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Abstract: In a nonlinear optical fiber communication (OFC) system with
signal power much stronger than noise power, the noise fiettie fiber
can be described by linearized noise equation (LNE). Indage, the noise
impact on the system performance can be evaluated by mogeeetating
function (MGF) method. Many published MGF calculations &based on
the LNE using continuous wave (CW) approximation, wherenioglulated
signal needs to be artificially simplified as an unmodulaigda. Results
thus obtained should be treated carefully. More reliabkults can be
obtained by improving the CW-based LNE with the accurate Igx@posed
by Holzldhneret al in Ref. [1]. In this work we show that, for the case
of linearized noise amplified by EDFAs, its MGF can be caltadaby
obtaining the noise propagation information directly fraghe accurate
LNE. Our results agree well with the experimental data oftiragan DPSK
systems.
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1. Introduction

The amplified spontaneous emission (ASE) noise from opaicgllifiers, e.g., Erbium Doped
Fiber Amplifiers (EDFAS), is one of the fundamental reasanstiie bit-error-rate (BER) in
an optical fiber communication (OFC) system. For an OFC systéth non-negligible Kerr
nonlinearity, the ASE impact evaluation is complicated tiue nonlinear interaction between
signal and ASE noise. In the case of signal power much strathg® the noise power, the
noise-noise beating is relatively small so that the noidd fiethe fiber can be approximately
described by linearized noise equation (LNE), which wappsed separately in Ref.|[1] and
Refs. [2]-[8].

Noise propagator is a matrix used to show noise field propagat the fiber. In the case of
linear perturbation, it is independent of the specific nogsdizations, which makes it possible
to calculate the moment-generating function (MGF) of thtefdd photoelectric current at the
receiver[1]48].

MGF method is an approach making use of MGF to evaluate treernimipact on the system
performance. Now, it is well known that this method is acteifar various linear OFC systems.
For nonlinear OFC systems, the MGF method can also be appliedided their noise fields
obey LNE. One can see this from Doob’s theorem, which meaatsitiha linearizable system
driven by Gaussian-distributed noise, each of the indepettdndom variable keeps Gaussian
(cf. P. 35 of Ref.[[9]). Thus the MGF of the received photoglecurrent can be calculated as
those for linear OFC systems.



The common form of LNE[[2]{[B] is based on the continuous wE®®/) assumption, i.e.,
the noise-free signal in the LNE is artificially simplified alCW wave. As a result, a semi-
analytical form of noise propagator and the noise powertspletensity (PSD), so called para-
metric gain (PG), can be obtained. The drawback of this sfiogtion is that the noise-free
signal in this LNE neglects chromatic dispersion (CD) dffés a result, the couplings be-
tween noise components (in frequency domain) cannot be take account.

A LNE beyond CW, named accurate LNE in this work, was first gzl and discussed
in Ref. [d]. Dynamically taking into account the local CD aKérr nonlinearity along the
fiber, this LNE provides accurate noise information, with dbmputational cost being much
higher than the CW approach. For example, given a noisesfggal obtained from nonlinear
Schrodinger equation (NLSE), the computation requiregitdate the accurate LNE has cubic
complexity in the number of Fourier components [1]. To reztiee computational complexity,
covariance matrix method (CMM) was proposed in Réf. [1], veltbe noise covariance matrix
was obtained by processing large noise realizations. 18.REI[ 11], the computational cost of
CMM was further reduced by a deterministic approach usintupeation solution. Since the
raw covariance matrix obtained from NLSE via Monte Carloseaiealizations [1] or perturba-
tion solution [10/_111] may contain nonlinear noise conttibn, it needs to be separated from
the nonlinearity-induced phase and timing jitter. Thus,dbtained pdfs of the receiver voltage
agrees well with Monte Carlo simulation/ [1,/10,12].

With the help of linear perturbation, the noise covarian@drin can also be solved from its
ordinary differential equation (ODE) proposed by[[1] 13f€lcovariance matrix obtained by
solving such linear ODE does not need jitter separationgatyh this ODE is more complicated
than the accurate LNE[13]. So far there is little comparibetween the approaches of Ref.
[13] and Refs.[[1, 10, 11].

In this work, we simplify the CMM by showing that the noise pemator matrix can be
obtained directly from the accurate LNE. Therefore, therea nonlinearity-induced jitter. To
effectively reduce the computational complexity in updgtihe LNE, one can decompose the
Kerr effect related matrix into a symmetric and an antisyrmimenatrices [cf. the discussion
after Eq.[29) in Appendix A]. Making use of the fourth-ord@unge-Kutta in the interaction
picture (RK4IP) method[14, 15], the accurate LNE can be exblwith large step size, as
detailed in Sed]2. We evaluate the impacts of noise propagatmoment-generating function
(MGF) and BER in Se€.]3. The accuracy of this new approachritegpen how far the linearized
noise deviates from the actual noise. To numerically vettifg new approach, we consider
the BERs in a 20-span DPSK system with nonlinear phaséyof= 0.2 [5] in Sec.[5. Our
BER calculations agree well with the published CMM resutisSec[b, we also simulate the
experiments of the multi-span DPSK systems discussed in[Re&nd show that, to fit the
experimental data, one needs to take into account the mamity induced phase difference
between noise and noise-free signal, which will affect igaa-noise beating significantly.

2. Noise propagator obtained from the accurate LNE

In an OFC system amplified by EDFAs, the noise propagatorisddmental matrix that deter-
mines the noise impacts on MGF and BER. In this section, wa/$hat the noise propagator
matrix in a fiber of length. can be obtained from the accurate LNE given by Eql (31). For a
multi-span OFC system, one needs to introduce an equivatese propagator which can be
obtained from PG.

2.1. Noise propagator in a fiber of length L

The noise propagator in a fiber of lendtitan be obtained by extending the RK4IP in Refs.
[14],[15] to the accurate LNE given by Ef. {31) in Appendix A,emfthe linear operatdris



associated with CD effect, whereas the nonlinear opeﬁatsrcaused by Kerr nonlinearity. By
introducinga= eXz%)g andN' = e Lz2)N ), Eq. [31) in the interaction picture (IP)
has the form

da'
dz
Takingzg = z,+ h/2 with step sizéh = z,,1 — z, and denotingan a(z), @ny1 = 8(zn11),
N = &W/2R(z,)e N2, Nii1/2 =Nz +h/2), andNy; = e /2K (zy,1)e2, one can use
RK4IP [14,15] to to solve Eq[{1) with
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which means the noise propagator for the fiber of letngthz, 1 — z, can be calculated as
H(zhi1,20) = [hy2 {el‘h/z (hkl + = 2n &2 + hﬁs)} + 2N(zn+1)e':h/2 [eﬁh/z + hks} (4)

For the fiber of lengtlh, the noise propagator has the form
pn(L,0) =H(L,L—hy)---H(hg,0). (5)

Note that the RK4IP used here is different from the RK4IP it [RE5], where what to be
solved was the noise-free signal (a 1D matrix), while heratwre want is the noise propagator
(a 2D matrix). The computational complexity for this 2D niais O(N3), due to that eack;
(i=2,3,4) in Eq. [2) needs one dense matrix multiplication. Hdgés the number of Fourier
components used for signal representation, as mentiornegé&e Egs.[(29) and (B0).

2.2. Equivalent noise propagator of a multi-span system

As discussed in Appendix A, the ASE from an EDFA can be modateddditive white Gaus-
sian noise (AWGN) with its variance given by EQ.{(32). Givee ASE injected at the input of
a fiber and the noise propagator obtained from Hds.[(R), (4)[8), the noise PSD (or PG) at
the output of a fiber of length can be written as [1,]5] 7] 8]

PGy = pn(L,0)0?Ip; (L,0) = 0®pn(L,0)py (L,0), (6)

wherel is a unit matrix and Eq[(32) has been used. In E.§b)is the transpose qip.



For aK-span system consisting @k + 1) EDFAs (cf. Fig[4), its PG has the form
K
PG = (Gojh + 0%) (K, 0)P] (K,0) + 07 5 Pa(K.K)PT (K, k),
K=1

Pa(K,K) = pn(KL,(K—l)L) pn((k—i- 1)L,k|_), (k=0,1,---,K — 1)
Pa(K.K) =1, @)

whereg? = Nin/(2To) ando? is given by Egs.[{21) and(B2). In Eq](7), the real symmetric
matrix PGis positive definite. It can be factorized as

F/)\G = Ozpn,eqpr-{eq, (8)

where the equivalent noise propaga®eq can be obtained either by using Cholesky decom-
position or symmetric (square root) decomposit(on [16]e Tditer yieldsP, ¢q = Pr{ eq

3. MGEF calculation

With the noise propagator matrix, one can evaluate the BEfRaGrOFC system by calculat-
ing the MGF of the electrically filtered currehfts) expressed using Karhunen-Loéve series
expansion (KLSE).

Due to the noise in the OFC system, the received (or filteredqgehectric) current fluctu-
ates around its expectation value. The MGF of such curremtiseful form of its probability
distribution. To get a simple form of MGF, the received cuotreeeds to be expressed using
KLSE. For a nonlinear OFC system with its noise being lirestsie, the KLSE form of the
received current can be formulated as Eq] (37) and the ceflatenulas in Appendix B. All the
parameters for the nonlinear case are generalized frore thothe linear case, which has been
well discussed in Refd, [17, 18] and other publications.ds.BE36) and(37), the Dirac notation
|Z) is used to represent the normalized noise (in Re-Im formjesged by Karhunen-Loéve
bases (in Re-Im form). Averaging); (i = 1, - -,4M, + 2) with formula [17[18]

< dc c? expl 202325]
5 Y _v Y 2 BV — 1-20
E[exp(s(ic*+2ch) ) | = /700 e O 55 A+ 20B)) = L2, (@)
the MGF of the filtered current, denoted#g(s) here, can be written as
25202 (ts)
aMn+2 expf 22 ()] B
Wi (s) =E [eXFJ[SKts)ﬂ = expslss(ts)] il:! ﬁ, (B =202\) (10)

wherel (ts) is the filtered photoelectric current at tine It consists of signal-signal beating
(Ys9), noise-noise beatinyy), and signal-noise beatingx), which are detailed in Eqd. (B3)
and [37) respectively. In EJ_{LMY(ts) is theith component ofb(ts)) in @7), whileA; is the
power ofith component of the noise in Karhunen-Loéve presentalivBq. (10),07 is given
by Eq. [32). In this work, we také = 1/2 for polarized noise.

With the help of Eq.[(ZI0) as well as Egs. (7) and (8) in Ref| [1i8 BER can be calculated.

4, OSNR at the receiver

For an optical system with ASE power being much larger thaemonoise sources, the OSNR
with reference bandwidtB, (0.1nm) can be calculated as
OSNR.1nm= L_S (11)



In Eq. (11),Rs is the time-averaged (noise free) signal power, while=(B ) is the noise power
within By. To obtainPs andPasg(By ), one needs to notice that the measurement bandBjdth
[e.g., the bandwidth of the transfer function of an optigaatrum analyzer (OSA)] may not be
the same aB;. Thus thePs in Eq. [I1) becomes the power of the signal filteredBay while
Pase(Br) becomes the ASE filtered By, and weighted by a factds; /By, [19].

In a linear optical system, the ASE noise along the fiber cangadéed as AWGN. Thus, for
the system of Fid.14, its OSNR can be simply calculated as

OSNR __ B B (p Bm) = [GNn + No(K +1)]B (12)
0am= 5B X B, ( ASE(Bm) = [GNn + No(K + 1)] m),

wherePasg(Bm) is the ASE power withirBy, andN is given by Eq.[(211). In Ed.(12), the filter
(Bm) effect on the ASE has been neglected.

In a nonlinear optical system, the ASE noise “amplified by” €&@not be treated as a white
noise. Similar to the noise-noise beating given in Egl (8¥®,measured ASE power will only
relate with the self-beating terms of the noise, which ygeld

Ps  Bnm

OSN = X —
RiL0.12nm Prce(Br) By

(PASE(Bm) = Tr(OfPGOy)0? = Tr(F/’éOmOIn)az) . (13)

Here Oy, is the low-pass transfer function of the bandpass filter dladth By,). In Eq. [13),
02 andPG are given by Eq[{32) and Ed(7), respectively.

In the case of traditional OSA-based out-of-band OSNR nooinigj, the ASE power can be
interpolated using

Tr [PAG(om(—AA )OT(—AA) + Om(+AX ) O (+A ))} o2

2 )
whereOm(+AA) is the filter function centered atAA. WhenAA = 0, Eq. [I4) returns to the
ASE power in Eq.[(IB), whereysg(Bm) = Pasg(Bm, 0).

Pase(Bm, £AA ) = (14)

5. Applications to DPSK systems

To show that the new approach to get the noise propagatonigmncally applicable, we will
compare our RK4IP results with the CMM results given by RBf.gnd with the experimen-
tal data given by Ref[[7]. Both consider systems w&h=20 Gb/s, using RZ-50% DPSK
modulation. In the receiver, the optical filter is Gaussigpet while the electric filter is the
fifth-order Bessel type. In the following calculations, wet § = NT, by changingu in Eq.
(35). This means, given the noise propagator matrix, thepegational cost for BER is much
higher than that in the linear case. For BER calculatiores)ehgth of the de Bruijn sequence
is N = 2° [[17]. Based on the relation between the RK4IP step and the dilspersion length
(Lp) or nonlinear lengthl{y) discussed in Ref[ [15] as well as the detailed fiber pararmate
the following discussion, we let the RK4IP step for the traission fiber ;) and that for the
DCF fiber fipcr) be related withh, : hpcg = (5 ~ 6) : 1. The value oy, and the required
computational time will be detailed below.

5.1. Comparison with CMM results

We consider the 20-span DPSK system discussed in[Ref. [gieBERs using the CMM and
the (improved) CW approaches were plotted against thewed€@SNR in the Fig. 8 of Ref.
[5]. In fact this system is basically the same as the one shiowiy.[4 in Appendix A, provided
that one removes the pre- and postcompensating fibers andiigifiers in the Fig. 2 of Ref.
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Fig. 1. BER versus received OSNR for a 20Gb/s 20-span RZ-D&8tem withdy =
0.271. Solid: obtained using CMM of Ref__[1]. Dashed (dotted): noyed CW approach
of Ref. [H] with CW power being peak power (average powelpeetively. Dash-dotted:
RK4IP approach. All curves, except the dash-dotted, arairdad from Fig. 8 of Ref[]5].

[5] and removes the first EDFA ard,, in our Fig.[@. Thus the first term &G [in Eq. (2)]
needs to be ignored. Like Refs] [5,120], where OSNR was catiedlin the absence of PG, we
obtain OSNR from Eq[{12) withi, = 0 and(K + 1) being replaced bi . According to Ref.
[5], we change OSNR by changing thg,in Eq. (21). As plotted in Fid.]4, each span contains
a transmission fiber followed by a dispersion-compenséitieg (DCF). The transmission fiber
is | =100 km long with its CD paramet@, = 8 ps/nm/km. Each span is fully compensated.
The nonlinear phase accumulated in the fiber, definebhas= [; y(&)Pne ?($)¢dé with Py
being the time averaged signal power (at the input of the)ile0.271. The bandwidth of the
optical (electrical) filter in the receiver By = 1.8R, (Be = 0.65Ry,), respectively.

To let our results be reproducible, we provide, as detaitepassible, other related param-
eters below. The DCF in each span is 8 km long Vilither = —100 ps/nm/km. Transmission
fiber and DCF are assumed to have same fiber lmssQ.2 dB/km) and same nonlinear coeffi-
cient (y=2.0/W/km). The EDFA in each span is used to compensate theldss in the fiber
of L = (100+ 8) km. Therefore the signal power at the input of each spPah Keeps constant.
Ignoring the nonlinear phase contribution of DCEI[21], weRg=0.7307 mW, obtained from
POy =KyPn(1-— e*“')/a = 0.2mrwith K = 20 andl = 100 km. The OSNR is obtained using
Eq. (I12) withBy,/B; = 1.35.

As shown in Fig[dL, the curve using the proposed RK4IP aprdeash-dotted) agrees
very well with the CMM curve (solid) given by Ref.][5]. In Fif, the curves using improved
CW approach([5] with CW power being transmitted peak powesled) and average power
(dotted) are plotted for comparison.

For each calculated pointin F[g. 1, the CPU time for the npiepagator calculation is1.8
hr with RK4IP step for transmission fiber (000 km long) beindy, =3.5 km. The CPU time
for each BER calculation is- 0.5 hr. In fact,h;, ranged within B ~ 5 km yields almost the
same curve.
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Fig. 2. BER versus received OSNR for the multi-span RZ-50% RBystems withby =
0.9. Each span consists of a SMF fiber (42 km long) and a DCF filex(7dng). Other
fiber parameters were detailed in Table 1 of Ref. [7]. Acangdio Fig. 7 (b) in Ref.[[[7],
where the experimental curves for 5-, 10-, and 25-spanmsgsieere almost the same, here
we replot these three curves using a thick solid curve.

5.2. Comparison with experimental data

The optical system discussed in Réf. [7] can be modelled byl&iexcept that each EDFA
should be replaced by an EDFA followed by an optical filter &aan)Oy with bandwidth
Bk =5 nm. Also, the input nois&lj, needs to be filtered by an optical filt€;, (Gaussian,

Bin =3 nm). As a result, in Eq[7), the noise propagah@((kJr l)L,kL) (k=0,---,K—

1) should be replaced witItD|kpn((k+ 1)L,kL), P(K,K) = 1 with Py(K,K) = O, and

GaZPa(K,0)PT (K,0) with Ga2Py(K,0)0i,Of PT (K, 0). Since we only consider the curves
plotted in Fig. 7 (b) of Ref[][7], each fibek km long) in Fig[4 contains a SMF (42 km long)
followed by a DCF (7 km long). In our calculation, all the rteld fiber parameters are same as
those given in Table 1 of Ref.][7]. In the receiver, the bartiiwof the optical filter is B7R,,
while the bandwidth of the electrical filter isTBR,,.

We first consider the back-to-back case. Similar to Ref. i, modify the 20Gb/s RZ-
50% signal at the transmitter by comparing its calculategcspm [22] and its measured
spectruni[7]. Due to that the input noibl, is filtered byOi,, the OSNR is calculated using
Eq. (I3) withBy/B; = 0.95, yielding the back-to-back RK4IP curve shown in Eig. 2.

For the 5-, 10-, 25-span systems, their accumulated nalpteases are calculated according
to Eq. (48) of Ref.[[V]. Because of the spectral modificatiérihe input signal, the optical
power at the input of each sp&p = Psur is smaller tharky /Ty, whereE, is the energy per bit
before the spectral modification. For example, to get nealipphas&y = 0.9 for the 25-span
system, the fiber input powd}, = Psr should be 1.516 mW, which meafs /T, =0.127
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Fig. 3. BER vs RX-OSNR for the 5-span RZ-50% DPSK system With = 0.9. Other
parameters are same as those used in[Fig. 2. Solid: expeainmesults. Dotted (Dash-
dotted): numerical calculation using RK4IP with (withopt)ase shifA.

mW or G(Ep/Tp) = 2.316 mW G = 18.197). Different from the DPSK receiver shown in
Fig[4, where the delay i§, = 1/R, = 50 ps, the delay in the receiver of Réfi [7] whs-(24.84
GHz)1=40.26 ps. Thus, the DPSK phase factors given in[Eq. (34)ldl@umodified as

U -/ -/
2m(T) - 2nmTy 2T,

soml! -onl <My o Sy sonl .
DS R eI om e T +el o ons _ e o I g iR His 15
im=—""% " Dwm= 5 » Dmi = 5 , (15)
with N' = N(Tp/T), T = To + ATp. In Eq. [I5).A is introduced as
A=@—<dop>, (16)

where< d¢ >, given by Eq.[(4D) in Appendix C, is the nonlinear phase diffee between
noise and noise-free signal. As shown in ig. 2, all RK4IRvesrg = 0.31) agree very well
with the experiment results. The ASE power is calculatedgigiq. [T#) withAA = 2B, In Eq.
(18), @ is a calibration constant that basically shifts the RK4IPses in the OSNR direction,
while < d¢ > determines the slope of the RK4IP curves. To show this, weiplBig.[3 the
RKA4IP results for the 25-span system with= 0.31— < d¢ > andA = 0. Also, we consider
the RK4IP curves using Ed. (113) to calculate ASE power. Osults for the 5-span, 10-span,
and 25-span systems confirm that there is almost no differbrtween the curve using Eg.
(I4) with ¢ = 0.31 and the curve using Eq. (13) with = 0.57.

In Eq. (I18), the calibration constams can be temporally considered as a fitting parameter.
As mentioned above, it basically affects the BER vs OSNReunthe OSNR direction and is
related with the detailed OSNR monitoring technique useRiéh [7]. As there is few informa-
tion about its OSNR measurement, evaluatiogpis expected to be discussed elsewhere.



In the above calculation, our CPU time for the noise propagadlculation is~0.8 hr with
RKA4IP step for transmission fibers (280 km long) beingy, =6.0 km. The CPU time for
each BER calculation is' 0.5 hr. The step sizl, within 0.3 ~ 10 km will result in almost the
same curve.

6. Summary

For linear OFC systems, MGF method is useful for one to evalte noise impacts on BERs.
This is true not only because it is computationally efficifartthe cases with low BER (e.g.,
< 1079 but also it can provide reliable information for the case@g coherent detection,
which is now widely used in modern OFC systems. It is now watlognized that traditional
Gaussian fitting Q-factor approximation is accurate for Od@tection, while MGF method is
accurate for various linear OFC systems.

To extend the MGF method to a nonlinear OFC system, one neetsite sure its noise
propagator varies within linear regime. This means theexowise interaction needs to be ne-
glected and the noise field should follow LNE.

In CMM of Refs. [1[11[1P], the noise propagator was obtaiinech NLSE. It may contain
the nonlinearity-induced jitter, which is beyond the lineegime and should be removed. In
this work we simplify the CMM by directly solving the accueat NE [Eq. [1)] with RK4IP.
Like the CW approximations (cf. Refd.][2]}[8] and many ot)eas well as the approach of
Ref. [13], where the noise propagation information obtdifrem the related linearized noise
equation is automatically free from nonlinearity-indugit@r, the noise propagator obtained
from accurate LNE also varies within linear regime.

To numerically verify this new approach, we consider a 28rIRZ-DPSK system discussed
in Ref. [5]. The BERs obtained using this new RK4IP agree with those using CMM in
Ref. [B]. Taking account the phase difference between naigk noise-free signal leads to
quantitative matching between numerical evaluation apeemental resul{]7].

Appendix A: Accurate LNE in the EDFA-based systems

The optical fieldu(z,t) in a fiber satisfies

aui-ﬁwwa_zu wawa_su

9z 12 a2 6 a3

~ yluPu=Zu. a7)
wherea is the fiber loss an@,,, = 9?3/ w? relates to the CD paramet®(A) (ps/nm/km)
with wa:-ﬂz%’\) (c=3x10° m/s). The slope parametBiwem = (7z)2[2AD(A) +A2D'(A)]

[D'(A) = d'g—ﬁ(\) (ps/nnt-km)] can be neglected if bit raf®, satisfiesRy > |Bryw/Bwww| [L7].
Introducing the transformatian(z,t) = v(z t)e %2, Eq. [I7) can be reduced as

OV _ i Baw 0V | Puww OV
gz V2 a2 6 o
In aK-span system amplified {K + 1) EDFAs (cf. Fig[%), Eq.[(18) can be modified as

je %yivPv. (18)

OV PowdV | Boww N . o
2z Vo et s @ ® yIVIV— jw(zt), (19)
wherew(z,t) is the ASE forcing modeled as the complex AWGN with correlati

r(zZ,t,t) = E{w(z )W (Z,t')} = 3(t —t)3(z— 2) KfNOka(z_ (k—1)L). (20)
k=1
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Fig. 4. Low-pass equivalent optical model. The receiversisia of optical and electrical
filters and DPSK balance detection. Our calculations, extteyse in Sed._5l1, are based
on the assumptions thik, = No andGy = G [k =1,2,...(K + 1)]. Also, the fiber in each
span is assumed to have same lengtkng) and same los&(dB/km). Ny, is the ASE noise
added at the transmitter. Changing, Mill change the OSNR at the receiver. In a typical
balanced DPSK receiver, the delay in one branch of the ertemieter isT, = 1/Ry. In this
work, R, = 20 Gb/s.

In Eq. (20), the fiber length in each span is assumed to (k&n) long, According to Wiener-
Kinchine theorem[23]Ngk in Eq. [20) is the ASE PSD (in one polarization direction)re t
output of thekth EDFA. Suppose each EDFA has the same @and spontaneous-emission
parametensy,, we havel[[1]

Noc=No=nsp(G— 1w (k=1.2,..K, (K+1)) (21)

Decomposing optical field(z t) in the fiber into noise-free fieldy(z t) and its perturbation
ov(zt) [i.e., v(zt) = vo(z,t) + dv(zt)] and assuming thdtp| >> |dv| (so that the nonlinear
terms ofdv can be neglected), EQ.{19) can be decomposed as [1]

oV @ 02V0 Bowww 03VO B

OOV Buow 0%V | Puww 030V

57 "% et e j2e %2ylvp|20v — je NGOV — jw(zt). (23)

Noise equation Eq[{23) differs from common equations in tha real and imaginary parts of
the complex noise field need to be treated separately [1].
Denotinga = a(w ) = [ dve J9'dt and the circulant matricé®ly |im = Vi —m, [MuJim = Hi+m
with
vi=v(w)= e"”/ Vol?e 1Mdt, = p(w) = 6’“2/V%e*j““dt, (24)

in frequency domain, Eq_(23) has the form

d . . . _ L
d—az' =— B—;“afaa - JB“’—(;*""M‘Q‘a; — J2y(2)[My]imam — | ¥(2) Muim&jn — W, (25)



whereW =W(z «)) is the Fourier component of the forcing temfz,t) in Eq. (19). As indi-
cated in Ref.[[lL], sincévn|? in (24) is realy, = v*,. SoM, in (28) is Hermitian, or, its real part
MR is symmetric, while its imaginary paM), is anti-symmetric. Also, aVl; Jkm = Hi+m, both
the real M) and imaginary partsM},) of M, are symmetric.

The matrix form of Eq.[(25) is

3—3: La+va+ pa* — jw (26)
L=jlep, v=—-2jy@M}+iM}), u=—jy@(MF+iM}) (27)

Introducinga’™= (ar,a )" (fora=ar+ ja;) andW = (W, -WR)T (for —jW =W — jWg), Eq.
(29) is equivalent to

da N s
d—"‘z‘ — L+ 0+ parW 28)
~ 0 —Llcp N Vaa —Vss - HR M >
< leo O >’ Y < Vss  Vaa )’ H < o =R ) (29)
with (Lop)ij = — (P42 w? + B0 35, vas = 2yM), vss= —2yME, pir = yM},, andpy =

—nyf. According to the discussion given below Eq.1(2&)f1) in Eq. [29) is antisymmetric
(symmetric), respectively. Calculation of the Kerr teftn+ [1) according to Eq.[(29) has the
computational complexity much less th@@l\lj,), whereNy is the number of Fourier com-
ponents used for signal representation. In fact, the coatipaial cost of this way is basically
determined by the FFTs in E.{24), which has the computatiocomplexity ofO(NwlogNy ).

In frequency domain, ASE correlation relatin}(20) has itgtnim form (W(w ) — W /AT )

- B K No B
E{W(Z)VW(Z')}—5z,z<5,|fk;)2—.lb5z,kL (I=1,---,4Mn +2), (30)

where Eq.[(21) has been used. In Eql (38)= 1/Af andM, are given by Eq[(35). Eq.(B0)
means that Eq[{28) can be equivalently replaced by

dd o oie oo
5= C+NE (N=0+p) (31)
with boundary condition [25]
E{W(zt)W*(z)} = No, _ 52 (32)

2T

with | being a(4M, + 2) x (4My + 2) unit matrix ando? being the variance of the real or
imaginary part of input ASE.

Appendix B: Filtered photoelectric current expressed usiig KLSE

Given a linear optical system, based on the discussionsfifl and the notations introduced

in Ref. [18], the filtered photoelectric currdrft) can be expressed in the formidgf) = [(°(t +

Tp) +Nn°(t+ Tp)|s°(t) + n°(t)) + c.c.] /2. Heres’(t) (n°(t)) represents the signal (noise) field at
the input of the optical filter. Dirac bré| is the conjugate transpose (or Hermitian transpose)
of Dirac ket|x) [x = °(t),n°(t),s°(t) + n°(t), etc]. The Dirac ket differs from usual complex
vector in that theth element of the latter is just thi Fourier coefficient of the (signal or noise)
field, while theith element of the former is the product of fitle Fourier coefficient and its base



function (cf. Eq. (17) in Ref[[18]). According to Ref§. [1%8], the filtered current in a linear
system can be formally expressed @$ = Yss+ Ynn+YnsWith (I = —Ls, - -Ls; M= —Mp-- - My)

= [(Nin|Of RS (ts)) + ¢.¢] = [(Z]bP(ts)) +c.c] (33)
where/ = UTO;an?nonnU =diag{A1, -, Aamy+1}, |bD (ts)) = UTO;an?s|SO(tS)>i and
(RSt = (Rs9)ii D, (Ran)mrm= (Ran)mrmDipims (Reg)mi = (Ras)mi Dy

. ) - 2T .2 . 2mm )
eJ%/—ye*J% m € T b-|-(§J o' ns eJTb reif
— 2 Pmm= 2 Omi ="
In Egs. [3B){(34)|Z) represents the decoupled Gaussian random variables wéhmean and

real part and imaginary part variance@f. The effects of the optical and electrical filters in

the receiver are represented by matrices with their elesneeing (Onn)mn = dn,mHo(T—“;),

(Osohir = d,l’Ho(Nl—-rb) and (Rsg)yi’ = Hr(Kj—frt:)v(Rnn)mm = Hr(m{T—;m)a(RnS)ml = Hr (g — T—'E)-
Due to the optical and electrical filters, signal (noise) poments outside-Ls (+M,) can be
neglected. Heré [17]

DSS = (34)

1 1
LS:nNTb807 I\/lr]:nBoT()7 TOZH(—+—) . (35)
B, B
For a nonlinear optical system, to get the noise propagator the accurate LNHE (28), one
needs to separate complex numbers into their real and imagparts. Denoting the Re-Im

form of a complex matrix asx= ( IRr)n e}ﬁ _ngi)}(} ) [wherex can be any complex matrix
in Eq. (33)] and introducingn®) = Py eqlag) with |ag) being the AWGN from EDFA,
Re{[s”)} | |4 Re{|ao) } 5 Re{|Z)}
= imten |+ 0= ey | 2= iz | o

it is easy to generalize the noise related currents in[EQ.a881/ 5[ 7| 8, 17]
Yoni(te)=(80|UAUT|&0)=(ZIA|Z)  (A=UT R eOniRanOnnPred) =diag{As, -, Aaw 2})
yﬂs(ts):<zlljTPr{eqéznﬁnsésslgo(ts»z<Z|é|§0(ts)> = <Z|B(ts)> (EZUTPrqué-rl;nF}f?s ~Ss)a (37)

whereP, ¢q can be obtained from Eq§l (2)}H(5) afd (7)-(8).

Appendix C: Nonlinearity induced phase difference betweemoise and noise-free signal

I: The phase difference caused byj,

In this part, we assume that, in Fig. 4, the external noisteq at the transmitter (iN) is
much larger than the ASE noise from the EDFAs, which is truétfe experiments discussed in
Ref. [7]. Thus, one can only consider the phase differenasezhby N, and ignores the effect
of Ngx (k=1,---,K). _

It is well known that, for the noise-free signal with its patverage power bein, its non-
linear phase accumulated at the fiber outpdtig = PyKL, whereL is the fiber length of each
span, as denoted in Fig. 4. Due to the optical power fluctnaif® the actual nonlinear phase
becomes

oL = (P+OP)yKL. (38)



Relative to the noise-free signal, the noise-induced pblaaege gy — Py, varies randomly.
The average variance of such phase noise can be calculated as

< 8@ >==< @ — P} >~ 2P < 5P > (yKL)?. (39)

With the approximation of negligiblslg (k= 1---K), < 3P > in Eg. (39) is basically caused
by Nin in Fig.[4. For the experiments in Ref][7]iNs filtered with bandwidth oBj,=3nm.
Thus, we have< 0P >= GNj,Bin. Eq. [39) yields

< 3@ >~ V2PYKL/\/P/ < 8P > = /2y /V/OSNR (40)

whereOSNR~ P/(GNinBin) is the input OSNR. B

Considering thadP > 0, we havegy. > ®nL. This meansgyy, rotates faster thady and
there is a phase difference between the actual optical fireldtze noise-free field. As part of
the actual field, the noise field also has the same phase slafive to the noise-free signal.
Note that this phase shift will not affect signal-signal amlse-noise beatings. But it will
affect the signal-noise beating. In fact, when calculatiregsignal-noise beating, the noise and
signal should be treated consistently. Or, they should beidered within the same coordinate
system. In this work< d¢ > given by Eq.[(4D) is approximated as the average of such phase
shift. Our numerical results plotted in Fi§$. 2 &nd 3 confinis &pproximation.

For the experiments in Ref.][7], we hadg_ = 0.9. In this case, EqL(40) yields

< 0¢>~1/vVOSNRx 11/2 — arctariv OSNR, (41)

where arctafx) + arctar{1/x) = /2 and arctafx) ~ x (for x — 0) have been used. Obviously,
< d¢ > in Eq. (42) relatespsy in Eq.(23) of Ref.[[26] with< d¢ > +@sm = 11/2. Also, @

in Ref. [26] now becomegy + 11/2 — @ in Eq. [16), whileAgy in Ref. [26] is named aA in
this work.

II: The phase difference caused byN;, and Ngk (k=1,---,K)

For theK-span system of Fifl] 4 witNi, # 0 andK not being large enough and with the ASE
from each EDFA being filtered b@x and the ASE injected at the transmitter being filtered by
Oin, Eq. [39) can be generalized as

K. 1. 195 =
< 8¢7 >=2|GNnBin + NoBik (14 1) (14 )| PR /P. (42)

where yR k% = K;(14— £)(1+ 5) has been used. Obviously, in the caseGo§,Bj, >>
KNoBik [7], Eq. (42) yields Eq.[{40).
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