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Abstract:
We assess the accuracy of a recently introduced nonlinear interference
model for general dual-polarization 4D formats. Unlike previous models for polarizationmultiplexed 2D formats, an average gap from split-step Fourier simulations within 0.1 dB
is demonstrated. © 2021 The Author(s)

1. Introduction
Nonlinear interference (NLI) modeling in optical fiber transmission is a key tool to analyze and optimize the performance of optical communication systems. In recent years, remarkable progress has been made in this direction,
and as new model’s applications emerge, further work is required to meet new accuracy and computational requirements. Constellation shaping is today a popular area of application for NLI models for two reasons: i) the
performance of a given constellation significantly depends on the amount of NLI power induced during propagation; ii) NLI models can provide easy-to-compute as well as accurate cost functions for the performance optimization. However, as research focus moves towards multidimensional constellation shaping, where the different
dimensions are mapped onto the degrees of freedom of the fiber channel (quadratures, polarization, wavelengths,
etc), extensions of the established NLI models for two-dimensional (2D) formats are needed.
NLI power models such as the enhanced Gaussian noise (EGN) model [1] introduced analitical expressions
explicitly linking the properties of the transmitted constellation to the resulting NLI power after propagation.
Nonetheless, such expressions have been developed only for so-called polarization-multiplexed 2D (PM-2D) formats, i.e. when a single 2D constellation is used to independently map information over 2 orthogonal polarization
modes of the optical field. The resulting dual polarization four-dimensional (DP-4D) constellation is, thus, given
by the Cartesian product of the component 2D constellation by itself. However, the class of PM-2D formats represents only a limited subset of all possible DP-4D constellations. A vast literature on assessing the performance
of DP-4D formats that do not fall within the PM-2D class is available, (see, e.g., [2]), and, lately, DP-4D constellations have shown improved shaping gains compared to other conventional PM-2D formats [3–5]. However, no
NLI model has been so far available to support the design of nonlinearity-tolerant DP-4D formats.
Recently, in [6], we extended the model in [1] to account for the entire DP-4D class of modulation formats.
In this contribution, we present a first numerical validation of our 4D model. Moreover, we show that heuristic
extensions of the EGN model to non PM-2D formats may lead to inaccuracies in the prediction of the NLI power
coefficient beyond 1 dB, even for fairly regular 4D modulation formats. Our 4D model [6] is instead proven to be
accurate on average within 0.1 dB for all 4D modulation formats studied in this work.
2. Analytical Formulation of the NLI coefficient for DP-4D formats
The model we aim to validate in this work consists of an analytical formula for the computation of the vector
(σx2 , σy2 ), where σx2 and σy2 represent the NLI power within the received signal bandwidth over the x- and y polarizations, respectively. The corresponding NLI power coefficient vector (ηx , ηy ) , (σx2 , σy2 )/P3 , where P denotes
the transmitted signal power. The model’s expression was derived using a first-order perturbational approach under
the hypothesis of single-channel transmission with quasi-rectangular pulse spectrum. A comprehensive discussion
on the assumptions of the model as well as its mathematical derivation can be found in [6].
Based on [6, eqs. (42)-(43)], the NLI power coefficient for the x polarization can be found as
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where γ is the fiber nonlinearity coefficient, Rs is the symbol rate and the coefficients Φ1 , Φ2 , Φ3 , Ψ1 , Ψ2 , . . . ,
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Fig. 1: NLI power coefficients ηx (a), and ηy (b), for DP-4D constellations with different cardinality M.
Ψ4 , Λ1 , Λ2 , . . . , Λ6 , Ξ1 are functions of several different intra- and cross- polarization moments of the DP-4D
transmitted modulation format, and are given in [6, Table 8]. The χ i coefficients are obtained integrating over the
channel bandwidth (see [6, eq. (42)-(43)]) the frequency-dependent integrals χ i ( f ), i = 1, 2, . . . , 11 in [6, Table 8].
The expression for ηy can be found from (1) by simply applying the transformation x → y and y → x. As discussed
in [6, Sec. 8], (1) reduces to the EGN formula for conventional PM-2D formats.
3. Methodology
Value
Parameter
The numerical validation of the model in this work is performed via the estiTX parameters
mation of the signal-to-noise ratio in split-step Fourier method (SSFM) simSymbol rate (Rs )
32 Gbaud
No. of channels
1
ulations where optical nonlinearity is kept as the sole source of noise. Indeed,
RRC rolloff
0.01 %
in such a scenario, E ≈ (Px (SNRx · P3 )−1 , Py (SNRy · P3 )−1 ), where Px , SNRx ,
TX power (P)
−20 dBm
Py , and SNRy are the transmitted powers and signal-to-noise ratios over x and
Fiber parameters
y polarization, resp. The previous formula becomes increasingly accurate as Attenuation coeff. (α ) 0.2 (dB/km)
higher-order NLI terms vanish compared to the first-order one, i.e. for small
Dispersion par. (D)
17 ps/nm/km
Nonlinear coeff. (γ ) 1.3 (W·km)−1 )
values of P. The simulated single-channel, multi-span optical system is deLink parameters
scribed in Table 1. At the transmitter, 4D symbols are jointly modulated using
Span length
100 km
a root-raised cosine (RRC) pulse shape. At the receiver, chromatic dispersion
No. of spans
10
compensation and matched filtering followed by sampling are performed.
SSFM parameters
Step distribution
Adaptive step
SNRx and SNRy are then computed via a data-aided approach. Finally, an
φNLmax
10−3 rad
adaptive step size SSFM with a maximum nonlinear phase rotation φNLmax
Sim. bandwidth
96 GHz
per step is used to simulate the fiber propagation.
Table 1: System parameters.
The EGN model is also used as a reference to show the increased accuracy
of (1). However, in its standard formulation, the EGN model does not provide
a suitable expression to account for general DP-4D formats. An intuitive way to extend the EGN model to general
DP-4D formats is to consider the EGN expressions as separately applicable to the two 2D constellations obtained
by the projection of the transmitted DP-4D format over the x and y polarization plane. In the following, we adopt
this approach, labelled 4D-EGN model, to compute EGN-based estimates of E.
4. Results
The numerical results in this section are based on a set of DP-4D formats which combines the full list of 4D
constellations in [7] (4D sphere packings), and formats used in optical communications such as the 4D 64-ary
polarization ring switched (4D-64PRS) format [4], the 4D orthant-symmetric 128 (4D-OS128) format [5], and the
family of 4D 2-amplitudes 8 phase-shift keying (4D-2A8PSK) formats [3].
In Fig. 1, ηx (Fig. 1(a)) and ηy (Fig. 1(b)) are shown for some of the above mentioned constellations with
different constellation cardinalities M, using: i) (1) (blue bars); ii) the 4D-EGN model (yellow bars); iii) the SSFM
(red bars). For all constellations shown, our 4D model is within 0.1 dB from the SSFM estimates for both ηx and
ηy . The 4D-EGN model leads to inaccuracies of up to 0.9 dB, for ηy in “l4 128”, or 0.8 dB for ηx in “c4 16”.
Neither “l4 128” nor “c4 16” are symmetric constellations with respect to the y = x plane, and this is reflected by
uneven values of ηx and ηy . However, even for symmetric constellations such as 4D-64PRS and 4D-128OS, the
4D-EGN model deviates from SSFM estimates by approx. 0.6 dB in both ηx and ηy . As expected, for a PM-2D
quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM) format such as PM-64QAM, all three estimation methods are in perfect
agreement.
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Fig. 2: Average NLI power coeff. gap across the two
polarizations (∆η ) as a function of the cardinality M.
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Fig. 3: Minimum values of η vs. cardinality M for
the 4D constellations investigated in this work.

To further validate (1), the average deviation ∆η , (∆ηx + ∆ηy )/2 is computed, where ∆ηx and ∆ηy are the
deviations (in dB and in absolute value) for ηx and ηy , respectively, between a given model and the SSFM estimates. In Fig. 2, ∆η is illustrated for (1) and the 4D-EGN model as a function of the constellation cardinality M.
The solid lines show the average ∆η across all considered constellations, whereas dashed lines indicate the maximum and minimum deviation. The results show an average ∆η within 0.1 dB for (1) across all cardinalities, with
maximum ∆η of 0.25 dB (for M = 16). On the contrary, the 4D-EGN model shows deviations in excess of 1 dB
for low cardinality formats (M ≤64), with worst-case scenario ∆η of 1.75 dB for M = 16. At higher cardinalities
(M ≥64), the 4D-EGN model accuracy improves as the average ∆η lies between 0.3 dB and 0.5 dB.
Finally, in Fig. 3, the minimum values of the average NLI power coefM (ηx , ηy ) [dB 1/W2 ]
Const. label
ficient η , (ηx + ηy )/2 are shown for each M within the set of constelladicyclic4 16 [7]
16
(30.2, 30.2)
tions analyzed in this work. The corresponding η -optimal constellations 4D-2A-8PSK5b [3] 32
(30.3, 30.3)
(30.3, 30.3)
are listed in Table 2 for some values of M. The 4D-EGN model (yellow 4D-2A-8PSK6b [3] 64
128
(30.3, 30.3)
4D-2A-8PSK7b
[3]
markers) almost always overestimates η , with deviations up to 0.75 dB
256
(30.7, 30.7)
w4 256 [7]
(M = 81). Conversely, (1) (blue markers) is consistently within 0.1 dB
512
(30.7, 30.7)
sphere4 512 [7]
from the SSFM η (red markers). Among these optimal constellations,
600
(30.3, 30.3)
120cell4 600 [7]
2048
(30.7, 30.8)
a4 2048 [7]
we highlight: i) “w4 256” and “a4 4096”, already studied in the context
a4 4096 [7]
4096
(30.8, 30.7)
of coded modulation (see refs. in [7]), which outperform PM-16QAM
and PM-64QAM, respectively; ii) “120cell600” (see x and y projections
Table 2: η -optimal formats in Fig. 3.
in the inset in Fig. 3), which is a constant-modulus constellation in 4D,
and has the lowest η among all formats with M ≥128.
5. Conclusions
We tested a novel model predicting the NLI power for general DP-4D constellations. Based on this preliminary
study, the assessed model shows a superior accuracy compared to a heuristic 4D extension of the EGN model. In
particular, a 0.1 dB average deviation from SSFM simulations is demonstrated for the NLI power coefficient over
a wide variety of regular 4D formats. Although further numerical validation is required, we foresee the model in
this work as a powerful analytical tool for optimizing constellations in the DP-4D space of the optical field.
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