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ABSTRACT

The wireless ultraviolet (UV) communication technology has re-
ceived great attention for either short-range high data-rate services
or medium-to-large range low-rate sensing applications. However,
performance of a UV link is limited by multiple constraints from
the current UV laser source and detector technology, and atmo-
spheric link conditions. This paper analyzes performance of both
line of sight (LOS) and non-line of sight (NLOS) UV links in
terms of signal to noise ratio and bit error rate of the detector.
Roles of different parameters, such as data rate, communication
range, transmitter power, beam and focal angle, receiving angle
and field of view, are studied. Receiving powers for two typical
links demonstrate square and linear decaying laws with respect to
the communication range respectively. Compared with an LOS
link, an NLOS link significantly degrades detection performance
from one up to three orders of magnitude for the range from hun-
dreds of meters down to meters.

INDEX TERMS
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1. INTRODUCTION

Unlike a wireless radio frequency (RF) or microwave link, a wire-
less optical link offers potential advantages [8], such as huge unli-
censed bandwidth, low-power and miniaturized transceiver, higher
power densities, high resistance to jamming, and potentialincrease
of data rate. Additionally, directional laser transmission and re-
ceiver’s variable field-of-view (FOV) permit multiple accesses by
different optical transceivers with minimal interference. Compared
with the widely applied infrared technology in the wirelessopti-
cal domain, the ultraviolet (UV) frequency band is much larger.
Thus a UV link can potentially provide high data rate services.
It also provides superior non-line of sight (NLOS) operability be-
cause of unique medium scattering and absorption by abundant
atmospheric channel constituents, often of dimension comparable
to the UV wavelength [12].

Ultraviolet is not a single entity, but consists of a very wide
band of wavelengths. It is usually defined as electromagnetic wave-
lengths between 4nm and 400nm [12], which are the closest to
the shortest wavelength of visible light, and much shorter than in-
frared. Ultraviolet spectrum can be loosely divided into near ultra-
violet (NUV): 400∼300nm, middle ultraviolet (MUV): 300∼200nm,
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far ultraviolet (FUV): 200∼100nm and extreme ultraviolet (EUV):
100∼4nm. The NUV includes wavelengths found in solar ultravi-
olet, and EUV is strongly absorbed by air.

Throughout the wide UV spectrum, the MUV range is a pri-
mary focus for wireless UV communications [17]. First, the solar
radiation observed outside the atmosphere shows a wavelength-
dependent energy distribution due to the constituents of the Sun
[12]. Only about 9% is responsible for the whole UV region where
only about less than 1% is in the MUV. Second, to reach the Earths
surface, the solar radiation must traverse Earth’s atmosphere and
loses energy by absorption and scattering. The relatively high
transmission occurs for the longer wavelengths, and much stronger
absorption is observed for the UV. The attenuation becomes ap-
preciable and increases rapidly toward shorter wavelengths. Al-
though, due to scattering, sky radiation may produce a very signif-
icant amount of MUV (strictly speaking below 280nm) reaching
the Earth, larger attenuation together with the strong absorption
of ozone causes the MUV region to be solar blind. By operat-
ing in this region, a UV photodetector with a large field of view
(FOV) can maximally collect optical power with negligible back-
ground radiation. Thus it can achieve excellent signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) [12] and approach quantum-limited photon-counting
detection, significantly superior to an infrared receiver.Similar to
infrared or RF/microwave, UV radiation safety enforces UV ex-
posure power limits [5], [12]. For continuous UV exposure, it is
0.1µW per cm2, and for less than 7-hour exposure, it is 0.5µW per
cm2. So UV related experimentation and communication system
design should follow these safety regulations.

However, benefits of UV cannot be realized in practical UV
systems without technological advances in both miniaturized low-
power solid-state UV devices and advanced UV communication
technology. The development of low-power, low-cost UV commu-
nication has been impeded for decades after the pioneering work
[16], [23] due to the lack of compact, low-power light sources
and detectors. But recent advances in the solid-state devices such
as laser emitting diodes (LEDs) and photodetectors [1], [2], [3],
[4], [14], [15] open a new horizon for UV system development.
With a strong extinction coefficient and unique scattering and ab-
sorption propagation mechanism through an atmospheric channel
[10], [11], [16], the UV spectrum is ideal for diverse short-range
communication environments, including line-of-sight (LOS) and
NLOS communication channels [17], [22]. Although extensive
field measurements have been carried out and various resultshave
been reported [7], [9], [16], [20], [21], [19], [23], comprehensive
understanding of UV communication especially analytical study
still stays in its infancy.

In this paper, we rely on some experimental findings and part
of analytical results in [6], [16], [23] to derive LOS and NLOS
UV link equations in order to analytically reveal detectionper-
formance in different communication environments. We expect



our results will help to realistically bound dimensions of UV ap-
plications. Through detailed derivations under some approxima-
tions, we find that received power of an LOS link follows a square
range-decay law while that of an NLOS link abides by a linear
range-decay law. For an NLOS link, the common volume of the
transmitter (Tx) and receiver (Rx) is one of the primary factors that
determines the strength of the received optical signal. It depends
on the link geometry that is in turn a function of their focal angles,
Tx beam angle and Rx FOV. Together with other parameters such
as medium scattering and absorption coefficients, scattering phase
function, detector collecting area, and quantum efficiency, its ef-
fects on direct detection and quantum-limit based receive signal to
noise ratio (SNR) and bit error rate (BER) are thoroughly analyzed
and numerically tested based on some reasonably practical param-
eter values. For a given BER, range-rate trade-offs are clearly
demonstrated. An NLOS link exhibits a severe performance loss
compared with an LOS link.

2. LINK PERFORMANCE

In order to perform qualitative and quantitative analyses,let us first
derive link equations for LOS and NLOS wireless UV links involv-
ing different parameters to be defined. A diagram is presented in
Figure 1. Denote byR the data rate,Pt the transmitted power of
the LED source including the electrical-optical efficiency, λ as the
wavelength,Ω1 as the solid angle of the transmitter (Tx) radiation
cone,V as the Tx and receiver (Rx) common volume,r as the
Tx and Rx separation,r1 andr2 as the distances of the common
volume to the Tx and Rx respectively,θ1 and θ2 as the Tx and
Rx focal angles,φ1 andφ2 as the Tx beam angle and Rx FOV,
Ke the extinction coefficient that is related to the scatteringcoef-
ficient Ks and absorption coefficientKa by Ke = Ks + Ka, θs

as the angle between forward direction of incident waves andob-
servation direction,Ar as the area of the receiving aperture,ηr as
the detector quantum efficiency,ps the scattering phase function,
andG the photomultiplication gain of the detector (for example,
avalanche photodiode - APD, or photomultiplier tube - PMT).Typ-
ically G = 30∼50 for APD, and103∼105 for PMT [8], while up
to 106 gain for commercial PMTs has been reported respectively
by Hamamatsu Photonics, K.K., and Perkin Elmer [4]. Since the
propagation mechanism is different for LOS and NLOS UV links,
we will discuss them separately. According to [8] and [16], the
received powers for LOS and NLOS links will be derived next.
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Fig. 1. An NLOS UV link.

2.1. LOS wireless UV link

According to [8], an LOS link undergoes an exponential attenua-
tion by the atmosphere in addition to free space power decay.The
free space path loss is inversely proportional tor2 as( λ

4πr
)2. The

atmospheric attenuation can be expressed bye−Ker. The receiv-
ing gain of the detector is4πAr

λ2 . Combining these factors, the

received optical power through an LOS link can be expressed as

Pr,LOS = Pt(
λ

4πr
)2e−Ker 4πAr

λ2
. (1)

After simplification, it becomes

Pr,LOS =
PtAr

4πr2
e−Ker. (2)

Some observations can immediately be made. First, the power
is only implicitly dependent of the wavelength throughKe. This
parameter is sensitive to weather conditions as well [16]. Its effect
may be pronounced for medium-to-large range (asr increases).
Second, it decreases in proportion tor2, which is typically less
severe than an RF link whose power decay exponent can be as
large as 4. Assume the bandwidth of the detector is limited to
twice of the data rate. Denote Planck constant byh, and speed
of light by c. Then for direct detection, the quantum-limit based
receive SNR becomes [8]

SNRr,LOS =
ηrGPr,LOS

2Rhc/λ
. (3)

Notice that the definition of SNR follows typical ones (the ratio of
signal power over noise variance [8]) instead of signal current over
noise standard derivation [6]. After substituting (2), it becomes

SNRr,LOS =
ηrλGPtAr

8πr2hcR
e−Ker. (4)

The BER for detection of on-off keying (OOk) signals is givenby
[6], [8]

BERr,LOS = Q(

√

SNRr,LOS

2
) =

1

2
erfc(

√

SNRr,LOS

2
√

2
),

(5)
whereQ(·) anderfc(·) are Q-function and complementary error
function respectively.

According to (4) and (5), the range, rate and BER are related.
So range-rate tradeoffs can be numerically studied.

2.2. NLOS wireless UV link

For an NLOS link, a step-by-step analysis as [16] will provide us a
result for the final received optical power. For a given transmitted
powerPt, the power per solid angle isPt/Ω1. Then considering
the path loss and attenuation, the received power density atdis-

tancer1 becomesPt

Ω1

e−Ker1

r2
1

. From this source at distancer1, the

secondary sources due to scattering from atmospheric constituents
(acting as a large number of tiny relay stations) in the common
volume are established and amplified byKs

4π
psV . After this point,

the propagation mechanism from the common volume to the re-
ceiver is similar to the LOS link. Those factors include the free
space path loss( λ

4πr2
)2, atmospheric attenuatione−Ker2 , and the

receiving gain of the detector4πAr

λ2 . Combining all of the above,
we obtain the following received power

Pr,NLOS = (
Pt

Ω1

)(
e−Ker1

r2

1

)(
Ks

4π
psV )(

λ

4πr2

)2e−Ker2
4πAr

λ2
.

(6)
Notice thatps is a function ofθs and takes different forms for
isotropic, Rayleigh and Mie scattering models [16]. It is found that
Ω1 = 2π[1− cos(φ1/2)] [8], θs = θ1 +θ2, r1 = r sin θ2/ sin θs,



r2 = r sin θ1/ sin θs. For smallV , it takes a formV = r2φ2(r1φ1)
2

[23]. After substitutingV , θs, r1 andr2, (6) becomes

Pr,LOS =
PtArKspsφ2φ

2
1 sin(θ1 + θ2)

32π3r sin θ1(1 − cos φ1
2

)
e
−

Ker(sin θ1+sin θ2)

sin(θ1+θ2) .

(7)
It is interesting to note that the received powerPr,NLOS is in-
versely proportional tor instead ofr2 as inPr,LOS . This result for
short range is also observed in [13],[17]. Without turbulence, the
direct detection and quantum-limit based receive SNR and BER
have the same forms as (3) and (5) after replacingPr,LOS by
Pr,NLOS . With turbulence, the average BER instead of BER can
be similarly defined after incorporating the distribution of irradi-
ance (see p. 463 of [6]).

Although a number of factors have been considered in our
analysis, there are still considerable practical constraints arising
from devices and environments that limit the data rate. For this
reason, the above results are very optimistic (and also approxi-
mate). For example, the beam divergence is much larger for an
LED than for a UV lamp, significantly lowering the radiated power
density. Conversely, their modulation bandwidths are at orders of
GHz and 100kHz respectively. Besides the mean gain and active
area, detectors bandwidth and dark current affect performance as
well [2],[8]. Commercial APDs have bandwidth of GHz, gain of
tens to hundreds, 10mm2 area, and large dark current, while PMTs
exhibit 100MHz bandwidth, 106 average gain (high responsivity),
2cm2 area, and extremely low dark current. The operational envi-
ronment and conditions clearly pose additional constraints on the
data rate. For a typical NLOS link, the common volume is approx-
imated under a small value assumption. The precise analysisfor an
arbitrary geometry and size can be carried out by deploying apro-
late spheroidal coordinate system, that was introduced by Reilly
[16] and later on applied in [13],[18]. However, high complexity
is anticipated. Meanwhile, model selection for the scattering phase
function highly depends on additional assumptions. It should in-
corporate multipath scattering effects. These parts constitute fu-
ture topics to further investigate. Even under an approximation,
the derived link equations can still provide some useful insights
into link performance, and guidelines to system design. Those
findings will further help to realistically bound the dimensions of
UV applications.

3. SIMULATION STUDY

To study link performance quantitatively, let’s input typical fig-
ures of parameters in the analytical results. Assume isotropic scat-
tering (ps = 1) and no turbulence. Use 10 of 24-element LED
arrays [20], each radiating 0.5mW optical power [1]. The LED
electro-photo efficiency is only about 0.3%. OOK modulationis
assumed. Other parameters are set as:λ = 265nm, ηr = 0.2,
G = 100, Ar = 1.8cm2 [2], Ke = 0.79km−1, Ks = 0.91−1,
[16], θ1 = 45o, θ2 = 60o, φ1 = 1o, φ2 = 60o. Figure 2
demonstrates the rate-range-BER performance for both LOS and
NLOS links. BER ranges from10−1 to 10−10 from the top to the
bottom corresponding to each of ten curves in each subplot. For
an LOS link with BER requirements of10−3 (voice service) and
10−6 (data service), data rate can achieve 6Gbps and 2Gbps for
10m range, 50Mbps and 20Mbps for 100m range, and 300kbps and
100kbps for 1km range respectively. For an NLOS link with the
same BER requirements, data rate can achieve 8Mbps and 3Mbps
for 10m range, 700kbps and 300kbps for 100m range, and 20kbps
and 9kbps for 1km range. There are at least three orders of mag-
nitude rate decreases. According to additional simulation, if the
gainG reduces to 1, data rate roughly reduces by a factor of 100
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Fig. 2. Typical range-rate-BER performance of LOS and NLOS
UV links.

for each case. As G increases, the data rate increases by an or-
der ofG. When turbulence is present, additional SNR is required
to achieve the same BER performance as the free space case (see
p. 464 of [6]). At the mean BER of10−3, performance degrades
by less than 1dB for weak to medium turbulence, about 3dB for
strong turbulence, while at10−6 BER, they increase to 3dB and
6dB respectively.

For an NLOS link, we continue to demonstrate effects of dif-
ferent parameters for a fixed BER of10−3. Figure 3 shows ef-
fects of the Tx focal angleθ1 increasing from10o to 80o. For
a largeθ1, performance degrades due to longer propagation path
thus more loss, while the common volume remains relatively un-
changed. The effects of Rx focal angleθ2 are demonstrated in
Figure 4. Performance is not as sensitive as toθ1. This is because
the large Rx FOV increases the common volume asθ2 increases
although path loss may increase due to longer path. The effects of
Tx beam angleφ1 are presented in Figure 5. It is observed that
the performance is insensitive toφ1. It seems not surprising since
an NLOS UV link relies on abundant medium scattering. Asφ1

increases, the common volume increases although the power den-
sity decreases. This can be observed from (7) that has a factor

φ2
1

1−cos
φ1
2

=
φ2
1

2 sin2 φ1
4

. Forφ1 ∈ [0, π
2
]rad, this function changes

slowly with Tx beam angleφ1. However, the performance is very
sensitive to Rx FOVφ2, as shown by Figure 6. Asφ2 increases,
more energy is collected, and detection performance improves.
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