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Abstract: We demonstrate a technique for ultrastable optical frequency dissemination in a
branching passive optical network using code-division multiple access (CDMA). In our protocol,
each network user employs a unique pseudo-random sequence to rapidly change the optical
frequency among many distinct frequencies. After transmission through the optical network,
each user correlates the received sequence with the transmitted one, thus establishing a frequency-
hopping spread spectrum technique that helps reject optical signals transmitted by other users in
the network. Our method, which builds on the work by Schediwy et al. [Opt. Lett. 38, 2893
(2013)], improves the frequency distribution network’s capacity, helps reject phase noise caused
by intermediate optical back scattering, and simplifies the operational requirements. Using
this protocol, we show that a frequency instability better than ∼ 10−18 at 100 s while having
more than 100 users operating in the network should be possible. Finally, we theoretically
explore the limits of this protocol and show that the demonstrated stability does not suffer from
any fundamental limitation. In the future, the CDMA method presented here could be used in
complex time-frequency distribution networks, allowing more users while, at the same time,
reducing the network’s complexity.

© 2024 Optica Publishing Group under the terms of the Optica Open Access Publishing Agreement

1. Introduction

Since its earliest demonstration [1], ultrastable optical frequency dissemination using fiber-optic
links has seen a great deal of development, including many demonstrations over long-haul
links [2–5] and the establishment of frequency distribution networks with complex topologies
such as branches and loops [6–9]. These developments are motivated by a plethora of applications
such as quantum key distribution [10,11], seismic sensing [12,13], precision spectroscopy for
the determination of fundamental constants [14], and relativistic geodesy [15–17].

To fully realize these goals it is desirable to deliver the optical signal to as many users as possible
while keeping the network’s complexity and cost low. In most of the existing implementations,
this target is hindered by the transmission technology used. For example, multi-user branching
networks are formed by creating parallel point-to-point connections, requiring involved equipment
including repeater lasers at each branching site [7]. In addition, the branching device may have
to be located at intermediate sites with limited access (such as data centers), where installing
(additional) hardware might be relatively complicated and costly.

Some of the aforementioned challenges have been resolved in part using automated and
standardized systems [18]. Another method for cost-effective distribution of an ultrastable optical
carrier signal along a linear stabilized link was demonstrated in Refs. [19, 20]. A particularly
advantageous branched network for ultrastable frequency dissemination was demonstrated in
Ref. [21]. Here, a single ultrastable signal was distributed over several fiber-optic branches using
a simple passive optical power splitter, which makes the method inherently compatible with
relatively inexpensive passive optical networks. At the end of each branch, an electro-optical
unit takes care of the stabilization of the optical path between the ultrastable laser source and
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the end of the branch, and simultaneously provides the ultrastable optical signal to the local
user. Here, the detection of fiber-length variations is based on a beat note between the original
ultrastable carrier and a frequency-shifted optical wave, produced by the electro-optical unit, that
makes a round trip from the branch’s end to the ultrastable laser source and back. The latter wave
therefore passes through the optical splitter twice, which inevitably leads to cross talk between
different user sites. Schediwy et al. solve this by assigning slightly different frequency shifts to
the round-trip wave of each user, so that after detection electrical bandpass filters can be used to
reject the undesired signals from other users in the network [21]. Therefore each user must use
a unique optical frequency, which requires a certain amount of coordination among the users
themselves or by a central administrator. Because link stabilization requires some bandwidth
around the optical frequency of each user, the number of users is ultimately limited. Another
potential weakness is the sensitivity to rogue users or attackers, which could (un)intentionally
disable an arbitrary number of branches by transmitting in frequency channels that had already
been assigned to other users.

The technique presented in Ref. [21] is a form of frequency-division multiple access (FDMA).
FDMA was used in early generations of mobile networks and its limitations are well known [22].
By contrast, later generations improved this implementation using code-division multiple access
(CDMA). In CDMA, each receiver uses a unique pseudo-random sequence and correlates the
received signal with the expected sequence to reject signals of other users in the network.

Here we show that CDMA can be extended to the realm of ultrastable optical frequency
dissemination. In our implementation, the pseudo-random sequence is encoded in the optical
signal by hopping over many distinct optical frequencies. After transmission through the optical
system, we recover the original sequence and reject the effect of other users in the network. We
show that CDMA can be used to transfer the optical reference while having many users operating
in the network and we explore the limitations of this dissemination technique. We estimate that a
fractional frequency stability of ∼ 10−18 at 100 s while having more than 100 users operating in
the network is possible. We explore the limitations of this technique and show that with further
improvements more users are possible. Finally, our method rejects reflections inside the fiber,
a common source of noise [2], reducing the number of instruments required inside an optical
fiber link. The CDMA method presented here could ease the development of complex (passive)
optical networks for ultrastable frequency dissemination, by allowing many more users to operate
in the same network while reducing the hardware requirements.

We note that our approach is similar in spirit to the technique described in [23]; however, to the
best of our knowledge, our work represents the first demonstration of frequency-hopping CDMA
for optical link stabilization and frequency transfer. We also point out that cross-correlation of
frequency-hopping sequences was recently used to transfer time over fiber links up to 150 km
in length with picosecond stability, while observing similar suppression of effects of unwanted
reflections [24]. Cross-correlation of 10 Gb/s on-off-keyed optical data, for the purpose of
fiber-optic delay measurements over 75 km distance with few picoseconds uncertainty, was
demonstrated earlier by Sotiropoulos et al. [25].

2. Protocol description

2.1. CDMA single link

Figure 1 displays several branches of a network for ultrastable frequency dissemination using
CDMA. To provide insight into our protocol’s principle of operation, we follow an optical signal
traveling from the signal source to remote location A. For clarity, we will ignore optical signals
associated with any other links. A more general treatment will be given in subsection 2.2.

The signal from an ultrastable laser source is sent through an optical fiber link of length 𝐿

(10 km in figure 1). A key property of the ultrastable laser is that its coherence length well
exceeds the typical length scales in the fiber-optic network. During transmission through the
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Fig. 1. Simplified diagram of the experimental setup. A more detailed description of
each remote site including all relevant experimental components used is shown in figure
2. The dashed box shows a possible frequency hopping sequence used to drive the AOM.
The shown sequence follows equation 6 with 𝑓0 = 40 MHz, Δ𝑓 = 1 MHz, 𝑡𝑠 = 1 µs
and 𝑁hopping = 3. FM, Faraday mirror; PD, photodetector; VCO, voltage-controlled
oscillator; PRFHS, pseudorandom frequency hopping sequence; ISO, optical isolator;
BP, bandpass filter.

optical fiber, random optical path length variations lead to a time-dependent phase shift, 𝛿𝜙(𝑡),
given by [26]:

𝛿𝜙(𝑡) = 2𝜋 × 𝜈0
𝑐

[𝑛(𝜈0, 𝑡)𝐿 (𝑡)] . (1)

Here, 𝜈0 is the optical frequency of the laser, 𝑛 is the index of refraction of the medium, and 𝑐

is the speed of light in the medium. In principle, 𝛿𝜙(𝑡) varies over time with a power spectrum
that covers a wide range of frequencies [2]. However, we only consider link-induced phase shifts
that lead to quasi-static frequency offsets; i.e, on the time scale of the one-way propagation delay
through the fiber, the corresponding optical path length changes (or ’noise’) are approximately
linear.

At the remote site, the optical signal passes through an acousto-optic modulator (AOM) at
time 𝑡, and its time-dependent phase becomes:

𝜙A1 (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [𝜈0 + 𝑓s (𝑡)] + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡). (2)

Here the additional time dependence in the frequency of the AOM, 𝑓s (𝑡), is introduced to
accommodate the frequency-hopping sequence used in our protocol. In the parlance of CDMA,
𝑓s (𝑡) serves to ’spread’ the optical signal.

A portion of the optical signal is reflected back towards the signal source by a Faraday mirror.
After passing through the AOM and the fiber link, the phase of this optical signal becomes
𝜙A2 (𝑡 + 𝜏) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [𝜈0 + 2 𝑓s (𝑡)] + 2𝛿𝜙(𝑡), where 𝜏 = 𝐿/𝑐 is the propagation delay of the light in



the fiber. Here we neglect the small (few nanosecond) propagation delay between the AOM and
the photodetector, in view of the much larger propagation delays and timing uncertainties in the
system.

Finally, after reflection by the Faraday mirror at the source and the subsequent transmission
through the fiber link, the optical signal arrives at remote location A at time 𝑡 + 2𝜏, where it
undergoes one additional pass through the AOM before it is detected. The phase thus becomes

𝜙A3 (𝑡 + 2𝜏) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [𝜈0 + 2 𝑓s (𝑡) + 𝑓s (𝑡 + 2𝜏)] + 3𝛿𝜙(𝑡), (3)

where the term 3𝛿𝜙(𝑡) represents the phase shift due to link noise after propagating through
the fiber link three times.

Now, consider the beat note measured at the photo-detector at time 𝑡. With the help of Eqs. (2)
and (3), this can be written as:

𝜙beat (𝑡) = 𝜙A3 (𝑡) − 𝜙A1 (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × 2 𝑓s (𝑡 − 2𝜏) + 2𝛿𝜙(𝑡), (4)

The beat-note signal is mixed with a time-dependent electrical signal, 𝜙d (𝑡) which serves to
’despread’ the detected signal (as will be explained below). The low-pass filtered signal produced
by the mixer product becomes:

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 𝜙beat (𝑡) − 𝜙d (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × 2 𝑓s (𝑡 − 2𝜏) + 2𝛿𝜙(𝑡) − 𝜙d (𝑡), (5)

The mixer product is subsequently used as an error signal for a controller, which acts on the
VCO that steers the AOM. This controller thus produces a control frequency 𝛿𝑓 , which is used to
compensate the link noise 𝛿𝜙(𝑡) in the optical domain. Note that when the link stabilization is
active, we nominally expect to have 𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 0.

Before feeding the control frequency into the AOM, it is mixed with the spreading signal, 𝑓s (𝑡)
[Eq. (6)]. As a result, the frequency of the AOM jumps between 𝑁hopping possible frequencies (or
’symbols’), the order of which is chosen according to a pseudo-random sequence, 𝑠(𝑡), that is
unique to each user. The duration of each frequency symbol is 𝑡𝑠 . An example sequence is shown
in the dashed box of Fig. 1. The frequency sent into the AOM can be expressed mathematically
as follows:

𝑓s (𝑡) = 𝑓0 + Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡) + 𝛿𝑓 . (6)

Here, Δ𝑓 is the spacing between adjacent frequency levels, and 𝑓0 is an overall frequency offset.
Inserting Eq. (6) into Eq. (5) and choosing 𝜙d (𝑡) such that 𝜙d (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡× [2( 𝑓0 + Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d))],
with 𝜏d a programmable delay, we obtain:

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [2Δ𝑓 (𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏) − 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d))] + 2 [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)] . (7)

Crucially, by setting 𝜏d equal to the fiber propagation delay 𝜏, the above equation reduces to
𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 2 [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)]. Conversely, if 𝜏d is chosen incorrectly, the mixer output signal
becomes modulated at frequencies that are (sub)multiples of 1/𝑡𝑠 , which may be higher than the
servo control bandwidth. Finally, enabling the servo loop will enforce the condition 𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 0
so that 2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 = −𝛿𝜙(𝑡), thus compensating the noise induced by the link.

The frequency-hopping scheme implies propagation delay differences due to chromatic
dispersion, which may lead to significant phase jumps in the compensated optical signal. From
the material index of refraction of silica optical fiber [27], and for an optical wavelength of 1.5 µm,
we coarsely estimate a differential phase delay of about 40 ps nm−1 km−1 (a more accurate
estimate would consider also the waveguide dispersion). For frequency jumps of about 1 MHz,
for example, the differential delays are about 0.03 ps (assuming a link length of 100 km). Even
though these delays are negligible compared to other relevant time scales in the experiment,



they induce optical phase jumps larger than 2𝜋. Consequently, the optical phase of the signal
transmitted through the fiber will jump in a pseudo-random fashion every 𝑡𝑠 seconds.

For small frequency jumps such that the dispersion can be considered constant, these phase
jumps can be expressed in terms of the PRFHS as 𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡). Here, 𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
is the optical

phase delay per unit angular frequency, for a fiber with length 𝐿 and light with a given optical
wavelength, 𝜆.

In the following, we modify the previous equations to account for this phase modulation. First,
the signal presented in Eq. (4) will carry this additional modulation as follows:

𝜙beat (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × 2 𝑓s (𝑡 − 2𝜏) + 2𝛿𝜙(𝑡) + 𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏). (8)

To compensate for the dispersion-induced term in the beat signal, we add an additional phase
modulation Δ𝜑 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d) to the despreading signal, which becomes:

𝜙d (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [2( 𝑓0 + Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d))] + Δ𝜑 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d) (9)

Finally, following a similar algebra as above for Eq. (7), we arrive at a mixer output signal
with phase:

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [2Δ𝑓 (𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏) − 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d))] + 2 [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)]

+ 𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏) − Δ𝜑 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d). (10)

By setting 𝜏d = 𝜏 and Δ𝜑 =
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 , a cancellation of terms in Eq. (10) occurs such that

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)], which can be used to cancel the link noise as before. In the
supplementary materials (section 5.2) we describe how the above conditions are achieved in
practice.

2.2. CDMA multiple links

The description of the previous subsection does not consider the effect of any additional links.
However, light from the signal source can reflect off a second remote location B (meanwhile
traversing the AOM at location B twice), and subsequently reflect off the signal source to finally
reach remote location A. This additional optical signal has the potential to contaminate the output
of the photodetector at location A, PDA, with the control signal of remote location B as well as
the noise of the link connecting to remote location B. As we demonstrate below, the spreading at
location A modulates this undesired signal to frequencies that are mostly outside the passband of
the filter in front of controller A (Fig. 2), and outside of the phase-locked loop (PLL) bandwidth.
However, some cross talk does occur, and we quantitatively assess its impact here.

The evaluation of cross talk starts out from the interference between the paths of links A and B
at PDA, which involves three optical fields which we will label as 𝜙A1, 𝜙A3, and 𝜙A1B2. As before,
the numerical index indicates the number of one-way passes through each link, starting from
the ultrastable laser source. The resulting beat notes are mixed with the despreading signal and
low-pass filtered, leading to a signal sent to the controller that contains the following two terms:

cos (𝜙A1B2 − 𝜙A1 − 𝜙d) + cos (𝜙A3 − 𝜙A1 − 𝜙d) (11)

In principle, multiple reflections between the Faraday mirrors will result in other terms that
should be included in the previous equation. For example, a beat note between 𝜙A3 [Eq. (3)]
and 𝜙A1B2 [Eq. 12)] is possible. These additional terms require a larger number of total passes
through the optical system (six in this particular example) resulting in a much stronger attenuation.
Therefore, we do not include them here.



Following a similar line of reasoning as before, the phase of the light from remote location B
reaching the photodetector at A can be calculated to be:

𝜙A1B2 (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 ×
[
𝜈0 + 2 𝑓s,B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) + 𝑓s,A (𝑡)

]
+ 2𝛿𝜙B (𝑡) + 𝛿𝜙A (𝑡)

+ 2𝜋
(
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔

)
AB

Δ 𝑓 · 𝑠B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) (12)

Here, we have introduced the additional subscripts A and B to refer to the time delays, PRFHS,
and fiber noise associated with links A and B, respectively. Note also that the factor (𝜕𝜑/𝜕𝜔)AB
accounts for the total chromatic dispersion sustained during the subsequent transmission through
optical paths B and A.

The signal given in Eq. (12) will interfere with 𝜙A1 (Eq. 2) to produce an additional beat note
at the photodiode of remote A of:

𝜙A1B2 (𝑡) − 𝜙A1 (𝑡) = (13)

2𝜋𝑡 × 2 𝑓s,B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) + 2𝛿𝜙B (𝑡) + 2𝜋
(
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔

)
AB

Δ 𝑓 · 𝑠B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) (14)

Therefore, the low-pass filtered mixer product at remote location A will pick up the additional
signal with phase

𝜙mixer,AB = 𝜙A1B2 (𝑡) − 𝜙A1 (𝑡) − 𝜙d,A

= 2𝜋𝑡 ×
[
2Δ𝑓

[
𝑠B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) − 𝑠A (𝑡 − 2𝜏d,A)

]
+ 𝛿𝑓B

]
+ 2𝛿𝜙B (𝑡) (15)

+2𝜋
(
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔

)
AB

Δ 𝑓 · 𝑠B (𝑡 − 𝜏A − 𝜏B) − Δ𝜑 · 𝑠A (𝑡 − 2𝜏d,A) + 𝜑slow

Here, the subscript AB in 𝜙mixer,AB indicates that this frequency is associated with the signal
produced by mixer A originating from interference with the signal from remote location B. We
furthermore assume that Δ𝑓 and 𝑓0 are the same for both locations A and B. A more spectrally
efficient situation where each user employs different values 𝑓0,A, 𝑓0,B, . . . is not considered
here [21].

Finally, we have introduced the slowly varying (such that it can be treated as a constant) phase
factor 𝜑slow. This phase arises from different optical and electronic time delays in each of the
branches, the phase difference between each of the radio frequency sources used to generate
the frequency hopping sequence, and the short yet uncompensated fiber sections in each of the
branches.

2.3. Signal spectrum

To analyze the suppression of optical signals arriving from other nodes, we calculate the power
spectrum of the time-dependent signal given by Eq. (15). The derivations of the equations
presented here can be found in the supplementary materials (section 5.1). Assuming unit signal
amplitude, the power spectrum of this signal is given by 𝑆mixer,AB (𝜔), with

𝑆mixer,AB (𝜔) =
���� 1𝑇 ∫ 𝑇

0
sin (𝜙mixer,AB (𝑡))𝑒𝑖𝜔𝑡𝑑𝑡

����2 =����� 1
2𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝑒𝑖𝜙𝑛
𝑒𝑖 (𝜔𝑛−𝜔𝑘 )𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 𝑒𝑖 (𝜔𝑛−𝜔𝑘 ) (𝑛+1)𝑡𝑠

𝜔𝑛 − 𝜔𝑘

+ 𝑒−𝑖𝜙𝑛
𝑒−𝑖 (𝜔𝑛+𝜔𝑘 )𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 𝑒−𝑖 (𝜔𝑛+𝜔𝑘 ) (𝑛+1)𝑡𝑠

𝜔𝑛 + 𝜔𝑘

����2 ,
(16)

where 𝜔𝑛 = 4𝜋 Δ𝑓 𝑚𝑛 is the angular frequency difference between PRFHS A and PRFHS B
at symbol 𝑛, 𝑚𝑛 is an integer in the range [−𝑚, 𝑚], 𝑁 is the total number of pseudo-random
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symbols after which the signal repeats itself, 𝑡𝑠 is the duration of each bit, and 𝜙𝑛 is a phase value
which is constant on the interval [𝑛𝑡𝑠 , (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠] . The low frequency components of Eq. (16)
become:

𝑆mixer,A,B (0) =
����� 1𝑇 𝑁∑︁

𝑛=1

cos(𝜔𝑛𝑛𝑡𝑠 + 𝜙𝑛) − cos(𝜔𝑛 (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠 + 𝜙𝑛)
𝜔𝑛

�����2 . (17)

Crucially, at low frequencies (𝜔 ≪ 𝑓𝑛) and assuming that the number of bits (𝑁) is much larger
than the number of hopping levels (𝑁hopping), Eq. (16) can be approximated as:

𝑆mixer,A,B (0) ≈

������
∑𝑁hopping

𝑛=1 sin 𝜙′
𝑛,unique

𝑁2
hopping

������
2

. (18)

Here 𝜙′
𝑛,unique indicates that we are summing over the 𝑁hopping unique 𝜙𝑛 values where both

branches A and B have the same hopping frequency.
This DC component is an undesired signal leaking from remote B that falls within the servo

bandwidth of remote A and cannot be filtered out. It could result in cross-talk between each of
the PLLs, or phase noise leaking from other users. Fortunately, as we will demonstrate below,
this signal can be arbitrarily suppressed with a suitable number of hopping frequencies.

3. Experimental demonstration

Figure 1 shows a simplified schematic of our experimental setup. For clarity, this figure includes
only those key components required to understand our experimental technique. A detailed
description of each remote site, including every optical and electrical component used is shown
in figure 2. We demonstrate our technique using two independent branches, A and B. The
following description is common for both of them. The frequency hopping sequence is generated
using an arbitrary waveform generator (AWG, Keysight 33500B). The AWG has two channels,
which we use for spreading and despreading the signal. First, the output of a VCO (Minicircuits
ZOS-75+) is mixed with one of the channels of the AWG to produce the frequency hopping
signal which, after filtering (Minicircuits BBP-60+) and amplification (ZHL-1-2W+ for remote A
and ZPUL-30p for remote B) is fed directly into an AOM (Brimrose AMF-55-1550-2FP).

Then, at the photodetector, we recover a frequency hopping signal that follows Eqs. (4) and (6).
The output of the photodetector is then mixed with the other channel of the AWG to despread the



signal. Due to the limited sampling rate of the AWG (125 MS/s) we employ an additional mixer
driven by a direct digital synthesizer (DDS) to down-convert the despreaded signal to a frequency
of about 1.6 MHz. Finally, we use a digital servo controller (STEMLAB 125-14) with the PyRPL
software [28] to filter and mix down to DC the 1.6 MHz signal. The servo controller then acts on
this down-converted and filtered signal to drive the VCO and compensate for the phase noise. The
additional mixing down stage is done for convenience, to ease the characterization and operation
of the PLL.

As shown in Fig. 1, the output of remote A is used for an out-of-loop characterization of the
frequency stability from the link. Note that the frequency hopping sequence is also imprinted in
the output, so we have to despread the signal using an additional AWG. The resulting frequency
is then bandpass filtered and down-converted to about 13 MHz using an additional mixer. Finally,
the relative frequency stability is analyzed using a phase noise probe (Microsemi 3120A).

Small frequency offsets between both branches could lead to additional noise suppression
not originating from our CDMA spread-spectrum technique. While this could be an interesting
avenue to explore, we exclude such effects to assess the performance of the CDMA technique
alone as follows. First, we keep both hardware and software used in both branches as identical as
possible (a small difference being the amplifiers used). Second, we use the same external clock
(SRS FS-725) for all frequency generators. We thus ensure that the frequencies for the phase
locks of both branches are the same, and that both remote A and B hop over the same frequency
values. This latter point is also verified experimentally by measuring the beat frequency of the
out-of-loop beat frequency for both remote sites A and B.

In Fig. 3 (a) we plot the relative frequency stability of the out-of-loop beat note, with remote B
connected (red circles) or disconnected (blue squares). Our PRFHS is defined by 𝑁hopping = 31,
𝑡𝑠 = 2 µs, Δ𝑓 = 100 kHz and 𝑁 = 100 for remote A and 𝑁 = 101 for remote B. The slight
difference between the number of bits is chosen to ensure that the probability that we reach a
sequence where there is no frequency overlap between the two sequences at remote A and B is
close to zero. With these parameters, the CDMA protocol shows a relative frequency stability
lower than 10−17 at one second of averaging. More importantly, the inclusion of an additional
user has a negligible effect on the transfer stability.

The grey stars and yellow diamonds of Fig. 3 (a) show the stability when the frequency hopping
sequence is disabled (which corresponds to the FDMA method introduced in Ref. [21]). Here we
observe that the CDMA protocol delivers a slight performance improvement. We attribute this
improvement to the suppression of reflections inside the fiber. Indeed, optical reflections within
the link act as an additional source of noise [2], and recent work pointed out that spread spectrum
techniques can suppress them [23,24]. To confirm this behavior, we carried out measurements
with an additional AOM included at the source site (green triangles). With this additional AOM,
the reflections arrive at the photodetector at a different frequency and are thus rejected. When
these reflections are eliminated, both methods show remarkably similar performance, confirming
our hypothesis. The slightly better stability obtained by the additional AOM seems to indicate
that our CDMA protocol does not fully suppress the optical reflections.

In Fig. 3 (b) we estimate the maximum number of independent remote locations (𝑁remote) that
are possible using our protocol. Here we use a different PRFHS than before with 𝑁hopping = 961,
𝑡𝑠 = 2 µs, of Δ𝑓 = 3.125 kHz and 𝑁 = 3000 for remote A and 𝑁 = 3001 for remote B. Note that
due to limited availability of hardware in our laboratory, we were unable to demonstrate more
than two independent remote sites, so to perform this estimation we include an erbium-doped
fiber amplifier (EDFA) between the source and remote B. The number of sites is then deemed
equal to the square of the amplifier gain. For this demonstration, we ensure that we operate the
EDFA in the low-gain regime such that this approximation is correct. We verify this behavior by
measuring the relative beat note strength at remote A between the signals originating from the
two branches and comparing it to the measured amplifier gain.
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Fig. 3. (a) Fractional frequency stability with remote B connected and disconnected
using the CDMA protocol presented in this paper (red circles and blue squares
respectively). For comparison we show the equivalent data using the FDMA protocol
presented in Ref. [21] (yellow diamonds and grey stars); where both branches operate
with a single frequency and a small frequency detuning. The green triangles show
the frequency stability when an additional AOM is included. (b) Estimation of the
maximum number of independent remote locations (𝑁remote) that are possible using
the CDMA protocol.

For an EDFA gain corresponding to 45 locations, the achieved stability (Allan deviation)
compares well with that achieved for a single-location network, except for a slight degradation
of stability at averaging times below 1 s [see Fig. 3 (b)]. For EDFA gain corresponding to 144
locations, the stability increases by about a factor of two. We attribute this degradation of stability
to the limited suppression of the noise originating from other branches.

When increasing the EDFA gain further, to a corresponding number of 246 locations, the
stability is degraded by over one order of magnitude at short averaging times. Moreover, the slope
of the Allan deviation as a function of averaging time (𝜏𝑎𝑣) is observed to shift from 𝜏−1

𝑎𝑣 to 𝜏
−1/2
𝑎𝑣 ,

indicating that a white frequency noise process dominates over the usual 𝜏−1
𝑎𝑣 delay unsuppressed

noise [2]. This behavior is caused by cycle slips that occur at the high EDFA gain level used.
For implementations where this limit is not acceptable, a straightforward solution might be to
increase the number of hopping levels spanning a larger frequency range. Introducing frequency
offsets between different groups of users might also be an option. It should also be noted that in
this demonstration, the fiber noise contribution of each remote site is considered to add linearly,
i.e. ∝ 𝑁remote, while in a real network a more reasonable scaling might be ∝ 𝑁remote

1/2.
From the data presented in Fig. 3 (b) we conclude that using our frequency-hopping CDMA

protocol, relative frequency stability well below 10−18 at averaging times 100 s in a network
containing 144 sites should be possible, sufficient to distribute the frequency of state-of-the-art
optical clocks [17].

To further illustrate the effect of spreading and despreading the frequency, we measure the
power spectral density of the despread signal and compare it to the case where no modulation
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Fig. 4. (Upper panel) Power spectral density measured after the second mixing stage
before filtering. The data compares to situations, when no modulation is applied
(blue lines) and when the modulation is turned on (red lines). Here the PRFHS
follows 𝑡𝑠 = 2 µs, 𝑁hopping = 961, Δ𝑓 = 3.125 kHz and 𝑁 = 3000. The data shows
a suppression of ∼ 30 dB of the signal from remote B. The spectrum is measured in
remote A, at the input of the digital servo controller. (Lower panel) Strength of the
attenuation of the signal resulting from remote B. Shown are a least-squares fit to the
data (dashed line) as well as the expected 1/𝑁4

hopping dependence, derived theoretically
in this work [Eq. 18].

is applied. In both cases, the data is measured at the input of the digital servo controller and
before the last digital mixing stage (see Fig. 2). The resulting data is shown in Fig. 4. To
unambiguously identify the signal resulting from each of the remote locations, we introduced a
0.2 MHz frequency offset between the AOMs. The blue curve of Fig. 4 (upper panel) shows the
measured spectrum when no modulation is applied. Here two distinct peaks can be observed at
2.2 MHz and 2.4 MHz. These correspond to the beat signal from each of the sites, A (the desired
signal, containing the information of the phase noise in the fiber) and B (the undesired signal,
resulting from other users in the network). The red curve shows the equivalent spectrum when
applying a frequency hopping sequence with eight hopping frequencies. While the desired signal
resulting from remote A remains almost unaltered, the undesired signal is spread across a large
bandwidth and strongly suppressed.

According to Eq. (18), this suppression becomes stronger for increased number of hopping
levels. In Fig. 4 (lower panel) we show the variation of the relative height between the two signals
with increasing number of hopping frequencies (red circles) and compare it with the prediction
from Eq. (18) (red dashed line). Here we have normalized both signals to 1 at 𝑁hopping = 1. While
our experimental data shows a slightly weaker suppression than the one predicted by Eq. (18),
both theory and data show remarkable agreement. The solid line shows a fit to the data following
1/(𝑁hopping)3.5±0.3. Importantly, we demonstrate an attenuation of the undesired signal resulting
from the other branche by about 35 dB using eight hopping levels.



4. Conclusion

We have demonstrated a code-division multiple access technique using frequency hopping spread
spectrum to disseminate an ultrastable optical frequency to independent users in a branching
passive optical network. By spreading and despreading the spectrum we suppressed undesired
signals resulting from other users in the network. We provide a quantitative measure of the
suppression of the signals from other nodes, which scales as 𝑁−4

hopping. Using this technique we
demonstrate ultrastable optical frequency transfer, indicating the possibility of relative frequency
stability well below 10−18 at 100 s of averaging time while having about 144 users operating in
the same network. The demonstrated stability does not suffer from any fundamental limitation,
and can be straightforwardly improved for applications where higher performance is required. In
the future, the demonstrated technique could be used to simplify the operational requirements of
time-frequency distribution networks. We furthermore point out the possibility of encrypting
ultrastable optical signals using CDMA at the ultrastable laser source itself.

5. Supplementary materials

5.1. Power spectrum calculation

In the following, we will make a number of simplifying assumptions. First, we assume the
propagation delay in both fiber links to be the same, i.e. 𝜏𝐵 = 𝜏𝐴. If 𝜏𝐵 ≠ 𝜏𝐴, an additional
frequency modulation will occur. This will result in a stronger suppression of the DC component
shown in Eq. 18. Here we assume the less optimal condition where both codes have aligned
symbol transitions and maintain a fixed time offset due to the fact that 𝜏𝐵 = 𝜏𝐴. We consider the
case where the programmable delay 𝜏d has been correctly determined by experimental means
(see section 5.2 below) and set to 𝜏d = 𝜏A. We also assume the second remote location to be
locked, such that 2𝜋𝑡 × 𝛿𝑓B + 𝛿𝜙𝐵 ≈ 0. Finally, we assume that the hopping sequence is periodic
in time, with repetition time 𝑇 . This condition is also met in our experiment.

Under these assumptions, the output signal of the mixer that follows from the interference of
branch A and B [Eq. (15)] can be expressed as

𝑉mixer,AB (𝑡) = 𝑉0,AB sin(4𝜋Δ𝑓 [𝑠B (𝑡 − 2𝜏A) − 𝑠A (𝑡 − 2𝜏A)] 𝑡 + 𝜙disp (𝑡))

= 𝑉0,AB

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

Θ𝑛 (𝑡) sin(4𝜋Δ𝑓 𝑚𝑛𝑡 + 𝜙𝑛),

(19)

where 𝑉0,AB is the signal amplitude, and the residual (unsuppressed) phase modulation due to
dispersion is:

𝜙disp (𝑡) = 2𝜋
(
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔

)
AB

Δ 𝑓 · 𝑠B (𝑡 − 2𝜏A) − Δ𝜑 · 𝑠A (𝑡 − 2𝜏A) + 𝜑slow. (20)

Here, the function Θ𝑛 (𝑡) takes the value of 1 in the interval [𝑛𝑡𝑠 , (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠], and 0 elsewhere.
Furthermore, 𝑡𝑠 is the symbol duration, 𝑚𝑛 = 𝑠B (𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 2𝜏A) − 𝑠A (𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 2𝜏A) is the difference
between the two pseudo-random sequences, which is constant in the interval [𝑛𝑡𝑠 , (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠], and
𝑁 is the total number of symbols in the sequence (so that the duration of the pseudo-random
sequence becomes 𝑁𝑡s = 𝑇). Finally 𝜙𝑛 represents the evaluation of Eq. (20) over the interval
[𝑛𝑡𝑠 , (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠]. Within this interval, 𝜙𝑛 is constant, and in general 𝜙𝑛 can take 𝑁2

hopping possible
values.

Because Eq. (19) repeats itself after a time 𝑇 , it can be expressed in terms of its Fourier series



as follows:

𝑉mixer,AB (𝑡) =
∞∑︁

𝑘=−∞
𝐶𝑘𝑒

𝑖𝜔𝑘 𝑡 , 𝐶𝑘 =
1
𝑇

∫ 𝑇

0
𝑉mixer,AB (𝑡)𝑒−𝑖𝜔𝑘 𝑡 , (21)

where𝜔𝑘 = 2𝜋𝑘/𝑇 . In what follows, we will make use of the simplified expression 4𝜋 Δ𝑓 𝑚𝑛 ≡ 𝜔𝑛.
For simplicity, we will also choose 𝑉0,AB = 1. The Fourier coefficients can then be calculated
using Eqs. (21) and (19):

𝐶𝑘 =
1
𝑇

∫ 𝑇

0

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

Θ𝑛 (𝑡) sin(𝜔𝑛𝑡 + 𝜙𝑛)𝑒−𝑖𝜔𝑘 𝑡 =
1
𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

∫ (𝑛+1)𝑡𝑠

𝑛𝑡𝑠

sin(𝜔𝑛𝑡 + 𝜙𝑛)𝑒−𝑖𝜔𝑘 𝑡 . (22)

The righthand side of Eq. (22) can be straightforwardly evaluated to obtain:

𝐶𝑘 =
1

2𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

(
𝑒𝑖𝜙𝑛

𝑒𝑖 (𝜔𝑛−𝜔𝑘 )𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 𝑒𝑖 (𝜔𝑛−𝜔𝑘 ) (𝑛+1)𝑡𝑠

𝜔𝑛 − 𝜔𝑘

+ 𝑒−𝑖𝜙𝑛
𝑒−𝑖 (𝜔𝑛+𝜔𝑘 )𝑛𝑡𝑠 − 𝑒−𝑖 (𝜔𝑛+𝜔𝑘 ) (𝑛+1)𝑡𝑠

𝜔𝑛 + 𝜔𝑘

)
. (23)

The DC frequency component of 𝑉mixer,AB (𝑡) is given by the 𝑘 = 0 Fourier coefficient 𝐶0,
which according to Eq. (23) becomes

𝐶0 =
1
𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

cos(𝜔𝑛𝑛𝑡𝑠 + 𝜙𝑛) − cos(𝜔𝑛 (𝑛 + 1)𝑡𝑠 + 𝜙𝑛)
𝜔𝑛

, (24)

This expression is dominated by the terms for which 𝜔𝑛 = 0. Evaluating the summand in the
limit 𝜔𝑛 → 0 and keeping only the terms where the condition 𝜔𝑛 = 0 is fulfilled gives:

lim
𝜔𝑛→0

𝐶0 =
𝑡𝑠

𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

sin 𝜙𝑛 · 𝛿𝜔𝑛 ,0. (25)

If the number of symbols is much larger than the number of hopping levels (i.e., 𝑁 ≫ 𝑁hopping)
the total number of non-zero values of Eq. (25) can be approximated to be ⌊𝑁/𝑁hopping⌋.
Restricting the previous summation to the non-zero values, Eq. (25) becomes:

lim
𝜔𝑛→0

𝐶0 ≈ 𝑡𝑠

𝑇

⌊𝑁/𝑁hopping ⌋∑︁
𝑛=1

sin 𝜙′𝑛, (26)

where 𝜙′𝑛 indicates that the summation runs over the subset of 𝜙𝑛 values where the condition
𝜔𝑛 = 0 [implemented via the Kronecker delta function in Eq. (25)] is fulfilled.

To further simplify the previous equation we note that the probability of having identical
PRFHS symbols in branches A and B is 1/𝑁hopping so each of the 𝜙′𝑛 values will appear with an
average count of 𝑁/𝑁2

hopping within the previous summation:

lim
𝜔𝑛→0

𝐶0 ≈ 𝑡𝑠

𝑇

⌊𝑁/𝑁hopping ⌋∑︁
𝑛=1

sin 𝜙′𝑛

≈ 𝑡𝑠

𝑇

𝑁hopping∑︁
𝑛=1

𝑁

𝑁2
hopping

sin 𝜙′𝑛,unique ≈
∑𝑁hopping

𝑛=1 sin 𝜙′
𝑛,unique

𝑁2
hopping

, (27)



where we have used 𝑇 = 𝑡𝑠 · 𝑁 , and 𝜙′
𝑛,unique indicates that the summation runs only over the

set of unique 𝜙′𝑛 values. Finally, the power spectral density follows from taking the square of
Eq. (27).

Equation (27) reveals the presence of an additional ’cross talk’ phase offset, proportional to
1/𝑁2

hopping. This phase offset is quasi-static: it will vary slowly as the dispersion changes slowly
over time, primarily due to temperature variations in the fiber and varying delays in sections
of uncompensated fiber in locations A and B. As such, it will cause some residual frequency
instability, which can be reduced by increasing 𝑁hopping.

5.2. Calibration procedure

A crucial aspect of our protocol is the proper configuration of the demodulation signal applied to
the mixer such that:

𝜏d = 𝜏 Δ𝜑 =
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 (28)

By setting 𝜏d = 𝜏 and Δ𝜑 =
𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 , a cancellation of terms in Eq. (10) occurs such that

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 2 [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)], which can be used to cancel the link noise as before. Here, we
describe how the above conditions are achieved in practice. We can relate the spectrum measured
at each remote location to both 𝜏 and 𝜑, allowing us to achieve the above optimal condition. To
see this, we recall Eq. (10):

𝜙mixer (𝑡) = 2𝜋𝑡 × [2Δ𝑓 (𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏) − 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d))] + 2 [2𝜋𝑡𝛿𝑓 + 𝛿𝜙(𝑡)]

+ 𝜕𝜑

𝜕𝜔
· 2𝜋Δ𝑓 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏) − Δ𝜑 · 𝑠(𝑡 − 2𝜏d). (29)

Note that if 𝜏d ≠ 𝜏, a modulation with frequencies at integer multiples of 2Δ𝑓 will occur. By
minimizing the power spectral density (PSD) at these undesired frequencies we can achieve
the condition 𝜏d = 𝜏. In Fig. 5 (upper panel) we show the PSD for the case where the two-bit
sequences are time-aligned (red curve), as well as for cases where they are misaligned by
𝑡𝑠/2 = 12.5 µs (blue curve) and by 2𝑡𝑠 = 50 µs (grey curve). In our case, by minimizing the
height of these undesired peaks we obtain an optimal delay of 𝜏d = 49.05 µs (in agreement with
the expected delay for a fiber spool with a length of about 10 km). Since the strength of this
suppression becomes larger for smaller 𝑡𝑠 , we start with a large value of 𝑡𝑠 = 50 µs (so the peaks
are clearly visible) and progressively reduce it to its operational value (𝑡𝑠 = 2 µs).

We can employ a similar procedure to set the optimal values of Δ𝜑. Note that, the phase
jumps occur at a rate of 1/𝑡𝑠 , which is reflected by the PSD in the form of a series of harmonics.
Similarly as before, we can set the optimal Δ𝜑mixer by measuring the modulation peak in the
PSD and minimizing it. Figure 5 (lower panel) shows the PSD when Δ𝜑mixer = 0 and when this
additional modulation is eliminated with Δ𝜑/Δ 𝑓 = 70 ◦/MHz.
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Fig. 5. (Upper panel) The data shows the PSD for three different delays measured after
the second mixing stage. When 𝜏d is not properly configured an additional modulation
occurs at 2Δ𝑓 (grey and blue curves). If this delay matches the transmission delay
on the fiber the modulation disappears (red curve). Here, the PRFHS parameters are
𝑡𝑠 = 50 µs, 𝑁hopping = 2, Δ𝑓 = 0.125 MHz and 𝑁 = 7. (Lower panel) PSD when the
effect of optical dispersion is present (red curve) or when it is eliminated (blue curve).
Here our sequence simply alternates between two hopping levels with paremeters
𝑡𝑠 = 2 µs, Δ𝑓 = 3 MHz
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