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Reservoir Computing based on Mutually
Injected Phase Modulated Semiconductor
Lasers as a monolithic integrated hardware
accelerator
Kostas Sozos, Charis Mesaritakis, Adonis Bogris

Abstract— In this paper we propose and numerically study a
neuromorphic computing scheme that applies delay-based
reservoir computing in a laser system consisting of two mutually
coupled phase modulated lasers. The scheme can be monolithic
integrated in a straightforward manner and alleviates the need for
external optical injection, as the data can be directly applied on the
on-chip phase modulator placed between the two lasers. The
scheme also offers the benefit of increasing the nodes compared to
a reservoir computing system using either one laser under
feedback or laser under feedback and optical injection. Numerical
simulations assess the performance of the integrated reservoir
computing system in dispersion compensation tasks in short-reach
optical communication systems. We numerically demonstrate that
the proposed platform can recover severely distorted 25 Gbaud
PAM-4 signals for transmission distances exceeding 50km and
outperform other competing delay-based reservoir computing
systems relying on optical feedback. The proposed scheme, thanks
to its compactness and simplicity, can play the role of a monolithic
integrated hardware accelerator in a wide range of application
requiring high speed real time processing.
Index Terms— Optical communications, Optical processing,
Phase modulation, Lasers, injection-locked, Optical neural
systems

I. INTRODUCTION
Nowadays, machine learning (ML) and artificial intelligence (AI) are
two continuously evolving areas that affect all aspects of everyday life,
shaping the future of information and communication technologies
and their penetration in Industry 4.0. Among them, Artificial Neural
Networks (ANNs) and their variants like Recurrent Neural Networks
(RNNs) proved powerful, conquering almost every domain of
research and application related to signal processing and big data
analytics. Whilst traditional von-Neumann computers are the
underlying tools executing the aforementioned algorithms, they are
proved to be power hungry when trying to solve highly complex
computational tasks such as speech or face recognition. Τheir use in
next generation Internet of Everything architectures as edge
computing devices will massively increase the carbon footprint of ICT
technologies, especially when distributed machine learning is the
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Fig. 1. Fully integrated neuromorphic processor based on mutually
coupled Lasers. PM: Phase modulator, VOA: Variable Optical
Attenuator, ADC: Analog to Digital Converter, PD: Photodiode, DFB:
Distributed Feedback.

target. Thus, new routes to efficient and powerful computing must be
considered, and one of them is neuromorphic computing [1].
Photonic platforms are promising candidates to play the role of
neuromorphic computing processors as they can provide linear and
nonlinear transformations at high speed and low energy consumption
[2]. One of the driving forces for powerful photonic processing is
reservoir computing (RC). The RC framework is equivalent to RNNs,
consisting of three layers: the input layer, the reservoir and the readout
layer; RC simplifies the training procedure, which takes place in a
linear manner only in the readout layer, leaving the reservoir weights
random and untrained [1]. Up to date, there have been many
demonstrations of photonic RC classified in two main categories:
spatially distributed systems [3] and delay-based ones [4]. The delaybased approach introduced in [4], minimizes the hardware required for
RC to a single non-linear node via time multiplexing. Many efforts
have been made towards speed improvement, power efficiency and
miniaturization of such systems, exploiting optical injection and
feedback in one or multiple lasers [5, 6], polarization dynamics of
VCSELs [7], phase dynamics [8], mutually coupled lasers [9] and
multiple longitudinal modes [10, 11]. The introduction of the signal to
be processed in all aforementioned systems is accomplished with
either optical injection or with the use of current modulation of the laser
taking place in the nonlinear dynamical system. The former approach
is beneficial provided that the signal to be processed is already in an
optical format. However, in most RC demonstrations, especially those
related to optical communication applications (see fig. 1), the signal is
first detected and transformed to an electrical format and its conversion
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to an optical signal is costly as it requires the use of an external laser
transmitter usually accompanied by an optical modulator, a
polarization controller end an optical isolator which makes the system
impractical and bulky. Electrical injection through current is an option
[12], however optical injection and especially phase modulation can
extend the operation bandwidth of the laser under injection [8], which
translates to higher speed processing. High speed processing and
compactness are the two sides of the same coin in delay-based RC
systems, as speed penalty degrades when the optical delay increases.
On the other hand, the reduction of overall delay reduces the number
of nodes and thus affects processing efficiency. In this context, it is
worthwhile to propose a compact RC processor that utilizes electrical
injection and at the same time can operate at high processing speeds
and at high computational efficiency.
In this paper, we propose a holistic solution employing a
scheme comprising two mutually coupled lasers with a phase
modulator and a variable optical attenuator (VOA) in the
middle, all integrated on the same chip. On the same platform,
one can integrate the photodetectors. The optoelectronic system
will be supported by two ADCs and a light Digital Signal
Processing unit that undertakes linear regression. Although an
RC system based on mutually coupled lasers has been studied
in [9], the specific scheme is less practical as it requires another
laser for optical injecting the two mutually coupled sources, two
modulators, two masking signals, two polarization controllers
and optical isolator. Extensive study of delay coupled systems
has been also carried out in [13]; however not for typical diode
lasers and always considering different masking for each
nonlinear node. On the contrary, the scheme proposed in the
present paper does not require optical injection for signal
superposition and the complexity it brings, it employs only one
masked electrical signal that is superimposed on the phase
modulator, it supports high bandwidths as the process relies on
optical injection between the two lasers and phase modulation
which has proved its efficacy in extending the bandwidth of RC
systems [8]. Also, it can operate with half of the delay needed
by a typical RC based on an injection locked laser under
feedback [14] as it provides two outputs which translate to
doubling the time multiplexed nodes [9]. With this
configuration, we launch a black-box RC processor as a
hardware accelerator that is very stable and compact and
equipped with an electrical input for applying the analog data
(phase modulator) and an electrical output which provides the
final results depending on the problem to be solved. Phase
modulation inside the cavity has been proposed in [15],
however for a laser under optical feedback and for much longer
optical cavities and smaller modulation rates. Here, for the first
time, we evaluate the performance of a RC system comprising
coupled lasers without optical external injection and utilizing
phase modulation by mitigating the transmission impairments
imprinted on a 25GBaud PAM-4 signal that has propagated in
a single mode fiber. We compare the proposed system a) with
the conventional delay-based RC consisting of an injection
locked laser subjected to optical feedback [13], b) with a single
laser subjected to optical feedback with phase modulation
inside cavity and c) with typical linear equalizers [11, 13, 15].

Figure 2: Block diagram of the three different schemes
implementing Time-Delayed RC. From top to bottom we see the
optical feedback, the unidirectional injection locking combined
with optical feedback at the slave and the mutual injection
locking architectures.

II. SYSTEM MODELLING
The delay-based RC concept involves, in its simplest form one
physical non-linear node whose dynamics are influenced by its own
output at a time t in the past. Within one delay interval of length T, N
equidistant points separated in time by θ=T/N, serve as the virtual
nodes [4]. In our scheme, two physical nodes, namely the two lasers
separated by distance T, are employed. The virtual nodes are
distributed in the temporal domain. The system depicted in fig.1
involves two DFB mutually coupled lasers that are phase modulated
(PM) with the properly masked PAM-4 signal that has experienced
multi km of transmission in a single mode fiber. Mutual coupling
strength is controlled with the use of a VOA. The output of each laser
is directed to a PD and then to an ADC. The ADCs sampling rate
defines the minimum temporal distance θ between the virtually
distributed nodes, with a reasonable value for θ being equal to 20 ps
and approaching at minimum 10 ps when T converges to symbol rate
considering state of the art sampling systems. Before injected in the
system, data must be sampled and held for a period of T such that each
injected symbol is spread across the delay between the two lasers. The
ratio of the input signal’s symbol rate and the period T results in a
stretching factor that defines the speed penalty of the system. For 25
Gbaud signals, there would be no speed penalty for T=Tsym=40 ps,
where Tsym is the symbol period. After sampling and stretching, a
masking process follows in order to apply the input weights of the
reservoir. The masking process refers to the multiplication of the signal
with N random values which are periodically repeated every T.
Exploiting phase modulated masks, the dynamical behavior of the two
lasers is enhanced at high frequencies, thus reducing the value of θ to
the limits of the current ADCs capabilities [8].
Generally, time delayed RC with semiconductor lasers as non-linear
nodes can be realized in three ways (see fig. 2). Firstly, with a single
laser subjected to optical feedback, via current modulation or
modulation inside the feedback cavity [15]. This scheme is the
simplest, but also is less efficient performance-wise due to the lower
bandwidth it can support in principle which translates to larger useful
θ values. On the other hand, it is compact as it requires only one laser
easily fabricated in a chip [16]. A second variant is the scheme based
on the unidirectionally injected laser, with larger bandwidth and
performance capabilities but also with more demanding setup and
integration difficulties related to the immaturity of integrated optical
isolators. The third scheme [9,13], proposed here for the first time with
phase modulation and without external injection, tries to combine the
merits of the aforementioned schemes. In this work, we call for the
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sake of simplicity, the first one “optical feedback”, the second “uniRC”
and the third “mutual injection”.
We model the three systems with the rate equations for the
normalized complex slowly varying envelope of the optical
fields E and the carrier numbers N [11]:
TABLE I
Numerical Model Parameters
Symbol
Parameter
g
Differential gain parameter
s
Gain saturation coefficient
β
Spontaneous emission rate
tn
Carrier lifetime
N0
Transparency Carrier Number
a
Linewidth enhancement factor
Τ
External cavity round-trip time
tph
Photon line-time
trt
Cavity round-trip time
ω0
Central oscillation frequency
θ
Node separation
k
Injection parameter
I
Bias current
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Here equation (1) refers to the mutual injection scheme, eq. (2)
is for the external injection with feedback and eq. (3) for the
single laser with feedback. Besides the parameters appearing in
table I, Gi is the gain per time unit of the i-th laser, Δf is the
frequency detuning between the two lasers when two lasers
participate in the RC system (uniRC and mutual injection
cases), Ii the bias current of the i-th laser and ξ(t) the
spontaneous emission noise (Langevin forces) modelled as a
complex Gaussian process. Ei corresponds to the field of the ith laser, modulated at phase with the term φm(t)=m(t)d(t), where
m(t) is the mask signal and d(t) the distorted PAM-4 signal and
Ni is the carrier number. The amplitude of the phase modulation
term φm(t) takes values from 0 to π.
In the simulations that follow we consider identical laser
parameters for the two lasers of mutual injection scheme,

having in mind that they are developed on the same wafer.
Nevertheless, we examined the laser system with parameter
mismatch between the two lasers and the optimal performance
was more or less the same, thus the laser system is tolerant to
parameter mismatch. We benchmark the three schemes as
dispersion compensators in direct detect transmission links.
This is a very important and difficult task which attracts the
interest of optical communications experts who apply
techniques of digital signal processing, machine learning and
lately neuromorphic computing [11, 14]. We simulate, with the
integration of Nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLSE) using
the Split-step Fourier method, the transmission of 25 Gaud
PAM-4 signals in a range of 40 km to 100 km. Signal
propagation in our model is governed by Manakov equations
[17]. Then, we improve through the RC system the bit-error rate
(BER) performance of the severely distorted signal as a result
of chromatic dispersion and its interplay with the nonlinearity
of the square law detector. In this process, we consider all types
of noises (thermal noise, shot noise) and ADCs with 8-bit
resolution. From the output of the virtual nodes we estimate the
initially transmitted signal through Tikhonov regularization.
The training is made upon a batch of symbols. The input xt is
the distorted symbol sequence which has the following form
xt,m=[xt-l,…,xt-1, xt, xt+1,…,xt+l], where m stands for the overall
length of the batch which is equal to m=2l+1. So, for the symbol
at time t we also launch l preceding and l succeeding symbols
in order to track intersymbol dependencies induced by the
dispersive channel. The length of this batch ranges between 11
and 51 symbols reflecting channel memory for the transmission
distances considered in this paper. Using 20000 symbols as the
training set and 100000 for testing, we achieve stable BER
performance and reliable detection of BER values in the order
of 10-3 which is close to the desired BER value of conventional
Forward Error Correction (FEC) limit of 3.8x10-3
III. RESULTS
A. Mutual Injection scheme
Before performing simulations, it is critical to have a picture
of the dimensions of the proposed chip. Chip dimensions,
mainly determined by the distance between the two lasers, also
define the number of RC nodes and speed penalty. A distance
of d between the two lasers corresponds to a delay equal to
T=d/vg. In III-V or IV materials, for d=1 cm, T~ 120 ps. For
θ=20 ps, then a 1cm long chip can provide 6 virtual nodes per
laser output, thus 12 nodes in total. For these dimensions the
speed penalty factor equals to T/Tsym=3. As we increase d, we
increase the number of nodes sacrificing speed. Based on the
results of [11] we consider that T=240ps corresponds to a tradeoff
between
computational
performance
and
compactness/speed penalty. T=240 ps or 24 node setup
translates to a 2 cm long chip and a speed penalty factor of 6.
We start the numerical evaluation by considering that both
lasers have the same bias current. We map performance by
calculating BER of the compensated by RC signal after 50 km
of transmission as a function of laser detuning and injection
parameter k. Without RC and with the use of a linear equalizer
for instance a feed forward equalizer, BER is worse than 0.1 as
it will be shown extensively later. Both lasers are biased at 60
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Fig. 3. BER results versus laser frequency detuning Δf and injection
parameter k for 50 km of transmission distance. T=240 ps. The two
Lasers are equally biased at 60 mA. Identical results were taken for
negative Δf.

Fig. 4. BER results versus laser frequency detuning Δf and injection
parameter k for 50 km of transmission distance. The two Lasers are
unequally biased at 70 mA and 20 mA respectively. BER values slightly
below FEC limit of 3x10-3 can be obtained.

mA, a current almost four times their threshold. We have
chosen a high current value, as higher currents support higher
frequency dynamics which are indispensable in this specific
high-speed transmission application where θ must be reduced
as a much as possible [8]. Moreover, high current values
increase signal to noise ratio [6]. Fig. 3 shows how BER evolves
in different operating regimes. We observe that with equally
biased and identical, in terms of intrinsic parameters, lasers the
best BER results occur when laser detuning Δf resides from 6
to 16 GHz and k between 0.1 and 0.18 respectively. Within the
range where optimal performance is observed, BER values are
around 6x10-3 approaching FEC limit whilst the correlation of
the two laser outputs approaches 90%. Outside this region,
either the nonlinear dynamics are not appropriate for RC and/or
the correlation of the two outputs approaches 99%. For
instance, for higher k values, the laser outputs exhibit rich
chaotic nonlinear dynamics, which are not appropriate for RC
applications. In order to further decorrelate the dynamics of the
two lasers, we bias them at different currents. In this second

Fig. 5. BER results versus Bias current and Feedback strength for the
single laser with phase modulation inside cavity (Optical Feedback).
With a delay cavity of 480 ps and 45 km transmission this scheme can
provide adequate results for feedback strength around 0.05 and bias
current above 30 mW. We choose this best regime for the comparison
with the other schemes.

scenario, I1=70 mA and I2=20 mA.
The results are depicted in fig. 4. It becomes obvious that two
mutually injected lasers with different bias conditions constitute
a RC system with better compensation capabilities (BER <
3x10-3) in the same more or less range for k and Δf values when
compared to the previous case of identical biasing. The main
reason for this moderate improvement is that the two laser
outputs become more decorrelated than before. In the region of
optimal performance, we calculate a correlation coefficient in
the order of 0.6, which substantially increases the number of
useful nodes for computing compared to the almost 90%
correlated nodes of the two lasers under equal biasing. The
decorrelation increases as the currents of the two lasers diverge.
Another difference is that for unequal biasing, the sign of Δf
affects RC performance with positive Δf being the favorite
operating regime as laser2 response to laser1 injection does not
exhibit a symmetrical bandwidth with respect to laser2 central
frequency due to a parameter. It must be pointed out that the
system is phase sensitive due to the small cavity lengths
especially when the two lasers are equally biased. In all cases,
we have determined the required phase shift that is needed in
order to achieve the best possible BER.
B. Comparison with similar schemes
For the mutual injection scheme, we choose as optimal regime
the one corresponding to I1=70 mA, I2=20 mA, k=0.14 and Δf=9
GHz as dictated by fig. 4 results. The RC scheme based on
optical feedback and external optical injection of ref. [14], has
been optimized, using eq. (4), with injection strength k=0.85
and feedback strength kf=0.08, Δf=0 GHz, and the master and
slave laser biased two times the threshold (~30 mA). Although
in [14], the authors operate the slave laser close to the threshold,
here, with the use of phase modulation we identified similar
optimal performance even when the slave laser is fairly above
threshold. Moreover, phase modulation alleviates the need for
frequency detuning between master and slave as phase
modulation is equivalent to frequency modulation. For the
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Fig. 6: Comparison between uniRCs and mutual injection RC
architectures for 45km of transmission in single mode fiber as a function
of T. θ=20 ps in all cases, except from those indicated in the circle, where
θ=10 ps.

single laser with feedback, we draw the contour plot of fig. 5 in
order to determine the optimal conditions of feedback strength
and bias current with respect to BER performance which also
shows that phase modulation permits best results to occur even
at high currents where higher modulation bandwidth and
smaller θ values can be achieved. The first comparison focuses
on how RC behaves as a function of T values when the PAM-4
signals have undergone 45 km of transmission. For the studies
of fig. 6, 7 we also introduce open FEC limit (2x10-2), which
has higher tolerance to noise but at expense of an increased
overhead of approximately 15% compared to the 7% overhead
of the conventional FEC. Delay loop is the limiting factor in
terms of compactness, and processing speed. In order to
approach very small delays, close to 40 ps, which reassure realtime processing with no speed penalty, we have lowered θ to 10
ps. Such a small θ value is meaningful for high optical injection,
phase modulation and high bias current that all together
reassure high bandwidth operation and thus small temporal
separation of the nodes. As fig. 6 shows, in the case of equal
delay loops, the systems relying on optical injection (mutual
injection and uniRC) perform better than the system relying on
optical feedback as expected [18]. Between mutual injection
and uniRC, the mutual injection system proposed in this work
performs better, due to the fact it provides almost double the
number of nodes. One can easily observe that a uniRC system
becomes almost equivalent to mutual injection when its delay
has the double value compared to that in the mutual injection
case, thus the difference in their performance is a matter of the
number of virtual nodes. One could increase the number of
nodes by increasing the number of slave lasers [5], however the
challenges relating to optical isolation in monolithic integrated
implementations of UniRC still remain. Thanks to optical
injection and the double number of nodes offered using two
physical nonlinear nodes, it is important to note that the RC
system of mutually coupled lasers can provide BER values
close to open FEC limit even for T=40 ps, which means that the
proposed RC can be used for real time processing of 25 Gbaud
signals offering better performance than linear equalizers as
depicted in fig. 7. BER values below 3x10-3 can be obtained for
T=120 ps, that is for processing rate approaching 10 Gsa/sec

Fig. 7: Comparison between a linear equalizer, uniRCs and mutual injection
RC for different transmission distances of the PAM-4 signal. Mutual
injection scheme outperforms the other techniques.

which is quite important for a wide range of other applications
except optical communications.
We then compare the three systems for T=240 ps (speed penalty=6) in
terms of their computational efficiency in mitigating impairments over
different distances. In this case, mutual injection setup achieves the
best results due to the double number of nodes it provides. On the other
hand, optical feedback scheme is slightly more compact, as it can
provide the same optical delay with mutual injection using half the size
of the chip. That is, with 1 cm long chips optical feedback can achieve
T=240 ps whilst mutual injection needs 2 cm long chips for the same
delay. Finally, UniRC also relying on optical feedback has the
advantage of a shorter chip length for the same delay compared to
mutual injection, however it is still technologically immature in terms
of monolithic integration as already explained. Mutual injection
system provides BER < 3x10-3 (HD-FEC limit) for distances shorter
than 55 km. UniRC accomplishes the same performance for distances
shorter than 45 km. As far as oFEC is concerned, mutual injection is
successful for up to 90 km of transmission, whilst single laser schemes
can hardly reach 60 km. Thus, the proposed RC system can
substantially enhance the reach of PAM-4 directly detected signals.
The linear equalizer is by far inferior compared to the two RC schemes
as already shown in many papers in the literature [11, 14], showing
once more that RC has the capacity to restore directly detected
dispersion impaired signals at very high processing rates. The fact that
mutual injection scheme can provide adequate results even with 80 or
40 ps delay loops opens a new way for delay-based systems, with
operation beyond 20 Gsa/s being feasible. Finally, it is evident that
mutual injection setup provides the best tradeoff between compactness
and performance.

IV. CONCLUSION
In conclusion, we proposed a novel RC system based on
mutually coupled lasers that can be monolithic integrated
together with high speed electronics, thus constituting an optoelectronic RC system of high computational efficiency at
speeds beyond 10 Gsa/s. The system exploits phase modulation
that can provide better response at high frequencies, electrical
injection and doubling of RC nodes under proper operating
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conditions which decorrelate the outputs of the two mutually
coupled lasers. The scheme performs better for unequally
biased lasers and frequency detuning values in the range of 616 GHz. In this regime, simulations show that the system
enhances the transmission reach of PAM-4 25 Gbaud signals in
intensity modulation direct detection optical communication
systems showing that even 90 km of transmission can be
accomplished if Open FEC is employed for error correction.
The mutual injection scheme outperforms the configurations
based on the externally injected laser with feedback and a single
laser under optical feedback when compared at the same RC
characteristic delay.
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