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Abstract. Optical pin beams (OPBs) represent a novel class of structured light fields engineered for resilient,
long-distance propagation. Their exceptional stability and strong resistance to atmospheric turbulence make them a
compelling alternative to conventional Gaussian and other structured beams for free-space optical systems. This re-
view provides a comprehensive overview of the physical principles, generation strategies, experimental realizations,
and emerging applications of OPBs. By precise spatial modulation of the optical wave vectors, OPBs achieve highly
collimated, self-reconstructing propagation with distinctive pin-like features that confer remarkable robustness and
self-healing capability. We further discuss several OPB derivatives—including vortex, inverted, and vortex-inverted
OPBs—which expand the functional landscape by enabling flexible control over amplitude, phase, polarization, and
orbital angular momentum. Experimentally, OPBs have demonstrated outstanding performance across diverse plat-
forms, ranging from free-space and underwater optical communications to optical trapping and super-resolution imag-
ing. With their unique combination of propagation stability, light-field tunability, and environmental adaptability,
OPBs hold strong promise for next-generation optical communication, precision sensing, and advanced imaging tech-
nologies. This review summarizes recent research progresses in OPBs and highlights key opportunities and prospects
for advancing their scientific discoveries and practical applications.
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1 Introduction and Key Advancements

Structured light-defined by the deliberate tailoring of a beam’s amplitude, phase, polarization,

coherence, and topology-has profoundly expanded the frontiers of modern optics and photon-

ics.1–15 Beyond conventional Gaussian beam (GS), diverse families of structured light, includ-

ing Bessel,16–23 Airy,2, 24–34 and vortex beams,35–40 have enabled non-diffracting propagation, self-

healing, and orbital angular momentum (OAM) transport. These advances have driven transfor-

mative developments in optical communications, particle manipulation, and imaging.37–51 Nev-

ertheless, despite their remarkable properties, most structured beams remain vulnerable to inten-

sity spreading, phase distortion, or instability when propagating over long distances or through

complex and turbulent environments.52–57 Overcoming these limitations calls for new beam ar-

chitectures that combine strong directionality, high robustness against perturbations, and versatile

light-field control.

The Optical Pin Beam (OPB) has recently emerged as a promising solution to these long-

standing limitations (Fig. 1).58, 59 Conceptually distinct from Bessel or Airy beams, the OPBs are

constructed through tailored modulation of spatial wave vectors, effectively suppressing transverse

components to confine optical energy along a narrow, “pin-like” axis.58, 60, 61 This design endows

OPBs with highly collimated, diffraction-resilient, and self-reconstructing propagation character-

istics. The underlying mechanism can be understood from both Fourier and modal perspectives:

by redistributing and mutually cancelling transverse wave vectors, the OPB realizes a quasi-one-

dimensional propagation mode that maintains spatial coherence and robustness even under per-

turbations.62 The theoretical foundation of OPBs builds on the principles of beam superposition,

2



angular spectrum engineering, and nonparaxial field evolution, offering a versatile platform for

light-field manipulation.7

Fig 1 Timeline of key milestones in the development of Optical Pin Beams (OPBs). OPBs were introduced as a new
class of structured light engineered to enable quasi-one-dimensional, pin-like propagation distinct from conventional
Bessel and Airy beams. Initial experiments demonstrated highly collimated, diffraction-resilient OPB propagation
with exceptional robustness against atmospheric turbulence and scattering (2019-2021). Over the past few years,
the OPB framework has been expanded to include vortex, inverted, and vortex-inverted OPBs, integrating phase sin-
gularities, intensity inversion, and polarization control while preserving intrinsic propagation stability (2023-2025).
Since their first demonstrations, OPBs have been applied to free-space and underwater optical communications, op-
tical trapping, particle manipulation, and super-resolution imaging, benefiting from strong axial confinement, self-
reconstruction, and reduced environmental sensitivity (2022-2025).58, 59, 63–72 Current research efforts are advancing
OPBs toward high-power operation, integration with adaptive optics, and propagation in nonlinear and bio–soft-matter
systems, targeting turbulence-immune communication, precision sensing and detection, and versatile multifunctional
photonic platforms.
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The first experimental realization of OPBs demonstrated stable beam propagation with excep-

tional robustness against scattering and turbulence, confirming theoretical predictions.58, 60 Subse-

quent developments rapidly expanded the concept into a rich family of OPB derivatives, including

vortex OPBs, inverted OPBs, and vortex-inverted OPBs.59, 64, 65 These variants introduce new de-

grees of freedom in optical field control by embedding phase singularities, polarization textures, or

intensity inversions, thereby integrating the functionalities of structured light with the inherent re-

silience of OPBs. Such diversity has greatly broadened the scope of OPB-based research, allowing

the exploration of novel light–matter interactions and complex propagation dynamics.

Driven by these advances, emerging applications of OPBs have begun to take shape across

multiple domains (Fig. 1). In free-space optical communication (FSO), OPBs exhibit exceptional

turbulence resilience and strong spatial-coherence retention, enabling more reliable long-distance

data transmission.68, 71–73 In underwater optical communications, their reduced scattering sensitiv-

ity supports high-quality signal transport in turbid environment.71 More recently, OPBs have been

employed as a receiver in a high-performance 100 Gbps free-space optical communication system,

highlighting their potential to redefine the boundaries of wireless data transfer and enable next-

generation long-distance communication beyond conventional fiber-optic links.72Beyond commu-

nication, OPBs have been employed in optical trapping, particle manipulation, and super-resolution

imaging, benefiting from their strong axial confinement and propagation stability.67, 69 These ca-

pabilities point toward broad implications for precision measurement, laser micro-machining, and

even quantum light-field control in next-generation photonic systems.74

In this review, we present a comprehensive overview of the research progress and application

prospects of OPBs. We begin by introducing their physical mechanisms and theoretical founda-

tions, followed by a discussion of experimental generation techniques and characteristic proper-

ties. We then summarize the development of OPB variants and review their expanding applications

across diverse optical platforms. Finally, we outline current challenges and future directions, high-

lighting how the OPB paradigm may serve as a foundation for next- generation optical communi-

cation, imaging, and photonic information technologies. Given the rapid evolution of this field, this

review aims to capture the essential developments while acknowledging that some recent advances

may inevitably lie beyond its scope.
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2 Background and Underlying Mechanism of OPBs

The stable propagation of laser beams and the suppression of disturbances remain long-standing

challenges across nearly all laser-based applications, sustaining their place as key frontiers in op-

tical research.66, 75–87 On one hand, in long-distance laser applications, such as free-space optical

communication, ground-based remote sensing, and laser mapping,68, 88–107 stable beam propaga-

tion is essential for achieving efficient energy and signal transmission. On the other hand, in

short-distance precision measurements, minimizing external disturbances is crucial for maintain-

ing measurement accuracy in systems such as laser interferometers and three-dimensional imaging

instruments.108–123

Since the invention of the laser, numerous strategies have been proposed to address these issues,

giving rise to research directions such as optical solitons,124–130 adaptive optics,88, 131–138 and non-

diffracting beams.20, 25–28, 77–79, 139–148 However, each of these approaches has inherent limitations.

Optical solitons depend on medium nonlinearity and therefore cannot be realized in free space.

Adaptive optics, while effective, often involve complex hardware architectures, high implementa-

tion costs, and limited suppression of high-frequency turbulence. Non-diffracting beams, though

capable of maintaining intensity profiles over extended distances, typically suffer from low mod-

ulation efficiency and practical challenges in long-distance propagation. Consequently, achieving

stable and disturbance-resistant laser transmission remains a pressing challenge.

The OPBs have recently emerged as a novel beam-construction paradigm that directly ad-

dresses these limitations. By precisely engineering the surface profile of the modulation device,149

the OPBs effectively eliminate transverse wave vectors,150 thereby realizing highly stable prop-

agation and strong disturbance suppression.58 In what follows, we first discuss the underlying

mechanism and theory behind this new class of optical beams.

During free-space transmission, laser beams are highly vulnerable to various environmental

and optical disturbances, including aberrations, rain and fog, and atmospheric turbulence, all of

which induce energy attenuation, scattering, and wavefront distortion.151–153 These effects collec-

tively degrade the beam quality, leading to distortion, wandering, and intensity fluctuations, which

in turn severely limit the efficiency of energy and information transfer. Because these perturba-

tions are spatially random and temporally varying, they have long been recognized as one of the

primary challenges constraining the advancement of laser-based technologies.154–156 Specifically,
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attenuation and scattering diminish the optical power density at the receiver, thereby reducing the

achievable data rate in laser communication systems.157–161 Wavefront distortion undermines the

stability and accuracy of optical systems such as laser communication, remote sensing, mapping,

and precision metrology. Meanwhile, beam drift introduces severe challenges to long-distance

tracking, alignment, and targeting.162, 163

Fig 2 Mechanisms of atmospheric turbulence affecting laser beam transmission. (a) Schematic illustration of
turbulence-induced disturbances during propagation. (b) Distortion of beam spot morphology. (c) Fluctuation of
coupling power caused by temporal instability. (d) Centroid drift of the beam spot resulting from spatial randomness.

Fundamentally, the propagation behavior of a laser beam is governed by the distribution of

its wave vectors, which comprise components transverse to and along the propagation direction

(with scattering and reflection occasionally contributing backward components).164–166 In general,

the axial wave vector supports efficient forward transmission of optical energy and information,

whereas the transverse wave vector represents detrimental components that deteriorate beam sta-

bility and transmission quality.165, 167 In an ideal scenario, a laser beam would generate no addi-

tional transverse wave vectors—aside from those due to diffraction—thereby achieving optimal

propagation performance. In practice, however, environmental disturbances such as aberrations,
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aerosols, and turbulence continuously introduce random transverse wave vectors, resulting in beam

broadening, deformation, and instability, as illustrated schematically in Fig. 2(a).168–170

The underlying mechanisms of these effects are shown in Figs. 2(b-d). In the ideal case, as indi-

cated by the dashed circle in Fig. 2(a), the total beam energy is expected to remain stably confined

within the receiver aperture (the colors shown are schematic and not representative of the actual

optical field). In reality, however, the beam spot undergoes random spatial dispersion and temporal

fluctuations, which reduce both the received energy and its temporal stability, as illustrated in Fig.

2(c). Moreover, the centroid of the beam experiences continuous drift under turbulent conditions,

leading to significant pointing errors and reduced tracking precision, as depicted in Fig. 2(d).

To reduce the deterioration of the laser beam transmission quality, it is essentially necessary to

eliminate the unwanted transverse wave vectors. First, in the Cartesian coordinate system, assume

that there are two one-dimensional optical fields carrying transverse and longitudinal wave vectors

respectively and propagating forward:58

E⃗(x) = E⃗0 · ei(k⃗xx+k⃗zz) (1)

E⃗ ′(x) = E⃗ ′
0 · ei(k⃗

′
xx+k⃗zz), (2)

where E⃗(x) and E⃗ ′(x)represent the amplitudes of the optical fields, k⃗xx and k⃗′xx represent the

transverse wave vectors, and k⃗zz represents the forward longitudinal wave vector. The two light

beams meet in space and interfere with each other. The superposed optical field can be expressed

as:58

E⃗sum(x) = E⃗0e
i(k⃗xx+k⃗zz) + E⃗ ′

0e
i(k⃗′xx+k⃗zz). (3)

It can be seen from the above formula that when E⃗(x) = E⃗ ′(x),the third term can be eliminated.

In the second term, when the directions of k⃗xx and k⃗′xx are opposite, they will partially cancel each

other out. Especially when k⃗xx = −k⃗′xx, the second term can be completely cancelled out, that is,

a sinusoidal diffraction-free pattern appears, and there is no transverse dynamics. At this time, the

steady-state optical field can be described as:58

E⃗steady(x) = 2E⃗0e
ik⃗zz. (4)
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The simulation of formula (4) is shown in Fig. 3(a). It can be seen that during the superposition pro-

cess of the beams, an area without transverse wave vectors appears, which we call the steady-state

area. When there are an infinite number of one-dimensional optical fields in the two-dimensional

optical field plane moving their transverse energy towards the central axis (with transverse wave

vectors towards the central axis), the effect can be regarded as the energy of a circular ring beam

moving towards the inner area. At this time, the optical field can be expressed in the cylindrical

coordinate system as:171

ψ(r, z) = E0 exp
(
i⃗kr · r⃗ + ikzz

)
. (5)

Here, E0 represents the amplitude of the optical field, k⃗r represents the transverse wave vector,

and k⃗z represents the longitudinal wave vector. When there are n such optical fields propagating

in space, for the sake of simplicity in calculation, the amplitudes of these optical fields are all

assumed to be E0, and the superposed optical field can be expressed as:171

ψ(r, z) =
1

n

n∑
j=1

E0e
ik⃗rj r⃗+ikzz ≈ J0 (krr) e

ikzz. (6)

In the above formula, the sum is taken over n plane waves in form of exp(ik⃗r · r⃗) with
∣∣∣⃗kr∣∣∣ = kr that

are equally spaced on the circle in the limit . Based on the above results, the transmission of five

circular ring beams is simulated, and the results are shown in Fig. 3(b). Here, to be consistent with

the actual modulation process, the outer boundary of the inner circular ring between two adjacent

circular rings is exactly equal to the inner boundary of the outer circular ring. In addition, for

comparison, we also simulate the transmission behavior of the GS at the same time, and set the

initial GS to have the same beam diameter as the outer boundary of the largest circular ring. The

transmission envelope of the GS is shown as the white dotted line in the figure.

The simulation results indicate that before the wave vector cancellation behavior occurs, the

transmission envelopes of the superimposed beam and the GS are nearly identical. However, after

the wave vector cancellation behavior occurs, the divergence angle of the superimposed beam is

significantly reduced, and its energy is basically within the white envelope of the GS. At the far

end, the spot diameter of the superimposed beam even reaches about one-third of the width of the

Gaussian envelope. Referring to the evaluation method of the Rayleigh length, as shown in the
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Fig. 3, the Rayleigh length of the superimposed beam can reach nearly three times that of the GS.

Fig 3 Numerical simulation of the mechanism for constructing a stable optical field through the elimination of trans-
verse wave vectors (a, b), and simulation results of generating a stable optical field using multiple ring beams, com-
pared with the transmission behavior of a GS (c, d). In (c), the inner and outer diameters of adjacent rings are identical.
In (d), the white dashed line denotes the transmission envelope of a GS with the same initial spot size; the red short
lines mark the beam waist positions of the two beams. The region between the red and blue short lines corresponds to
the Rayleigh length of the GS, while the region between the red and green short lines represents the Rayleigh length
of the stable optical field.171

Considering that the Airy beam has the characteristic of transverse acceleration, we first em-

ployed the method of using an infinite number of one-dimensional Airy beams accelerating towards

the center to construct a laser beam that can propagate in a stable fashion, as shown in Fig. 4(a).

In order to increase the filling factor of the beam arrangement, we performed truncation on the

one-dimensional Airy beams at the initial spot position. Based on the self-healing property, the

truncated Airy beams can still restore to the wavefront shape of the Airy beam at the distant end.172

Use these truncated and ring-arranged Airy beams, OPBs can be constructed in the far end, as

shown in Fig. 4(b). It can be seen that as the number of Airy beams N increases, the pin beam
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quality improves, leading to more uniform propagation of the pin-like feature.

Fig 4 (a) Schematic diagram of constructing an OPB using truncated Airy beam ring array and illustration of elimi-
nation of transverse wavevectors during subsequent propagation.58 (b) Numerical simulation results showing the OPB
construction with N=4, 8, and 32 Airy-beam ring arrays.
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Fig 5 (a)–(c) Simulation results showing the Poynting vector distribution of the OPB at different propagation dis-
tances.58 (d) Simulation of OPB propagation in turbulence using the phase screen method.58 (e) Experimental demon-
stration of the self-healing characteristic of the beam spot under obstacle occlusion conditions.173

As shown in Fig. 4, when circularly arranged Airy beams propagate forward and overlap,

their transverse wave vectors cancel out, thereby compressing the laser beam divergence angle.

Simulations reveal that with only four Airy beams, some critical Poynting vectors cannot be fully

eliminated, resulting in suboptimal propagation behavior. As the number of Airy beams gradually

increases to 32, the propagation characteristics of the optical field essentially reach their opti-

mal state. Further increasing the beam count to 1024 or more shows no significant improvement.

Additionally, analysis of the Poynting vectors in the superimposed optical field (as illustrated in

Figs. 5(a-c)) reveals a dynamic evolutionary characteristic during propagation: energy continu-
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ously transfers between different regions of the beam profile, sometimes inward and sometimes

outward, maintaining the beam morphology. This behavior fundamentally differs from GS, where

energy only diffuses outward due to diffraction. It is right this unique characteristic that enables

the superimposed optical field to achieve stable propagation and disturbance suppression capabili-

ties in scenarios involving atmospheric turbulence, rain/fog, and random aberrations. Phase-screen

simulations of OPB propagation in turbulence, as shown in Fig. 5(d). The result shows that OPB

does maintain stable wave field during propagation. Notably, this stability persists not only against

turbulence but also demonstrates self-healing properties: even when partially obstructed, the beam

can restore its original profile after propagating a certain distance, as demonstrated in Fig. 5(e).

We can describe the dynamics of the system by considering the radially symmetric case which

is equivalent to assuming that the number of the Airy-type fragments goes to infinity. The dynamics

of the optical beam in the paraxial regime is given by the following Fresnel integral:58, 59, 64, 65

ψ(r, z) =
ke

ikr2

2z

iz

∫ ∞

0

ψ0(ρ)J0

(
krρ

z

)
e

ikr2

2z dρ (7)

where ψ0(ρ) is the optical beam at the input z = 0 or the phase mask plane, k = 2π
λ

is the

wavenumber, and J0 is the zeroth order Bessel function. We assume an initial condition with the

Airy-type phase (proportional to ρ3/2 ):58, 59, 64, 65

ψ0(ρ) = A(ρ)e−i 4
3
kβ

1
2 ρ

3
2 , (8)

where β is a parameter with inverse length dimensions that determines the local frequency of

the phase oscillations of the wave. Following a stationary phase approach to the above Hankel

transform we conclude that the dynamics of the optical wave is given by:58, 59, 64, 65

ψ(r, z) = 8
(
πkβ2z3

) 1
2A

(
4βz2

)
J0(4kβρz)e

iΦ, (9)

where Φ = kr2

2z
− 8

3
kβ2z3− π

4
. We see that the resulting wave takes the form of a Bessel-like beam

with a width that is inversely proportional to the propagation distance:58, 59, 64, 65

W (z) =
1

4kβz
. (10)
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For this reason, such a beam propagates in a highly confined and stable manner—much like a

pin—hence it is referred to as an OPB or simply a pin-like beam. In this review, we will use the

term OPB for clarity and consistency.

3 Experimental Realization of OPBs

Like other structured beams such as Airy beams, OPBs can be experimentally generated using a

liquid-crystal spatial light modulator (SLM). In this approach, the desired OPB phase pattern (Fig.

6(a)) is encoded onto the SLM, which—together with a 4f system—converts an incident GS into

an OPB. However, inherent limitations of liquid-crystal SLMs, including polarization selectivity,

low fill factor, and insufficient phase depth, result in limited modulation efficiency and low power-

handling capability, restricting their use in many practical applications. This motivates the design

of static phase-delay elements based on transparent materials such as fused quartz, or reflective

materials such as aluminum, to realize high-efficiency, high-power OPB modulator.58

In 2019, we designed and fabricated a fused-quartz phase modulation device with both high

modulation efficiency and high-power tolerance. Experimental characterization showed a modula-

tion efficiency exceeding 90 % and a power-handling capability on the order of tens of kilowatts.

To ensure fabrication accuracy, a phase-folding strategy was adopted, and six overlay lithography

steps were performed on the fused-quartz substrate. The resulting quartz-based OPB modulation

device is shown in Fig. 6(b, c).

To evaluate transmission stability, we constructed a nearly 100-m free-space optical link in the

laboratory. The central air-conditioning system was set to 40 °C with maximum airflow to simulate

strong turbulence conditions. The measured propagation performance and stability of the OPB

under this environment are shown in Figs. 6(d–g). As shown in Fig. 6, under identical transmission

conditions, the OPB exhibits a markedly reduced divergence angle, significantly enhanced central-

lobe energy concentration, and far more stable beam morphology under turbulence compared to a

conventional GS.

To quantitatively examine the beam evolution and weak-divergence characteristics of the OPB,

we recorded the beam profiles at propagation distances of 0 m, 2.4 m, 25 m, and 60 m in the

absence of turbulence, as shown in Figs. 7(a-d). Fig. 7(a) shows that the initial GS has a spot

size of approximately 10 mm, whereas after 60 m of propagation in Fig. 7(d), the OPB’s central
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Fig 6 Phase distribution (a), physical object (b), and microstructure (c) of the quartz-based OPB modulation di-
aphragm. The transmission effects of the GS and OPB are compared under turbulent conditions over a 100 m prop-
agation distance. Panels (b) and (e) show side views of the GS and OPB transmission, respectively, while (f) and (g)
illustrate the spot distortion effects for the GS and OPB under the same turbulent conditions.58

lobe remains only about 2.5 mm in diameter. As seen from Figs. 7(c) and 7(d), after nearly 40 m

of transmission the central lobe of the OPB expands only from 1 mm to 2.5 mm, indicating an

extremely small divergence angle. A comparison of the intensity distributions further shows that

energy from the side lobes is efficiently redistributed into the central main lobe. It is worth noting

that in Fig. 7(d), due to the limited dynamic range of the CCD, the side lobes appear very weak;

however, they are indeed present. These side lobes play an essential role in maintaining the stable

propagation of the main lobe, contributing to the characteristic robustness of the OPB.

We subsequently designed a method to generate the OPB by using an aspherical modulation

device designed with a circular ring wave-front splitting approach, and showed superior propa-

gation stability and reduced divergence of the OPB over the conventional GS.149 However, this

design method still cannot determine the optimal shape of the modulator. In order to achieve the

best design effect, we use the genetic algorithm to further optimize the wavefront, as shown in
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Fig 7 Snapshots of the beam profiles of the optical pin beam (OPB) at various propagation distances. The top row
shows the transverse intensity patterns, while the bottom row presents the corresponding horizontal beam profiles. The
beam profiles are taken at the following distances from the mask: (a) 0 m, (b) 2.4 m, (c) 25 m, and (d) 60 m. Note that
the maximum value on the y -axis differs for the intensity profiles in the bottom row, as the peak intensity in the first
two panels is significantly lower than in the last two panels. For the last two panels, a stronger attenuation was applied
to avoid camera saturation. These figures qualitatively demonstrate that the peak intensity of the OPB increases, while
the overall beam width decreases with increasing propagation distance.58

Fig. 8.174 During the optimization process, we take the minimum divergence angle of the OPB

as the constraint objective. By continuously iterating the number of annular wavefronts within a

certain aperture, as well as the radius and width of each ring, the final BPP can reach 67% of that

before optimization. It is worth mentioning that the genetic algorithm can also be guided by other

objectives to design a OPB with specific performance, such as the ability to suppress turbulence in

specific scenarios. This will be a research direction with great practical prospects in the future.

Similar to the distortion of light spots caused by air turbulence and the scattering fragmentation

caused by rain and fog, in water, there will also be scattering caused by liquid flow turbulence and

water impurities. Moreover, the resulting distortion and scattering fragmentation are significantly

greater than those in the air.175–177 Researchers including Y. Yang and X. Kang have investigated

the transmission performance of the OPB in the water environment.149, 178, 179 The results show that

in a water environment with a scale of several meters, the laser spot will undergo significant dis-

tortion and fragmentation. However, compared with the GS, the transmission performance of the
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Fig 8 (a) Schematic diagram of the evolutionary process for generating optimized OPB through selection, crossover,
and mutation operations. (b) Illustration of the initial light-field composition of the optimized OPB, its propagation
behavior, and the corresponding transverse light-field distributions at different positions. (c) Measured beam radius of
the optimized OPB as a function of propagation distance, demonstrating its enhanced propagation stability.174
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Fig 9 Comparison of the OPB and GS in underwater turbulence. (a, b) Beam spot distributions of the OPB and GS
after propagating through turbulent water.149 (c) Comparison of the transverse intensity profiles of the two beams.149

(d) Relative intensity fluctuation percentage as a function of time for the OPB and GS, showing the superior stability of
the OPB.149 (e) Definition of the depth of focus (DOF) used for performance evaluation.178 (f, g) Variation trends of the
DOF with respect to the number of rings and the focal length of the innermost ring beam, respectively, demonstrating
the tunability of propagation characteristics through structural parameter modulation.178

OPB is still significantly better, mainly manifested in the significant improvement of the peak light

intensity, stable transmission distance, focal depth, and the maintenance of the wavefront morphol-

ogy. Notably, increasing both the number of beam rings and the focal length of the innermost beam

is critical for enhancing focal depth, a relationship summarized in Fig. 9.

The above research results are all carried out based on numerical and laboratory simulations.

In order to effectively prove the stable transmission and disturbance suppression capabilities of the

OPB, it is necessary to verify it in actual turbulent flow and rain-fog environments. In 2019, Zhang

Ze and others verified the robust propagation capability of the OPB in actual turbulent flow at the

kilometer scale.58 As shown in Fig. 10(a), the results indicate that both the temporal and spatial

stabilities of the OPB have been greatly improved. In addition, in 2025, Xiao Hongyue and others

verified the spot recovery capability of the OPB in a kilometer-scale rain-fog environment.173 The

experimental results show that, in the rain-fog environment, compared with the GS, the peak inten-

sity of the beam spot is significantly increased. The average received power on the terminal surface

is increased by about 2.11 times, and the stability of the light intensity scintillation is improved by

about 46%, as shown in Fig. 10(c).58, 173
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Fig 10 (a) Intensity patterns of a GS and an OPB after propagating 1 km in an open outdoor environment.58 (b) Com-
parison of beam spot morphology for both beams after 1 km of transmission under clear and rainy-foggy atmospheric
conditions.173 (c) Comparison of spatial and temporal stability between the OPB and GS, demonstrating the superior
robustness of the OPB under long-distance and adverse weather conditions.58, 173

4 Novel Families of OPBs

In recent years, OPBs have garnered increasing research attention, leading to the emergence of

several extended forms. To date, four principal derivatives have been established — the vortex

OPB, vector-vortex OPB, inverted OPB, and vortex-inverted OPB. The introduction of these vari-

ants enriches the propagation dynamics and functional properties of OPBs, enabling enhanced

control over phase, polarization, and spatial structure. Consequently, the OPB family has evolved

from its original form into a versatile class of structured beams, offering broad potential for optical

communication, imaging, and particle manipulation applications.

4.1 Vortex OPB (VOPB)

The analysis of vortex type OPB (VOPB) starts by introducing the vector potential of an arbitrary

optical beam, U⃗(r, θ, z, t) = ψ(r, θ, z) exp (ikz − ωt) x̂, assuming linear polarization along the x-

axis directed by the unity vector x̂Under a slowly varying envelope approximation, the linear wave

equation describing the beam propagation dynamics can be expressed in cylindrical coordinates

as:59

i
∂ψ

∂z
+

1

2k

(
∂2ψ

∂r2
+

1

r

∂ψ

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2ψ

∂θ2

)
= 0, (11)
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In above equation, ψ(r, θ, z) denotes the electric field envelope, where r and θ represent the

radial and azimuthal coordinates, and z is the longitudinal distance. In addition, k = 2π
λ

is the

wavenumber of the optical wave, λ is the wavelength, ω is the angular frequency, and is the time.

The integral representation of Eq. (11) is given by the Fresnel integral:59

ψ(r, θ, z) = − ik

2πz

∫ r

0

∫ 2π

0

A(ρ) exp[iϕ(ρ, φ)]eik
r2+ρ2−2ρrcos(φ−ϑ)

2z ρdρdφ, (12)

where A(ρ)and ϕ(ρ, φ) = −kCρ

(
ρ
wρ

)γ

− lφare the amplitude and the phase of the optical wave

on the input plane, with ρ and ϕ indicating the radial and azimuthal coordinates at the onset of

propagation, Cρis an arbitrary scaling parameter for the phase, γ the power exponent of phase

modulation, l the topological charge, and wρ the phase normalization factor. To find an asymptotic

solution to Eq. (12), we apply the stationary phase method. The beam envelope close to the optical

axis can be well approximated by the following expression:59
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(13)

where Jl is the lth-order Bessel function, and ρ(z) = (Cγz)
1

2−γ , with C equal to Cρ/w
γ
ρ .The

overall propagation range depends on the maximum radius ρm at the onset distance through the

relationzm = ρ2−γ
m /Cγ . In that work, the value of γ lies in the interval between 0 and 2. Addi-

tionally, Eq. (13) shows that the peak intensity evolution of a VOPB can be controlled by properly

engineering the initial amplitude structure A[ρ(z)].59

Developing a quartz-based vortex phase modulator remains technically challenging. In prac-

tice, liquid-crystal SLMs) are commonly used to generate VOPBs. However, because VOPBs

require simultaneous modulation of both amplitude and phase—while most SLMs provide only

phase modulation—the experiment relies on controlling diffraction efficiency to indirectly achieve

amplitude shaping.180, 181 The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 11(a): Path 1 generates the

beam, while Path 2 forms an interferometric arm for measuring the topological charge. The gen-

eration scheme follows approaches similar to those used for Airy beams, bottle beams, and self-

focusing beams.182–184 The SLM and spatial Filter are placed at the front and back focal planes
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Fig 11 Experimental observations of VOPBs in free space for different values of the phase modulation exponent
γ. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup used for the generation and detection of the VOPBs. Path 1 highlights
the beamline used for the generation, while Path 2 the beamline used for carrying out the interferograms. (bl)-(d1)
Normalized side-view of the beams in the y− z plane for (b1) γ = 0.5, (c1) γ = 1, and (d1) γ = 1.5. (b2)-(d2) Intensity
distributions and (b3)-(d3) interferograms recorded at the distance z = 250 mm, marked by dashed white lines in (b1)-
(d1). l = -2 is the topological charge. L, lens; M, mirror; BE, beam expander; Bs, beam splitter; IS, imaging system;
Ts, translation stage; SLM, spatial light modulator. (e1)-(f5) Numerical calculations of Poynting vectors associated to
the VOPBs with topological charge l= -2 for two different values of the exponent coefficient γ: (e1)-(e5) γ = 1 and
(f1) - (f5) γ = 1.5. Background distributions show normalized intensity patterns of the VOPBs at (varying) distances
z = 100, 200, 300, 400, and 500 mm. Blue arrows highlight the magnitude and direction of the transverse components
of the Poynting vectors in the x− y plane.59
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of lens L, enabling the modulated amplitude–phase distribution to be transformed into the spatial

domain, while the Filter removes unwanted background light, including unmodulated zero-order

components.

Experimentally, the VOPB exhibits a hollow intensity profile throughout propagation due to

the singular phase at its center. The beam first undergoes an autofocusing process, reaching peak

intensity at approximately z ≈ 200 mm, after which it evolves into a high-order Bessel-like beam.

For γ= 0.5, both the hollow radius and main-lobe width increase during propagation; in contrast,

for γ > 1 (e.g., γ = 1.5), the opposite trend occurs. When γ = 1, the beam size remains nearly

invariant beyond the focal region. Notably, amplitude modulation at the input plane plays a crucial

role: with amplitude modulation, the beam maintains significant intensity even after 500 mm of

free-space propagation, whereas without it, the VOPB rapidly decays after reaching its peak in-

tensity. The interferometric arm records fork-shaped interference fringes characteristic of phase

singularities, confirming a topological charge of l= –2 for all tested cases. These results clearly

demonstrate the robust OAM carried by the VOPB.

It is important to note that the specific propagation distances cited above depend strongly on

the initial beam size. In practical applications, increasing the beam diameter directly extends the

propagation range, which scales proportionally to the square of the beam size.185 This can be

accomplished either by beam expansion—which, however, reduces modulation resolution—or by

developing solid-state modulators such as quartz-based VOPB devices. Although challenging, the

latter offers the most effective long-term solution for real-world deployments.

Numerical simulations of the Poynting vector further reveal the internal energy flow of the

VOPB (Figs. 11(e1)–11(f5)). At early propagation distances, energy flows radially inward from

the side lobes toward the center, forming the characteristic focusing vortex structure. At longer

distances, the energy circulates around the high-intensity main lobe. For γ = 1.5, both the hollow

radius and lobe width shrink during propagation, causing the transverse energy flux to become

increasingly concentrated (Figs. 11(f1)–11(f5)). In contrast, for γ = 1, the energy distribution

remains nearly unchanged (Figs. 11(e1)–11(e5)).

The introduction of the VOPB is of significant importance for both fundamental and applied

research. It expands the degrees of freedom for particle trapping and manipulation, and in free-

space optical communication it offers enhanced data capacity through stable OAM transmission.
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Fig 12 (a-c) The total intensity distribution(a), the x-component(b), and the y-component (c) of the VVOPB spot
recorded by a beam profile analyzer. (d-g) distribution of the beam centroid with 1000 frames, (d, e) and Centroid
intensity fluctuations with the frame number (f, g), (d) and (f) for the OPB (the first row) and (e) and (g) for the
VVOPB (the second row). (h-i) Experimental results of the scintillation index (h) and the beam wander (i) of the OPB
and the VVOPB as a function of the temperature of the hot plate.66

Recent studies, such as that by Liu et al. on VOPB propagation through plasma-sheath turbu-

lence, further highlight the potential of VOPBs as robust information carriers in harsh propagation

environments.186 After the introduction of the VOPB, its propagation behavior in turbulence has

drawn considerable attention. In 2022, Cao et al. investigated the OAM spectrum of VOPBs

in non-Kolmogorov weak turbulence.187 They found that the receiving aperture size strongly af-

fects the OAM spectrum. Although VOPBs maintain a stable intensity profile over long distances,

their OAM spectrum can broaden under weak turbulence and short propagation, leading to mode

crosstalk. However, under longer propagation distances, stronger turbulence, and smaller receiv-
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ing apertures, the effective interaction cross-section with turbulence is reduced, resulting in sig-

nificantly improved OAM purity and turbulence suppression. In 2023, Xu et al. performed a 500

m outdoor transmission experiment comparing VOPBs with vortex Gaussian beam.188 The VOPB

exhibited noticeably lower beam distortion and over 50% reduction in centroid drift, confirming

its superior stability in atmospheric turbulence—critical for enhancing coupling efficiency, com-

munication rates, and tracking performance.

More recently, Cai et al. proposed the Vector Vortex OPB (VVOPB) based on polarization-

phase coupling.66 In their experiments, which employed a SLM and a controlled turbulence envi-

ronment, they demonstrated that the VVOPB exhibits smaller intensity fluctuations than the OPB

under identical turbulence conditions. Quantitative measurements of 1000-frame centroid trajec-

tories, scintillation index, and drift (Figs. 12(d-i)) further confirmed that the VVOPB provides

stronger turbulence resistance. These results indicate that introducing polarization singularities

and topological charge jointly can enhance propagation robustness. VVOPB thus offers a promis-

ing strategy for multi-degree-of-freedom beam control in free-space optical communication, lidar,

and remote sensing applications.

4.2 Inverted OPB

During the transmission of the OPB, its spot size gradually decreases, resembling a pin, hence it

is called the optical pin beam, or pin-like beam. Then, the natural question arises: is it possible

that there exists a kind of light beam whose spot size is relatively small at the initial stage but

gradually increases during the transmission, while maintaining a good suppression effect against

disturbances such as atmospheric turbulence? The problem was investigated by Efremidis’ group,

who theoretically proposed the inverted OPB (IOPB).64 The theoretical analysis is as follows:

We consider a beam propagating along the z-direction and denote the radial coordinate in the

transverse (x, y) plane as r =
√
x2 + y2. We define the radial coordinate on the initial plane and

assume an input beam profile

ψ0(ρ) = A(ρ)eiϕ(ρ), (14)

whereA(ρ) is the amplitude, and the phase has a radial power-law dependence ϕ(ρ) = −kCγ
ρ .Also,

k = 2π/λ is the wavenumber, γ is the power-law exponent, and C determines the speed of the
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phase variations. Under the assumption of a slowly varying amplitude A(ρ), and following similar

calculations as in Refs.,60, 79 we obtain the following relation for the beam profile

ψ(r, z) =

√
2πk

2− γ

(
Cγz

γ
2

) 1
2−γ

A(ρ(z))J0

(
krρ(z)

z

)
eiΦ, (15)

where

ρ(z) = (Cγz)
1

2−γ , (16)

and Φ = kr2/2z+(C2γ2zγ)
1/2−γ

(k/2) (1− 2/γ)−π/4. In terms of ray optics, Eq.(16) relates

the radial displacement ρ of a ray on the input plane to its focal distance z. As a result, if we want

to generate a beam that maintains its Bessel-like shape up to a maximum propagation distance zmax

with a transmitter aperture diameter Dt, then from Eq. (18) we find that

C(Dt, zmax) = [1/(γzmax)](Dt/2)
2−γ. (17)

We can derive a simplified real profile for the initial waveform ψ(ρ, z = 0) using Bessel func-

tions. In particular, we express the initial beam amplitude as

A(ρ) = B(ρ)ρ−γ/2
√

(2− γ)/(2πkγC). (18)

We then add in Eq. (14) its complex conjugate to obtain a real function. The rays of the

complex conjugate are diverging (moving away from the axis) and, thus, do not affect the beam

dynamics close to the optical axis. Using large argument Bessel asymptotics, the initial condition

can be expressed as

ψ0(ρ) = B(ρ)J0(kCρ
γ). (19)

The initial profile of Eq. (19) takes the form of a Bessel function with a generic power-law

dependence from the radius. From Eq. (20) the asymptotic formula of Eq. (15) is simplified to

ψ(r, z) = B(ρ(z))

√
2− γ

γ
J0

(
krρ(z)

z

)
. (20)

We note that for constant B(ρ), independently of the value of γ, the on-axis amplitude of the beam
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remains constant during propagation. From the argument of the Bessel function in Eq. (20) we see

that the full width at half maximum of the beam is

FWHM(z) = 2.2527k−1(Cγzγ−1)
1

γ−2 . (21)

Fig 13 (a-e) Field amplitude dynamics of (a) an IOPB with and comparison with (b) OPB with γ = 1 (BBs), (c) a OPB
with γ = 1.4, (d) a CGB, and (e) an FGB. In (a), (b), and (c) zmax = 8 kmis the maximum propagation distance of
these beams, and the dashed lines depict the cone generated by the outer rays (starting at ρ = Dt/2). In (d), the width
of the CGB is w0 = 20 mmcorresponding to a Rayleigh length ZR ≈ 2.4km (the focal length is f = ∞), whereas
in (e) the FGB has w0 = 50 mmand f = 6 km . In (d) and (e) the dashed curves mark the evolution of the beam
diameter; (f) Diagrams used for optimal beam selection at a receiver distance L = 6 km, based on the scintillation
index for different turbulence strengths (C2

n = 10−16, 10−15, 10−14m−2/3). We depict σ2
Iversus zmax for IOPB, BB,

and PB, and versus w0 for CGB and FGB; (g) Scintillation index versus propagation distance for beams propagating
in moderate turbulence (C2

n = 10−15m−2/3) and strong turbulence (C2
n = 10−14m−2/3). All beams are selected to

have optimum scintillation at the target distance of L= 6 km.64

Importantly, for different values of γ, the generated beams exhibit significantly different be-

havior. In particular, for1 < γ < 2, a regime explored in,58, 60 the width of the beam decreases

during propagation leading to a pin resembling beam. On the other hand, forγ = 1the width of the

beam remains constant independently of z − a Bessel beam.189 Finally, for 0 < γ < 1 the width

of the beam increases during propagation resulting to an inverted pin beam profile.64
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The behavior of IOPBs is also compared with GS characterized by the input profile

ψ0(ρ) = A exp

(
− ρ2

w2
0

− ikρ2

2f

)
, (22)

where w2
0 is the beam radius on the input plane and f the focal distance. For f → ∞, the beam

is collimated and the only tuning parameter is the input beam radius w0. The closed-form beam

dynamics of Eq. (22) can be found for example in [161].164

The transmission behavior of the IOPBs is shown in Fig. 13 and compared with OPBs, Bessel

beams (BBs), collimated Gaussian beams (CGBs), and focused Gaussian beams (FGBs). In par-

ticular, in Fig. 13(a)-(e), see the dynamics of these classes of beams in the absence of turbulence.

As can be see from Fig. 13(a) the IOPB resembles an inverted PIN during transmission, with its

spot size gradually increasing as it propagates. Importantly, the IOPB maintains the smallest main

lobe as compared to all the other classes of beams. In Fig. 13(f) optimal parameters are selected

for these five classes of beams. Specifically, the scintillation index is computed as a function of

zmax for the pin beams and w0 for the GS. We take ensemble average over 1000 realizations and

select a 1 inch receiver aperture for different values of the refractive index structure parameter. We

note that for different values of the refractive index structure parameter, the scintillation index of

GS is minimum for different values of the beam radius. On the other hand, the same values of zmax

are optimal irrespectively of the strength of turbulence. We consider this invariance of the design

parameters to be a significant advantage of pin beams over Gaussian beam. Comparing the values

of the scintillation index of these five classes of beams, we see that for moderate and especially

for strong refractive index fluctuations, all types of pin beams have reduced scintillations as com-

pared to the Gaussian. Furthermore, especially in the moderate and strong fluctuations regime, the

IOPBs outperform all the other families of examined beams.64

We also examined how well a system, which is designed to be optimal for a specific set of

parameters, behaves in different conditions. Specifically, we optimized all five classes of beams

according to Fig. 13(f) to propagate over 6 km. We then change the target distance between 1-

6 km with 1 km steps. We see that for strong atmospheric turbulence, the pin classes of beams

outperform the GS (both focused and collimated). Importantly, for both moderate and strong

fluctuations conditions, and for all propagation distances, the IOPB always has the lowest values of
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the scintillation index. The different between IOPB and the rest of the families is more prominent

as the strength of turbulence is increased.

Fig 14 (a) Subwavelength IOPB are generated by integrating a simple plasma structure on the end face of the optical
fiber. (b-c) SEM images of nano-ring grooves and nano-metal petal structures. (d) Device diagram. (e) The normalized
intensity distribution of the output light field on the x-axis. (f) The beam generated by the nano-petal structure has the
ability to suppress side petals along the beam direction. (g) The variation of the main lobe bandwidth of IOPB with the
propagation distance in different environments. (h) The normalized intensity distribution on the central axis of IOPB
in the serum environment under different absorption losses.63

Optical fiber is an important optical regulation platform, which has the advantages of high

integration, flexible regulation, and anti-interference, and is widely used in various systems.190–192

Considering that the optical fiber, as the transmitting end of the light beam, has an extremely small

core diameter, it provides an excellent application scenario for the IOPB. Therefore, in 2024, Wang

Jian and others, based on theoretical design and experimental preparation, realized a fully fiber-

integrated solution.63 By integrating a plasmonic nanostructure on the end face of the optical fiber,

they achieved the efficient generation of subwavelength IOPB. As shown in Fig. 14(a), this solution

adopts the structures of a nanoring groove (Fig. 14(b)) and a nanometal (Fig. 14(c)), in which the

nanometal structure significantly enhances the ability to suppress the side lobes of the light beam

in the x-axis direction. During the experiment, all the subwavelength IOPB generators were fixed

on an electronically controlled nano-displacement stage to ensure high-precision regulation. The

end face of the optical fiber was defined as the original plane (z = 0). During the experiment, the
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end face of the beam generator was gradually moved with an accuracy of 200 nanometers through

the nano-displacement stage to systematically observe and record the intensity distribution of the

output optical field at different transmission distances. The experimental setup is shown in Fig.

14(d).63

The research further analyzed the variation of the main lobe bandwidth of the subwavelength

IOPB with propagation distance in different environments. Results show that even when the

beam propagates up to 10µm, its full width at half maximum (FWHM) remains at the subwave-

length scale. This characteristic renders the beam particularly suitable for non-invasive single-

point illumination or targeted stimulation of biological samples, such as organelles, biomolecules,

and nano-pharmaceutical particles, enabling the exploration of light–matter interactions at the

single-cell scale.193, 194 Experimental results demonstrate that this fully fiber-integrated device

can flexibly adapt to liquid environments including cell culture media, blood, and biological tis-

sue fluids, thereby achieving high-resolution illumination and stimulation of biological cells and

molecules. This work provides a fiber-integrated solution with significant application potential for

subwavelength-resolution light–matter interaction studies in biological research.195

As a special type of pin beam, the IOPB has been shown to have significant advantages in

reducing the scintillation index compared with other types of OPBs and GS, and it exhibits better

stability especially under moderate to strong turbulence conditions. Based on this characteristic, a

Vortex Inverted Optical Pin Beam (VIOPB) carrying OAM was proposed, and demonstrated that

this beam can further suppress intensity scintillation under moderate to strong irradiance fluctua-

tion conditions.65 Through numerical simulations, the optimal scintillation index characteristics of

the VIOPB under different topological charges, refractive index structure parameters, and receiver

aperture conditions was investigated.

In a turbulence-free environment, the propagation characteristics of the VIOPBs with different

topological charges was explored, revealing the unique phase structure and dynamic behavior of

this beam, as shown in Figs. 15.65 As can be seen in Figs. 15(a)-(d) for 0 < γ < 1 the core radius

decreases during propagation leading to a vortex inverted pin beam. Furthermore, by increasing

the value of the topological charge |n|, the radius of the hollow core increases. The research further

conducted an in-depth analysis of the optimal beam selection as a function of zmax for different

receiver apertures and refractive index structure parameters at a receiving distance of 6 km, and
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the results are shown in Figs. 15(e1-e4). When the receiver aperture is large and the intensity

fluctuations are weak, the VIOPB with a topological charge of n = 0shows the lowest scintillation

index when the parameter zmax reaches 12 km. As the receiver aperture decreases or the turbulence

intensity increases, the beams with larger topological charges (such as n = 1and n = 3) are

more advantageous. Under strong turbulence conditions, the VIOPB with a topological charge

of n = 3 performs best when zmax ≈ 10.5 km. When the receiver aperture is further reduced

and the intensity fluctuation is enhanced, the beam with a topological charge of n = 2 exhibits

more prominent performance. The optimal beams, as determined from Fig. 15(e) for propagation

distance L = 6 km, are the compared in Fig. 15(f) for smaller propagation distances. Specifically,

it was found that the beams with a smaller topological charge (such asn = 0, 1) perform better for

weak irradiance fluctuations. As the intensity fluctuations increase, the performance of the beams

with higher topological charges (such as n = 2 and n = 3) is significantly improved, especially

showing more prominent advantages under moderate to strong intensity fluctuation conditions.

Overall, the scintillation index value of the VIOPB under moderate to strong fluctuation condi-

tions is lower than that of the ordinary IOPB, and the optimal OAM value depends on the specific

environmental parameters and experimental settings. The simplicity of generating the VIOPB and

its superior performance have promoted the application of the OPB beams in free-space optical

communication.

5 Emerging Applications of OPBs

As previously mentioned, OPBs represent a light-field reconstruction technique distinct from BBs

or Airy beams, which exhibit relatively well-defined optical field profiles. Due to its unique mech-

anism where wave vectors mutually cancel during propagation, OPBs demonstrate exceptional

stability in transmission and remarkable resistance to disturbances. In principle, this technology

holds significant promise for applications involving laser transmission through environments with

aberrations, turbulence, or multiple particle scattering. Currently reported applications primarily

include laser communication, underwater laser communication, particle trapping, and precision

calibration of imaging detectors. This technique leverages its inherent self-stabilizing properties to

mitigate signal degradation caused by environmental interference, making it particularly valuable

in scenarios requiring robust optical performance under challenging conditions.
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Fig 15 The transport patterns of VIOPB when γ = 4and topological charges (a) n = 0,(b) n = 1,(c) n = 2,(d)
n = 3. The phase of each beam after propagation at L = 6km is shown on the right; (e1)-(e4) At the receiving
distance L = 6km, the selection of the OPB with the optimal γ = 0.4based on the scintillation index;(f1)-(f4) The
curves of the scintillation index of VIOPB with different receiving apertures varying with the transmission distance L
when γ = 0.4.65

5.1 Application in FSO communication

Laser communication (LC), as a critical component of modern information technology, offers sig-

nificantly higher data transmission capacity and lower probability of signal interception compared

to traditional radio-frequency systems, demonstrating immense potential for future high-capacity

communication networks.91, 115, 196–204 With the rapid deployment of large-scale satellite constella-

tions like Starlink and China’s ”StarNet,” the volume of space-based data is growing exponentially,

driving an urgent need to advance satellite-to-ground laser communication technologies to enhance

downlink rates.205, 206 However, the availability of satellite-ground laser communication links has

long been constrained by atmospheric turbulence.206–213 While adaptive optics (AO) remains the

mainstream method for improving link performance, its widespread adoption faces challenges such

as high costs and system complexity.6 In contrast, OPB requires only a single modulation device

combined with a beam transformation system to achieve turbulence suppression, significantly re-
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ducing both cost and system complexity. This has led to widespread recognition of OPB’s promis-

ing applications in laser communication.6, 68, 72, 73, 90, 188, 214–219

Research on OPB-based laser communication focuses on three key aspects: First, how to apply

OAM to enhance carrier channel capacity6, 187, 215, 220 ; Second, how to leverage self-healing prop-

erties to adapt to real-world environments like rain, fog, and water scattering, thereby improving

communication performance;66, 173, 221 Third, how to implement OPB modulation in practical com-

munication systems for effective transmission and reception. The first two aspects have already

been reviewed in preceding sections, covering OAM spectral studies primarily with vortex-type

OPB and investigations into self-healing properties of OPB against rain, fog, and water scattering.

This section will emphasize current progress in addressing the third challenge.

The basic architecture of an OPB-based laser communication link is illustrated in Fig. 16(a). Its

core lies in the transmitter, where a GS is converted into an OPB carrier via a beam transformation

system and an OPB modulation mask. Pioneering work on OPB-enabled laser communication was

conducted by Hu et al. in 2022, who experimentally validated a 1 Gbit/s On-Off Keying (OOK)

laser communication system.68 Their setup replaced traditional OPB modulators with a liquid-

crystal SLM, as shown in Fig. 16(b). Key experimental results include: (1) Power Loss Reduction:

Under a limited receiver aperture (Rx = 1 mm), OPB reduced power loss by 8-13 dB compared to

conventional GS over propagation distances of 0.45-0.8 m, while maintaining low signal attenua-

tion even in small-aperture conditions (Fig. 16(c)). (2) Bit Error Rate (BER) Improvement: The

OPB-based system achieved a BER close to the Forward Error Correction (FEC) threshold, sig-

nificantly outperforming GS systems (Fig. 16(d)). (3) Enhanced Signal Quality: The eye diagram

of the received signal showed marked improvements in eye height and width, particularly under

small-aperture reception scenarios (Fig. 16(e)).

These findings underscore the capability of OPBs to mitigate turbulence-induced signal degra-

dation while maintaining high compatibility with compact, low-cost receiver designs—a critical

advantage for future satellite-ground and deep-space communication systems.
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Fig 16 (a) The basic architecture of an OPB-based laser communication link. (b) Experimental optical path. (c) Ex-
perimentally measured limited-size Rx aperture- induced power loss under different Rx aperture sizes for a Gaussian,
focused Gaussian, and pin-like beam at different transmission distances. (d) BER performance for a GS and OPB at
z = 0.45m. (e) Eye diagrams for a GS and OPB at z = 0.45m.68

In 2025, Wang and colleagues proposed that OPB holds significant promise for satellite-to-

ground laser communication, particularly in uplink laser communication.222 Due to the complex

structures, large size, and weight of adaptive optics components, it is challenging to install them

on satellites. In such scenarios, OPB can be employed at the transmitter to mitigate the effects

of atmospheric turbulence, effectively addressing communication performance degradation caused

by atmospheric scintillation. Their research demonstrated that under predefined conditions, OPB

can suppress over 43.56% of scintillation effects. Specific results, as shown in Fig. 17(a-d), reveal

that different beam shape factors and modulation depths yield distinct turbulence suppression ef-

ficiencies under varying turbulence conditions. This further validates that OPB parameters should

be tailored based on specific turbulence scenarios in practical applications to achieve optimal sup-
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pression performance.

Fig 17 (a)-(d) Variation of the scintillation index with propagation distance under different atmospheric turbulence of
D/r0 = 5, D/r0 = 10, D/r0 = 15,and D/r0 = 20.222 (e)-(f) Probability distribution of BER for OPB and GS when
the turbulence intensity is r0 = 1.2cm, and r0 = 2.1cm.70

Also in 2025, Lu et al. conducted a 1 km horizontal link field communication experiment us-
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ing OPBs.70 As shown in Fig. 17(e-f), under strong, moderate, and weak turbulence intensities,

OPB demonstrated significant improvements in coupling power, communication stability, and BER

compared to GS. These results provide clear evidence of OPB’s turbulence suppression capabili-

ties. Furthermore, OPB’s ability to simplify system architecture and reduce complexity suggests

its potential for longer-distance laser communication applications. This experiment highlights the

practical viability of OPB in real-world scenarios, reinforcing its adaptability and efficiency in

mitigating atmospheric turbulence effects.

Researchers from Airbus DS GmbH in Germany, led by Nardo et al., evaluated the performance

of OPBs in long-range air-to-air FSO communication links.73 Their study shows that, under a tur-

bulence strength of C2
n = 1.66 × 10−17 m−2/3, replacing GS with OPBs in a 10 km-altitude, 100

km-range air-to-air optical link significantly improves the link performance, as summarized in Ta-

ble 1. Under identical transmitting aperture, receiving aperture, and transmitted power conditions,

the OPB achieves up to 8.6 dB higher received power and a 50% reduction in scintillation index

compared to a collimated GB. In addition, the OPB exhibits a depth-of-focus extending over tens of

kilometers, making it particularly advantageous for mobile-target communication, where dynamic

alignment and atmospheric fluctuations are critical challenges. The authors further confirmed the

quadratic scaling of the effective propagation distance with the transmitting aperture diameter for

OPBs, consistent with theoretical predictions.

Table 1 Turbulent propagation: average beam wander rc, average power received PRX and scintillation index σ2
I by a

10cm aperture, w/ and w/o beam wander correction at z = 100 km.

Beam Class rc (m) Receiver on axis Beam wander corrected

PRX (dBm) σ2
r PRX (dBm) σ2

r

OPB, y = 0.1 0.23 7.00 0.3448 9.67 0.1254

OPB, y = 1 0.15 13.45 0.3700 17.87 0.2038

OPB, y = 1.9 0.20 13.28 0.4337 18.17 0.2175

Collimated-GS 0.45 4.67 0.8274 12.32 0.1651

Focused-GS 0.23 15.92 1.0894 21.87 0.1859

To support these conclusions, Nardo et al. developed a unified theoretical propagation model

and performed extensive Monte Carlo simulations and link-budget analysis under controlled turbu-
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lence conditions. Their results underscore the strong potential of OPBs for airborne and satellite-

based optical communication systems. However, they also emphasize a key practical constraint:

the quadratic scaling law implies that realizing very long OPB-preservation distances would re-

quire transmitting apertures larger than 10 cm, which is often infeasible for airborne or spaceborne

platforms due to payload and structural limitations. Nonetheless, even when the OPB eventu-

ally transitions away from its ideal structural form beyond the preservation range, its turbulence-

suppression advantages persist within that range, meaning OPBs can still offer superior overall

link stability compared to conventional beams.

Fig 18 High-speed 1-km FSO link performance enabled by the OPB receiver: (a) Layout of the 1-km outdoor link.
(b) Root-mean-square error (RMSE) of the coupled optical power at the Gaussian and OPB receivers under various
atmospheric conditions (left y-axis), where the blue curve denotes the power fluctuation suppression ratio (PFSR)
obtained from the fitted trend (right y-axis). (c) BER characteristics of the transmitter, Gaussian receiver, and OPB
receiver as a function of transmit power. (d-e) Eye patterns of the Gaussian and OPB receivers at 1.25 Gbps with a 15
mm receive aperture.72
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Recently, Guan et al. proposed an OPB receiver-side 100 Gbps laser communication scheme

in which a static phase modulation mask is placed before the coupling lens to reshape turbulence-

distorted beams into an extended-Rayleigh-length OPB structure.72 This approach enhances cou-

pling resilience without relying on transmitter-side modulation or adaptive optics, while maintain-

ing simple architecture and high-power compatibility, and remaining applicable to SMF, FMF, and

MMF systems. Both simulations and a 1-km outdoor experiment demonstrated that the OPB re-

ceiver effectively suppresses wavefront distortions and focal jitter, improving coupled power stabil-

ity by approximately 26% and reducing OOK/QPSK BER by up to two orders of magnitude, with

correspondingly improved eye diagram quality, as shown in Fig. 18. This work provides a scalable,

low-complexity receiver-side solution for high-speed and long-distance free-space optical commu-

nication links. Delving into the practical implications, the adoption of OPBs in high-performance

FSO system could transform data centers’ interconnectivity, replacing or supplementing fiber links

that are susceptible to physical damage or congestion, as commented in the Science News.223

5.2 Application in underwater wireless optical communication

OPB has been demonstrated to mitigate not only atmospheric turbulence but also aquatic turbu-

lence effects.149, 178, 224 Notably, laser transmission in water faces even more severe challenges from

turbulence and scattering compared to atmospheric environments. To address this, Xiaotian Han

et al. applied OPB to underwater wireless optical communication (UWOC), achieving a 5 Gbps

communication rate.71, 225 The experimental optical setup is illustrated in Fig. 19(a), where a SLM

loaded with phase masks was used to modulate a GS into zero-order BBs, OPB, and VOPB. Key

findings, as shown in Figs. 19(b-d), include:

Auto-Focusing Property: Both OPB and VOPB exhibit self-focusing capabilities, maintaining

narrow beam characteristics over a certain range beyond the focal point.

Power Loss Advantage: Under limited receiver aperture conditions, OPB and VOPB show

significantly lower optical power loss compared to Gaussian and zero-order BBs. The power loss

difference between OPB and Gaussian/Bessel beams reaches its maximum at the designed self-

focusing point.

Enhanced Communication Performance: By evaluating signal integrity and BER, OPB and

VOPB effectively improve the communication distance and data rate of UWOC systems.

36



Fig 19 Test results of underwater laser communication based on OPB:(a) Schematic diagram and physical image of
the underwater laser communication optical path. (b-e) BER (b) and Error Vector Magnitude (EVM) (c) of different
beams at various underwater distances, as well as BER (d) and EVM (e) for different subcarrier numbers.71

The authors also mentioned that the experiment was conducted in a 1-meter water tank, con-

strained by the SLM’s effective area size. However, the self-focusing distance of OPB and VOPB

can be flexibly tailored through design, making them highly valuable for long-range, high-speed
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UWOC systems with restricted receiver apertures. The authors highlight that OPB opens new pos-

sibilities for underwater OAM multiplexing communication and high-resolution imaging in ran-

domly scattering media, such as turbid water.226 By integrating self-focusing, low power loss, and

controllable propagation, OPB and VOPB provide critical technical advantages for next-generation

high-performance underwater optical communication systems, particularly in challenging environ-

ments with strong scattering and turbulence.

5.3 Other Emerging Applications

OPBs possesses a unique light-field structure that evolves dynamically while maintaining an ex-

tended depth of focus. Leveraging these properties, Chen et al. investigated the focusing char-

acteristics of OPBs for particle trapping.67 Their results show that OPBs significantly enhance

the stability of particle trapping and rotation, and facilitate multi-particle manipulation along the

beam axis. Notably, when a vortex phase is introduced, the trapping mechanism drives particles to

circulate around the focal ring, thereby reducing the risk of thermal damage. In parallel, Guo et

al. designed non-paraxial pin-like optical beams using a geometric approach. These beams exhibit

self-healing, self-reconstruction, and long-distance propagation capabilities, and the authors fur-

ther analyzed the pulling and pushing optical forces exerted on particles by such beams.61 Wang

et al. introduced a new class of circular Pearcey beams capable of generating tunable OPBs and

optical channels; their experiments demonstrated effective manipulation of micron-sized particles

using these beams.227

The robustness of OPBs, evident in its stable propagation through scattering and disturbances—is

not limited to harsh environments such as rain, fog, or turbulence. Similar to how instruments like

Zygo interferometers use interference fringes for high-precision surface metrology,228–230 the light

field generated by OPBs via the wave-vector elimination principle (the region between z1 and z2 in

Fig. 3(a)) features an almost ideal and highly stable intensity distribution. This enables the OPB to

serve as a precise optical “ruler” capable of detecting minute structural deviations. In 2025, Zhang

Ze et al. employed this high-fidelity light field to measure, for the first time, the pixel-level quan-

tum efficiency of an imaging sensor, thereby realizing a novel imaging technique that surpasses

the Nyquist sampling limit—termed hyper-sampling imaging.69 This method effectively enhances

the sampling density so that a single physical pixel can function as sixteen virtual subpixels. As
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shown in Fig. 20, Fig. 20(a) presents the interference field resulting from transverse wave-vector

elimination; Figs. 20(b, c) display the measured quantum efficiency at the pixel and subpixel lev-

els; Figs. 20(d-f) show the original text, QR code, and drone images; and Figs. 20(g-i) illustrate

their corresponding hyper-sampled reconstructions.

Fig 20 Hyper-sampling imaging technology. (a) Interference light field after eliminating the transverse wave vectors.
(b) Measured pixel-level quantum efficiency. (c) Measured sub-pixel-level quantum efficiency. (d-f) Original images
of Chinese characters (d), QR code (e), and drone (f). (g-i) Corresponding hyper-sampling reconstructions images of
Chinese characters (g), QR code (h), and drone (i).69

6 Summary and Outlook

In this review, we have systematically examined the fundamental physics, beam construction prin-

ciples, and experimental implementation methodologies of OPBs, a recently emerging class of

structured light fields based on transverse wave-vector elimination. We summarized the propa-

gation dynamics and disturbance-suppression mechanisms that enable OPBs to maintain highly

confined, self-stable, and self-healing propagation over long distances—even in the presence of

turbulence, scattering, or environmental fluctuations. We further reviewed the development of ex-

tended OPB families, including vortex, vector-vortex, inverted, and vortex-inverted OPBs, which
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greatly expand the degrees of freedom in phase, amplitude, and polarization engineering. Finally,

we surveyed representative applications of OPBs in free-space and underwater optical communi-

cation, micro-particle manipulation, and hyper-sampling imaging, highlighting their growing role

in scenarios where conventional Gaussian, Bessel, or Airy beams face limitations.

Optical pin beams (OPBs) are closely related to, yet fundamentally distinct from, several well-

known classes of structured beams, including Bessel, Airy, and frozen beams.231–236 Bessel beams

achieve diffraction resistance through conical interference, giving rise to a ring-shaped transverse

momentum spectrum and pronounced sidelobes, which inevitably distribute energy away from the

central core. Airy beams rely on cubic phase modulation and exhibit self-accelerating trajectories,

but their asymmetric structure and extended oscillatory tails limit long-distance stability and ro-

bustness in realistic environments. Frozen beams, constructed via superpositions of Bessel modes,

enable programmable axial intensity profiles;236, 237 however, their localization still originates from

modal interference and therefore inherits the sidelobe structure and sensitivity associated with

Bessel constituents.

In contrast, OPBs are not defined by modal superposition or phase-engineered interference, but

by a fundamentally different mechanism based on suppressing transverse wave-vector components

in momentum space. This wave-vector elimination principle leads to a compact, pin-like intensity

profile with minimal sidelobes and an intrinsically extended depth of focus. As a result, OPBs

combine strong spatial confinement with exceptional propagation robustness, even in the presence

of turbulence, scattering, or environmental perturbations. Unlike frozen beams, whose axial con-

trol is externally programmed, OPBs exhibit intrinsic propagation resilience tied directly to their

momentum-space structure,16–33as shown in table 2.

Looking ahead, OPBs are well positioned to play a transformative role in the next genera-

tion of global photonic infrastructure. The rapid deployment of satellite mega-constellations is

driving an urgent need for high-capacity, long-distance, and turbulence-resilient free-space opti-

cal links.238–245 In this context, the intrinsic stability and disturbance-suppression capabilities of

OPBs make them strong candidates for satellite–satellite, satellite–ground, and air-to-ground opti-

cal communication architectures.246–250 At the same time, the long depth of focus and self-healing

characteristics of OPBs offer unique advantages for underwater optical networks, autonomous

ocean exploration, and deep-sea communication systems, where conventional beam formats suffer
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Table 2 Comparison of key features of exemplary structured beams

Beam
Main

mechanism
Axial profile k-space

Key
applications

Robustness

OPB
k-vector

elimination
Elongated
pin focus

Centralized
FSO comm.,

laser processing
High

Bessel
Conical

interference
Central

lobe+rings
Annular ring

Optical
trapping,
imaging

Moderate

Airy
Cubic phase

FT
Bending

self-healing
Asymmetric

Curved
guidance,

microscopy
Low

Frozen
Mode

superposition
Programmable

pattern
Multiple

rings
Multi-plane

trapping
Limited

from rapid distortion and scattering.251–256 Beyond communication, OPBs hold promise as versa-

tile optical tools for non-contact optical manipulation in biphotonics, precision energy delivery and

micro-processing, and compact structured-light sources integrated directly on chip.257–261

Future progress will likely be driven by the convergence of OPB physics with metasurface-

based beam engineering, adaptive optics stabilization, and machine-learning-assisted wavefront

control, enabling real-time environmental compensation and intelligent self-optimization. Such

integration may ultimately translate OPBs from laboratory demonstrations into scalable, miniatur-

ized, and autonomously reconfigurable photonic modules deployable in real-world systems.74, 262, 263

We anticipate that continued advances at the intersection of structured-light science, nanopho-

tonic device engineering, and intelligent optical control will unlock a new class of robust, high-

performance, and environment-adaptive light fields, positioning OPBs as a cornerstone technology

in the evolution of next-decade optical communications, sensing, and advanced photonic instru-

mentation.
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expanded to include vortex, inverted, and vortex-inverted OPBs, integrating phase
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sic propagation stability (2023-2025). Since their first demonstrations, OPBs have

been applied to free-space and underwater optical communications, optical trap-

ping, particle manipulation, and super-resolution imaging, benefiting from strong

axial confinement, self-reconstruction, and reduced environmental sensitivity (2022-
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2 Mechanisms of atmospheric turbulence affecting laser beam transmission. (a)

Schematic illustration of turbulence-induced disturbances during propagation. (b)

Distortion of beam spot morphology. (c) Fluctuation of coupling power caused

by temporal instability. (d) Centroid drift of the beam spot resulting from spatial

randomness.
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3 Numerical simulation of the mechanism for constructing a stable optical field through

the elimination of transverse wave vectors (a, b), and simulation results of generat-
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behavior of a GS (c, d). In (c), the inner and outer diameters of adjacent rings are

identical. In (d), the white dashed line denotes the transmission envelope of a GS

with the same initial spot size; the red short lines mark the beam waist positions of
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bulence using the phase screen method.58 (e) Experimental demonstration of the

self-healing characteristic of the beam spot under obstacle occlusion conditions.173
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(b) and (e) show side views of the GS and OPB transmission, respectively, while

(f) and (g) illustrate the spot distortion effects for the GS and OPB under the same

turbulent conditions.58
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files are taken at the following distances from the mask: (a) 0 m, (b) 2.4 m, (c)
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10 (a) Intensity patterns of a GS and an OPB after propagating 1 km in an open out-

door environment.58 (b) Comparison of beam spot morphology for both beams

after 1 km of transmission under clear and rainy-foggy atmospheric conditions.173

(c) Comparison of spatial and temporal stability between the OPB and GS, demon-

strating the superior robustness of the OPB under long-distance and adverse weather

conditions.58, 173

11 Experimental observations of VOPBs in free space for different values of the phase

modulation exponent γ. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup used for the gen-

eration and detection of the VOPBs. Path 1 highlights the beamline used for the

generation, while Path 2 the beamline used for carrying out the interferograms.

(bl)-(d1) Normalized side-view of the beams in the y − z plane for (b1) γ = 0.5,

(c1) γ = 1, and (d1) γ = 1.5. (b2)-(d2) Intensity distributions and (b3)-(d3) inter-

ferograms recorded at the distance z = 250 mm, marked by dashed white lines in
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12 (a-c) The total intensity distribution(a), the x-component(b), and the y-component

(c) of the VVOPB spot recorded by a beam profile analyzer. (d-g) distribution of

the beam centroid with 1000 frames, (d, e) and Centroid intensity fluctuations with
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for the VVOPB (the second row). (h-i) Experimental results of the scintillation
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13 (a-e) Field amplitude dynamics of (a) an IOPB with and comparison with (b)

OPB with γ = 1 (BBs), (c) a OPB with γ = 1.4, (d) a CGB, and (e) an FGB.

In (a), (b), and (c) zmax = 8 kmis the maximum propagation distance of these
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index versus propagation distance for beams propagating in moderate turbulence

(C2
n = 10−15m−2/3) and strong turbulence (C2

n = 10−14m−2/3). All beams are
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14 (a) Subwavelength IOPB are generated by integrating a simple plasma structure

on the end face of the optical fiber. (b-c) SEM images of nano-ring grooves and

nano-metal petal structures. (d) Device diagram. (e) The normalized intensity dis-

tribution of the output light field on the x-axis. (f) The beam generated by the

nano-petal structure has the ability to suppress side petals along the beam direc-

tion. (g) The variation of the main lobe bandwidth of IOPB with the propagation

distance in different environments. (h) The normalized intensity distribution on the
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15 The transport patterns of VIOPB when γ = 4and topological charges (a) n = 0,(b)

n = 1,(c) n = 2,(d) n = 3. The phase of each beam after propagation at L = 6km
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tion of the OPB with the optimal γ = 0.4based on the scintillation index;(f1)-(f4)

The curves of the scintillation index of VIOPB with different receiving apertures

varying with the transmission distance L when γ = 0.4.65
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16 (a) The basic architecture of an OPB-based laser communication link. (b) Ex-

perimental optical path. (c) Experimentally measured limited-size Rx aperture-

induced power loss under different Rx aperture sizes for a Gaussian, focused Gaus-

sian, and pin-like beam at different transmission distances. (d) BER performance

for a GS and OPB at z = 0.45m. (e) Eye diagrams for a GS and OPB at z =

0.45m.68

17 (a)-(d) Variation of the scintillation index with propagation distance under different

atmospheric turbulence of D/r0 = 5, D/r0 = 10, D/r0 = 15,and D/r0 = 20.222

(e)-(f) Probability distribution of BER for OPB and GS when the turbulence inten-

sity is r0 = 1.2cm, and r0 = 2.1cm.70

18 High-speed 1-km FSO link performance enabled by the OPB receiver: (a) Layout

of the 1-km outdoor link. (b) Root-mean-square error (RMSE) of the coupled opti-

cal power at the Gaussian and OPB receivers under various atmospheric conditions

(left y-axis), where the blue curve denotes the power fluctuation suppression ratio

(PFSR) obtained from the fitted trend (right y-axis). (c) BER characteristics of the

transmitter, Gaussian receiver, and OPB receiver as a function of transmit power.

(d-e) Eye patterns of the Gaussian and OPB receivers at 1.25 Gbps with a 15 mm

receive aperture.72

19 Test results of underwater laser communication based on OPB:(a) Schematic di-

agram and physical image of the underwater laser communication optical path.

(b-e) BER (b) and Error Vector Magnitude (EVM) (c) of different beams at vari-

ous underwater distances, as well as BER (d) and EVM (e) for different subcarrier

numbers.71

20 Hyper-sampling imaging technology. (a) Interference light field after eliminat-

ing the transverse wave vectors. (b) Measured pixel-level quantum efficiency. (c)

Measured sub-pixel-level quantum efficiency. (d-f) Original images of Chinese
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