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Abstract

Multimode optical fibres are hair-thin strands of glass that efficiently transport light.
They promise next-generation ultra-fine medical endoscopes that provide unprece-
dented sub-cellular image resolution deep inside the body. However, confining
light to such thin fibres means that images are inherently scrambled in transit.
Conventionally, this scrambling has been compensated by pre-calibrating how a
specific fibre scrambles light and solving a stationary linear matrix equation that
represents a physical model of the fibre. However, as the technology develops to-
wards real-world deployment, the unscrambling process must account for dynamic
changes in the matrix representing the fibre’s effect on light, due to factors such as
movement and temperature shifts, and non-linearities resulting from the inaccessi-
bility of the fibre tip when inside the body. Such complex, dynamic and nonlinear
behaviour is well-suited to approximation by neural networks, but most leading
image reconstruction networks rely on convolutional layers, which assume strong
correlations between adjacent pixels – a strong inductive bias that is inappropriate
for fibre matrices which may be expressed in a wide range of arbitrary coordinate
representations with long-range correlations. We introduce a new concept that uses
self-attention layers to dynamically transform the coordinate representations of
dynamically varying fibre matrices to a basis that admits compact, low-dimensional
latent-space representations suitable for further processing.
We demonstrate the effectiveness of this approach on diverse fibre matrix datasets,
including both randomly generated and physically modeled perturbed fibre ma-
trices. We show our models significantly improve the sparsity of fibre bases in
their transformed bases with a participation ratio, p, as a measure of sparsity, of
between 0.01 and 0.11. Further, we show that these transformed representations
admit reconstruction of the original matrices with ≤ 10% reconstruction error,
demonstrating the invertibility of the transformation.

1 Introduction

Lensless endoscopic imaging using ultra-thin multi-mode fibre (MMF) represents a state-of-the-art
approach to achieve minimally invasive in vivo imaging. It enables access to inner regions of the
body, such as the brain or blood vessels, for advanced biomedical imaging devices [1]. These
MMFs efficiently transmit light along their length due to a tailored refractive index profile, which
is modelled physically by linear differential equations (e.g., Maxwell’s equations). When spatially
discretized, these equations become linear matrix equations, with input and output fields represented
as complex-valued vectors and the effect of the fibres represented by complex-valued transmission
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matrices (TMs):
Eout = TEin (1)

where Ein ∈ CN is a a discretized and column-wise stacked vector representing the input field at
one end of the fibre, Eout ∈ CN is the equivalent discretized output field, and T ∈ CN×N is the
complex valued TM of the fibre. Scalar N represents the number of spatial modes supported by the
fibre, equivalent to the number of independent pixels in transmitted images.

Conventionally, such linear matrix equations have been sufficient to model fibre TMs, but dynamic
effects such as bending, temperature, manufacturing variation and wavelength modulation that are
encountered in realistic usage introduce dynamic behaviour that requires more complex physical
modeling [2][3]. Trainable neural networks represent an alternative modelling approach that allows
approximation of complex dynamic behaviour, but previous attempts to model TMs has relied on con-
volutional neural networks (CNN), originally designed for image data. CNNs have a strong inductive
bias tailored to the statistical properties of natural images and therefore work to date has typically
only modelled static TMs representing single image-to-image transformations. However, because
TMs are necessarily different to images, and are often expressed in a range of arbitrary coordinate
systems, the inductive bias of CNNs is not suitable for dynamic TM modeling. We therefore present
a model that exploits self-attention-based neural networks to learn arbitrary input dependent (i.e.,
nonlinear) basis transformations of TMs that enable compact latent space representations, and thus
efficient dynamic modeling and reconstruction.

1.1 Optical fibre imaging background

As defined in Eqn 1 a TM, T, is a linear mapping from an input field to an output field. The TM will
change if a fibre is perturbed - and indeed is very sensitive to the bend configuration or temperature of
the fibre. Furthermore, the statistical properties of the relationship between matrix elements depends
upon the basis representation of the TM (e.g., it will depend upon the choice of mapping describing
how pixels from rectangular images are stacked into column vectors, or choice of basis representation
of the transmitted optical field Eout – such as canonical or Fourier component representation).

Generally, a TM can be transformed into a new coordinate space that is better suited for the particular
application. For example, if the eigenvectors of the fibre’s transmission matrix are known and used
as a basis, the new TM becomes purely diagonal [4]. This, in turn, enables significantly more
memory-efficient storage, requiring storage of only the N diagonal elements (in contrast to N2

elements for a full matrix) for an N -pixel image resolution. In addition, an understanding of a sparse
fibre TM representation substantially reduces the number of TM calibration measurements required,
as all diagonal TM values can be obtained with only a single measurement [3] (in contrast to N
calibration measurements needed for a full matrix).

Conventional fibre calibration methods involve learning static TMs by measuring input-output pairs
and solving linear matrix equations to find the TM. Numerous variants have been demonstrated
that achieve image reconstruction by either explicitly or implicitly utilising the static complex TM
including wavefront modulation [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11], speckle-correlated intensity reconstruction[12,
13, 14, 15] and compressive sensing[16, 17, 18]. Other advanced computational methods such as
Bayesian inference-based algorithm [19], convex optimization [20], extended Kalman filter [21] and
Gradient-Descent based optimization [22] further reduce computational resources and time while
preserving both amplitude and phase information of the images.

These methods are considered static and linear since they infer a TM based on input-output pairs of a
static fibre. However, in realistic deployments such as medical imaging, the fibre will be constantly
moving and experiencing temperature fluctuations, thus changing the TM dynamically. Furthermore,
the input-output image pairs needed for calibration will not be obtainable as this would require placing
unacceptably bulky optical components at the tip of the fibre located deep in the body. Therefore,
realistic real-time fibre characterisation methods have to be able to model a dynamically changing
TM and this model must be updated using only measurements from a single end of the fibre. Such
measurements are typically nonlinear as they involve forward TM estimation (T) based on round-trip
measurements (T⊤T). Previously demonstrated methods include using feedback from guide stars
[23, 24, 8], tracked beacon sources [25, 26], and reflective structures [27, 28, 29] that can be put onto
the tip of the fibre. To complement this, there are also several physical models designed to model
dynamic TMs under physical perturbations and wavelength modulation [30, 2]. However, these
models become intractable when modelling multiple types of perturbations that must be estimated
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using as few measurements as possible. There is therefore a need to develop a more flexible model
for dynamic TMs that could be fitted to measured data.

1.2 Neural Networks background

Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) have been widely used to enable image transmission and
wavefront shaping through mostly static optical fibres [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. These methods directly
reconstruct images and so are well-suited to CNNs which contain an image-specific strong inductive
bias. Some modifications have been made to better match the physical nature of MMFs for example
the ability to encode the phase information into the networks where [37] applied complex-weighted,
deep neural networks to better represent speckled images and [38] added a self-attention mechanism
to improve the image quality.

However, most previous methods focus on the calibration of static TMs and aim to directly reconstruct
images. By contrast, dynamic TM calibration that model a varying TM using neural networks show
great promise as they can learn prior distributions over the perturbed TMs [39] leading to improved
generalization. However, the dynamic changing of the TM (which can be considered a basis change)
can require intractably large numbers of parameters.

Therefore, there are several particular requirements for neural networks used to model dynamic TMs:

1. The model needs to cope with arbitrary representation bases, creating some degree of basis
invariance.

2. The model should be sufficiently memory efficient to cope with typical image resolutions
(noting that a fully connected TM requires N2 elements for the N -pixel image transmission).

3. The model should support complex numbers.

In this paper, to efficiently learn relevant features of ensembles of MMF TMs under dynamic variation,
we apply the ‘Modeling is Compression’ philosophy [40]. We expect to find a TM representation that
is maximally sparse, measured by a metric such as participation ratio or by the bottleneck size of an
autoencoder, which also meets our criteria of being basis invariant.

Figure 1: Illustration of the various basis transformation methods that can be performed on a set of
perturbed fibre TMs. (a) individual perfect diagonalization (overfitting). (b) static transformation
(underfitting). (c) input-dependent non-linear regularised transformation (approaching optimal fitting).
The complex-valued colormap shown here is used throughout the rest of the paper.

Evidentally perfect TM diagonalization as shown in Figure 1(a) is possible by constructing a unique
transformation for each TM, but this is equivalent to a highly overfitted approach that does not exploit
the relative constrained prior distribution over TM perturbations, or learn any information about how
to generalise to unseen TMs. At the other end of the spectrum, a static transformation shown in
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(b) across all perturbations can be learned but will produce low sparsity since it is underfitted. Our
proposed approach shown in (c) lies between these two extremes and provides an input-dependent
but regularised basis transformation computed using a self-attention architecture, which can be
considered to be approaching an optimal fit.

Generally, self-attention is essential for capturing dependencies between different elements within a
sequence. It has been widely used in natural language processing such as machine translation [41, 42],
text summarization [43, 44], and sentiment analysis[45], where understanding the context and
relationships between words is crucial for accurate predictions. Beyond language/word embedding
problems, self-attention mechanisms have begun to be applied to physical systems, for example
as generative diffusion models enabling image reconstructions from on-sensor measurements on
a nanophotonic array camera [46]. In this context, self attention can be considered as a basis
transformation process by allowing each element to attend to all other elements in the sequence.
In our problem, each TM can be considered as a sentence and each column entry as a word, and
we expect self-attention to enable the model to weigh the importance of each element based on its
relevance to the others, resulting in effective representation learning.

We demonstrate our methods by application to diverse datasets of TMs (i.e., randomly-generated
forward TMs, randomly-generated round-trip TMs, and physically modeled TMs under perturbations).
We firstly show CNNs have limited ability to perform the basis transformation of TMs, especially for
dense matrices, and do thus not meet our first criterion. We then show that Fully Connected Neural
Networks (FCNN) are better at transforming TMs to a suitable basis but scale exponentially with
increasing matrix size. Finally, adding self-attention mechanisms significantly improves on both
CNNs and FCNNs in terms of sparse representation of matrices for all datasets used and offers better
scalability.

We believe this form of TM modelling and data compression could pave the way for fibre imaging
with only optical access to a single-end, enabling the hair-thin imaging devices that could fit in a
needle [29, 39, 3]. More generally, our approach may find applications to the efficient modelling of
matrix data with other types of scattering media [47, 48]. These methods may also facilitate real-time
tracking of fibre deformation or dynamic scattering media for deep-tissue imaging, which allows for
future expansion of modelling fibre behavior across wavelengths, e.g., for fluorescence imaging [2].

2 Methods

2.1 Diverse TM datasets

We generate three diverse datasets (with different sparsity properties) of 78× 78 complex-valued per-
turbed TMs: randomly-generated forward TMs, randomly-generated round-trip TMs and physically
modeled TMs. For the randomly-generated forward TMs, Tf ∈ C78×78, we construct the simulation
model [39] to recreate typical properties (e.g., high sparsity, high power intensity along the main
diagonal and sub-diagonals, condition number 3-10) observed in real fibre TMs. These are inherently
sparse in their original basis. For the randomly generated round-trip TMs, Tr ∈ C78×78, based on a
nonlinear reflection-mode fibre imaging system [29, 39], we use the forward TM, Tf , to compute a
round-trip TM as:

Tr = Tf
TRTf (2)

where R ∈ C78×78 is a matrix that numerically represents reflection off the distal fibre facet, which
contains a highly scattering reflector. As a result, these round-trip TMs are inherently dense in their
original basis.

Finally, we applied a physical fibre model where each perturbed fibre can be represented as a series
of connected segments, with specifically defined lengths and bend radii [4]. The TM of the ensemble
of segments, when connected end-to-end, Te ∈ C78×78, is calculated from the product of the TMs
of the individual segments, Ts1..z ∈ C78×78:

Te = Ts1Ts2 ...Tsz (3)
Here, this dataset comprises TMs with different fibre lengths and bend radius with fixed core radius
of 8µm, numerical aperture (NA) number of 0.22 and Poisson ratio of 0.17.

For each dataset, we generate 22,000 TMs and split them into training, validation and test sets with
an 8:2:1 ratio. The validation set is expected to provide unbiased evaluations and stopping criteria
and the test set aims to examine the generalization performance of the model on unseen data.
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Figure 2: Basis transformation models. (a) Linear similarity transformation-based model, with (b)
a lossless invertible process defined. (c) Non-linear transformation using different neural network
architectures, including CNN, FCNN, self-attention only and self-attention-based FCNN. Two types
of autoencoder-based constraints are defined for the purpose of (d) sparsity representation and (e)
model invertibility.

2.2 Basis transformation model

Our objective is to compare several different approaches to basis transformation and thus present a
versatile framework for modelling the fibre TMs in efficient coordinate systems as judged by their
sparsity of representation. We construct and train the models using Tensorflow 2.1 running on an
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU. The Adam optimizer was used with a learning rate of 0.001 in a
decay rate of 1e−5.

2.2.1 Linear similarity transformation-based model

We first construct a linear similarity transformation-based model as shown in Figure2(a), to linearly
convert TMs into a new coordinate system based on the theory of similarity transformation [49].
Specifically, we developed a differentiable custom layer, where B ∈ C78×78 is a non-singular square
basis matrix that transfers sets of TMs (i.e. T1...m ∈ C78×78) to a new basis (i.e. T′

1...m ∈ C78×78),
while preserving the matrices properties (determinant, trace and eigenvalues):

T′
1...m = B−1T1...mB (4)
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This is a differentiable operation where the model is expected to learn the basis matrix B during
the training, in order to enable a low-dimensional representation (i.e., increased sparsity) in the new
basis,T′

1...m ∈ C78×78, by minimizing an ℓ1 norm loss function (Llinear):

Llinear =

m∑
i=1

∥T′
i∥1 (5)

This linear similarity-based transformation model, in turn, ensures a lossless invertible transformation
of TMs to the original basis based on the basis matrix B learned by the model during the training.

2.2.2 Non-linear transformation models

We next construct non-linear basis transformation frameworks performed with four different non-
linear neural networks models, namely convolutional neural networks (CNN), fully-connected neural
networks (FCNN), single self-attention layer and self-attention-based FCNN as shown in Figure2.
To feed the model, we convert the input sets of TMs, T1...m ∈ C78×78 into sets of real-valued TMs
T1...m ∈ R156×156 by separating the real and imaginary parts[50]. We expect to obtain corresponding
sets of TMs, T′

1...m ∈ R156×156, as the output that are low-dimensional representations (i.e., highly
sparse).

The first model is a CNN model that contains four Conv2D and MaxPooling layers with 190,965
trainable parameters and uses LeakyRelu activations with a negative slope value defined as 0.3.

The second model is an FCNN comprising two 1D dense layers with the LeakyRelu activation
function (negative slope value defined as 0.3), with a comparable number of trainable parameters
(203,534) to that of the CNN model.

The third and fourth models make use of self-attention mechanisms. Here, we encode the input
information of each TM to two sets of interpretable matrices, Query (Q1...j ∈ R156×156) and Key
(K1...j ∈ R156×156), with local interactions defined within each column. The output of the attention
mechanism can be therefore updated values (T′

1...j ∈ R156×156) for each element within the column
groups accordingly:

T′
1...j = softmax

[
Q1...jK

T
1...j√

dk

]
T1...j (6)

The third model directly learns this self-attention transformation, with the softmax as the only
nonlinearity. The fourth and final model adds an FCNN layer following the self-attention block to
enhance the modeling capability.

2.2.3 Autoencoder-based constraint

By optimising these non-linear transformation models using only the ℓ1 norm, we may inadvertently
lose inherent properties of the matrices. For example, the model might produce a transformation that
maps all input values to zero.

To address this, we introduce an invertibility constraint, as shown in Figure 2(e), using an Autoencoder
structure to reconstruct the original matrices (i.e., T1...m ∈ R156×156) from the transformed TMs
(i.e. T′

1...m ∈ R156×156). This constraint aims to preserve the matrix structure during training by
minimizing the reconstruction loss, L2.

We also enforce an additional sparsity constraint using a second Autoencoder model as shown
in Figure 2(d), where the Encoder is designed to maximally compress the transformed matrices
(T′

1...m ∈ R156×156) into a low-dimensional latent space (LS1) via a ‘bottle neck’ layer. Training
this second Decoder ensures the LS1 contains the necessary information to reconstruct the transformed
TM and is optimized by minimizing the reconstruction loss, L3. Therefore, the total loss of the whole
framework can be defined as:

Ltotal = α
1

m

m∑
i=1

∥Ti∥1︸ ︷︷ ︸
L1

+
1

m

m∑
i=1

(T′′
i −Ti)

2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L2

+
1

m

m∑
i=1

(T′′
i −T′

i)
2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L3

(7)

where α = 0.2 is the coefficient for the direct sparsity constraint term.
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3 Results

3.1 Validation of the sparsity of transformed TMs

We validate the effectiveness of the basis transformation by assessing the change in sparsity of the
transformed representation of TMs, which can be measured by participation ratio or by the latent
space size of an autoencoder (see Appendix Eqn. 9). The participation ratio, p, taking values between
0 to 1, quantifies the fraction of ‘occupied’ matrix elements (see Appendix Eqn. 8). Thus a lower
participation ratio represents a sparser distribution of power within the elements of the matrix. Figure
3 shows three examples of the transformed representation of randomly-generated forward TMs,
Tf ∈ C78×78 (which appear relatively sparse in their initial form, with a mean participation ratio of
p = 0.06), randomly-generated round-trip TMs, Tr ∈ C78×78 (which appear dense in their initial
form, with mean p = 0.46) and physically-modeled TMs Te ∈ C78×78 (most sparse in their original
form, with mean p = 0.03). We test five different models, namely linear similarity transformation,
CNN, FCNN, single self-attention layer and self-attention based-FCNN model.

For the dense and relatively sparse datasets, the linear model shows limited capability in transforming
a group of matrices into a more sparse representation, with transformed mean participation ratios
similar to the values of the original matrices.

Compared to the FCNN, the CNN presents a significantly larger mean participation ratio, especially
for dense matrices where the p value is two times larger than that achieved using the FCNN. This
demonstrates that CNNs, with their inbuilt bias for local correclations, have limited capability
for handling non-locally correlated matrices (such as fibre TMs). On the other hand, the simple
self-attention layer, which learns position-wise weights, achieves a better performing non-linear
transformation than the FCNN, with a further reduced mean participation ratio. This is because the
attention mechanism selectively focuses on relevant parts of the matrices by computing alignment
scores, allowing the model to dynamically prioritize information based on the input itself, while
fully connected layers uniformly apply the same transformation to the entire input data without any
mechanism to focus more on specific parts.

To further enhance the data compressibility, the self-attention-based FCNN model integrates the
attention mechanism into the FCNN framework and further decreases the mean participation ratio to
p = 0.03 for relatively sparse matrices and p = 0.11 for dense matrices.

3.2 Validation of the invertibility of transformed TMs

We next examine the invertibility of the transformed TMs, which reflects the model’s ability to
preserve the information within the original matrices. Figure 3 illustrates three examples of TMs
reconstructed from the transformed TMs. The linear model provides a lossless invertible process,
with a basis matrix identified by the pre-trained model. Among the non-linear models, the FCNN, the
simple self-attention layer, and the self-attention-based FCNN model are all capable of recovering the
TMs to the original basis with an error of ≤ 8% for sparse matrices and ≤ 14% for dense matrices.
The CNN presents fair reconstruction for sparse matrices, with a slightly larger error of 12%, but
exhibits a large mean error of 32% for dense matrices, indicating a limited ability for reconstruction.

3.3 Compatibility of physically-modeled TMs

To further test if our methods are compatible with physically modeled TMs, we employed a group of
physically modeled perturbed TMs to train the self-attention-based FCNN model. Figure 3 shows the
representation of TMs transformed from the original basis using the different models, with the mean
participation ratio ranging from p = 0.05 (linear model) to p = 0.01 (self attention-based FCNN).
Additionally, this approach allows for the reconstruction of TMs from the transformed basis with the
lowest mean error of 5%.

4 Discussion

We haveintroduced a new approach to learn critical features of ensembles of fibre TMs, approaching a
representation of these TMs that is maximally sparse and basis invariant. Our methods were applied to
diverse TM datasets, including randomly-generated and physically-modeled matrices under dynamic
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Figure 3: TM transformations using different models. The three coloured boxes show transformations
on different data types. Within each box, the left hand column shows the TM transformed into the
sparse representation, the middle column shows the TM transformed back into its original form and
the right hand column shows the residual error in the TM after having been compressed and restored.
Each row shows data transformed using a different model: (a) Linear similarity transformation based
model, (b) CNN, (c) FCNN, (d) self-attention only, (e) self-attention-based FCNN model. Metrics
are represented by mean ± standard deviation.

conditions, with various sparsity properties. We tested five models, and Table 4 summarizes the
comparative performance, expressed in terms of the matrix compressibility, defined by participation
ratio p (Eqn. 8) and the size of latent space from an autoencoder (Eqn. 9), and the invertibility
measured by the reconstruction error (Eqn. 10).

It is evident that non-linear models generally outperform the linear model. In general, we expect the
participation ratio to scale with the dimension of the TMs, where (ignoring any correlation between
diagonal elements) we expect the lowest possible participation ratio is given by a perfectly diagonal
TM, yielding p = 1/N , where N is the matrix dimension. The self-attention-based FCNN model
shows superior performance in achieving lower mean errors and lower participation ratios compared
to other models. In the case of physically modelled perturbed fibres, p = 0.01 ± 0.017, which is
similar to the participation ratio of a perfectly diagonal TM (p = 1/78 = 0.013). This means the
self-attention mechanism has the ability to dynamically learn the relevant features across varying TM
characteristics.

To intuit how these models work, we can draw a comparison with pre-existing linear algebra
approaches. TM diagonalisation (i.e. maximal sparsity for a full-rank matrix) is achievable by
measuring the TM for any specific fibre, extracting the eigenvectors and using these as the basis.
We consider this a form of ‘overfitting’ as each solution is entirely specific to the particular TM.
By contrast, a fixed linear basis transformation that is optimised so as to result in maximally sparse
representations across a wide range of TMs may provide some improvement over the worst case
fully dense basis, but we consider this a form of ‘underfitting’. A third way, which we propose
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Table 1: Comparison of transformation performance across diverse datasets using different models

Data Properties Metric Linear CNN FCNN Self-Attention
only

Self-attention
-based FCNN

p 0.07±0.010 0.13±0.041 0.04±0.021 0.04±0.018 0.03±0.009
LS ratio NA 14.79% 5.33% 5.33% 4.21%Dataset 1: Randomly-generated

forward TMs Less sparse
mean error 0 0.12±0.03 0.07±0.04 0.07±0.03 0.06±0.02
p 0.39±0.141 0.36±0.183 0.15±0.040 0.14±0.035 0.11±0.016
LS ratio NA >67.32% 16.83% 16.83% 14.79%Dataset 2: Randomly-generated

round-trip TMs Dense
mean error 0 0.32±0.21 0.12±0.09 0.14±0.07 0.08±0.02
p 0.05±0.021 0.04±0.020 0.03±0.014 0.02±0.019 0.01±0.017
LS ratio NA 7.25% 4.21% 4.21% 3.22%Dataset 3: Physical-modeled

perturbed TMs Sparse
mean error 0 0.07±0.02 0.06±0.02 0.05±0.01 0.05±0.01

here, is to develop a non-linear basis transformation that is input-dependent but is constrained or
regularized to utilize few internal parameters. We show how this approach enables a nonlinear basis
transformation of TMs that models perturbations in an efficient way. Intuitively, we expect such
perturbations to be highly compressible since they may be described by a small number of physical
parameters: curvature as a function of position along the fibre (which is relatively simple due to the
rigidity of glass), degree of twist, minor manufacturing variations in a relatively smooth refractive
index profile, a small number of optical defects (which accounts for the low-loss of optical fibres)
and temperature. This means we expect an ensemble of fibre TMs to represent a minute subset of the
set of all possible TMs – and the task of our model is to identify the correlations shared by TMs in
this space.

To understand the effectiveness of self-attention mechanisms, we examine their widespread use in
language modelling. Many large language models effectively take sequences of words represented
as vectors and transform these vectors to a more representative basis that better encodes semantics.
By considering matrices to be analogous to blocks of text (e.g. sentences) and columns analogous to
word embedding vectors represented in the measurement basis, we can use self-attention layers to
learn input-dependent basis transformations that better represents TMs under perturbations. Previous
approaches to optical fibre imaging have relied on CNNs to model a static TM. However, because
of the arbitrary choice of basis when modelling over a range of TMs, CNNs are not suitable as they
contain a strong inductive bias that spatially adjacent elements are correlated, which is not at all the
case here. Rather, the attention mechanism allows correlations between elements to be learned.

4.1 Limitations

Several improvements should be considered for further refining this approach. First, our methods
require a large amount of training data which could be difficult to obtain if using real experimentally
measured TMs. This can be addressed by augmenting experimental data with a large amount of
simulated fiber data. Approaches that use generative networks for data augmentation and domain
transfer [51, 52] can enable convergence using relatively small experimental datasets, or else help to
reliably generate further training data. Second, the training process is highly memory-intensive due
to the large sizes of TMs typically used in imaging applications. Large-language models (LLMs) can
have a word-embedding dimension of ≥10,000 with > 5000 tokens sequence lengths. This provides
an idea of the potential for scaling up our self-attention-based model: complex-valued matrices
of size ≥ 3000 × 3000 should be comfortably feasible using these frameworks. While the use of
self-attention has marginally reduced memory consumption, self-attention networks grow with the
square of the embedding dimension. Since our transmission matrices have a number of elements
equal to x2 × x2 for input fields (i.e./ images) containing x× x pixels, the self-attention architecture
grows as as the fourth power of the image dimension i.e. x4. This means that processing very high
resolution images may be challenging. Third, to generate random matrices used for training, a limited
fiber bandwidth was assumed to avoid degeneracies arising from matrix logarithms. In future the
spectral correlations of fibre TMs could be exploited by AI models by using a non-linear model of
the fiber TM over a much broader wavelength range [2].

If used in a healthcare imaging setting, some consideration needs to be given to spurious imaging
results or the potential for adversarial attacks. However, this can be mitigated somewhat by using
predicted transmission matrices to send pilot signals down a fiber and verify that the observed
behaviour of the physical system matches that of the model’s prediction. Such physical verification
adds an additional level of safety.
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In the future, this fibre TM representation architecture may facilitate the development of flexible
hair-thin optical imaging systems that adapt to fibre changes in real time, by enabling continuous
fibre matrix estimation with a minimal re-characterisation measurements that are tailored to minimise
uncertainty in the latent space. Our work may also allow practical modelling of complex effects such
as wavelength dispersion and nonlinear characterisation, and the exploration of generative models for
predicting full TMs given partial information. This could in turn enable a wide range of broadband
imaging modalities to be implemented through optical fibres.

Finally, we anticipate that our self-attention-based neural network method will lead to the new AI
models that are invariant or equivariant to arbitrary modal representation bases.
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Appendix - Evaluation metric

To assess the effectiveness of transformation of the TMs, T1...m ∈ CN×N (where here N = 78), we
measure the mean participation ratio [53] of the transformed TMs and define a metric, p, to quantify
the fraction of occupied matrix elements (i.e. representing the sparsity), where Tj represents jth

element of each TM:

p =
(
∑m

i=1

∑N×N
j=1 |Tj|4)−1

N2
(8)

Additionally, we construct an autoencoder model to downsample the transformed TM into a low-
dimensional LS1 which is expected to contain the important features that can reconstruct the trans-
formed TM. The compressibility (i.e. sparsity) of the original TMs, can be determined by:

LSRatio =
1

m

m∑
i=1

Size of ls1i
2N × 2N

(9)

To further evaluate the invertibility of the transformed TMs, we construct a separate autoencoder
model, where the decoder is expected to reconstruct the original TMs from LS1. We calculate mean
squared error across the test dataset (mean error) between the reconstructed TMs and target TMs:

mean error =
1

m

m∑
i=1

∑
(T′′

i −Ti)
2 (10)
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