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Abstract We demonstrate nonlinearity-free transmission of Terabit/s/ PCS-64QAM signals through an 
HCF-based optical recirculating loop, which yields ~17.4% higher capacity than SMF-based loop under 
23-dBm launch power (~13.5 dBm/channel) after 25 loops. Both lab experiment and field trial show HCF 

exhibits ~1.6-s/km lower latency than SMF. ©2024 The Author(s) 

Introduction 
Driven by the emerging data-intensive and la-
tency-sensitive applications such as cloud/edge 
computing and ultrahigh-definition video stream-
ing, current optical fibre communication empow-
ered by the conventional solid-core single-mode 
fibre (SMF) is facing a persistent demand for 
higher capacity and lower latency [1,2]. Over the 
past years, substantial capacity improvements 
have been achieved using various solutions, in-
cluding advanced digital signal processing (DSP) 
[3,4], ultra-wideband transmission [5], and space 
division multiplexing [6]. However, the achievable 
capacity of the solid-core SMF is inevitably lim-
ited by its inherent fibre nonlinearity, which is re-
ferred to as the nonlinear Shannon limit [7]. On 
the other hand, despite that transmission fibre 
represents the major latency contributor in the 
overall system (even for short-reach scenarios) 
[8], latency reduction of SMF to date has been 
minimal (only 0.3% reduction have been reported 
[9]). This is because light speed in SMF is ulti-
mately limited by the refractive index of the silica-
glass core. 

Hollow-core fibres (HCFs) that rely on a fun-
damentally different light guiding mechanism of-
fer a viable solution to simultaneously overcome 
the nonlinearity and latency limitations of SMF 
[10-18]. The unique air-guided light propagation 
property enables HCFs to be the ultimate low-la-
tency transmission medium [11-13] with the low-
est reported propagation loss [14] amongst any 
types of optical fibres. In the meantime, HCFs 
also exhibit a much lower fibre nonlinearity 
(around three to four orders of magnitude) than 
the solid-core SMF [15], thereby exhibiting the 
potential to realize nonlinearity-free transmission 
(in other words, break the fundamental nonlinear 
Shannon limit experienced in SMFs). In the liter-
ature, several transmission experiments using 
high launch powers to reflect the ultra-low nonlin-
earity of HCFs have been reported [16-18]. In 
[16], a 11.5-km HCF was adopted in an optical 

recirculating loop with a launch power of 20 dBm 
(the launch power of each channel was ~3.9 
dBm), supporting the transmission of 32-GBaud 
dual-polarization (DP) signals. To directly show-
case the low nonlinearity of HCF relative to SMF, 
both types of fibres were tested by three-channel 
400G signals over a link of ~10 km. It was shown 
that the HCF could enable nonlinearity-penalty-
free transmission with a total launch power up to 
20.3 dBm, whereas SMF only tolerated up to ~15 
dBm [17]. In [18], penalty-free transmission of 95-
GBaud DP probabilistic constellation shaping 

(PCS) 64QAM signals (800Gb/s/) was achieved 
with a total launch power up to 28 dBm (which 
corresponded to around 12 dBm/channel). How-
ever, only a straight-line link with a short length 
(~200 m) was considered. 

In this paper, with an optical recirculating loop, 
we show that HCF supports nonlinearity-free 

transmission of Terabit/s/ 130-GBaud PCS-
64QAM signals with a total launch power up to 23 
dBm (~13.5 dBm/channel). Furthermore, it is val-
idated through both lab experiment and field trial 

that HCF offers ~1.6-s/km latency reduction 
(~32%) relative to SMF. To the best of our 
knowledge, our work constitutes the first Tera-

bit/s/ transmission (and the highest baud rate 
ever reported) over the HCF, highlighting the po-
tential of incorporating HCFs with the state-of-
the-art high baud-rate coherent transceivers for 
future low-latency and ultrahigh-capacity optical 
communications. 

Experimental Setup 

Fig. 1(a) shows the experimental setup of the op-

tical recirculating loop. At the transmitter, the 130-

GBaud channel under test (CUT) centred at 

1559.39 nm was generated by modulating a DP 

coherent driver modulator (DP-CDM) with a 256-

GS/s arbitrary waveform generator (AWG, 10-dB 

bandwidth is ~70 GHz). The output of a C-band 

amplified spontaneous emission (ASE) source 
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was first amplified by an erbium-doped optical fi-

bre amplifier (EDFA), before been spectrally 

shaped by a WaveShaper (WS) to generate eight 

130-GBaud neighbouring comb channels with a 

channel spacing of 150 GHz. The WDM comb 

and the amplified CUT were combined together 

and then further amplified by another EDFA, be-

fore been fed into the optical recirculating loop. 

Fig. 1(b) shows the spectra of the WDM channels 

at the transmitter. The spectral range was chosen 

to match the low-loss window of the adopted 

HCF, as will be presented later.  
The loop was composed by two acousto-optic 

modulators (AOMs) and a 3-dB optical coupler. 
In the loop, a high-power EDFA was used to 
boost the launch power into the fibre under test 
(FUT), which was controlled by a variable optical 
attenuator (VOA1) and monitored by a power me-
ter (P.M.). We considered both HCF and SMF as 
the FUT (around 1.1 km) in the loop. The total in-
sertion loss of the SMF-connectorized HCF was 
measured to be around 5.7 dB at the wave-
lengths of interest, as shown in Fig. 1(c). The 
HCF adopted the photonic bandgap design with 
six surrounding shunt cores to suppress the 
higher-order modes and multipath interference 
from modal crosstalk [13]. After the FUT, another 
VOA (VOA2) was used to fix the optical power 
into the subsequent buffering SMF (~45.6 km) to 
be 10.2 dBm, at which the impact of the buffering 
SMF’s nonlinearity could be considered as negli-
gible. Finally, a 50-GHz-grid wavelength-selec-
tive switch (WSS) and a pair of EDFAs were used 
to equalize the WDM channels and balance the 
loss and gain inside the loop which was moni-
tored by a photodetector (PD) at the receiver 
side. The output of the loop was filtered by a WS 
to select the CUT. The resulting optical signal 
was then amplified before fed into a standard co-
herent receiver front-end, the output of which was 
captured by a 256-GS/s real-time oscilloscope (3-
dB bandwidth is ~100 GHz) for offline DSP. 

In this work, the PCS-64QAM with an entropy 

of 5.7 bit/symbol was adopted as the modulation 
format. To combat the limited bandwidth of the 
transmitter, digital pre-emphasis was applied. At 
the receiver side the captured signal was pro-
cessed by standard DSP as in [19]. We note that 
no digital compensation for fibre nonlinearity was 
performed in the offline DSP. Finally, the de-mod-
ulated signals were used to evaluate the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) and the achievable infor-
mation rate (AIR). 

Experimental Results 
We first evaluated the latency performance of the 
transmission by adopting either HCF or SMF as 
the FUT (~1.1 km) in the loop (together with the 
around 45.6-km buffering SMF), which are re-
ferred to as ‘HCF loop’ and ‘SMF loop’ later, re-
spectively. Fig. 1(d) shows the power monitoring 
traces in the two cases after 25 loops (the num-
ber of recirculation loops was controlled by the 
control pulse for the AOM as illustrated in Fig. 
1(d)). The spikes indicate the end of each loop, 
using which the latency difference between HCF 
and SMF can be directly assessed. It is seen that 
the total propagation time of the HCF/SMF loops 

are 5,796 s and 5,844 s, and the correspond-
ing fibre latencies of the HCF and SMF are then 

calculated as ~3.3 s/km and ~5 s/km, respec-
tively. This validates that HCF exhibits a signifi-
cantly lower latency when compared to SMF. 

We further varied the launch power into the 

FUT (i.e., HCF/SMF) in the loop to investigate the 

impact of its nonlinearity on the transmission per-

formance. As aforementioned, VOA2 was ad-

justed to fix the power to the subsequent buffer-

ing SMF to 10.2 dBm in all cases, regardless of 

the varying launch power into the FUT. As such, 

if the FUT’s nonlinearity is sufficiently low, under 

the same number of loops, similar transmission 

performance should be expected at different 

launch powers. As shown in Fig. 2(a), for the 

‘HCF loop’, the SNRs remain comparable at all 

 
Fig. 1: (a) Experimental setup, (b) optical spectra of the CUT and comb channels at the transmitter, (c) the insertion loss of the 

1.085-km length of HCF (including SMF-HCF interconnection loss), and (d) comparison of the power monitoring traces of the 

HCF-/SMF-based loop after 25 loops. Inset of (c): cross-sectional scanning electron microscope image of the used HCF. 

SMF loop end:

6729s

HCF loop end:

6681s

Loop start: 

885s

-15

-5

5

0

2

4

0 2000 4000 6000 8000

V
o

lt
ag

e 
(V

)

V
o

lt
ag

e 
(V

)

Time (s)

SMF HCF Pulse for Tx AOM

(d)

DP-CDM

256-GS/s 
AWG

TL
S

C-band 
ASE

WS

256-GS/s 
Coherent 
ReceiverLO

AOM
WS

PD

SMF FUT

AOM P.M.

P.M.WSS

(a)

4

7

10

1554 1558 1562 1566H
C

F 
Lo

ss
 (

d
B

)

(c)

-50

-35

-20

1552 1557 1562 1567Po
w

er
 (

d
B

m
)

(b)

CUT

Wavelength (nm)Wavelength (nm)

VOA1

VOA2



  

tested launch powers (up to 23 dBm), as ex-

pected. Furthermore, this is achieved at different 

numbers of loops, which clearly indicates that no 

SNR penalty was induced by the ~1.1-km HCF, 

thanks to its inherent ultra-low nonlinearity. It is 

worth noting that the maximum total launch 

power (i.e., 23 dBm, which corresponds to ~13.5 

dBm/channel) was limited by the available high-

power EDFA when performing the experiments. 

We anticipate that the HCF should be able to sup-

port nonlinearity-free transmission with even 

higher launch powers.  

In comparison, as shown in Fig. 2(b), when 

the FUT was changed to ~1.1-km SMF, similar 

SNRs can also be achieved at all tested launch 

powers in the scenario of 1-loop transmission. 

This indicates that the FUT’s nonlinearity (in this 

case, SMF) is negligible after only 1 loop, since 

its length is just ~1.1 km. However, when the 

number of loops is increased to 20, similar SNRs 

of around 13.2 dB can only be maintained by 

keeping the total launch power below 19 dBm. 

Further increasing the launch power results in a 

significant decrease in SNR due to the accumu-

lated FUT’s nonlinearity after 20 loops.  

We then kept the total launch power at 23 

dBm (i.e., ~13.5 dBm/channel) and investigated 

the impact of FUT’s nonlinearity after different 

numbers of loops. As shown in Fig. 2(c), a rela-

tively minor SNR penalty is observed in the ‘SMF 

loop’ case if the number of travelled loops is 

small. However, the SNR penalty relative to the 

‘HCF loop’ case tends to be significant when fur-

ther increasing the number of loops. This results 

from the accumulated nonlinearity arising from 

the ~1.1-km SMF (i.e., FUT). As a result, a SNR 

improvement of ~2 dB is achieved after 25 loops. 

Accordingly, the AIR performance follows the 

same trend as that of the SNR results. As de-

picted in Fig. 2(d), after 25 loops, the AIR can be 

improved from ~0.92 Tb/s to ~1.08 Tb/s by em-

ploying the HCF instead of SMF as the FUT. This 

corresponds to ~17.4% capacity enhancement 

thanks to the ultra-low nonlinearity of the HCF. 

Finally, a field trial was also conducted in  

Lyntia’s backbone network in Madrid, Spain, from 

Marathon node to Interxion. The configuration of 

the trial is illustrated in Fig. 3. Nokia 1830 PSS-8 

platforms with S6AD600H transponders were 

adopted to realize 90.22-GBaud 16QAM trans-

mission (600G) at 1562.79 nm, enabling 100G 

real-time Ethernet services. A HCF (AccuCore) 

and a SMF (G.652, with a matched loss with the 

HCF using a VOA) were packed in the same 

~1.4-km cable and deployed in the field. While 

similar BER performance was achieved by the 

HCF and SMF links, the HCF link exhibited a 

round-trip latency reduction of 4.287 s for the 

100G services. Since both the HCF and SMF are 

within the same cable, their physical length is 

known to be almost identical. Therefore, the re-

sulting ~1.6-s/km latency reduction is independ-

ent of length related errors. The field trial clearly 

indicates the practical viability of using HCFs for 

latency-sensitive connectivity, e.g., data center 

and high-frequency trading applications. 

Conclusions 
We demonstrate that the use of HCF allows for 

nonlinearity-free transmission of Terabit/s/ 130-
GBaud PCS-64QAM signals at launch powers up 
to 23 dBm (which corresponds to ~13.5 
dBm/channel). After 25 recirculation loops, this 
leads to ~2-dB higher SNR and thus ~17.4% ca-
pacity improvement relative to the case of using 
SMF. Furthermore, it is verified through both lab 
experiment and field trial that HCF exhibits ~1.6-

s/km (~32%) lower latency than SMF. 

 
Fig. 2: (a) SNR versus launch power in the ‘HCF loop’ case, (b) comparison of the AIR versus launch power between the ‘HCF 

loop’ and ‘SMF loop’ cases, (c) SNR versus number of loops, and (d) AIR versus number of loops. Note that at the same num-

ber of loops, constant OSNR was maintained by adjusting VOA2 despite the increase in launch power into the FUT.  

Insets: the constellation diagrams of the PCS-64QAM after 1 loop and 25 loops, respectively, in the ‘HCF loop’ case. 
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Fig. 3: Configuration of the field trial. 
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