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We investigate the reconstruction of the transmission matrix of a time-evolving atmospheric channel
with an online recursive optimization routine, using wave-optics simulations. We demonstrate that this
estimation technique is able to keep up with the evolution of the channel and enables a significant
improvement of communication-relevant quantities such as the total power transmitted through the
channel, and the coupling of the received light into a single mode fiber. Moreover, we show that this
approach is robust against measurement noise, and that it notably reduces the probability and duration of
power outages, even in strong turbulence. © 2025 Optica Publishing Group
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1. INTRODUCTION

Atmospheric channels play an important role in various fields
of science and technology including astronomy, remote sensing,
imaging and communication [1, 2]. All these rather diverse
applications share the need of efficiently transmitting and/or
decoding information encoded into electromagnetic radiation
travelling through the channel. Accordingly, it is crucial to
identify strategies which efficiently mitigate the random wave
distortions induced by the atmosphere.

For the past few decades, the main turbulence compensation
strategy has been adaptive optics (AO) which uses a fast wave-
front sensor working in closed loop with a wavefront shaping
element (generally a deformable mirror) to correct turbulence-
induced phase distortions in real-time [1, 3]. Compensating only
phase fluctuations is sufficient for weak atmospheric layers, es-
pecially if located close to the receiver, i.e. in astronomy. On the
other hand, AO fails to compensate for intensity fluctuations
which become important in horizontal atmospheric channels,
particularly under strong turbulence conditions [4, 5], and can
have a significant impact, e.g. in free-space quantum or classical
communication [6–8].

In contrast to applications involving free-space propagation,
in static scattering media wavefront shaping techniques have
become the preferred tool to control light propagation [9]. In
this context, measuring the transmission matrix of the medium
[10] enables focusing [11], point-spread function engineering
[12], high energy transmission (even through multiple scatter-
ing media) [13] and arbitrary field transmission [14]. Recent
works applied these ideas to turbulence: efficient transmission
of light through a specific static realization of an atmospheric
channel was demonstrated in a table-top simulator [15], and

temporal evolution of the highly transmitting modes of an at-
mospheric channel was investigated in wave-optics simulations
[16]. These works demonstrated that efficient transmission of
light can be achieved even through long horizontal channels un-
der strong turbulence conditions; however, they both assumed
perfect knowledge of the transmission matrix of the channel at a
given instant in time.

The next essential step towards implementation of these
promising light control techniques in real turbulence is the real-
time acquisition of the transmission matrix of an atmospheric
channel. This is a very challenging task as the typical time scale
of atmospheric variations is of the order of a few milliseconds
[1]. In this work, we investigate its feasibility by employing the
recursive algorithm for online estimation of a time-dependent
transmission matrix proposed in [17], while emulating realistic
bandwidths of state-of-the-art wavefront shaping and sensing
devices, such as those employed in high-end AO systems [18–
21]. We show, by extensive wave optics simulations, that this
approach is suitable for the optimization of communication-
relevant performance metrics, such as the total power collected
by the receiver aperture and the total power coupled into a
single-mode fiber, enabling a significant performance increase
compared to transmission of standard mode bases [7, 22, 23],
especially in strong turbulence.

2. METHODS

A. Modeling a time-dependent atmospheric channel

Propagation of a monochromatic wave u(r) with wavelength λ
through an atmospheric channel is described by the stochastic
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Fig. 1. Schematic illustration of the setup for the online estimation of an atmospheric channel: a series of probe modes at [here
Hermite-Gaussian modes as illustrated in box (a)] are successively transmitted through the channel, the transmitted field yt is
measured [see box (b)]. The input-output pairs at and yt are used to update the estimation of the dynamic transmission matrix Xt,
whose knowledge is used to compute the input field that optimizes a given performance metric, e.g. the total transmitted power or
the power coupled into a single-mode fiber [see box (c)].

parabolic equation [2]

−2ik
∂u(r)

∂z
= ∇2

⊥u(r) + 2k2 δn(r, t) u(r), (1)

where k = 2π/λ is the wave number, ∇2
⊥ is the transverse (with

respect to the propagation direction z) Laplace operator, and
δn(r, t) describes the turbulence-induced spatial and temporal
fluctuations of the refractive index of the channel. The statistics
of such random fluctuations are captured by the two-point cor-
relation function, ⟨δn(r, t), δn(r′, t)⟩, whose Fourier transform
Φn(κ) is known as the refractive index power spectrum. Accord-
ing to the Kolmogorov theory of turbulence [24], the three-
dimensional refractive index power spectrum is given by

Φn(κ) = 1.23 C2
n κ−11/3, (2)

where κ = |κ|, κ is the transverse angular wavenumber, and C2
n

is the refractive index structure constant.
For a wave propagating a distance L through an atmospheric

channel, the random spatial inhomogeneities of the refractive
index described by Eq. (2) induce phase distortions on the prop-
agating light whose typical coherence length can be quantified
(for a plane wave) by the Fried parameter: r0 = (0.42 k2 C2

n L)−3/5

[2]. Upon propagation, phase distortions combine with diffrac-
tion resulting in scintillation, i.e. turbulence-induced intensity
fluctuations, which are generally quantified through the Rytov
variance: σ2

R = 0.307C2
nk7/6L11/6 [2].

The refractive index structure constant C2
n (and consequently

r0 and σ2
R) varies on typical time-scales of hours [2] which are

much longer than the typical duration of experiments. Accord-
ingly, for propagation through horizontal channels (as those
considered in this work), C2

n can be considered to be constant.
Nevertheless, an atmospheric channel evolves in time. Accord-
ing to Taylor’s hypothesis [25], for short times (t ≲ 1 s) such

evolution can be described as a transverse flow of turbulent
eddies due to the presence of wind. Under these assumptions,
the coherence time of an atmospheric channel is fully defined
by the ratio of its coherence length, i.e. the Fried parameter r0,
and the average transverse wind velocity V across the channel:
tc = 0.314 r0/V [1].

An exact solution to Eq. (1), at a fixed time t, can be obtained
numerically through the split-step method [26–28]. This method
consists of dividing the propagation path into segments (each
short enough to ensure that intensity fluctuations are small)
where all turbulence effects can be described as random phase
screens connected by free diffraction in vacuum, with the latter
easily implementable via Fourier optics methods [29]. While
at each propagation step only phase distortions are introduced,
the combination of refraction on phase screens and diffraction
allows to reproduce scintillation effects as well [27, 28]. The accu-
racy of this technique relies on the generation of random phase
screens that faithfully obey Kolmogorov statistics, which is possi-
ble following a variety of reliable techniques [26, 30–33]. Within
this approach, the temporal evolution of the atmospheric chan-
nel can be simulated by transverse shifts of the phase screens
according to a Gaussian velocity distribution with mean V and
variance (∆V)2 [34]. See Appendix A for further details.

B. The transmission matrix and its online estimation

Given the linearity of Eq. (1), the full propagation properties of
an atmospheric channel can be described by a time-dependent
transmission matrix Xt ∈ CM×N [35, 36]. The matrix Xt maps, at
every time t, the coefficients a⃗t ∈ CN of a field expansion in a set

of transmitter modes
{

ϕj(ρ, 0)
}N−1

j=0
, into the coefficients y⃗t =

Xt⃗at ∈ CM of a field expansion in terms of the receiver modes
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{
ψj(ρ

′, L)
}M−1

j=0
, with ρ and ρ′ the transverse position vectors in

the transmitter and receiver planes, respectively. For an accurate
representation of an atmospheric channel, Hermite-Gaussian
(HG) modes (see box (a) in Fig. 1) can be chosen as a convenient

transmitter basis
{

ϕj(ρ, 0)
}N−1

j=0
as they are a solution to Eq. (1)

in the absence of turbulence, and therefore feature convenient
diffraction properties [16, 37]. On the other hand, at the receiver
side (see box (b) in Fig. 1), we represent the transmitted light
in terms of the computationally and experimentally convenient

pixel modes
{

ψj(ρ
′, L)

}M−1

j=0
[16, 37].

Knowledge of the transmission matrix Xt can be used to en-
gineer the optical field ut(ρ, 0) in the transmitter aperture, to
optimize different properties of the field ut(ρ

′, L) in the receiver
aperture. In particular, in this work we will consider two perfor-
mance metrics highly relevant for communication experiments
(see box (c) in Fig. 1): the total power collected by the receiver
aperture P(t), and the single-mode fiber coupling efficiency
η(t) = Pf (t)/P(t) where Pf (t) the total power coupled into the
fiber [38, 39]. The total received power P(t) can be optimized by
performing a singular value decomposition of the transmission
matrix Xt = UtνtV†

t , where † denotes the Hermitian transpose,
and transmitting the input field ut(ρ, 0) which corresponds to
the column of Vt associated with the leading singular value in νt
[35, 40]. To maximize the coupling efficiency η(t), instead, we
transmit the phase conjugated field ut(ρ, 0) corresponding to the
coefficients a⃗t = X†

t y⃗ f , where we introduced the coefficients y⃗ f
associated with the guided mode of the fiber, back-propagated
to the aperture plane of the receiver 1.

To perform the above mentioned optimizations, at each time
t, we need an estimate X̂t of the transmission matrix Xt of the
atmospheric channel. As illustrated in Fig. 1, we can obtain such
estimate using a recursive least-square (RLS) algorithm [17],
which given the complex inputs a⃗t (prepared with a wavefront
shaper) and the complex outputs y⃗t (acquired with a wavefront
sensor), solves the optimization problem X̂t = argminXt

Lt(Xt),
with

Lt(Xt) =
t

∑
τ=1

(
λt−τ ||⃗yt − Xt⃗at||2

)
+ δλt||Xt||2F (3)

where || · || and || · ||F are the L2-norm of a vector and the
Frobenius norm of a matrix, respectively. Equation 3 is a linear
least square loss function, where, because of the forgetting fac-
tor 0 ≪ λ < 1, the data fidelity terms ||⃗yt − Xt⃗at||2 are waited
exponentially, so that measurements that occurred at τ ≪ t are
only marginally relevant to the present estimation. This feature
is crucial to keep up with the temporal evolution of the atmo-
spheric channel. On the other hand, the Tikhonov regularization
term featuring the regularization constant δ, biases the initial
estimation of the transmission matrix. Once λ and δ are fixed,
the linear least square problem has a unique solution that can be
expressed in the form of normal equation [17]

CtX̂†
t = Kt, (4)

1In our simulations, we consider a receiver which couples light to a standard
single-mode fiber using a single coupling lens. Accordingly, the received field
which maximizes the coupling efficiency can be determined by solving for the
guided mode of the fibre, and numerically back-propagating this mode through
the lens. The physical design of the lens is chosen to maximize coupling efficiency
when the fundamental mode of the HG probe basis is propagated through the
investigated channel (L = 1 km) in the absence of turbulence. See Supplement 1
for further details.

where at each time t the inputs’ covariance matrix Ct, and input-
output cross covariance matrix Kt are defined as

Ct =
t

∑
τ=1

(
λt−τ a⃗t⃗a†

t

)
+ δλt1N = λCt−1 + a⃗t⃗a†

t , (5a)

Kt =
t

∑
τ=1

(
λt−τ a⃗t y⃗†

t

)
= λKt−1 + a⃗t y⃗†

t , (5b)

with 1N denoting the N-dimensional identity matrix. It is clear
from Eq. (5) that, at each time t, the least square estimator X̂t
of the transmission matrix can be constructed recursively by
adding the new input and output data, a⃗t and y⃗t to the previous
estimate of covariance and cross covariance matrices. Accord-
ingly, the RLS reconstruction algorithm is computationally very
appealing, since it allows to consider the full history of the chan-
nel under investigation, while retaining in memory only informa-
tion acquired during the previous iteration. Finally, we point out
that while direct inversion of Eq. (4) is possible, X̂t = K†

t (C
−1
t )†,

it is generally preferable to use numerically stabler matrix inver-
sion techniques, e.g. based on the QR-decomposition [41].

In principle, choosing large transmitter and receiver bases,
i.e. large values of N and M, allows for a more complete and
accurate reconstruction of the transmission matrix Xt [16]. How-
ever, as discussed in the algorithm presented above, the inputs
a⃗t are transmitted sequentially. In this work we assume real-
istic bandwidths of both the wavefront shaping and sensing
devices. With respect to shaping devices, modern micromirror
arrays, which can be used to modulate both phase and ampli-
tude, can achieve update rates of 3.6 kHz at a spatial resolution
of 512× 320 pixels [18], while binary digital micromirror devices,
which in principle could be used to perform the same task at
en even higher spatial resolution of 1 Mpix, can reach update
rates of 20 kHz, albeit with much lower diffraction efficiency
(between 1 and 10 %) [19, 20]. As for wavefront sensors, in this
work we focus on Shack-Hartmann wavefront sensors which
are capable of measurement rates as high as 100 kHz [21]. In
this work we consider slightly more modest device capabilities,
specifically we assume a bandwidth for both the sensing and
shaping devices of rmode = 5 kHz. When we compare this with
typical turbulence coherence times tc ∼ 1 ms [1], we see that
the knowledge acquired from older measurements gets quickly
outdated. Moreover, information from higher-order modes is
often less relevant for the optimization of the performance met-
rics we are interested in. This is particularly true for the total
transmitted power P(t) as will be obvious from the results in
Sec. 3. To mitigate this effect, it is more convenient to repeatedly
transmit a basis with fewer modes, such that the contribution
from the most relevant modes is frequently updated, rather
than transmit a basis with many (less relevant) modes. In par-
ticular, in our simulations we used the N = 10 HG modes as
illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). Accordingly, when the modes are trans-
mitted sequentially, the full N = 10 modes basis is transmitted
in N/rmode = 2 ms. At receiver side instead we used a square
grid with M = 16 × 16 = 256 pixels, commensurate with the
resolution of standard wavefront sensors [21].

3. RESULTS

A. Weak turbulence
Using the techniques discussed in Sec. 2, we simulate the es-
timation of the transmission matrix Xt of a L = 1 km long
atmospheric channel delimited by transmitter and receiver aper-
tures of equal diameter D = 10 cm, for a monochromatic beam
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Fig. 2. Total transmitted power P(t) (top) and fiber coupling
efficiency η(t) (bottom) as a function of time t (in units of the
turbulence coherence time tc). Different colors correspond
to: an input mode optimized using the current estimation of
the transmission matrix Xt transmitted in weak turbulence
(blue), the fundamental mode of the HG probe basis (mode
waist w0 = D/2

√
2) transmitted in weak turbulence (orange)

and in vacuum (green). Solid lines corresponds to median,
and shaded areas denote the first inter-quartile range com-
puted from a sample of 500 independent realizations of the
atmospheric channel. The green dashed line in the top panel
represents the total transmitted power in vacuum for a Gaus-
sian beam with waist w0 = D/4. Vertical grey dashed lines
denote the starting point of each basis repetition.

of wavelength λ = 1550 nm. We start by studying this channel
under weak turbulence conditions, in particular, we assume a
refractive index structure constant C2

n = 1.7 × 10−14 m−2/3, cor-
responding to Fried parameter r0 = 5 cm, and Rytov variance
σ2

R = 0.337. Furthermore, we assume the transverse wind speed
to have a Gaussian distribution with mean V = 3 m/s and vari-
ance (∆V)2 = 1 m2/s2, which results in the channel coherence
time tc = 5.97 ms.

In Fig. 2, we present the time evolution of the total transmit-
ted power P(t) and of the fiber coupling efficiency η(t) opti-
mized, as discussed in Sec. 2, using the current estimation X̂t of

the transmission matrix of the atmospheric channel (blue solid
lines with shaded inter-quartile region). For comparison, we
also report the same quantities for the fundamental HG mode
with beam waist w0 = D/2

√
2 = 35 mm, transmitted both in

vacuum (green solid lines) and through the atmospheric channel
(orange solid lines with with shaded inter-quartile region).

The first interesting thing to observe in the top panel of Fig. 2
is that the total transmitted power P(t) for the optimized mode
does not only outperform the Gaussian mode ϕ0(ρ, 0) in turbu-
lence, but also in vacuum. This reveals, on the one hand, that
the beam waist of ϕ0(ρ, 0) is not optimal for transmission in vac-
uum: a smaller beam with w0 = D/4 = 25 mm (dashed green
line) would perform better. On the other hand, this shows how
efficient the transmission optimization enabled by the online
estimation of the transmission matrix is, despite it being com-
pletely agnostic to the properties of the atmospheric channel.
Another notable feature of the behavior of the total transmitted
power P(t) for the optimized modes is its slight decay at the end
of each basis repetition (see dashed vertical lines in Fig 2). As
anticipated in Sec. 2, this is due to the fact that the largest con-
tribution to the highest transmitting modes comes from lower

order HG modes of the transmitter basis
{

ϕj(ρ, 0)
}N−1

j=0
, e.g. the

fundamental mode ϕ0(ρ, 0) already achieves a 93% transmis-
sivity. Accordingly, while the contribution from several higher
modes could further improve the transmission, as shown in [16],
such contribution cannot be acquired fast enough to keep up
with the evolution of the channel.

The situation is quite different for the optimization of the
fiber coupling efficiency η(t) (bottom panel of Fig. 2). First, we
observe that the impact of even weak turbulence on this metric
is far more severe than for the total transmitted power P(t): for
a Gaussian beam we go from η(t) > 0.9 in vacuum (green line)
to a broad negatively skewed coupling efficiency distribution
with a median η(t) ∼ 0.55 (orange line with error bands). In
comparison, the optimized η(t) is not only much higher (on
average above 80%) but also performs significantly more consis-
tently among different realizations of the atmospheric channel:
the variance of the optimized coupling efficiency is about an
order of magnitude smaller than that of the non-optimized one.
Furthermore, we note that, as opposed to what we observed for
the total transmitted power, after the first basis transmission, the
optimized coupling efficiency remains approximately constant.
Additionally, when doing this comparison we should also take
into account the magnitude of the enhancement enabled by the
knowledge of the transmission matrix is very different for the
two metrics: few percent for P(t) as opposed to almost 50% (∼
3 dB) for η(t).

The promising results observed in Fig. 2 were obtained as-
suming noiseless measurements. However, in any real-life sce-
nario noise in the wavefront sensor will affect the accuracy of
our transmission matrix estimation with consequent impact on
the performance metrics we are trying to optimize. In partic-
ular, with typical wavefront sensors, under the investigated
atmospheric conditions, while amplitude noise is generally neg-
ligible, significant errors can be present on the phase of the re-
constructed field. To investigate the impact of such noisy phase
reconstruction, we repeated the analysis presented above by
adding to each pixel of the measured field a random phase fol-
lowing a Gaussian distribution with zero mean, and a variance
(∆φ)2 = 1 rad2. The results are presented in Fig. 3.

The first thing we note is that a noisy estimation of the trans-
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Fig. 3. Total transmitted power P(t) (top) and fiber coupling
efficiency η(t) (bottom) as a function of time t (in units of the
turbulence coherence time tc). Different colors correspond to:
an input mode optimized using the current estimation of the
transmission matrix Xt (performed with noisy measurements)
transmitted in weak turbulence (blue), the fundamental mode
of the HG probe basis (mode waist w0 = D/2

√
2) transmit-

ted in weak turbulence (orange) and in vacuum (green). Solid
lines corresponds to median, and shaded areas denote the
first interquartile range computed from a sample of 500 in-
dependent realizations of the atmospheric channel. The blue
dashed line in the bottom panel represents the fiber coupling
efficiency η(t) optimized using the noiseless estimation of the
transmission, the same as the median plotted in the bottom
Vertical grey dashed lines denote the starting point of each ba-
sis repetition.

mission matrix X̂t becomes almost useless for the optimization
of the total transmitted power P(t) (top panel of Fig. 3). How-
ever, in such weak turbulence conditions, the transmissivity P(t)
of the unoptimized Gaussian mode ϕ0(r, 0) is already fairly high
(∼ 93%), improving upon which is very demanding, and prob-
ably unnecessary from a practical view-point. In Fig. 2, it can
be seen how even with noiseless measurements we can achieve
only a few percent improvement, and that information acquired
with higher order modes struggles to keep up with the evolution
of the channel. Therefore it is not surprising that noise has a

significant impact on such a challenging task. On the other hand,
when we look at the results for the fiber coupling efficiency η(t),
where the transmission-matrix-based optimization gave more
impactful results, we see that the enhancement obtained with
noisy measurements (solid blue line in the bottom panel of Fig. 3)
is only slightly worse than the one observed in the ideal scenario
(dashed blue line in the bottom panel of Fig. 3).

B. Strong turbulence
We now want to study how the performance of the transmission-
matrix estimation approach changes when we transition to the
strong turbulence regime. We now consider an atmospheric
channel with the same geometry and the same wind distribution
as the one presented in Sec. 3 A, but with a refractive index
structure constant C2

n = 1 × 10−13 m−2/3. This results in a Fried
parameter r0 = 2 cm, Rytov variance σ2

R = 1.98 and turbulence
coherence time tc = 2.06 ms. If we compare these parame-
ters with those of the weak turbulence channel investigated in
Sec. 3 A, we see that phase distortions are now happening on a
finer length scale (we move from r0 of the order of the aperture
diameter D to D/r0 = 5), and intensity fluctuations become
important (σ2

R = 1 being the conventional boundary between
the weak and the strong scintillation regime [2]). Finally, we see
that the increase in turbulence strength results in a much faster
evolution of the channel. This is particularly relevant for our
online estimation of the transmission matrix. In fact, while in
the weak turbulence channel we were able to repeat transmis-
sion of our probing basis approximately three times within one
turbulence coherence time, we are now in a condition where the
total basis transmission time is on the order of the coherence
time N/rmodes ∼ tc.

In Fig. 4, we report the results of the optimization of the total
transmitted power P(t) and the fiber coupling efficiency η(t)
using, at each time t, the current estimation of the transmis-
sion matrix X̂t under strong turbulence conditions. The results
are qualitatively similar to those observed in weak turbulence
(Fig. 2), however the enhancement over the Gaussian beam
ϕ0(r, 0) achieved by the transmission-matrix-optimized modes
is far larger in this case. This is particularly remarkable for the
fiber coupling efficiency η(t), where the relative improvement in-
creases from ηopt(t)/ηGauss(t) ∼ 1.5 (1.7 dB) in weak turbulence
to ηopt(t)/ηGauss(t) ∼ 7 (8.4 dB) in strong turbulence.

The enhancement in fiber coupling efficiency observed in the
bottom panel of Fig. 4 can make the difference between not being
able to establish a communication link and efficiently maintain-
ing it. In particular, in free-space optical communication it is
common to establish a threshold value of the coupling efficiency
ηthreshold below which communication is deemed impossible,
i.e. when η(t) < ηthreshold we say that we are experiencing an
outage event [2, 42]. Accordingly, when designing a free-space
communication link it is important to assess the probability of
outage events and the statistics of their duration. We did this
by analysing 250 realizations of our strong turbulence channel
considering a coupling efficiency threshold ηthreshold = 0.05,
corresponding to 13 dB fibre coupling loss compared to per-
fect coupling. The results are presented in Fig. 5. When we
transmit the Gaussian mode ϕ0(r, 0) (orange bars) the outage du-
ration distribution is characterized by two almost equal peaks:
one at t = 0 representing lucky realizations where no outage
occurs, and the other representing unlucky realizations when
η(t) < ηthreshold for the full duration of the simulation. In be-
tween those peaks we observe several events corresponding to
outages whose duration is shorter than total simulation time. On
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Fig. 4. Total transmitted power P(t) (top) and fiber coupling
efficiency η(t) (bottom) as a function of time t (in units of the
turbulence coherence time tc). Different colors correspond
to: an input mode optimized using the current estimation of
the transmission matrix Xt transmitted in strong turbulence
(blue), the fundamental mode of the HG probe basis (mode
waist w0 = D/2

√
2) transmitted in weak turbulence (orange)

and in vacuum (green). Solid lines corresponds to median, and
shaded areas denote the first interquartile range computed
from a sample of 250 independent realizations of the atmo-
spheric channel. Vertical grey dashed lines denote the starting
point of each basis repetition.

the other hand, when we shape the transmitted beam according
to the current estimation of the transmission matrix X̂t, even
though some unlucky realisations are still present, we see that
about 80% of the analysed channels fall into the lucky realiza-
tions peak. Moreover, most of the outages of finite duration
lasts less than one turbulence coherence time tc. In fact, a closer
look at the data reveals that all these outages occur during the
first probe basis transmission (we recall N/rmode ∼ tc). In other
words, we can experience outages while we are still learning the
transmission matrix of the atmospheric channel, but once this
knowledge is acquired, if we keep it up-to-date, then (exclud-
ing a very small number of unlucky realizations) we can keep
η(t) > ηthreshold.

Fig. 5. Histogram of the duration (in units of the turbulence
coherence time tc) of outage events, defined as intervals of
time where less than 5% of the output power is coupled into
the single mode fiber, i.e. η(t) < 0.05. Results optimized using
the current estimation of the transmission matrix Xt (blue)
are compared to those obtained transmitting the fundamental
mode of the HG probe basis (orange).

4. CONCLUSION

We investigated the possibility of acquiring the transmission ma-
trix of an atmospheric channel using a recursive online estima-
tion technique [17], under both weak and strong turbulence con-
ditions. We used such estimation to optimize communication-
relevant performance metrics such as the total transmitted power
P(t) and the fiber coupling efficiency η(t) under both weak and
strong turbulence conditions.

Our results reveal that the optimization of the total transmit-
ted power P(t) is a very challenging task. On the one hand, we
know from [16] that acquiring a high-resolution estimation (e.g.
using hundreds of probe modes) of the channel transmission
matrix allows for the identification of modes with transmissivity
close to unity even in strong turbulence. However, the same
work revealed that the transmissivity of such modes decays
exponentially fast when the atmosphere evolves in time. Ac-
cordingly, the r = 5 kHz update rate considered in this work (in
accordance with state-of-the-art wavefront shaping and sensing
technology) is not fast enough to reveal an enhancement that
comes from several small contributions spread over many high-
order modes. These limitations are particularly evident in weak
turbulence where the transmission matrix optimization enables
only a modest enhancement which is completely obliterated by
measurement noise. However, in this regime, a Gaussian mode
already achieves a transmissivity above 90%, and optimization
is arguably not necessary. On the other hand, in strong turbu-
lence, despite these limitations, the transmission-matrix-based
optimization enables an important enhancement of the trans-
mitted power P(t), and a significant reduction of its variability
among different realizations of the atmospheric channel.

While the total transmitted power P(t) is mostly affected by
the transverse size of the transmitted waves and not by the finer
details of their spatial distribution, that is not the case for the
fiber coupling efficiency η(t) which requires optimization of the
spatial profile of the transmitted light in order to match that of
the mode guided by the fiber. Accordingly, this quantity is far
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more sensitive to turbulence-induced distortions. Consequently,
estimating, even imperfectly, the transmission matrix X̂t of the
atmospheric channel has a significant impact on the optimization
of the fiber coupling efficiency η(t). This is clearly reflected
in the robustness of this optimization technique to wavefront
sensing noise we have observed in weak turbulence, as well
as by its remarkable ability of almost completely eliminate the
occurrence of outage events in strong turbulence.

Finally, in the present work we focused on horizontal chan-
nels, and on communication-relevant metrics. However, our
approach can be easily adapted to consider slant or vertical
paths and the estimated transmission matrix can be used for
several different tasks such as focusing [10, 11] and point-spread
function engineering [12]. This together with current technologi-
cal advances in the development of wavefront sensors which are
able to reliably operate at high-speed in strong turbulence condi-
tions [43–45], paves the way to significantly enhance free-space
communication and remote imaging both in ground-to-ground
and ground-to-space applications.
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A. WAVE-OPTICS SIMULATIONS OF ATMOSPHERIC CHANNELS

We performed wave optics simulations on a 1024 × 1024−pixels numerical grid with the size of four times the diameter, D = 10 cm,
of the transmitter and receiver apertures. To simulate free space propagation in vacuum, we used the angular spectrum propagator
[29, 46]. We generated random phase screens with Kolmogorov statistics (i.e. we did not include any inner or outer scales except for
those enforced by the pixel and grid sizes in our numerical simulations) using the algorithm from [30] with 7 subharmonics levels.
To ensure the accuracy of our numerical simulations, we enforced a Rythov variance σ2

R < 0.5 for each partial propagation step.
Accordingly, only one phase screen was sufficient to simulate our weak turbulence channel, while seven screens where needed for our
strong scintillation channel. All parameters of our wave optics simulations are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Parameters of the wave optics simulations

Geometrical parameters Weak turbulence Strong turbulence

Input aperture Din = D = 10 cm

Output aperture Dout = D = 10 cm

Channel length L = 1 km

Turbulence parameters

Structure constant C2
n = 1.7 × 10−14 m−2/3 C2

n = 10−13 m−2/3

Fried parameter r0 = 0.05 m r0 = 0.02 m

Rytov variance σ2
R = 0.337 (1 screen) σ2

R = 1.98 (7 screens)

Mean wind speed V̄ = 3 m/s

Wind speed variance ∆V = 1m2/s2

Mode parameters

Input HG modes’ waist w0 = Din/2
√

2 = 0.035 m

Number of input modes HG modes with n + m ≤ 3 (N = 10 modes in total)

Output pixel modes size dout = 0.48 mm

Output pixels number M = 16 × 16 = 256

Fiber coupling

Fiber Type Single-Mode: SMF-28 ULL [47]

Optical wavelength λ = 1550 nm

Optimal mode waist (focal) wtarget = 4.61 µm

Focal length f = 0.35 m

B. CALCULATION OF FIBER COUPLING EFFICIENCY

The degree to which an arbitrary signal can be coupled to an optical fiber is quantified by the coupling efficiency η, which is defined as
the ratio of optical power coupled into the fiber Pc to the available incident optical power in the plane of the fiber Pin. Ignoring losses
due to Fresnel reflection at the fiber facet, the coupling efficiency for a single-mode fiber is given by the overlap integral [38]

η =
Pc

Pin
=

∣∣∫∫
S uin(ρ) u∗

0(ρ) dS
∣∣2∫∫

S |uin(ρ)|2 dS
∫∫

S |u0(ρ)|2 dS
, (6)

where uin(ρ) and u0(ρ) are the complex fields of the signal incident on the fiber and the guided mode of the fiber respectively, ρ is a
transverse position vector located in the plane of the fiber, ∗ denotes complex conjugation, and the integrals are evaluated over the
entire (infinite) transverse plane at the fiber facet S.

For a step-index optical fiber with a small refractive index constant (i.e.: weakly-guiding), the guided mode can be well described
using the linearly polarized (LP) mode approximation and expressed as [38, 48]:

u0(ρ) = A0

{
J0
( p

a |ρ|
)

|ρ| ≤ a
J0(p)
K0(q)

K0
( q

a |ρ|
)

|ρ| > a
(7)

where A0 is a scaling constant related to the power in the mode, J0 (·) is the Bessel function of the first kind, K0 (·) is the modified
Bessel function of the second kind, a is the radius of the fiber core, and p and q are dimensionless parameters related to the design of
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the fiber. In practice, the values of p and q are determined by numerically solving the fiber eigenvalue equation, given the core radius
a, the fiber’s numerical aperture NA, and the wavelength of the signal λ.

To compute the coupling efficiency for fields propagated through the atmospheric channels described in Sec. A, we consider a
simple optical system consisting of a single lens in the aperture plane which focuses the received beam to the fiber facet as shown in
Figure 1 c) in the main text. The focal length of the lens used is chosen to optimize the coupling of the received Gaussian beam in the
absence of turbulence. Specifically, a lens with focal length f = 0.35 cm is chosen such that the waist of the focused beam matches the
waist of the guided fiber mode ω0 = 4.61 µm (which we estimate by approximating the fiber mode as a Gaussian beam [49]) for a
standard SMF-28 ULL fiber [47] at λ = 1550 nm. The same fiber is considered to numerically evaluate the expression of the guided
mode given in Equation 7. To avoid the computationally expensive operation of propagating each field from the aperture plane to the
plane of the fiber, we rather back-propagate the guided mode through the coupling lens, which allows the integrals in Equation 6 to be
evaluated in the aperture plane [39]. The coupling efficiency is then computed numerically using the fields received in the aperture
plane obtained via the wave optics simulations described in Sec. A.
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