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Abstract Using a recently developed fast integral ultrawideband Gaussian noise model, we quantify
the achievable throughput under total optical power constraints for systems ranging from C-band to fully
populated OESCLU bands using optimum launch powers, showing conditions when expanding bandwidth
provides no additional throughput. ©2024 The Author(s)

Introduction

Future demands for data traffic can be met through
the exploitation of a greater fraction of the usable
bandwidth within optical fibres, defined by the low-
attenuation window of silica, across the O- to U-
band (1260 nm to 1675 nm), as shown in Fig. 1.
Increasing the transmission bandwidth to ultraw-
ideband (UWB) is an attractive and cost-effective
approach to meet the ever-growing traffic demand
through the reuse of existing deployed fibres[1].

Currently, deployed systems mostly operate
over narrow bandwidths using the C or C+L bands.
However, the use of other available bands has
been assessed in experimental field trials, which
have achieved milestones in data throughput.
Landmark UWB transmission exeriments have
already been demonstrated to cover O- to U-
bands[2],[3], reaching rates as high as 379 Tbps
after 50 km[4]. With recent advances in system
design[5],[6] and transmission[7]–[9] with bismuth-
doped fibre amplifiers (BDFA), we expect this
achievable data rate to increase further.

However, network operators often have very
conservative constraints on optical powers over in-
stalled networks in consideration of possible equip-
ment and power rating limits in optical switches,
couplers, and poor fibre splices; as well as eye
safety regulations, as total optical power can ex-
ceed that of Class 4 lasers. At high optical power,
fibres are also at risk of failure when under exces-
sive bending[10].

In this work, for the first time, we analyse the
maximum achievable throughput using the op-
timum launch power profile of short- and long-
haul optical systems ranging from C-band only
(4.38 THz) to O- to U- bands (58.95 THz) under
the conditions of unconstrained and constrained
total launch power. We quantify the impact of
total power constraints on the overall net through-
put achievable with launch power optimisation us-
ing a new integral GN model. Although the inter-
channel stimulated Raman scattering Gaussian
Noise (ISRS GN) model is a commonly used tool
for the rapid estimation of fibre channel nonlinear
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Fig. 1: Fibre attenuation, effective core area, nonlinear
coefficient, and dispersion.

interference (NLI) noise[11] and has been used to
estimate system performance using the E- to U-
bands[12] together with the O-band[13],[14], the first
demonstration of its accuracy in integral form for
the fully loaded O-band and all the other bands,
including ISRS, has recently been reported in[15],
allowing for the first time estimation of the full O-
to U-bands transmission performance.

Model and system setup
Taking into account the next-generation
transceiver technology, we simulate a trans-
mission system where each channel is modulated
at fs = 148 GBaud symbol rate with 150 GHz
channel spacing. We use L = 80 km span length
standard single mode fibre taking into account
wavelength-dependent attenuation, nonlinear
coefficient, effective area and dispersion as
shown in Fig. 1. Single- and 6-span transmission
with Gaussian constellations and ideal lumped
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Tab. 1: Amplifier noise figure (in dB), number of channels and
number of segments per band used in the model.

Band O E S C L U
Amplifier NF 5 7 7 5 6 8
Num. of ch. 116 100 62 29 47 36

Num. of seg. 15 6 4 2 3 2

amplification are considered in the modelling.
We consider several benchmarking scenarios
of 15 dBm, 20 dBm and 25 dBm and an uncon-
strained upper limit of total optical launch power.
Moreover, simulations are carried out assuming
both ideal noise-free transceivers, and noisy
transceivers with back-to-back SNR = 20 dB. We
assume a power leveller in the transmitter and
after each in-line lumped amplifier, such that we
can achieve an arbitrary spectral launch power
profile after each span. We use realistic values
for amplifier performance, the constant per band
noise figure (NF)[12] as shown in Tab. 1.

We employ the optimised integral ISRS GN
model[15], to accurately estimate nonlinear interfer-
ence (NLI) noise in O- to U-band systems. To
ensure high accuracy, we use NR = 150 and
N̄M = 1.4 as model parameter values.

To evaluate the total throughout for different op-
tical bandwidths, we consider several scenarios
where we start with a few channels in the cen-
tre of a C-band, followed by an increase in the
number of channels to fully populate this band.
After the C-band is populated, the L-band starts
being populated with channels starting from the
lowest wavelength (closer to the C-band), until the
band is fully populated too. This is repeated with
S-band channels from the highest wavelength, U-
band from the lowest wavelength, E-band from the
highest wavelength, and finally O-band from the
highest wavelength. A 5 nm guard band is placed
between each band. The total number of channels
with fully populated bands is given in Tab. 1.

Launch power optimisation algorithm
For each simulated bandwidth, an optimisation of
the launch power was carried out targeting max-
imum total system throughput for a given total
power constraint P

lim
. The optimisation cost func-

tion is defined in Eq. 1.

L = −
Nch∑
i=0

log2

(
1 +

τPi

ηNLI,i(τPi)3 + PASE,i + PTRX

)
,

(1)

where i is the channel index, Nch is the number
of channels, ηNLI,i is the NLI noise coefficient,
PASE,i is the the ASE noise power, and PTRX is
the transceiver noise power. Pi is channel launch
power which is scaled by the factor τ in order to
avoid exceeding the total optical power constraint
Plim. This optimisation constraint is given by Eq. 2.
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Fig. 2: Optimised optical launch power for 1 span, assuming
ideal transceiver, for fully populated bands. Subfigures from

top to bottom show different maximum optical power constraint
scenarios.

τ = min

(
1 ,

Plim∑Nch

i=0 Pi

)
(2)

The total link throughput is estimated using the
Shannon capacity bound formula given by C =
−2fs · L with fs being the symbol rate.

The optimisation is performed employing the
L-BFGS-B algorithm[16]. To reduce optimisation
dimensionality, we divide each band signal band-
width into segments NB = round(Bband/Bp),
where Bband is band bandwidth and Bp is seg-
ment size of 750 GHz for O-Band and 1.5 THz in
other bands. A maximum number of segments for
fully populated bands is given in Tab. 1. The input
variables for the optimiser are the segment edges,
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Fig. 3: Signal-to-Noise Ratio for a single span, with fully
populated bands, optimised assuming ideal transceiver.
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Fig. 4: Link throughput with an increasing number of populated channels and bands. The solid line represents simulations with
ideal transceivers and dashed and dotted lines with 20 dB back-to-back SNR limited transceivers. Different colour graphs represent
different total optical power constraints. (a) shows single-span simulation and (b) shows six-span simulations. Black lines show 90%

of the estimated peak throughput.

and the channel launch power is obtained using a
linear interpolation between each segment edge.

Results
The optimal launch power allocation was obtained
for all combinations of bands and is shown in
Fig. 2 for a single-span transmission. For the
unconstrained launch power case, lower wave-
length bands have higher launch power due to the
higher fibre attenuation within those bands com-
bined with the ISRS effect, which transfers power
from the shorter wavelength bands to the longer
wavelength ones. For wavelengths within the U-
band, the high-fibre attenuation also increases
their optimal launch power levels. A deep spectral
dip in the optimal launch power is observed in the
O-band around the zero-wavelength dispersion
because of the high NLI noise suffered by these
channels.

When we introduce an upper limit for the total
power, the power variation in the O- and E-bands
becomes less apparent. Compared to the uncon-
strained case, the power is reduced from the U-
band when E- and O-bands are added. Similar
trends can be observed for S-, C- and L- bands.

Fig. 3 shows SNR distribution over the trans-
mission bandwidth. For the constrained cases,
adding new bands reduces SNR in existing bands.
However, for the unconstrained case, the SNR
variations when adding bands are reduced, as
the optimum launch power allocation can partly
compensate for these variations. This latter ef-
fect shows that adding additional bands does not
greatly impact already operational bands, provided
that we have no constraints on the total optical
power.

Fig. 4 evaluates the maximum achievable
system throughput when increasing the band-
width for single and 6 spans and for ideal and
noisy transceivers. For an ideal transceiver, the
original unconstrained system with all occupied
bands achieves a total throughput of 766.5 Tbps
with 29.5 dBm total launch power, while impos-

ing a 15 dBm total power limit reduces it to
367.8 Tbps. For 6-span transmission, this drop
is from 502.3 Tbps to 170.6 Tbps. For a non-
ideal transceiver, with 20 dB back-to-back SNR,
this drop is from 606.3 Tbps to 350.3 Tbps over
a single span and 452.8 Tbps to 166.7 Tbps over
6-spans. For the latter case, 90% of the total
throughput using full O-U bands was reached at
24 THz of bandwidth for 15 dBm total power limit,
while with a 20 dBm power constraint throughput
is saturated at a bandwidth of 36.9 THz.

Conclusions
Using a fast integral GN model, we quantified the
impact of optical launch power constraints on the
achievable throughput for UWB systems. Enabled
by GPU parallelisation of the model, optimum
launch power allocation is obtained for simula-
tions ranging from the C-band only to the OESCLU
bands.

By default, launch power optimisation does not
take into account power limitations imposed due to
equipment and safety regulations. Introducing the
constraints in the total optical power changes the
optimal power distribution, suppressing the power
variations and power tilt due to SRS.

The total achievable throughput is noticeably re-
duced in the presence of the total power constraint.
The reduction is most marked when more trans-
mission bands and longer transmission distances
are introduced. With a 15 dBm constraint in a
single-span scenario, adding O-band to the C-to-E
system results in a negligible increase in through-
put, while in the 6-span scenario, adding E- and
O-bands bring a negligible increase. A total power
of more than 20 dBm is needed for the addition
of E-band to provide an increase in throughput of
more than 10%. This figure has to be increased to
25 dBm for the further addition of O-band to offer
an additional throughput increase of >10%.

Results show that no additional throughput is
obtained by adding E- and O-bands under low total
power constraints over multiple spans.
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