 =0

(71)

and hence I(X;Y) = I(R;Y )+ I(T;Y|R). Consider (IT)
and define

a; =roi—1exp(jas), by =12 exp(if;). (72)

We divide only the phase noise vector into components related
to a and b because, as we will show later, the absolute value
can be detected and decoded in a memoryless fashion, hence
no SIC receiver is needed.

AlRs for the absolute value and phase channels are

ZH H(R;|Y)
1 n/2
h(@Y|R) = = Zh(m) — h(ei|Y, R) (73)
n/2
L(BY|R,a) = ﬂth h(BiY . R, ).

The following sum is an AIR for SIC:

Le(X;Y) = In(R¥) + 3 (e YIR) + B (B Y R, )

<I(X;Y).
(74)
Similar to (I3), consider
q(r,a,8,y,0) = q(r,v,y,0)
(75)

= [[ P(ri)p(v)p(0il6: -1 )a(yilri, vi. 0:)

i=1



Fig. 7: Branch of the non-decoded stage with non-decoded
absolute value.

where ~ describes the angles of the entries of x, and is thus
a function of a and 3. The vector x is a function of r and
~. As before, we discard dependencies for the sake of clarity.
The receiver wishes to calculate

1

drit == [ [ 3 atrvp0paae a6

3Rn & rer\
q(aily,r) / / (r,v,y,0)dvdé (77)

R" I\ (i}
q(Bily,r, o) / / (r,v,y,0)dvdo (78)
where

RMY = (o' e R : ) =1y} (79)
II=[-mm)" (80)
MY = {y € [-m,m)" s 9201 = o} (81)
M = {ye[-mm)" :a() = aAy =5} (82

with a(y) = [71,73,.-.,Vn—1]- As before, we marginalize
q(r,~,y,0), but the variables subject to marginalization de-
pend on the SIC-stage.

B. Computing the Marginal Distributions

1) Absolute Value Detection: The graph used to detect the
amplitudes r has branches shown in Fig. [7l Using

/Tr |%|2—|—T
—1T

2 J1 12 2lyi|ri
q(yilri, i, 03)dyi = oz exp (—T) I (?
(83)
and p(yi) = 5=,

one can again show that
?0;(91) = 09/ Z / ’71 Tz (yz|7aza'7u )d'%
-7

il 'eER (84’)
= const.
As in (27), we obtain
7 0:(6:) = p(6:) (85)

p(0i41]6:)

’ P(ri)q(yilri, vi, 0:)

?%

Fig. 8: Branch of the non-decoded stage with decoded absolute
value.

and

T (ri) = %/}Rﬁe; (6:) /_” p(vi)a(yilri, Vi,

i (Plyilr
X exp oz ) o\ =2 )

6;)dy;db;

(86)
With this, upon receiving y; one can compute
P(ri) 571, (rs)
q(rily) = BAALLE U (87)
Yrer P() 977, (7)

Note that the computations for different ¢ may run in parallel.
We now investigate SIC with two stages for absolute value
detection. In the second stage, branches of the type shown in
Fig. [7] and Fig. [§ alternate. For odd i, we have branches of
the form shown in Fig. [§] and
o (0 .

- Crg/ p(%)q(yﬂria%,@i)d%

o (88)
= comnst.

where we used (83). Following the same steps as before, we
recover (87). Therefore, the receiver does not use the entries
of r decoded in the first stage. We can hence use (87) to detect
all elements in = and achieve no gain using SIC.

2) Phase Detection, First Stage: The graph is a concatena-
tion of branches of the form shown in Fig.[8l Using (83), we
again have ?9; (0;) = const., and 792 (0;) = p(6;). Similar
to (34), we obtain

1 o2 o2
7/\/<yi;ria—n>/\/<9i;m Ly =i 7—n)-
Vyilri o 2 (4y ) 2|yi|r;

(39)
Using 794

q(yilrs, i,

0;) = N (6;;0,03), we thus have
7% (i / 79’
~N (m (Zy, —

y1|7’u Vi, z)d91

o2
2|yq|ri

q(vily, )
(90)
) 0 0'9 +



The scaling constant ensures (@0) has unit integral over the
support of ;. However, as the tails decay rapidly, this constant
is larger than, but very close to 1 and may be omitted.

3) Phase Detection, Second Stage: Branches of the form
shown in Fig. [ for odd 7 and Fig. [§] for even i alternate. In
the former case, we use the approximation (33), while in the
latter case Wg; (0;) is constant in 6;. With the same steps as
before, we obtain

79%(91') %N(@;ﬁef,?g/_) oD

where (30Q) and (3I) give the expressions for ﬁgl and 79,
Similar to (90), we now have

2

|yi|7°i

where we omitted the normalization, as discussed above.

C. Extension to S SIC-Stages
Extending the algorithm to .S stages is straightforward. We
first decode 7 using (87) and the first stage of ~ using (O0).
For the s-th stage, we reuse algorithm [I] to obtain 79; =
ﬁg;, 75,} and calculate q(7;|y,r, ¥, ..., ~v&=D) fori €
s,5+ 5,5+ 2S,...}, as indicated by [@2).

D. Lower Bound on Mutual Information

Using the same approach as in Sec. [II-D define

Ir4(R;Y) ZH J(RiY3) 93)
S IR(Ra Y)
1 n/2
I ,(;Y|R) = 73 ;h(ai) —hg(ey|Y,R)  (94)
< h(Y|R)
n/2
1
log(B; YR, ) = 55 > h(B:) ~ hy(BilY R @) )
=1
< IZ(/87Y|R7 a)
Note that
—ng logwe, h(a;) = h(B;) =log2m (96)
=1
for all 7. The surrogate channel (differential) conditional

entropies can be approximated by simulation as in Sec. [[II-D|

E. Simulation Results

Fig. 9 shows the AIRs for 2 SIC-stages. The AIRs of
CSCG modulation are plotted in dashed black for reference.
As expected from Fig. 3 the AIR increases with the number
of rings and saturates at 32 rings. Fig. shows the rates as
a function of the number of SIC-stages for 32 rings. This is
similar to the results for CSCG modulation in Fig. @

The phase noise variance depends on the amplitude statis-
tics. For example, M -PSK or ring constellations with one ring

- I I I I [—
9 - = - Gaussian —@— 4 Rings —&— 8 Rings
16 Rings —6— 32 Rings —— 64 Rings

AIR [bpcu]

\
-14 -12 -10

Pix [dBm]

Fig. 9: AIR for 2 SIC-stages for Gaussian modulation and ring
constellations.

AIR [bpcu]

Fig. 10: AIR of ring constellations with 32 rings for different
numbers of SIC-stages and the JDD receiver with Gaussian
inputs for reference. The solid black curve shows a capacity
upper bound.

cause little phase noise, whereas Gaussian modulation causes
significant phase noise [5]]. Therefore, we have a tradeoff: in-
creasing the number of rings increases the amplitude channel’s
rate and the phase noise variance. The left plot in Fig. [T1]
shows that for two SIC-stages, the AIR of the phase channel
decreases with an increasing number of rings. The right side
shows that the AIR of the amplitude channel increases by a
larger amount, and hence the overall AIR increases for an
increasing number of rings.

V. CONCLUSION & OUTLOOK

We studied SIC-receivers to compensate for nonlinearity in
optical fiber. The receiver used the CPAN model as a surrogate
channel, and we simplified the SPA by using Gaussian mes-
sages. We proposed receiver algorithms for CSCG modulation
and ring constellations that provide AIRs comparable to those
of JDD receivers [9] for 16 or more SIC-stages. The ring
constellations perform as well as CSCG modulation for 32
or more rings. For future work, we plan to study discrete
constellations and multi-level coding with off-the-shelf codes,
as well as dual-polarization and space-division multiplexing.
Another interesting direction is to discard single-channel back-
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5, |
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Fig. 11: AIR of phase (left) and amplitude (right) channel for
two SIC-stages and ring constellations.

propagation and use the proposed receiver to compensate for
self-phase modulation.
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APPENDIX A
MOMENTS OF f

For CSCG inputs, let

flz) = —p / o (0)q(yle,0)do 97
and
cr = 79/9/pqu:1:,9d3:d9
1= [ 0® [ p@naties) o
with ¢(y) = Nc (y;0,02). Using
x, for E4[X]
g(x) = lz|*, for B[] X ] 99)
z?,  for Ef[X?]
the second-order moments can be calculated with
o)
/ o (0) (100)

E
e
o,
S
ﬁ\s
/—\
\_/
i
—
\_/I
=
<
\.&I
o
S~—
O,
ISh}

=:a =:b(2)

where & = ze)? and k = 1 for E¢[X], k = 0 for E¢[|X]?],
and k = 2 for E¢[X?].
Us1ng 79/ = (9 ﬁg/

squares gives
o oy (AT = (o kT
2 72,

9,) and completing the

).

(101)

03 030h
b(Z) = Ne (:vy =5 ) (102)
Uy Uy
and therefore
Y%, for g(z) = &
Uzy 902 _ 19
% (o2 P3s), forg@) = 2P
2—1 for g() = 2.
K (103)
The moments of f follow directly:
2 172, — , _ ~?2, 2
1y = Y2 exp (——79 (mz i9%9) > (104)
O'y 2 G
2 2
2 9 ( 2 20y 12
7t =2 (A PSS ) -l (105)
ol 172 — (o —2i2)2
p§=y2—4€><p(—— (o —2570) )—ufc-
O'y 2 9’
(106)
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