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Abstract

Semi-analytical methods, such as rigorous coupled wave analysis, have been pivotal for
numerical analysis of photonic structures. In comparison to other methods, they offer much
faster computation, especially for structures with constant cross-sectional shapes (such as
metasurface units). However, when the cross-sectional shape varies even mildly (such as a
taper), existing semi-analytical methods suffer from high computational cost. We show that
the existing methods can be viewed as a zeroth-order approximation with respect to the
structure’s cross-sectional variation. We instead derive a high-order perturbative expansion
with respect to the cross-sectional variation. Based on this expansion, we propose a new
semi-analytical method that is fast to compute even in presence of large cross-sectional shape
variation. Furthermore, we design an algorithm that automatically discretizes the structure
in a way that achieves a user specified accuracy level while at the same time reducing the
computational cost.

1 Introduction

Numerical simulation is a fundamental tool for understanding photonic structures. Among many
popular methods, semi-analytical methods, such as rigorous coupled wave analysis (RCWA) [15],
have been widely used for analyzing such devices as metasurfaces [6], gratings [14] and waveg-
uides [24]. In comparison to other methods, such as finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) meth-
ods, semi-analytical methods often have much lower computational cost.

This advantage stems from how semi-analytical methods discretize Maxwell’s equations. In
contrast to other approaches (e.g., FDTD methods) that discretize the spatial domain fully (i.e.,
in all three dimensions) [23], semi-analytical methods discretize the spatial domain partially
(e.g., in only x- and y-dimension but not z-dimension). This is possible because many photonic
structures have a primary light propagation direction (referred in this paper as z-direction; see
Fig. 2). In some cases, along the light propagation direction, the structure’s cross-sectional shape
stays unchanged (e.g., a metasurface unit). Therefore, we do not have to discretize the structure
along z-direction; instead, light propagation in the structure can be viewed as superposition
of individual propagating modes experiencing phase shifts. This is the fundamental view that
enables semi-analytical methods to reduce computational cost (see 2.1).
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Figure 1: Discretization in conventional and our method. Provided a photonic structure
with varying cross-sectional shape (a), conventional semi-analytical methods (such as RCWA)
must discretize the structure along the wave propagation direction into many thin sections (b),
leading to expensive computation. (c) Our method discretizes the structure adaptively into a
much smaller number of sections, thanks to the use of higher-order perturbative expansions. The
arrows indicate the incoming and outgoing direction of light waves.

However, this view becomes unsound for many photonic structures wherein along the primary
light propagation direction, the structure’s cross section varies [13, 17]. A common example is
photonic waveguides (such as a taper; see Fig. 1-a). To simulate these photonic structures using
semi-analytical methods, one has to further discretize the structure along z-direction into a
series of thin sections [9,11] (see Fig. 1-b). In each section, the cross-sectional shape is assumed
unchanged, and thereby a semi-analytical method can be used to simulate that section. Yet,
this approach requires a large number of sections, which in turn devastate the computational
advantage of semi-analytical methods. Apart from the computational cost, it is often unclear
how many discrete sections are needed to achieve certain accuracy. In practice, one has to rely
on trail and error to choose a proper resolution for sufficient accuracy. Oftentimes, to obtain
satisfactory results, multiple runs of the simulation method (each with a different resolution) are
needed.

In this work, we overcome these limitations. Our method requires no trial and error, thus
much easier to use: provided a photonic structure and a user-specified accuracy level (i.e., a
real number), our method automatically decides how to discretize the structure in z-direction,
aiming to reduce the overall computational cost while achieving the desired accuracy. To obtain
simulation results of user-specified accuracy, only one run is needed.

To this end, our core development is twofold: 1) We show that the conventional semi-
analytical methods (such as RCWA) are merely zeroth-order approximation with respect to
the structure’s cross-sectional variation. Through a novel change of variable, we propose a high-
order semi-analytical method, which allows the structure’s cross section to vary over z-direction,
without discretizing it into thin sections. 2) Leveraging this high-order method, we introduce an
algorithm that automatically and adaptively discretizes the structure to achieve a user specified
accuracy level. For regions where the cross section varies rapidly in z-direction, our algorithm
will slice the structure in fine resolution to ensure simulation accuracy; for regions with little
cross-sectional variance, it will discretize them coarsely to save computational cost.

We use our method to analyze various photonic structures, and compare it with conventional
semi-analytical methods (such as RCWA). We show that our method, as a higher-order approach,
indeed converges faster. As a result, to obtain the same level of accuracy, our method requires
much less computational time and no resolution tuning at all.
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2 Method

We now present our core development. To understand the rationale behind our development, we
start by briefly reviewing the limitations of widely used semi-analytical methods.

2.1 Established Semi-analytical Methods and Their Limitations

Semi-analytical methods discretize the spatial domain of Maxwell’s equations in x- and y-
directions but not in z-direction. In frequency domain, Maxwell’s equations become into

∂e

∂z
=

j

k0
Ph and

∂h

∂z
=

j

k0
Qe, (1)

where the vectors e and h are discrete representations of the electric and magnetic fields on
an xy-plane at a z position, and the matrices P and Q encode the distributions of material
permeability and permittivity on the xy-plane at the same z position. Depending on specific
representations of e and h, different semi-analytical methods emerge. The most widely used
(e.g., for the analysis of metasurfaces [6], gratings [14] and waveguides [24]) is rigorous coupled
wave analysis (RCWA) method, wherein e and h are discretized using 2D Fourier basis on the
xy-plane. In this paper, our development can be applied to semi-analytical methods in general
(such as the method of lines [18]), although our implementation and numerical experiments focus
in particular on the RCWA method.

When the structure’s cross-sectional shape is fixed along z-direction, both P and Q in (1)
are constant matrices, and Eq. (1) can be solved through an eigenvalue decomposition, that is,
PQ = WΛ2W−1. The resulting W and Λ allow us to express the solution of (1) as

e =
1

2
W
(
eΛzaL + e−ΛzbL

)
and h =

1

2
V
(
eΛzaL − e−ΛzbL

)
. (2)

Here V is the basis for describing the cross-sectional magnetic field, related to the eigenvectors
W (i.e., the basis for electric field) through V = QWΛ−1; aL and bL are vectors stacking
the coefficients of the forward and backward light waves at the left end of the structure (see
Fig. 2). In addition, from Eq. (2), we can define the structure’s scattering matrix, which relates
the output state of an optical wave after propagating through the structure with its input state,
namely [

aR

bL

]
= S

[
aL

bR

]
, where S =

[
T LR RR

RL TRL

]
, (3)

where, corresponding to aL and bL, aR and bR describe the forward and backward waves at the
right end (see Fig. 2). Once the scattering matrix is known, the structure’s optical performance
(e.g., mode conversion efficiency and phase shift of a waveguide) can be directly computed.

When the structure’s cross-sectional shape varies along z-direction, one has to split the struc-
ture into a series of small sections so that every section can be approximated as having a fixed
cross section (Fig. 1-b). Each section i is then analyzed through the aforementioned process,
from which one can compute its scattering matrix Si. Finally, by combining all the scattering
matrices using Redheffer star product [19], the entire structure’s scattering matrix is obtained.

Limitations. In semi-analytical methods, the assumption of having a fixed cross section can
be viewed as a zeroth-order approximation of the structure (as derived in Sec. 2.2). To achieve
sufficient accuracy, such a crude approximation must be remedied with small structure length. As
a result, even mild cross-sectional variation requires a large number of discrete sections (Fig. 1-
b). For every section, an eigenvalue decomposition is needed, and thus its computational cost
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(a) (b)

z=r

Pr, QrPr, Qr

Figure 2: Notation. Provided a photonic structure section, we model light wave propagation in
four components: the incoming and outgoing waves at both the left and right ends, as shown by
the orange arrows. (a) A section with constant cross-sectional shape has fixed material matrices
P r and Qr. (b) When a section has a varying cross-sectional shape, we choose a specific position
z = r (called reference position), and use the material matrices, P r and Qr, at z = r to construct
the basis for describing forward and backward waves. Our method treats such a section as a
perturbation of a section with constant cross-sectional shape in (a), and leverages a perturbative
expansion for numerical simulation. Here for visualization purpose, we cut through the section
at z = r to reveal the cross-section at z = r, which may differ from the cross-sectional shape at
its two ends.

is further scaled by the total number of sections. To reduce the computational cost, we need
to reduce the total number of discrete sections (Fig. 1-c) while retaining simulation accuracy.
This motivates us to seek a high-order semi-analytical method, one that accounts for the cross-
sectional variation in a long section and thereby reduces the total number of sections.

2.2 High-order Semi-analytical Methods

Consider a section of photonic structure along z-direction. Suppose its cross-sectional shape
varies, that is, in Eq. (1), P and Q are not constant matrices; they change over z. In this case,
the solution of (1) is not as simple as (2). Now, our goal is to express the solution of (1) as a
perturbative expansion with respect to cross-section variation (Fig. 2), and this expansion will
serve as the core numerical recipe of our method.

Näıve solution. To understand the insight of our development, we start with a näıve (but
impractical) expansion form of the solution. First, inspired by Eq. (2), we use a set of basis
vectors W and V to describe cross-sectional electric and magnetic fields respectively—the specific
choice of W and V in presence of varying cross section will be described shortly. The cross-
sectional electric and magnetic fields, e and h, are formed by light waves propagating forward
and backward in the structure, with the relations:

a(z) = W−1e(z) + V −1h(z) and b(z) = W−1e(z)− V −1h(z), (4)

where a and b are coefficients in the chosen basis for describing the forward and backward waves,
respectively, and they vary over z. Next, to establish a differential equation of a (and b), we
differentiate both sides of (4), and then using Maxwell’s equations (1), we obtain

∂a

∂z
= W−1 ∂e

∂z
+ V −1 ∂h

∂z
=

j

2k0

[
W−1PV (a− b) + V −1QW (a + b)

]
. (5)
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Equivalently, we have the integral equation

a(z) = a(zL)+
j

2k0

∫ z

zL

[(
W−1PV + V −1QW

)
a(z′) +

(
V −1QW −W−1PV

)
b(z′)

]
dz′, (6)

where zL is the starting z position of the considered structure section. Note also that both P
and Q vary over z, and a similar integral equation can be obtained for b(z). Equation (6), in
theory, allows us to express a(z) as a perturbative expansion. This is achieved by recursively
substituting a(z′) in the integrand with Eq. (6) itself up to a certain order (and similarly for
b(z)). For example, to obtain a first-order expansion, one can replace a(z′) and b(z′) in (6) with
their zeroth-order approximations aL ≈ a(zL) and bR ≈ b(zR).

To use this expansion for analyzing a long section (and thereby reduce the total number of
sections), the norms of W−1PV and V −1QW must be sufficiently small—an intuitive expla-
nation of this requirement is provided in Supplement 1. This requirement, however, is hardly
satisfied in practice, as both P and Q depend on the cross-sectional material distribution, and
their norms may become arbitrarily large. Nevertheless, the development of this expansion mo-
tivates a viable strategy: in order to obtain a stable perturbative expansion, we need to avoid
using P and Q in an integral equation like (6); instead, we seek an expansion that involves only
the variation of P and Q over z.

Preconditioned solution. Our proposed expansion starts with a change of variables. We
introduce two variables:

ã = e−
j
k0

Λza and b̃ = e
j
k0

Λzb, (7)

where Λ is the eigenvalue matrix resulted from eigen-decomposition P rQr = WΛ2W−1. Here,
P r and Qr are fixed matrices encoding the distribution of material permeability and permittivity
at a particular z = r position. Ideally, the cross section at z = r is chosen to represent the
“average” cross section over the entire section so that it can be used to construct the basis
vectors W and V . We therefore refer to this position as the reference position of the section
(see Fig. 2-b). While in theory one can choose any r position, in practice we simply use the
mid-point of the section. The resulting W (and V through V = QWΛ−1) is used as the basis
for describing forward and backward waves (recall Eq. (4)).

This change of variables is the key to introduce the variation of P and Q in an integral equa-
tion similar to (6). By differentiating (7) and using Eq. (1), we obtain the following differential
equations (see the derivation in Supplement 2):

∂ã

∂z
=

j

2k0
e

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
δAe

(
j
k0

Λz
)
ã− j

2k0
e

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
δBe

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
b̃,

∂b̃

∂z
=

j

2k0
e

(
j
k0

Λz
)
δBe

(
j
k0

Λz
)
ã− j

2k0
e

(
j
k0

Λz
)
δAe

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
b̃,

(8)

where δA and δB are related to the material variation along z-direction, namely,

δA(z) = W−1 (P (z)− P r)V + V −1 (Q(z)−Qr)W ,

δB(z) = W−1 (P (z)− P r)V − V −1 (Q(z)−Qr)W .
(9)

Next, we rewrite Eq. (8) in integral forms and replace ã and b̃ using Eq. (7). This leads to a
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new set of integral equations of a(z) and b(z), ones that differ from (6):

a(z) = e
j
k0

Λ(z−zL)aL +
j

2k0

∫ z

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z−z′)δA(z′)a(z′)dz′ − j

2k0

∫ z

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z−z′)δB(z′)b(z′)dz′

(10)

b(z) = e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z)bR −
j

2k0

∫ zR

z

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−z)δB(z′)a(z′)dz′ +
j

2k0

∫ zR

z

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−z)δA(z′)b(z′)dz′.

(11)

Note that here the two equations are integrated from different directions. In Eq. (10), we use aL

at the left end of the section as the initial value, and the integral is along the forward direction.
On the contrary, Eq. (11) integrates along the backward direction, using bR as the initial value.
In this way, all the propagation phase terms (i.e., ejΛ∆z/k0) become smaller than one, and thereby
the numerical computation of these integrals stays stable.

Now, we can construct perturbative expansions of the outgoing waves aR and bL. Similar
to the construction of the näıve expansions above, we substitute a(z′) and b(z′) in the integral
terms with Eqs. (10) and (11) themselves, and this substitution is done recursively up to a certain
order. These expansions offer a numerical recipe for analyzing how the structure interacts with
propagating waves. For example, provided the input waves to the section, including the forward
wave at the left end (described by aL; see Fig. 2) and the backward wave at the right end
(described by bR), the outgoing waves at the right and left ends can be estimated using the
following first-order expansions:

(12)
aR ≈ e

j
k0

Λ(zR−zL)aL +
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′aL

− j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′bR,

(13)
bL ≈ e

j
k0

Λ(zR−zL)bR +
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′bR

− j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′aL.

Remarkably, these expansions do not involve W−1PV or V −1QW (unlike (6)). But rather,
their integrands depend on δA and δB. Thus, Eqs. (12) and (13) can be viewed as a (first-order)
perturbation solution of the outgoing waves. If the cross section is invariant, δA = δB = 0,
and the integral terms in Eqs. (12) and (13) vanish. In this case, the expressions are precisely
the same as the conventional semi-analytical methods, indicating that the conventional semi-
analytical methods are zeroth-order perturbation in presence of cross-sectional variation. If the
cross section is slowly varying over z, the norms of δA and δB are small, and thereby the
first-order perturbation converges even for a long section. This contrasts starkly to the näıve
expansions based on Eq. (6), whose reliance on P and Q drastically restricts the section length.
If the cross section varies quickly, the norms of δA and δB may be large, and we have to use
short section length to ensure convergence of our perturbation solution.

Discussion: alternative approaches. Maxwell’s equation (1) may also be viewed as an
initial value problem provided with the electric and magnetic fields at z = zL. Solution to this
initial value problem can be expressed as a product integral that involves matrix exponentials [7,
21]:

[
e(zR)
h(zR)

]
= lim

N→∞

1∏

i=N

exp

(
j(zi − zi−1)

k0

[
0 P r(zi−1 → zi)

Q(zi−1 → zi) 0

])[
e(zL)
h(zL)

]
. (14)
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In this expression, the structure is also discretized into a series of sections at zi, where zL = z0 <
z1 < · · · < zN = zR; and P r and Qr are permeability and permittivity matrices evaluated at
the reference position of each section.

Numerical evaluation of (14), however, is rather challenging. Prior works use a low-order
Taylor expansion of the matrix exponentials to evaluate (14) [10,20]. But to use this expansion,
section length must be excessively short (i.e., zi − zi−1 ≤ 0.1λ where λ is the wavelength), and
a large number of sections are needed.

Another approach is to convert the product of matrix exponential into the exponential of
matrix summation, similar to

∏
exp (xi) = exp (

∑
i xi) for scalar values xi. However, this is

not straightforward because matrix multiplication is noncommutative. As a result, Magnus
expansion [1, 2, 8] and Fer expansion [22] have been used to correct the use of exponential of
matrix summation. In this vein, RCWA can be viewed as an approximation of Magnus expansion,
as shown in [4]. Although a high-order approximation of Magnus expansion was introduced in [4],
it still requires each discrete section to be short even with small cross-sectional variation.

A more fundamental problem of this line of approaches stems from the treatment of initial
value problem. Light propagating in photonic structures almost always scatters, resulting in
forward and backward propagations. But treating it as an initial value problem implies that
only a single direction is considered, thus causing the numerical integration unstable. It is this
reason that our method, like conventional RCWA, separates the light waves into forward and
backward going components, and integrate them along two separate directions (recall (10) and
(11)).

2.3 Numerical Implementation with Adaptive Discretization

Numerical integration. The integrals in Eqs. (12) and (13) can be numerically evaluated
using a quadrature rule. In practice, we use the quadrature rule that samples three positions,
at zL, zL+zR

2 , and zR, respectively, and the integral is estimated by weighted summation of the
integrand values at the sampled positions. This quadrature rule involves only matrix multi-
plications, and thus can be computed at low cost; in practice, we implement it on a Graphics
Processing Unit (GPU). Consequently, the major cost of evaluating wave propagation in a sin-
gle section (using (12) and (13)) comes from the eigen-decomposition that computes W , Λ,
and V at the reference position. For a single structure section, the eigen-decomposition is also
needed in conventional semi-analytical methods. Our perturbative expansion is more accurate
at a trivial cost of the additional numerical integration. But when it comes to simulating an
entire photonic structure, our expansion enables adaptively discretization of the structure along
z-direction, thereby reducing the overall computational cost and outperforming the conventional
methods. Next, we describe our algorithm for simulating an entire structure.

Adaptive discretization. We now consider the simulation of an entire photonic structure,
not just a single section. We propose an algorithm that adaptively discretizes the structure in
z-direction and simulates wave propagation. Input to our algorithm is a photonic structure and
a desired accuracy level (i.e., a real number). The goal here is to achieve the desired accuracy
while reducing the overall computational cost.

Our proposed algorithm is outlined in Algorithm 1. The key idea behind this algorithm
is as follows: starting from the entire structure as a single section, it recursively subdivides a
structure section into M subsections (Line 5 in Algorithm 1). The subdivision occurs when an
estimated simulation error of the current section is larger than the user specified accuracy level
α (Line 2 in Algorithm 1). Afterwards, all subsections are simulated individually, and they may
be subdivided further in a recursive way (Line 9). For each subsection, we compute how the
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Algorithm 1: Adaptive-Variant-RCWA(zmin, zmax, α)

Input: Simulated region along z axis: [zmin, zmax], error bound α
Output: Scattering matrix from zmin to zmax

Data: Simulated Geometry G
1 Evaluate high order scattering matrix S according to Supplement 3 by sampling on G
2 if estimated error (see Supplement 6) < α then
3 return S

4 else
5 Subdivide this section into M subsections (z0, z1), (z1, z2), . . . , (zM−1, zM )
6 where zmin = z0 < z1 < · · · < zM = zmax

7 Find a reference point for each subsection.
8 for i = 1, ..., M do
9 scattering matrix Si(zi−1 → zi)← Adaptive-Variant-RCWA(zi−1, zi, α)

10 Project the basis of Si to match the basis of Si−1 (see Supplement 4)

11 return S ← Redheffer star product of S1, ..., SM .

wave propagates using (12) and (13), and further compute this subsection’s scattering matrix
(Line 1; see Supplement 3 for detailed formulas). Lastly, the scattering matrices of individual
subsections are combined through Redheffer star product [19] to form the scattering matrix of
the parent section (Line 11).

We estimate the error by computing the discrepancy of asymptotic expansions in two consec-
utive orders (e.g., between zeroth order and first order) Supplement 6—such an error estimation
has been used in other asymptotic expansions [3, 5]. In practice, when a section is subdivided,
we subdivide it into three subsections (i.e., M = 3). In this way, the eigen-decomposition needed
for the parent section can be reused for simulating the central subsection (see Fig. 3-b). An
alternative is to use binary subdivision (i.e., M = 2), which we will compare in our numerical
experiments in 3.2.

Through recursive subdivision, adaptive discretization on z-direction naturally emerges: re-
gions with rapidly varying cross-sections will be more subdivided, and thereby the algorithm
automatically uses fine sections to ensure accuracy; meanwhile, in smoothly varying regions, it
uses low resolution to save computation.

3 Results

We conduct numerical experiments to validate the accuracy of our method and compare its
performance with conventional semi-analytical methods. Since there are different ways of imple-
menting semi-analytical methods (depending on how e and h in (1) are represented), we adopt
the most widely used representation, the RCWA method [15].

We implement both our method and the conventional RCWA in C++ programming language.
Numerical computation in both methods, such as matrix multiplication and eigen-decomposition,
can benefit from parallel computation. We therefore leverage CUDA [16] on Nvidia Graphics
Processing Units (GPUs) to accelerate the computation in both methods.
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subsection a subsection b

subsection b subsection a subsection c

section a

section a

Pr, Qr Pr, Qr

Pr, Qr Pr, Qr

subdivide

(a)

(b)

subdivide

Figure 3: (a) we choose the midpoint of each section as its reference point to evaluate P r and
Qr. When subdividing one section, we subdivide it evenly into three subsections. In this way,
the midpoint of the mid-section is the same as that of the parent section, and thus P r and Qr

can be reused. (b) We also experimented with subdividing a section evenly into two subsections
(i.e., M = 2). This strategy is proper when we use the endpoint of a section as its reference
point.
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Figure 4: (a) We use VarRCWA to analyze a waveguide whose cross-sectional shape changes
linearly. The length of the waveguide is 1 µm. Its width on the right end is fixed at 2.6 µm,
and we use a parameter p to specify the width on the left end. When p = 1, the left width
is 3.7 µm, and when p = 0, the left width is the same as the right end (i.e., 2.6 µm). (b) We
simulate this waveguide with no z-direction discretization (i.e., treating it as a single section),
and measure the scattering matrix errors as p changes. (c) We then increase the z-direction
resolution, and measure the scattering matrix errors as p changes. In the legends, “midpoint”
indicates the use of the middle position as the reference position to construct P r and Qr(see
Fig. 3-a), and “endpoint” indicates the use of the end position of a section as the reference
position (see Fig. 3-b). See Data File 1-2 for underlying values.

3.1 Validation

To validate the accuracy of our method, we consider a trapezoid-shaped waveguide as shown in
Fig. 4-a. This waveguide has a fixed 220nm thickness, and we use a parameter p to control its
cross-sectional variation from its left to right end (see Fig. 4 caption).

First, we verify that our method has higher accuracy than the conventional method. To
evaluate the accuracy, we first discretize the waveguide into 256 sections, and compute the entire
waveguide’s scattering matrix S∗ using the conventional RCWA. This S∗ is then used as a
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ground-truth to measure a max norm error, ‖S − S∗‖max, where S is the scattering matrix
resulted from either our method or the conventional RCWA. In both cases, we use a single
section to simulate the entire waveguide for fair comparison. We measure the errors while the
cross-sectional variation (controlled by p) changes. As shown in Fig. 4-b, when the cross-sectional
variation is large (i.e., p→ 1), our method is more accurate than conventional RCWA, thanks to
its higher-order approximation. When the variation becomes small (i.e., p → 0), both methods
have comparable accuracy.

Further, we evaluate the convergence of our method. We again consider the waveguide
shown in Fig. 4 (with p = 1), and evaluate the scattering matrix errors of our method and
the conventional RCWA while the z-direction resolutions (in both methods) increases. The
results are reported in Fig. 4-c: our method converges faster; as the resolution becomes higher,
our method is much more accurate.

3.2 Performance for Various Waveguides

Next, we test the performance of our method for analyzing various photonic structures. The
shapes of these structures are described in Fig. 5. For each structure, the ground-truth scat-
tering matrix is computed using the conventional RCWA with a high resolution in z-direction
(N = 1024). Provided the ground-truth scattering matrix, we measure the performance-accuracy
curve for our method and the conventional RCWA: for our method, we progressively reduce the
error threshold (i.e., α in Algorithm 1); and for each error threshold, we measure the resulting
scattering matrix error and the computational cost. This allows us to plot a curve showing
how the accuracy changes over the computation time. Similary, for conventional RCWA, we
progressively increase the z-direction resolution, and measure the scattering matrix error and
computation time. All the timings are measured on a workstation with 8 Intel Xeon(R) E5-1620
CPUs running at 3.60GHz and an NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1080 GPU.

The resulting performance-accuracy curves are shown in Fig. 5. Given a fixed accuracy level
(indicated by the green horizontal line in Fig. 5), our method is significantly faster. For example,
to compute the scattering matrix with an error around 10−4, out method is at least 3.5× faster
than the conventional RCWA for all test cases. In certain cases such as Fig. 5-e, our method is
even an order of magnitude faster. In all cases, our method converges faster than the conventional
RCWA, confirming that ours is a higher-order method. This means that as the speedup of our
method will become more pronounced as the desired accuracy level increases.

We also note that when the conventional RCWA is used for analyzing a particular photonic
structure, there exists no guideline to determine the z-direction resolution for a certain accuracy
level. As a result, in practice, one has to rely on multiple trials to choose a proper resolution,
and thus spend more time than what is reported in Fig. 5.

Finally, we evaluate our method on two real-world examples shown in Fig. 6, namely a Y-
shaped waveguide and a frequency splitter. The former is smoothed out from our design of
90/10 splitter [25] using Bézier curve and the latter is reported in [12]. Again, the ground-truth
scattering matrices for both cases are obtained by the conventional RCWA, with 8192 discrete
sections for the Y-shaped waveguide and 32768 sections for the frequency splitter, since the latter
has more complex geometry. As shown in Fig. 6, our method converges faster, and for sufficiently
high accuracy, our method has much lower computational cost.

4 Conclusion

In summary, we present a high-order semi-analytical method. Our method is best suited for
simulating photonic structures whose cross-sectional shapes vary along the propagation direction.
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Figure 5: Tests on various waveguide geometries. (a) a trapezoid waveguide. (b) a long
waveguide of 10µm length. (c-d) waveguides with exponential shape changes along one side. (e)
a piecewise-linear waveguide. (f) a waveguide with a sinusoidal side variation. All waveguides
except (b) are of length 1µm. Their thicknesses are fixed at 0.22µm. The speedup of our method
over the conventional RCWA for the same accuracy level (i.e., 10−4) is marked in yellow color.
See Data File 3-8 for underlying values.
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Figure 6: Tests on complex photonic structures. (a) a Y-shape waveguide. (b) a frequency
splitter reported in [12]. See Data File 9-12 for underlying values.

In comparison to conventional semi-analytical methods, our method is faster and more accurate.
In addition, our method allows the user to specify an accuracy level, and adaptively discretizes
the structure along z-direction to achieve the desired accuracy.

In future, this work can be extended in various directions. Currently, when subdivision of a
section occurs, the section is subdivided into three subsections uniformly. It is also possible to
subdivide non-uniformly, according to the local cross-sectional shape of the structure. Moreover,
our implementation uses the first-order expansion that we derived, although we can easily extend
it to use even higher order expansion by recursively substituting a lower-order expansion into
(10) and (11). In practice, our method based on the first-order expansion already outperforms
the conventional RCWA.
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1 Explanation of the requirement of the integrand in
Eqn. (6)

To use Eqn. (6) for a long section, the coefficients W−1PV and V −1QW should be small
enough. We explain the intuition behind this requirement using a simple example, a scalar
differential equation in a similar form of Eqn. (5)

d

dz
y(z) = ay(z), (1)

where a is a constant, similar to W−1PV and V −1QW in Eqn. (5), and y(z) is similar to
the vectors a(z′) and b(z′) therein. This equation can be written as an integral form similar
to Eqn. (6):

y(z) = y(zL) +

∫ z

zL

ay(z′)dz′. (2)

By recursively substituting (2) into y(z′), we get

y(z) =

[
1 +

∫
adz′ +

1

2

(∫
adz′

)2

+ · · ·
]
y(zL), (3)

where the right-hand side is a Taylor expansion of exp
(∫
adz′

)
:

exp

(∫
adz′

)
= 1 +

∫
adz′ +

1

2

(∫
adz′

)2

+ · · · (4)

Although Taylor expansion of an exponential always converges for all
∫
adz′, if we truncate

this series to the first order, the residual, which is

Re =

∣∣∣∣exp

(∫
adz′

)
− 1−

∫
adz′

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

(∫
adz′

)2
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣
1

2
+ o

(∫
adz′

)∣∣∣∣ , (5)
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scales with the magnitude of
∫
adz′ = a(z − zL) = aL. In order to increase the length L of

this integral while maintaining the same integral value aL (hence the accuracy), a should be
small enough. Similarly W−1PV and V −1QW should be small enough to ensure plausible
accuracy of the first order truncation. W and V do not scale with the section length as they
are eigenvectors. Therefore, P and Q must have small enough norms, which unfortunately
can not be guaranteed.

2 Derivation of Eqn. (8)

Note that the coefficients P and Q, which depend on the cross-sectional material distribu-
tion, can be arbitrarily large, even if the section has a fixed cross section. We therefore wish
to replace them by δP and δQ, which depend only on the cross-sectional variation of the
section. To this end, instead of differentiating a and b, we scale a and b first in order to
cancel out some terms and construct δP and δQ. In particular, let

ã = γ1(z)a(z) (6)

b̃ = γ2(z)b(z) (7)

for some specific choices of γ1(z) and γ2(z). Inspired by [1] and the derivation of RCWA,
after several trials, we find γ1(z) and γ2(z) in Eqs. (7).

Firstly, we differentiate ã in the first part of Eqn. (7) as

∂ã

∂z
= − j

k0
Λã + exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
∂a

∂z
. (8)

The first term − j
k0

Λã is emerged to construct δP and δQ. Now substitude Eqs. (5) in (8):

∂ã

∂z
=

j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)(
−2Λa + W−1PV (a− b) + V −1QW (a + b)

)
. (9)

From P rQr = WΛ2W−1 and V = QrWΛ−1, we get the following relations:

Λ = V −1QrW = W−1P rV . (10)

Next, by substituting Eqs. (10) into (9), we obtain

∂ã

∂z
=

j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)(
W−1 (P − P r)V a + V −1 (Q−Qr)Wa−W−1PV b + V −1QWb

)

=
j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)(
W−1δPV a + V −1δQWa−W−1PV b + V −1QWb

)

There are still P and Q in the coefficients of b. But the signs of the coefficients are different,
one is positive and the other one is negative. Therefore, we can add an extra zero term
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(Λ−Λ)b to help with the cancellation:

∂ã

∂z
=

j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)(
δAa−W−1PV b + V −1QWb + (Λ−Λ) b

)

=
j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)(
δAa−W−1PV b + V −1QWb +

(
W−1P rV − V −1QrW

)
b
)

=
j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
(δAa− δBb)

=
j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
δA exp

(
j

k0
Λz

)
ã− j

2k0
exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
δB exp

(
− j

k0
Λz

)
b̃.

(11)

Thanks to the symmetry of ã and b̃, we can get the differentiation of b̃ the same way.

3 Construction of the high order scattering matrix

The matrix elements in Eqn.(3) can be extracted from Eqs. (12) and (13) as follows:

TLR = e
j
k0

Λ(zR−zL) +
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′ (12)

RR = − j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′ (13)

RL = − j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′ (14)

TRL = e
j
k0

Λ(zR−zL) +
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′. (15)

4 Projection of scattering matrix

Because the scattering matrix at a section i in (given in Eqs. (23-26)) is expressed in the
basis of eigenmodes at the reference position of section i. If the eigenmodes are different from
those of section (i− 1), we need to reproject the scattering matrix at section i to match the
eigenmodes of section (i− 1) before using Redheffer star product to multiply them together.

According to the continuity of the tangential fields at the interface between the two
sections, if we denote the eigenmodes at section i as W i and V i, and we use the superscript
(i − 1) to denote the vector is represented in the basis of section (i − 1), while the vectors
without superscripts are in the basis of the section i. From Eq. (2), we have

W i−1
(
a
(i−1)
L + b

(i−1)
L

)
= W i (aL + bL)

V i−1
(
a
(i−1)
L − b

(i−1)
L

)
= V i (aL − bL) .

(16)
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Now we denote

X =
1

2

(
W−1

i W i−1 + V −1i V i−1
)

Y =
1

2

(
W−1

i W i−1 − V −1i V i−1
)
,

(17)

which allow us to express aL and bL using (16), namely,

aL = Xa
(i−1)
L + Y b

(i−1)
L

bL = Y a
(i−1)
L + Xb

(i−1)
L .

(18)

Meanwhile, according to the scattering matrix definition in Eq. (3), we have

bL = RLaL + TRLbR

(X −RLY ) b
(i−1)
L = − (Y −RLX)a

(i−1)
L + TRLbR.

(19)

By comparing (18) to (19), we obtain the recipe for reprojection of the scattering matrix:

R̃L = − (X −RLY )
−1

(Y −RLX)

T̃RL = (X −RLY )
−1

TRL.
(20)

Similarly, from

aR = TLRXa
(i−1)
L + TLRY

(
R̃La

(i−1)
L + T̃RLbR

)
+ RRbR, (21)

We have

T̃LR = TLRX + TLRY R̃L

R̃R = TLRY T̃RL + RR.
(22)

The projected scattering matrix elements R̃L, T̃RL, T̃LR, R̃R can be left multiplied by the
scattering matrix of section (i− 1).

5 CPU Implementation

We have also implemented our method on CPU. We choose the same structure as Fig. 5-a to
run the experiments. As is shown in Fig 1, our method performs better no matter we choose
the midpoint or endpoint as the reference point. However, because the program runs se-
quentially, the CPU implementation cannot parallelize the computation of matrix products,
which is not so efficient. Therefore, matrix product still takes a noticeable amount of time
(1/20 per operation) compared to eigenvalue decomposition. Although both RCWA and
our method running on CPU are slower, our method is still faster compared to conventional
RCWA, although the speedup of our method is not as significant as on GPU.
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Figure 1: CPU implementation of the experiments in Fig. 5(a). See Data File 13 for
underlying values.

6 Error Estimation

When subdividing the waveguide, our algorithm checks if an estimated error meets the user-
provided accuracy level α. To estimate the error, we compare the scattering matrix of the pth
order and the (p− 1)th order. In our case, we subtract the results standard RCWA (p = 0)
from the results in Eqs. (23-26) (p = 1), and get the following four difference matrices

∆TLR =
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′ (23)

∆RR = − j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′ (24)

∆RL = − j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δB(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)dz′ (25)

∆TRL =
j

2k0

∫ zR

zL

e
j
k0

Λ(z′−zL)δA(z′)e
j
k0

Λ(zR−z′)dz′. (26)

We use the maximum value ε of the max norms of the above four matrices as the estimated
error, and compare ε with user-provided α.

Although ε is estimated, any error caused by higher order perturbations should be smaller
than ε. We have also compared this estimated error with the final error in the scattering
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matrix for each experiments in Fig. 5. As is shown in Fig. 2, for each user-specified α, the
real error is always smaller than α, which indicates it is a good overestimate.
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Figure 2: Real errors versus different αs for experiments in Fig. 5. We rerun each
experiment with different user-provided αs ranging from 0 to 1. When the algorithm termi-
nates, we compare each scattering matrix with the corresponding ground truth scattering
matrix (running at a large number of sections N = 1024) to get the real error (max norm
of the difference between two matrices). It shows the real error of the scattering matrix is
always bounded by α. See Data File 14 for underlying values.

References

[1] Iserles, A. On the method of neumann series for highly oscillatory equations. Bit
Numerical Mathematics 44, 3 (2004), 473–488.

6


