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Abstract—This paper presents a novel cross-band modulation
framework that integrates three-dimensional (3D) modulation in
the RF domain with intensity modulation and direct detection
(IM/DD) in the optical domain, marking the first approach to
leverage this combination for improved communication relia-
bility. Designed to harness cross-band diversity, the proposed
framework optimizes symbol mapping across the RF and opti-
cal links, significantly improving mutual information (MI) and
symbol error probability (SEP) performance. In this context,
we propose two practical cross-band modulation schemes to
implement this framework, both of which utilize quadrature
amplitude modulation (QAM) in the RF subsystem. The first
is a linear cross-band mapping scheme, where RF symbols
are mapped to optical intensity values through an analytically
tractable optimization, ensuring low complexity with O(1) de-
tection while minimizing the SEP. The second is a deep neural
network generated 3D constellation (DNN-Gen), which uses a
custom-designed loss function to optimize symbol placement,
maximizing the MI and minimizing the SEP by learning an
adaptive symbol mapping function. Although DNN-Gen intro-
duces additional computational complexity compared to the
linear mapping approach, it achieves significant performance
gains by adapting the 3D constellation to varying signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) conditions. Beyond these practical implementations,
we derive a theoretical MI benchmark for the linear mapping
scheme, providing important insights into the fundamental limits
of RF-optical cross-band communication. Extensive Monte Carlo
simulations validate the proposed framework and show that
both schemes outperform state-of-the-art cross-band modulation
techniques, including cross-band pulse amplitude modulation,
with significant performance gains. Moreover, DNN-Gen main-
tains high performance over a range of RF SNRs, reducing
the need for exhaustive training at each operating SNR con-
dition, further enhancing its practical applicability. These results
establish the proposed cross-band modulation framework as a
scalable, high-performance solution for next-generation hybrid
RF-optical networks, offering a balance between low-complexity
implementation and optimized symbol mapping to maximize
system reliability and efficiency.

Index Terms—VLC, hybrid RF-OW, cross-band, FSO, power
detection, mutual information, symbol error probability

I. INTRODUCTION

Sixth-generation (6G) wireless networks are expected to

revolutionize communication systems by improving spectral

efficiency, reliability, and sustainability to meet the growing
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demand for ultra-reliable, high-capacity connectivity [1], [2].

As data traffic grows, traditional radio frequency (RF) systems

that offer wide coverage and adaptability are increasingly

constrained by spectrum scarcity, multipath fading, and co-

channel interference [3]. At the same time, optical wireless

(OW) technologies such as free-space optics (FSO) and visible

light communication (VLC) have emerged as promising alter-

natives, offering high data rates, low latency, and immunity to

RF interference [4]–[6]. However, these systems rely on a line-

of-sight (LoS) transmission path and are highly susceptible to

atmospheric disturbances such as fog, rain, and scintillation,

which limit their stand-alone reliability [7], [8].

To mitigate these limitations, hybrid RF-optical communica-

tion systems have emerged as a promising approach to leverage

the complementary properties of RF and OW channels [9]–

[12]. By integrating RF and optical transmission, cross-band

systems can increase spectral efficiency, improve robustness

to channel impairments, and achieve diversity gains by jointly

processing signals in both domains [13]–[16]. Despite these

advantages, existing hybrid RF-optical systems predominantly

rely on independent signal processing for each band, limiting

the potential for joint optimization and efficient cross-band

modulation. This highlights the need for a unified modulation

framework that can fully harness the benefits of cross-band

communication, enabling more efficient signal transmission

and improved overall system performance.

A. State-of-the-Art

Hybrid RF-optical communication systems have been ex-

tensively studied to improve reliability and spectral efficiency

by leveraging the complementary properties of RF and optical

channels. Early approaches explored hard switching, where

either the RF or FSO channel is selected for transmission, and

soft switching, where both channels are used simultaneously

[17]. However, hard switching fails to exploit the available

diversity gains due to the lack of joint decoding, while soft

switching processes RF and optical signals separately before

combining them, limiting its ability to fully utilize cross-

band diversity. Alternative hybrid RF-optical approaches have

integrated RF (sub-6 GHz or mmWave) and optical wireless

(OW) transmission through data splitting or codeword par-

titioning [18], [19]. Although these methods enable cross-

band communication, data splitting suffers from significant

performance degradation when the RF and optical channels

have asymmetric SNR conditions, making it inefficient under

dynamic channel variations. In addition, [20] analyzed the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.17296v1
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average bit error rate of a hybrid system with a conventional

RF receiver, assuming that phase shift keying (PSK) is used

in the optical subsystem. This work also explored selection

combining (SC), which uses PSK with a large DC bias to

allow transmission via IM/DD in the optical link. However,

such an approach is highly inefficient because PSK requires

excessive DC bias in the optical domain, which significantly

reduces power efficiency. In addition, the authors in [21]–[23]

studied the outage probability for hybrid RF-FSO and RF-

VLC systems using SC to achieve diversity gains. Although

SC has been extensively investigated in hybrid systems due to

its simplicity, it inherently processes RF and optical signals

independently, thereby failing to fully realize the diversity

potential of cross-band communication.

To overcome these limitations, joint signal processing has

been proposed. In [24], a hybrid receiver architecture was

introduced that combines coherent and non-coherent RF recep-

tion through magnitude-based mapping to improve reliability.

However, this approach remains confined to the RF domain,

limiting its effectiveness in optical transmission. Extending

this, [25] investigated non-coherent modulations in both RF

and optical links and demonstrated diversity gains through

joint processing. Despite these advances, the use of non-

coherent modulation in both subsystems restricts the ability

to fully harness the phase and amplitude characteristics of

the transmitted signals. This results in suboptimal symbol

detection, reduced spectral efficiency, and an inability to fully

exploit the available diversity gains. Furthermore, the separate

processing of RF and optical signals prevents a more efficient

and adaptive modulation strategy that jointly optimizes symbol

mapping across both domains. These drawbacks highlight the

need for an alternative approach that fully integrates coherent

RF reception with optical IM/DD in a unified cross-band

modulation framework.

B. Motivation & Contribution

To address these challenges, this work proposes a novel

cross-band modulation framework that jointly processes RF

and optical signals, leveraging their complementary charac-

teristics to maximize system performance. Unlike existing

hybrid RF-optical systems that process signals separately in

each domain, our approach unifies coherent RF reception with

optical IM/DD to form a three-dimensional (3D) constellation

that inherently exploits cross-band diversity. This joint pro-

cessing strategy not only improves spectral efficiency, but also

increases robustness to fading, interference, and dynamic chan-

nel variations. In particular, while RF communication provides

reliable coverage and resilience to optical impairments, optical

IM/DD offers high data rates and immunity to RF interference.

However, without a unified modulation strategy that optimally

maps symbols across both domains, these advantages remain

largely untapped. By integrating coherent RF processing with

optical IM/DD in a structured manner, we establish a modula-

tion scheme that efficiently distributes information across the

two bands, resulting in improved information transfer, greater

diversity gains, and improved adaptability to varying channel

conditions. Thus, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, no

existing work has proposed a cross-band modulation scheme

that integrates coherent RF modulation with IM/DD in the

optical domain while jointly optimizing the symbol mapping

between the two subsystems to maximize system performance.

To realize this framework, we introduce two practical cross-

band modulation schemes: (i) a linear mapping-based cross-

band modulation, which provides a tractable and analyti-

cally optimized solution with low-complexity detection, and

(ii) a deep neural network generated (DNN-Gen) cross-band

scheme, which employs deep learning to optimize symbol

placement and maximize mutual information (MI) and symbol

error probability (SEP) performance. Specifically, the main

contributions of this work are as follows:

• We propose a unified cross-band modulation framework

that integrates coherent RF modulation with IM/DD in

the optical domain, marking the first attempt to jointly

optimize symbol mapping in both subsystems to lever-

age cross-band diversity and improve the efficiency of

information transmission. This joint processing naturally

forms a 3D constellation structure that utilizes the full

potential of cross-band transmission.

• We introduce a linear cross-band modulation scheme and

derive a closed-form MI expression and an analytical SEP

expression, offering theoretical insights into the impact of

linear mapping on system performance. In addition, we

formulate a tractable optimization problem to determine

the optimal linear mapping coefficients, ensuring robust

and low-complexity cross-band transmission.

• We develop a DNN-Gen cross-band modulation scheme

that optimizes the 3D constellation structure using a

quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM) RF input, gen-

erating symbol mappings that maximize the MI and

minimize the SEP. To achieve this, we design a custom

loss function that increases the packing density of the 3D

constellation while enforcing power constraints to ensure

optimal performance under different SNR conditions.

• We validate the proposed schemes through extensive

numerical evaluations, demonstrating that both the linear

mapping and DNN-Gen schemes significantly enhance

the proposed cross-band framework compared to existing

cross-band modulation techniques such as CB-PAM. The

linear mapping scheme offers substantial performance

gains with an analytically optimized structure and ultra-

low complexity detection, making it highly suitable for

practical deployment in resource-constrained systems.

On the other hand, DNN-Gen further improves MI and

SEP performance, achieving more than 2 dB additional

gains over the linear scheme by optimizing the symbol

placement in both RF and optical domains. However, this

comes at the cost of increased computational complexity

due to the DNN-based optimization and greater sensitiv-

ity to SNR variations, which requires careful adaptation

to system conditions.

C. Structure

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section

II presents the system model and describes the proposed cross-

band modulation framework, detailing the RF and optical
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signal transmission and the adopted mapping strategies. Sec-

tion III analyzes the MI and SEP performance of the opti-

mized linear mapping-based cross-band modulation, deriving

theoretical expressions under different input distributions to

provide analytical insights into the system reliability. Section

IV presents the DNN-generated 3D constellation for optimized

cross-band modulation, detailing its architecture, custom loss

function, and optimization formulation. Section V validates

the proposed schemes through Monte Carlo simulations, com-

paring them to existing cross-band techniques. Section VI

concludes with key findings and possible future research

directions.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This section introduces the proposed hybrid RF-optical

communication system, which consists of a transmitter with

an RF antenna and an optical source, e.g., light-emitting diode

(LED), and a receiver with an RF antenna and a photodiode.

The RF link uses two-dimensional (2D) coherent detection,

while the optical link uses IM/DD. Both the RF and optical

subsystems transmit the same information, with the optical

channel data derived directly from the RF channel, thus

providing diversity by leveraging their distinct propagation

characteristics. This diversity increases reliability and robust-

ness to channel impairments. The joint processing of RF and

optical signals at the receiver enables efficient decoding at

the combined baseband receiver, maximizing data recovery

accuracy and system performance.

A. Signal Model

The output signals of the RF and optical subsystems are

expressed respectively as

yI = h1p1xI + n1

yQ = h1p1xQ + n2

(1)

and

yO = h2p2F (xI , xQ) + n3, (2)

where xI , xQ ∈ R represent the in-phase and quadrature (I-

Q) components of the 2D coherent modulation used in the

RF link, which are assumed to be mutually independent and

satisfy E
(

x2
I

)

= E
(

x2
Q

)

= 1
2 . The function F (·) characterizes

the transformation of the I-Q domain symbols into the optical

domain, mapping the modulated RF signal to its corresponding

optical representation in a way that ensures unit average

energy, expressed as E
[

F 2 (xI , xQ)
]

= 1. Since the optical

subsystem operates under IM/DD, which inherently relies on

modulating the intensity of the optical carrier rather than its

phase or frequency, the transmitted optical signal must remain

strictly non-negative at all times, leading to the fundamental

requirement that F (xI , xQ) ≥ 0 for all possible values of xI

and xQ, thereby ensuring compatibility with the non-coherent

nature of optical reception while preserving the integrity of

signal detection. Furthermore, in this setup, p1 and p2 denote

the transmit powers allocated to the RF and optical links,

respectively, and also h1 and h2 represent the power gains

associated with the RF and optical channels, respectively. The

noise components, modeled as additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN), are introduced into the RF and optical links. The

AWGN terms in the RF link, n1 and n2, are modeled as

zero-mean Gaussian random variables with variance σ2
n, i.e.,

n1, n2 ∼ N (0, σ2
n), and the AWGN in the optical link, n3,

is modeled as a zero-mean Gaussian random variable with

variance σ2
o , i.e., n3 ∼ N (0, σ2

o).

B. Cross-band Receiver

In the proposed cross-band system, the receiver jointly

processes the 2D RF signal yrf = (yI , yQ) in the I-Q plane and

the one-dimensional optical signal yO along the optical power

(OP) axis, forming a 3D constellation in I-Q-OP space. This

integrated approach contrasts with conventional systems that

modulate the RF and optical signals independently using either

2D coherent I-Q modulation or one-dimensional non-coherent

optical power modulation. Taking advantage of the correlation

between the RF and optical subsystems, the proposed receiver

improves the robustness to noise and channel impairments,

resulting in more efficient and reliable signal detection.

The receiver operates by defining a unified decision re-

gion in 3D space for the i-th transmitted symbol, denoted

as (xI,i, xQ,I , xO,i), and both subsystems carry the same

information. Therefore, the decision region for the i-th sym-

bol, assuming equiprobable symbols and using the maximum

likelihood (ML) criterion, is defined as in [25]

Vi ,
{

(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 : di(x, y, z) ≤ dj(x, y, z), ∀j 6= i

}

, (3)

where the distance metric di(x, y, z) is given by

di(x, y, z) =
(x− xI,i)

2

σ2
n

+
(y − xQ,i)

2

σ2
n

+
(z − xO,i)

2

(1 + I2D)σ2
o

. (4)

The decision-making process jointly considers all three di-

mensions, ensuring accurate decoding through combined base-

band processing. It should be noted that the RF and optical

symbols may not arrive at the receiver simultaneously due

to differences in propagation characteristics between the RF

and optical channels, as well as potential synchronization

problems. However, this is not a limitation of the proposed

system as the received symbols can be buffered and processed

together when both components are available. This buffering

mechanism ensures that the calculation of the distance metric

di and the subsequent symbol detection are not affected by

timing mismatches.

III. LINEAR CROSS-BAND MODULATION

In this section, we analyze a practical and simple linear

mapping for the proposed cross-band modulation scheme,

where the optical domain signal is given by

F =
1

√

1 + I2D
(a1xI + a2xQ + ID) . (5)

The coefficients a1, a2 ∈ R are selected to satisfy a21+a22 = 2,

ensuring unit average energy when the RF I-Q components

are linearly combined to produce the corresponding optical

symbol. Since intensity modulation with IM/DD requires a
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strictly positive optical signal, a DC bias ID is introduced

after the linear combination of the RF components, defined as

ID = − min
xI ,xQ

{a1xI + a2xQ} , (6)

ensuring that the optical signal remains non-negative. In the

following, we first derive a theoretical MI benchmark for

the proposed cross-band system, which provides important

insights into the behavior of linear mapping in cross-band

modulation. Next, we present a practical implementation for

discrete RF inputs with linear mapping, optimizing the map-

ping coefficients to minimize the SEP and improve system

performance. Finally, we derive a closed-form performance

analysis for the SEP of this optimized scheme, providing a

deeper understanding of its reliability and effectiveness.

A. Mutual Information

In this subsection, the proposed hybrid system utilizing a

linear mapping F is theoretically investigated in terms of MI.

The MI between inputs and outputs can be written as

I(X;Y) = h(Y) − h(Y|X)

= −
∫∫∫

R3

fY(Y) log2 (fY(Y)) dY − 1

2
log2 (det (N)) ,

(7)

where X = [xI , xQ, xO]
T

, Y = [yI , yQ, yO]
T

, N =

[n1, n2, n3]
T

, h(·) is the entropy of a random variable, and

fY(Y) is the joint probability density function (PDF) of

the outputs yI , yQ, and yO . After presenting the integral

expressions for MI, it is crucial to highlight that obtaining a

closed-form solution becomes intractable when the RF input

symbols do not follow a Gaussian distribution or when the

mapping function F (xI , xQ) is nonlinear. The complexity

arises because in such cases the output distribution no longer

retains a convenient analytical form, making it impossible to

express the MI in a closed, tractable mathematical expression.

This fundamental challenge motivates the derivation of a prac-

tical closed-form MI expression that, while not necessarily the

optimal or tightest upper bound, provides valuable insights into

the impact of linear mapping on MI. More specifically, this

expression allows us to examine how key system parameters,

including the mapping coefficients and channel conditions,

influence the achievable MI, providing an analytical bench-

mark that helps to understand the fundamental trade-offs and

performance trends in cross-band linear modulation.

In this direction, we define the linear Gaussian cross-band

(LGCB) modulation, where the RF input symbols follow a

Gaussian distribution, which is the optimal input choice for

maximizing the MI in the RF link. In LGCB, the RF inputs

are Gaussian distributed, and the mapping function F (xI , xQ)
is linear, ensuring analytical tractability and enabling a closed-

form MI expression that provides valuable insights into system

performance. Under these conditions, the received signals at

both the RF and optical subsystems remain jointly Gaussian,

which allows us to express the MI in terms of covariance

matrices and compute it efficiently. Based on this, we proceed

with the derivation by first establishing the statistical properties

of the system, determining the joint PDF of the received

signals, and ultimately formulating the MI expression in a

closed-form logarithmic representation. In the RF system,

the input signals (xI , xQ) are independently distributed as

Gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance σ2
x,

i.e., xI , xQ ∼ N (0, σ2
x) [26]. Consequently, yI and yQ are

independent Gaussian random variables characterized by zero

mean and variance h2
1p

2
1σ

2
x + σ2

n. Furthermore, yO is also

Gaussian distributed, since xO is a linear combination of xI

and xQ with zero mean and variance
2h2

2
p2

2

1+I2

D

σ2
x+σ2

o . Thus, the

joint PDF fY(Y) is a multivariate Gaussian with mean µY

and covariance matrix KY and is expressed as

fY(Y) = C exp

(

−1

2
(Y − µY )

T
K

−1
Y (Y − µY )

)

, (8)

where C = 1/
(

(2π)
3/2

det(KY )
1/2
)

, µY = [0, 0, ID], and

KY =





c21σ
2
x + σ2

n 0 cta1σ
2
x

0 c21σ
2
x + σ2

n cta2σ
2
x

cta1σ
2
x cta2σ

2
x 2c22σ

2
x + σ2

o



 ,

where c1 = h1p1, c2 = h2p2 and ct =
c1c2√
1+I2

D

. Given that the

joint PDF of the outputs follows a Gaussian distribution, the

MI for the proposed system can be expressed as in [26]

I(X;Y) =
1

2
log2

(

det (KY )

det (N)

)

, (9)

and by substituting (8) into (7) and performing some algebraic

manipulations, the MI can be reformulated as

I(X;Y) =
1

2
log2

(

σ2
x + σ2

n

σ2
0σ

4
n

)

+
1

2
log2

(

σ2
xσ

2
o + σ2

nσ
2
o + 2c2tσ

2
xσ

2
n

σ2
0σ

4
n

)

.

(10)

Remark 1: If the input signal is continuously Gaussian

distributed, (10) shows that the MI remains independent of

the parameters a1, a2. This can be understood by noting that

xI and xQ are independent Gaussian random variables, and the

mapping coefficients a1 and a2 merely linearly combine these

components without changing their fundamental statistical

properties. Since the total signal power is preserved under

the condition a21 + a22 = 2, the MI depends only on the

SNRs of the RF and optical subsystems and not on how the

Gaussian-distributed inputs are projected onto the optical link.

Furthermore, an important observation from (10) is that the

MI degrades as the DC bias increases. This occurs because

the transmitted optical signal must be normalized in a linear

optical mapping to maintain a unit average optical power.

As a result, greater DC bias effectively reduces the available

dynamic range of the optical link, limiting its ability to

faithfully transmit variations in the input signal. Consequently,

excessive DC bias reduces overall system performance, which

must be considered when optimizing cross-band modulation

schemes.

While a Gaussian input maximizes MI in the RF link

and serves as a well-suited input distribution for cross-band

transmission when the SNR of the RF subsystem is dominant

over the optical SNR, it is not necessarily the optimal choice

when the optical SNR significantly exceeds the RF SNR. In
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Fig. 1: Proposed 3D cross-band constellation with linear

mapping.

such cases, MI can be further improved by adjusting the input

distribution to better utilize the capacity of the optical channel.

As noted in [27], the optimal input distribution for maximizing

MI at the optical receiver follows an exponential distribution.

Since the optical input is obtained by a linear combination

of the RF I-Q components, achieving an exponential optical

signal requires that the RF input components follow a chi-

squared distribution, leading to what we define as linear

exponential cross-band (LXCB) modulation. Specifically, in

LXCB, the RF input components xI and xQ are modeled

as independent 0.577σ2
xχ

2(1) random variables, so that the

average energy in each RF dimension is σ2
x and their transfor-

mation through the linear mapping function F (xI , xQ) results

in an exponential distribution at the optical input. This fully

utilizes the optical SNR, enabling a higher MI compared to

Gaussian-distributed RF inputs when the optical link has better

SNR conditions than the RF link. A key advantage of this

approach is that it naturally produces a strictly positive optical

signal, eliminating the need for DC bias, i.e., ID = 0. In

contrast, when the RF inputs are Gaussian distributed, their

negative tails require a large DC bias to shift the optical signal

into a strictly positive range, resulting in a loss of dynamic

range and additional normalization constraints. The gamma-

distributed RF input in LXCB modulation inherently avoids

this problem, ensuring that all optical signal values remain

positive after linear mapping, thus maximizing the capacity of

the optical link without the need for further adjustments. As

a result, LXCB modulation efficiently leverages high optical

SNR scenarios, although its theoretical investigation remains

challenging, as a closed-form expression for MI cannot be

obtained from (7) in this case due to the intractability of the

resulting integral expressions.

B. A Practical Linear Cross-band Modulation Scheme

In the proposed practical cross-band scheme, the RF subsys-

tem transmits an M -QAM constellation with I-Q coordinates

(xI , xQ), while the optical symbol is generated as a linear

combination of these coordinates. As a result, the symbols

of the joint 3D constellation lie on a 2D plane in 3D space.

Specifically, the coordinates of a 3D symbol are given by
(

xI , xQ,
a1xI+a2xQ+ID√

1+I2

D

)

, where the plane on which these

symbols lie is described by the equation z = a1xI + a2xQ.

Since all constellation symbols are confined to a single plane

in 3D space, the detection process for the proposed cross-

band modulation scheme becomes significantly more efficient.

Instead of iteratively computing the detection metric defined

in (4) and performing M distance comparisons between the

received symbol (yI , yQ, yO) and the symbols of the 3D

constellation, the detection can be streamlined by projecting

the received 3D symbol onto the corresponding 2D plane,

as shown in Fig. 1. By utilizing the parallelogram structure

inherent in the constellation on the 2D plane, the detection

complexity is reduced to O(1) by using predefined thresholds

corresponding to the 2D grid, thus greatly simplifying the

computational requirements.

To elaborate, in standard M -QAM, the constellation points

are arranged in a rectangular lattice structure that lies en-

tirely on the I-Q plane. If we denote the planes along

the I-axis as {xI = kI∆I |kI ∈ Z} and along the Q-axis as

{xQ = kQ∆Q|kQ ∈ Z}, then each constellation symbol is

positioned at coordinates (xI , xQ) = (kI∆I , kQ∆Q) forming

a uniform grid with constant spacing of ∆I > 0 on the I-axis

and ∆Q > 0 on the Q-axis, where kI and kQ are the integer

indices of the constellation points along the I-Q axis. Although

the received symbol (yI , yQ, yO) is in 3D space, the fact that

all constellation points lie on a well-defined 2D plane allows

us to project the received symbol onto this plane. The resulting

projected point is expressed as P = (X,Y, a1X+a2Y ), where

the coordinates X and Y correspond to the projections of the

received symbol on the axes of the 2D plane. The squared

distance between this projected point and any point on the 2D

grid is then calculated as

d2P =
(X − kI∆I)

2

σ2
n

+
(Y − kQ∆Q)

2

σ2
n

+
(a1 (X − kI∆I) + a2 (Y − kQ∆Q))

2

(1 + I2D)σ2
o

.

(11)

Proposition 1: The optimal indices
(

k̂I , k̂Q

)

that minimize

the squared distance d2kI ,kQ
between a constellation point and

the received symbol P are determined by

k̂I =
⌊ X

∆I

⌉

, k̂Q =
⌊ Y

∆Q

⌉

, (12)

where ⌊·⌉ denotes the rounding to the nearest integer.

Proof: To determine the minimizing pair
(

k̂I , k̂Q

)

, the

integer variables (kI , kQ) are treated as continuous variables.

The solution to this relaxed continuous problem is then

rounded to the nearest integer to obtain the optimal solution

for the integer case. Since the squared distance in (11) is a

quadratic function of k1 and k2, its minimum can be found

by setting the partial derivatives of d2P with respect to kI and
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kQ to zero. By computing these derivatives, we derive the

following system of equations

X − kI∆I

σ2
n

= −a1S

σ2
o

Y − kQ∆Q

σ2
n

= − a2S

(1 + I2D)σ2
o

,

(13)

where S = a1 (X − kI∆I) + a2 (Y − kQ∆Q). From (13),

it is evident that both equations are satisfied when S = 0.

Substituting this into the equations, the solution simplifies to

(12), which completes the proof.

Remark 2: Although the plane is tilted by parameters a1 and

a2, the indices of the nearest lattice points remain unaffected,

relying solely on simple divisions and rounding. Consequently,

the detection complexity remains O(1), just like standard

QAM in an RF system. However, by leveraging the diversity

of two separate links, this cross-band configuration places

the lattice points in a 3D plane, adding another non-negative

component to the minimum distance. As a result, the minimum

distance increases, improving the SEP, without increasing the

detection complexity.

Furthermore, the squared distance between two points Pi,

Pj in the 3D constellation lattice is given by

d2k1,k2
=

k21∆
2
I

σ2
n

+
k22∆

2
Q

σ2
n

+
(a1k1∆I − a2k2∆Q)

2

(1 + I2D)σ2
o

, (14)

where k1 = kI,i − kI,j is the distance between the two points

along the I-axis and k2 = kQ,i − kQ,j represents the distance

along the Q-axis. It is important to note that k1 and k2 cannot

be equal to zero at the same time, as this would correspond

to the same point being compared to itself. It can be observed

from (14) that under certain noise conditions in the proposed

cross-band system characterized by σ2
n and σ2

o , the value of

d2kI ,kQ
varies depending on the parameters (a1, a2, k1, k2). To

this end, for a given noise scenario, there exists an optimal

set of parameters, denoted (a∗1, a
∗
2, k

∗
1 , k

∗
2), that maximizes

the minimum distance within the 3D constellation lattice and

thus minimizes the SEP. To determine the optimal set, we

first note that a1k1 and a2k2 must have opposite signs to

minimize the third term in (14). By leveraging symmetry,

we restrict our analysis to a1, a2, k1 ≥ 0 and k2 ≤ 0, and

under this constraint, the formulated optimization problem that

maximizes the minimum distance of the 3D constellation can

be described as

max
θ

min
k1,k2

d2k1,k2
(θ)

s.t. C1 : θ ∈
[

0, π2
]

,

C2 : k1, k2 ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,
√
M − 1},

C3 : k1 + k2 ≥ 1,

(P1)

where

d2k1,k2
(θ) =

k21∆
2
I

σ2
n

+
k22∆

2
Q

σ2
n

+
(
√
2k1∆I cos θ −

√
2k2∆Q sin θ)2

(1 + I2D) σ2
o

.

(15)

It should be noted that in (P1) we have substituted a1 =√
2 cos θ and a2 =

√
2 sin θ since a21 + a22 = 2 and constraint

C3 is included to ensure that k1 and k2 are never both zero

at the same time.

From (P1) it is clear that when the SNR of the RF

subsystem significantly exceeds the optical SNR, the minimum

distance is primarily determined by the term
k2

1

σ2
n
+

k2

2

σ2
n

. Under

these conditions, the optimal pairs (k∗1 , k
∗
2) that minimize the

distance are (1, 0) and (0, 1). To maximize the minimum

distance, the expression
(√

2k1 cos θ −
√
2k2 sin θ

)2
must be

maximized for both pairs, which is achieved when θ∗ = π
4 .

Conversely, when the optical SNR dominates the RF SNR,

the term
(√

2k1 cos θ −
√
2k2 sin θ

)2
becomes the primary

determinant of the minimum distance. In this scenario, the

minimum distance is minimized when k1 cos θ−k2 sin θ → 0.

To increase the minimum distance, it is advantageous that

both k1 and k2 are non-zero, since this increases the value

of
k2

1

σ2
n
+

k2

2

σ2
n

, thus improving the overall minimum distance.

Consequently, the optimal angle θ∗ is the one that makes

k1 cos θ − k2 sin θ → 0, ensuring the maximum possible

minimum distance between constellation points. In conclu-

sion, the derivation of the optimal triple (θ∗, k∗1 , k
∗
2) can

be efficiently achieved by a straightforward approach that

involves partitioning the interval
[

0, π2
]

into small segments

and performing a brute-force search to solve (P1). This method

ensures a reliable determination of the optimal parameters

while maintaining simplicity in implementation.

C. Performance Analysis

In this subsection, we derive a simple closed-form approx-

imation for the SEP of the proposed modulation scheme. The

proposed constellation forms a parallelogram-shaped QAM

lattice on a 2D plane within the 3D space, whose structure

varies according to the SNR conditions. This variation occurs

because the optimal angle θ∗ depends on the specific SNR

conditions in each subsystem. In addition, the noise on this

2D plane has unit variance because the detection metric

used to make decisions is a weighted Euclidean distance that

normalizes the variances of the AWGN components across all

dimensions of the I-Q-OP space to unity.

Proposition 2: The SEP of the proposed cross-band modu-

lation scheme can be approximated by

Ps ≈ 1−






1− A1Q







√

√

√

√

3A2γ2
1 + 6γ2

2
(A2−A3)
1+I2

D

2 (M − 1)













×









1−A1Q









√

√

√

√

3A′
2γ

2
1 + 6γ2

2
(A′

2
−A′

3)
1+I2

D

2 (M − 1)

















,

(16)

where Q(·) denotes the Q-function, A1 = 2
(

1− 1/
√
M
)

,

A2 = k∗1
2 + k∗2

2, A3 = 2k∗1k
∗
2 cos θ

∗ sin θ∗, while γ2
1 =

h2
1p

2
1/σ

2
n and γ2

2 = h2
2p

2
2/σ

2
o are the received SNRs of each

subsystem. In addition, parameters A′
2 = k′∗1

2
+ k′∗2

2
and

A′
3 = 2k′∗1 k′∗2 cos θ∗ sin θ∗, where k∗1 and k′∗2 correspond to

the pair (k1, k2) that yields the second minimum distance of

the 3D lattice for a given θ∗. It is worth emphasizing that if
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the 3D lattice forms a square structure, then the two minimum

distances are equal, so that dk∗

1
,k∗

2
(θ∗) = dk′∗

1
,k′∗

2
(θ∗).

Proof: The proposed constellation defines a parallelogram

lattice on a 2D plane in 3D space. This allows it to be treated

as an M -QAM constellation on a 2D plane, characterized

by a minimum distance dk∗

1
,k∗

2
(θ∗) given in (14) along one

dimension of the 2D plane and distance dk′∗

1
,k′∗

2
(θ∗) along

the other dimension of the 2D plane. The optimal parameters

(θ∗, k∗1 , k
∗
2) that maximize the minimum distance dk∗

1
,k∗

2
(θ∗)

can be obtained by solving (P1), taking into account the

specific SNR conditions. To approximate the SEP, we first

consider that the SEP for a 2D M -QAM constellation is

dominated by the pairwise distance between symbols. Thus,

the SEP can be expressed as [28]

Ps ≈ 1−
(

1−A1Q

(

dk∗

1
,k∗

2
(θ∗)

2

))

×
(

1−A1Q

(

dk′∗

1
,k′∗

2
(θ∗)

2

))

.

(17)

Next, by substituting the optimal parameters in (14), we derive

the corresponding minimum distance, and by performing some

simple algebraic manipulations, we arrive at the approximated

SEP expression given in (16), which completes the proof.

Remark 3: It is clear that the SNR conditions affect the argu-

ment of the Q-function, as the optimal parameters (θ∗, k∗1 , k
∗
2)

that determine the minimum distance vary accordingly. How-

ever, as already mentioned, in scenarios where the SNR of the

RF subsystem is comparable or higher than that of the optical

subsystem, the minimum distance is achieved with a fixed

set of parameters, specifically (θ∗, k∗1 , k
∗
2) =

(

π
4 , 1, 0

)

. Under

these conditions, the coefficients A2, A3 remain independent

of the SNR values in each subsystem, and thus the SEP can

be upper-bounded as

Ps ≤ 1−






1−A1Q







√

√

√

√

3γ2
1 +

6γ2

2

1+I2

D

2 (M − 1)













2

. (18)

Remark 4: It can be observed that when A2 = A3, the

SEP of the proposed 3D cross-band constellation becomes

independent of the optical SNR. Specifically, in the high

optical SNR scenario, if we set θ = π
4 , for the mapping

between the RF and optical links, it follows from (14) that the

minimum distance is achieved with the pairs (k1, k2) = (1, 0)
or (k1, k2) = (0, 1), resulting in A2 = A3. Under these

conditions, regardless of how high the optical SNR becomes,

the system performance is entirely determined by the received

RF SNR. This phenomenon occurs because, for θ = π
4 ,

certain RF symbols in the M -QAM constellation are mapped

to identical optical intensity values. Consequently, even at

arbitrarily high optical SNR, the mapping redundancy limits

the system performance to that dictated by the RF lattice

structure. This finding underscores the critical importance

of leveraging the diversity provided by the optical link. To

take full advantage of high optical SNR, it is essential to

ensure that each RF symbol is uniquely mapped to a distinct

optical symbol, thus eliminating redundancy and maximizing

the potential performance of the cross-band system.

IV. DNN-GENERATED CROSS-BAND MODULATION

In this section, we optimize the 3D constellation lattice for

the proposed cross-band modulation scheme to improve both

MI and SEP. To achieve this, we introduce a novel DNN-

based approach that takes an M -QAM constellation as input

to ensure compatibility with existing RF systems. The opti-

mization is performed by learning an improved representation

of the constellation through the mapping function F (xI , xQ),
which determines the transformation of the RF symbols into

the optical domain. Through an appropriately designed loss

function, the DNN effectively generates 3D constellations that

satisfy the energy constraint while optimizing the geometric

structure of the constellation to improve the performance of

the cross-band system in practical deployment scenarios.

To establish the basis for the optimization, we first analyze

the MI of the proposed cross-band system. Since both the input

and output signals are discrete, the MI is given by [26]

IDD

(

C; Ĉ
)

= H(Ĉ)−H(Ĉ|C)

= log2 M +
M
∑

j=1

M
∑

i=1

P
(

ĉ(j)|c(i)
)

P
(

c(i)
)

× log2

(

P
(

ĉ(j)|c(i)
)

∑M
i=1 P

(

ĉ(j)|c(i)
)

)

,

(19)

where C and Ĉ are symbols of the 3D constellation lattice, Ĉ
denotes the decision made by (3), P

(

c(i)
)

is the probability of

transmitting the i-th symbol of the 3D lattice, and P
(

ĉ(j)|c(i)
)

is the pairwise error probability (PEP) that symbol ĉ(j) of

the 3D constellation is detected when the symbol ĉ(i) is

transmitted. Since minimizing the PEP directly improves the

reliability of information transmission, and since the PEP is

fundamentally related to the geometric arrangement of the 3D

constellation, it follows that maximizing the MI is closely

related to minimizing the PEP. This connection allows us to

establish a natural transition from the MI optimization to the

optimization of the geometric properties of the 3D constella-

tion lattice. In particular, since the PEP is largely determined

by the minimum Euclidean distance between constellation

points, minimizing the PEP can be effectively achieved by

maximizing this minimum distance. Thus, the MI optimization

of the discrete-input discrete-output cross-band system can be

equivalently expressed as maximizing the minimum Euclidean

distance in the 3D lattice, making it a core design criterion for

improving the MI of the system.

Following the MI analysis, we present a general expression

for the SEP, which provides a direct measure of the reliability

of the system, and it is written as

SEP =

M
∑

j=1

M
∑

i=1

P
(

ĉ(j)|c(i)
)

P
(

c(i)
)

. (20)

As can be observed from (20), the SEP depends on the

probability of incorrect symbol detection and, similar to the

discrete-input discrete-output MI expression given by (19),

is governed by the distribution of constellation points in

3D space. A well-structured 3D constellation lattice, where
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symbols remain sufficiently distinguishable in the presence

of noise, reduces the probability of symbol misclassification.

By analyzing the dependence of the SEP on the minimum

Euclidean distance, minimizing the SEP can also be achieved

by maximizing the minimum distance between constellation

points. This reinforces the conclusion that optimizing the

minimum distance in the 3D grid simultaneously improves

both MI and SEP, making it a unified optimization criterion

for cross-band modulation design.

Having established the role of minimum Euclidean distance

maximization in improving both MI and SEP, we now develop

a DNN-based geometric shape optimization framework aimed

at enhancing the performance of the proposed cross-band

system. The objective is to determine the optimal constellation

structure that maximizes the minimum Euclidean distance of

the 3D constellation while ensuring compliance with energy

constraints. By directly optimizing the constellation geometry,

this approach effectively shapes the cross-band signal structure

to achieve superior performance in both MI and SEP. In this

direction, we propose a DNN architecture to optimize the

3D constellation lattice by learning an improved mapping

of RF symbols into the optical domain. The input to the

network consists of M × 2 nodes, where M represents the

constellation order, and each input symbol is characterized by

its two RF coordinates, xI and xQ components. This input

structure ensures that the network directly processes the M -

QAM symbols, maintaining compatibility with practical RF

modulation schemes. The network is composed of three fully

connected hidden layers, each containing multiple neurons

and using the rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation function

to introduce non-linearity and enhance learning capability.

The ReLU activation ensures that the network effectively

captures complex relationships between the RF input space

and the optimal optical intensity mapping while maintaining

efficient gradient propagation during training. The output layer

consists of M nodes corresponding to the intensity levels

of the optical link. To ensure that all output values remain

strictly positive, the outputs are passed through a Softplus

activation function, which enforces positivity while allow-

ing for smooth optimization. However, learning the optimal

mapping F (xI , xQ) requires not only an effective network

architecture, but also a well-designed loss function that guides

the optimization process. To this end, we formulate a custom

loss function that explicitly incorporates the maximization of

the minimum Euclidean distance between constellation points

while ensuring compliance with energy constraints.

The first component of the loss function is designed to

maximize the minimum Euclidean distance dmin between con-

stellation points. A direct approach to maximizing dmin would

involve solving a max-min optimization problem, which is in-

herently non-differentiable and difficult to handle in gradient-

based training. To overcome this, we employ a smooth, differ-

entiable surrogate by leveraging the sum of exponentials of the

pairwise distances between constellation points. Specifically,

we define the distance-based loss function as

Ld =

M
∑

j=1

M
∑

i=1
i6=j

e−κdi(xI,j ,xQ,j,zO,j), (21)

where di (xI,j , xQ,j , zO,j) is the pairwise weighted Euclidean

distance between the i-th and the j-th symbol of the 3D

constellation, calculated by (4). Here, zO,j represents the

intensity value output by the DNN for the j-th symbol, and

κ is a hyperparameter that controls the sensitivity of the

loss function to distance variations. The intuition behind this

formulation is that when the minimum distance dmin is large,

at least one term in the summation will dominate and drive the

total sum to lower values. Conversely, when dmin is small, the

corresponding exponential term grows significantly, increasing

the overall loss function. By minimizing this loss function

during training, we inherently push the constellation points

further apart, ensuring that the network learns a constellation

structure that maximizes the minimum Euclidean distance.

Thus, minimizing Ld is equivalent to solving the original max-

min problem in a differentiable way, making it suitable for

gradient-based learning.

In addition to maximizing the minimum weighted Euclidean

distance given by (4), the learned constellation must satisfy

energy constraints to ensure practical feasibility in the optical

transmission system. To enforce this constraint, we introduce

a second loss term that penalizes deviations from the desired

average power level. This energy constraint is formulated as

Le =





1

M

M
∑

j=1

zO,j − 1





2

. (22)

This term ensures that the average optical power of the learned

constellation is unity. Any deviation from this target results in

an increase in the loss function, encouraging the network to

adjust the constellation accordingly. The final loss function

combines (21) and (22), balancing the maximization of the

minimum weighted Euclidean distance with the enforcement

of the power constraint and is expressed as

L = Ld + λLe, (23)

where λ acts as a penalty factor that regulates the trade-off

between maximizing the minimum distance and maintaining

power constraints. A higher λ places greater emphasis on

meeting the energy constraint, while a lower value prioritizes

distance maximization. By minimizing this combined loss

function, the network simultaneously pushes the constellation

points apart while ensuring that the average power remains

within the required limits, leading to an optimized 3D lattice

that enhances both MI and SEP.

The impact of the proposed DNN-based optimization can be

further understood by examining the learned 3D constellation

structures under different RF and optical SNR conditions,

as shown in Fig. 2. First, in Fig. 2a, we present the input

16-QAM RF constellation, which serves as the input to the

neural network, ensuring compatibility with practical M -

QAM-based RF transmission schemes. Furthermore, Figs. 2b

and 2c depict the corresponding optimized optical intensity
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Fig. 2: a) RF input 16-QAM, b) Outputted optical values for γ2
1 = 10 dB and γ2

2 = 0 dB, c) Outputted optical values for

γ2
1 = 12 dB and γ2

2 = 20 dB.

values after DNN-based optimization for low and high optical

SNR scenarios, respectively. When the optical SNR is low,

the network learns to map the optical intensity values into

two well-separated clusters. This clustering structure improves

symbol discriminability in the optical domain, ensuring that

the received symbols remain resolvable with high reliability

despite the low optical SNR. In addition, in this low-SNR

scenario, adjacent RF symbols are intentionally separated in

the optical domain to prevent adjacent RF symbols from

overlapping in the optical intensity dimension, effectively

minimizing cross-domain error propagation. As the optical

SNR increases, the optimized constellation structure adapts

to better utilize the additional channel capacity. Specifically,

in Fig. 2c, we observe that the DNN now assigns a wider

range of unique optical intensity levels to the RF symbols,

taking advantage of the improved optical SNR to encode more

information over the optical link. In addition, unlike the low-

SNR case, adjacent RF symbols no longer remain separated

in the optical axis, as the system can now afford to maintain

finer granularity in symbol placement without compromising

reliability. These results highlight the adaptive nature of the

learned mapping F (xI , xQ) and demonstrate that the DNN

dynamically optimizes the 3D constellation structure based on

the underlying SNR conditions to jointly improve both MI and

SEP performance.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to evaluate the

performance of the proposed linear and DNN-Gen cross-band

modulation schemes and to validate our analytical derivations.

The results are obtained through Monte Carlo simulations with

107 symbols, considering a constellation order of M = 16.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed approaches,

we compare them with CB-PAM from [25] and magnitude-

based cross-band modulation (MCBM) inspired by [24]. The

evaluation focuses on both MI and SEP performance, under

various RF and optical SNR conditions. In particular, we ex-

amine continuous-input schemes, where the trade-offs between

Gaussian and exponential RF input distributions affect MI

performance, and discrete-input schemes, where the impact

of optimized linear mapping and learned DNN-Gen 3D con-

stellations is assessed. The results offer valuable insights into

the performance improvements, complexity considerations,

and adaptability of the proposed methods, emphasizing their

advantages over conventional cross-band modulation schemes.

Figs. 3a and 3b illustrate the MI performance of the bench-

mark schemes LGCB and LXCB, along with the proposed

linear and DNN-generated cross-band modulation schemes,

in comparison to conventional cross-band approaches, namely

CB-PAM and MCBM. The MI is plotted as a function of the

RF SNR under two different optical SNR conditions, with

Fig. 3a corresponding to γ2
1 = 10 and Fig. 3b corresponding

to γ2
2 = 20. Additionally, the performance of the continuous-

input schemes, LGCB and LXCB, is presented as a reference

to highlight the fundamental trade-offs between Gaussian and

exponential input distributions in the proposed cross-band

setting. Considering the continuous input schemes, LXCB

exhibits superior MI performance at low RF SNRs, which is

attributed to its exponential input distribution, which allows

better utilization of the optical channel. This advantage is

even more pronounced in Fig. 3b, where a higher optical

SNR further enhances LXCB’s ability to efficiently utilize

the optical link, widening the MI gap between LXCB and

LGCB. However, as the RF SNR increases, LGCB gradually

outperforms LXCB. This occurs because Gaussian inputs

maximize the MI in the RF link, allowing LGCB to utilize

the increased RF SNR more effectively than LXCB, which

operates with chi-squared distributed RF inputs due to the

transformation of the gamma distributed components.

Moreover, turning to the discrete-input schemes, both the

proposed linear cross-band mapping and the proposed DNN-

Gen approach consistently outperform CB-PAM and MCBM,

verifying the effectiveness of the proposed approaches. The

linear mapping scheme, which utilizes optimized linear co-

efficients to map RF symbols to optical intensity, provides a

simple yet efficient solution that is straightforward to optimize

via (P1), while also maintaining an O(1) detection complexity.

The DNN-Gen scheme, on the other hand, further enhances

MI by learning an optimized nonlinear mapping function,

improving symbol distinguishability across both the RF and

optical domains, and adapting the 3D lattice structure to

different SNR conditions. An interesting observation from

Fig. 3a is that the DNN-generated cross-band scheme outper-

forms the continuous LGCB at low and medium RF SNRs,

despite operating with a discrete input. This demonstrates

the effectiveness of learning-based optimization in structuring



10

the 3D constellation for better MI performance. However, as

the optical SNR increases in Fig. 3b, the LXCB begins to

dominate as it leverages its continuous exponential mapping

to optimally utilize the high optical SNR, further validating

the advantage of exponential input distributions in such con-

ditions. Furthermore, a key limitation of MCBM is evident

in Fig. 3b, where its MI saturates at high optical SNRs due

to its magnitude-based mapping, which assigns multiple RF

symbols to the same optical intensity level. This prevents the

MCBM from fully utilizing the capacity of the optical channel,

resulting in performance saturation. These results highlight the

adaptability and robustness of the proposed cross-band mod-

ulation schemes and demonstrate their ability to outperform

conventional approaches by utilizing either optimized linear or

DNN-Gen mappings, which significantly enhance information

in cross-band systems.

In Fig. 4, we present the SEP approximation derived in

(16) for different optical SNR values, specifically γ2
2 ∈

{10, 20, 25, 30} dB, thus validating its accuracy over all

investigated SNR conditions of the cross-band system. For

each SNR level, the optimal pair (a1, a2) given by (P1) is

used to generate the corresponding planar 3D constellation.

Furthermore, the figure shows the significant performance im-

provements achieved by the proposed cross-band modulation

scheme as the optical SNR increases. These improvements

highlight the ability of the proposed cross-band modulation to

effectively utilize the diversity gains provided by the optical

link, thereby significantly improving the overall performance

and capacity of the system.

In Fig. 5a, we compare the SEP performance of the pro-

posed linear mapping-based cross-band modulation scheme,

optimized at each SNR, against CB-PAM and MCBM over

optical SNR values of γ2
2 ∈ {10, 20, 30} dB. The proposed

scheme consistently outperforms CB-PAM over all tested SNR

conditions and shows significant gains over MCBM, especially

at higher optical SNR levels. While the proposed system and

MCBM demonstrate comparable performance at low optical

SNR, the proposed system achieves approximately 1 dB SNR

gains for a target SEP of 10−3 at moderate SNR levels.

Furthermore, as the optical SNR increases, the performance

gap between the proposed modulation and MCBM widens,

highlighting the effectiveness of the optimized linear mapping

at higher SNR regimes. A key observation in Fig. 5a is that

as the optical SNR increases, the SEP decreases even in the

low RF SNR regime. This effect occurs because the M-PAM

structure created by the optimized linear mapping coefficients

(a1, a2) in the optical domain increases the reliability of

information transmission. As a result, the blue curve (γ2
2 = 30

dB) starts below 10−1 even at γ2
1 = 0 dB, demonstrating that

at high optical SNRs, the system can maintain relatively low

error rates even under weak RF conditions. This advantage is

further enhanced by the inherent limitations of MCBM. Due

to its magnitude-based mapping, MCBM assigns multiple RF

symbols to the same optical intensity level, limiting its ability

to fully exploit the capacity of the optical link. As a result, its

performance saturates at γ1 = 20 dB and γ1 = 30, preventing

further error rate improvements even as the optical SNR

increases. In contrast, the proposed linear mapping cross-band

−20 −10 0 10 20
0

2

4

6

γ2
1 (dB)

M
u

tu
al

In
fo

rm
at

io
n

Linear Mapping

MCBM

DNN-Gen

CB-PAM

LGCB

LXCB

(a) γ2

2 = 10 dB

−20 −10 0 10 20
0

2

4

6

γ2
1 (dB)

M
u

tu
al

In
fo

rm
at

io
n

Linear Mapping

MCBM

DNN-Gen

CB-PAM

LGCB

LXCB

(b) γ2

2 = 20 dB

Fig. 3: MI versus received SNR of RF subsystem for various

schemes.

modulation benefits from a simple yet effective one-to-one

mapping between RF and optical symbols, allowing it to fully

leverage the optical SNR gains without introducing additional

complexity. This straightforward mapping ensures that the

system can efficiently translate improvements in optical SNR

into significant SEP performance gains, especially as SNR

conditions improve. By fully utilizing the diversity of the

optical link, the proposed linear mapping cross-band modula-

tion achieves significant improvements in overall system SEP

performance while maintaining a low-complexity structure that

facilitates practical deployment.

Fig. 5b shows the SEP performance comparison between

the two proposed cross-band schemes: the linear mapping-

based scheme and the DNN-Gen scheme, over three different
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Fig. 4: SEP approximation of the proposed cross-band modu-

lation with linear mapping.

optical SNR conditions γ2
2 ∈ {10, 20, 30} dB. The linear

mapping-based scheme, which optimizes the mapping coef-

ficients through a simple procedure, provides an efficient and

practical solution with O(1) detection complexity, making it

particularly suitable for resource-constrained implementations.

However, the DNN-Gen scheme sacrifices some of this sim-

plicity to generate optimized 3D lattices that aim to maximize

MI and minimize the SEP. The effectiveness of this learned

mapping is evident in Fig. 5b, where DNN-Gen consistently

outperforms the linear mapping approach over all tested optical

SNR levels, providing performance gains of more than 2 dB.

The figure also examines the performance of DNN-Gen when

trained at a specific RF SNR, γ2
1 = 12 dB, and evaluated

over the entire RF SNR range. Interestingly, the results show

that DNN-Gen optimized at a specific RF SNR remains

effective over a range of neighboring SNR values, achieving

SEP performance comparable to the optimally trained model

for each SNR point. This observation suggests a practical

advantage for real-world implementations, as it implies that

instead of storing a separate 3D lattice for each possible

RF SNR condition, a sparser set of pre-trained DNN-Gen

lattices could be used, reducing storage requirements while

maintaining high performance over a wide SNR range.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we presented a novel cross-band modula-

tion framework that improves communication reliability by

leveraging RF and optical bands. We proposed two practical

modulation strategies, both employing M -QAM in the RF

subsystem: a linear cross-band mapping scheme and a DNN-

Gen 3D constellation, both designed to improve MI and

SEP. The linear mapping scheme provides a low-complexity,

tractable optimization approach where optimal coefficients

minimize the SEP while ensuring O(1) detection complexity,

making it suitable for practical use. In addition, our theoretical

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

γ2
1 (dB)

S
y

m
b

o
l

E
rr

o
r

P
ro

b
ab

il
it

y

Linear Mapping

CB-PAM [25]

MCBM [24]

(a) Linear Mapping
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Fig. 5: SEP versus received SNR of RF subsystem for γ2
2 = 10

dB (black), γ2
2 = 20 dB (red), and γ2

2 = 30 dB (blue).

MI and SEP analysis provides fundamental insights beyond the

linear case, contributing to the broader framework of cross-

band modulation. To further optimize performance, we in-

troduced a DNN-generated cross-band modulation that learns

optimized 3D lattices, achieving gains of more than 2 dB over

the linear approach. Simulation results confirmed that both

proposed schemes outperform existing cross-band modulation

techniques such as CB-PAM and MCBM, demonstrating their

ability to efficiently map RF symbols to the optical domain

and fully exploit cross-band diversity. These results establish

the proposed framework as a scalable and high-performance

solution for future hybrid RF-optical communication systems.
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