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Abstract: We present a novel technique for generating beams of light carrying orbital angular 
momentum (OAM) that increases mode purity and decreases singularity splitting by orders of 
magnitude.  This technique also works to control and mitigate beam divergence within 
propagation distances less than the Rayleigh length. Additionally, we analyze a tunable 
parameter of this technique that can change the ratio of beam purity to power to fit desired 
specifications. Beam generation via this technique is achievable using only phase-modulating 
optical elements, which reduces experimental complexity and beam energy loss.  
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1. Introduction 
Light carrying orbital angular momentum (OAM) or ‘vortex light’ [1-4] has come under 
increased study for applications in optical tweezers and micromotors [5,6], improving 
astrophysical observation [7], increasing communication channel capacity [8-10], and 
facilitating the next generation of quantum computation [11,12]. Traditional methods of 
generating vortex beams use spiral phase plates [13], q-plates [14,15], metasurfaces [16], and 
holographic amplitude or phase gratings [6]. All of these methods, as they have been 
traditionally implemented, have a critical imperfection that yields low purity modes with 
anomalies in amplitude and phase. Prominent among these anomalies is singularity splitting, a 
phenomenon by which a single high order phase singularity will split into a number of 
singularities of order ±1. This effect is well documented [17-25] and numerous attempts have 
been made to correct for it [26-34]. However, the aforementioned methods suffer from a 
number of issues, including: requirement of a nonlinear propagating medium [26,27], 
requirement of simultaneous amplitude and phase modulation [28,29], iterative measurement-
based methodology [30], and low maximal mode purity [30-33]. Mode purity is increasingly 
important and even crucial for certain OAM proposals. For example, mode impurity is the 
largest obstacle to reducing crosstalk in multiplexed OAM communication systems [35,36], 
and is also the limiting factor for increasing nanoscale microscopy resolution [37] and rotational 
sensitivity [38] beyond the diffraction limit. Mode purity protects propagation stability, which 
is vital in quantum computation to decrease data transfer error rates and lengthen decoherence 
times [39]. High purity OAM is additionally desirable for quantum material analysis [40,41], 
and is essential for proposals of ultra-relativistic electron acceleration where higher order radial 
modes limit electron beam collimation [42]. In this paper, we introduce a fundamental 
correction to OAM holographic gratings that reduces amplitude and phase anomalies by orders 
of magnitude yet requires minimal experimental complexity to implement. 

2. Method 
Traditional spiral phase plates/mirrors, q-plates, metasurfaces, and holographic amplitude and 
phase gratings strive to impart an azimuthal phase dependence exp(−𝑖𝑚𝜃), and thus a phase 
singularity of order 𝑚, to an input Gaussian beam.  OAM modes created via these methods 



suffer from prominent singularity splitting for |𝑚| > 1 upon propagation because they are 
superpositions of a number of Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) modes. LG modes of radial index 𝑝 and 
azimuthal index 𝑚 are solutions to the paraxial wave equation that have phase singularities of 
order 𝑚 and carry 𝑚ℏ OAM per photon [1,2]. A superposition of some desired mode LG!

" and 
any LG!

#  modes will cause the phase singularity of order 𝑚 to split into |𝑚| singularities, each 
of order sgn(𝑚) [17,18]. Other superpositions produce more complicated splitting patterns. 

When 𝑝 = 0, the complex amplitude of LG!
" is proportional to exp1− $!
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for beam waist 𝑤. The traditional generation methods create superpositions of multiple LG 
modes because the beams they produce approximate the form exp 1− $!
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 term of a pure LG mode. 
One possible improvement, then, is to create a hybrid amplitude-phase method by taking 

any of the traditional methods and applying an additional transmittance mask proportional to 
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$max

2
|"|

, for some minimal 𝑟max such that the transmittance is ≤ 1 everywhere. However, for 
the sake of practicality, we seek to design an optical element that improves mode purity using 
only phase modulation, so that our method may be easily implemented with a single two-
dimensional spatial light modulator (2D SLM). We find that we can improve mode purity by 
taking the retardance distribution of the traditional holographic phase grating, given by 
'
(
(1 + cos(𝑎𝑥 +𝑚𝜃)) [6], multiplying that traditional distribution by 1 $
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 and using an 
additional term to correct for the Rayleigh range curvature. 

Due to the spherical spreading of an LG mode over long propagation distances, the complex 
amplitude of every LG mode carries a factor of exp(−𝑖𝑘𝑟)𝑧/(2(𝑧) + 𝑧*)))) , where 𝑧* =
𝑘𝑤)/2 is the Rayleigh range [1,3]. This factor causes the lines of constant phase in a planar 
cross section of the beam to be curved near the center of the beam at every propagation distance 
except 𝑧 = 0, which is the focal point of the beam. This Rayleigh range curvature can be 
corrected by adding an additional term to the grating retardance of the form −𝑟)𝑧/(2(𝑧) +

𝑧*))) . The combination of the above 1 $
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 retardance scaling and the Rayleigh range 
curvature correction results in what we will refer to as the “high purity” grating, with retardance 
distribution equal to: 

𝑅(𝑟) = 𝐶 +
𝜆
4
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where 𝐶 is a constant simply used to ensure compatibility with the SLM retardance window. 
The difference between the traditional and high purity (with 𝑟max = 1.5𝑤) grating patterns is 
shown in Figure 1 for an 𝑚 = +1 grating, although the same technique can successfully be 
applied to a grating of any 𝑚 value. 
  



 
Fig. 1. Central sections of the retardance distributions for traditional (a) and high purity (b) holographic 𝑚 = +1 

phase gratings. The dashed line indicates the waist of the incident beam. 
  

To analyze the effects of the grating correction, we use a vectorial Huygens-Fresnel 
simulation to compare the first-order diffracted peaks produced at a distance of 5 m when a 
continuous wave Gaussian beam of wavelength 800 nm and various different beam waists is 
incident upon a traditional grating versus a high purity grating. Details of the simulation method 
are given in the Supporting Information. An example of one such simulated output is given in 
Figure 2, for 𝑚 = +3 traditional and high purity gratings. The improvement of the phase 
distribution caused by the correction is clear from the phase plots, and the decrease in 
singularity splitting radius (or, equivalently, increase in available propagation distance before 
splitting occurs) can be quantitatively seen in the Poynting vector skew angle plots. For a 
perfectly pure LG mode, the Poynting vector skew angle will follow the black curve [43]. For 
an impure mode, the radius at which the skew angle begins deviating significantly from its ideal 
value provides a robust estimate of the splitting radius. We find that the correction causes 
similar improvements for all other 𝑚 values with |𝑚| > 1, with an increase in the magnitude 
of 𝑚 bringing about larger splitting radii in both the traditional and high purity cases. For 𝑚 =
±1, the singularity cannot split, so we must use a different measure of beam improvement. 

 
Fig. 2. Intensity (a,d), phase (b,e), and Poynting vector skew angle (c,f) compared for first-order diffracted peaks of 

𝑚 = +3 traditional (a,b,c) versus high purity (d,e,f) gratings. Dashed lines indicate beam waists. 
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For LG modes with all nonzero 𝑚 values, a rough visual indicator of beam impurity is the 

appearance of unexpected ripples in the radial intensity profile. These ripples are visible just 
outside the main radial intensity peak in Figure 2, and are made more visible by looking at the 
fractional intensity error (relative to the ideal LG#

" mode) in Figure 3. The intensity profile for 
traditional 𝑚 = +3 gratings differs from the ideal case by up to 30% in ripples away from the 
center (Fig. 3b). The corrected profile (Fig. 3d) is improved by more than two orders of 
magnitude. This result extends to all nonzero 𝑚 values, again with the deviation from the 
expected intensity generally growing in both cases as |𝑚| increases. 

 
Fig. 3. Intensity (a,c) and error (b,d) compared for first-order diffracted peaks of 𝑚 = +3 traditional (a,b) versus high 

purity (c,d) gratings. Note the factor of 100 contrasting the two error scales. Dashed lines indicate beam waists. 
 
To further quantify beam purity, we note that the LG modes with integer indices 𝑝 and 𝑚 

(𝑝 ≥ 0) form a complete and orthogonal set of functions [44], so we can take any intensity and 
phase distribution and decompose it into a sum over the LG modes. We define the complex 
amplitude of an output mode to be 

𝜓 = MN𝑆N exp(𝑖𝜙) 

for Poynting vector  𝑆  and phase 𝜙 , such that the intensity is given by |𝜓|) . Using this 
definition, we write: 

𝜓 = Q Q 𝑐"+,!+LG!+
"+

-
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where the modes LG!+
"+ are scaled such that they are orthonormal over the beam cross section. 

We then interpret N𝑐"+,!+N
)
 to be the intensity carried by the LG!+

"+ mode within the beam. We 
normalize 𝜓  such that the sum over all  N𝑐"+,!+N

)
 is unity, and then analyze the intensity 

distribution of a given beam in (𝑚+, 𝑝+) space to quantitatively assess its purity. One example 
of such an analysis is shown in Figure 4. Across all nonzero 𝑚 values we see similar trends, 
with the output beam for the traditional grating (Fig. 4a) being relatively smooth in 𝑝′ space 
and having a strong 𝑚′ = 0 contamination, while the high purity beam (Fig. 4b) is sharply 

(b)(a)

(d)(c)



concentrated in the desired 𝑚′ = 𝑚 value and has a steep exponential decline with increasing 
𝑝′. 

 
Fig. 4. LG!"

#" coefficients &𝑐#",!"&
%
 for first-order diffracted peaks of 𝑚 = +3 traditional (a) and high purity (b) 

gratings. The percentage shown on each plot is &𝑐&,'&
%
, the intensity fraction in the desired mode. 

 

 
Fig. 5. Plots of power in desired mode relative to power in incident Gaussian (a) and relative to total power in first-

order diffracted peak (b) versus SLM retardance scaling parameter 𝑟max, for 𝑚 = +1 through +6 high purity gratings. 
 

All of the previous data was generated with a retardance scaling parameter 𝑟max = 7.8𝑤, 
because it kept the retardance on our entire SLM between 0 and 𝜆/2. But this restriction is not 
necessary. Varying the number 𝑟max/𝑤 allows us to control the power and purity of our output 
beam. We show the effects of varying 𝑟max/𝑤 for beams with 𝑚 = +1 through +6 in Figure 5. 
Note that the ratio of power in desired mode to total power in first-order diffracted peak in 
panel (b) is equivalent to the purity measure N𝑐",#N

)
 as defined for Figure 4. The general trend 

is that higher values of 𝑟max/𝑤 yield purer beams with less power. The power drop is to be 
expected, as increasing 𝑟max decreases the retardance grating contrast in the region of the SLM 
where the peak incident intensity falls, and so increases the percentage of power diverted to the 
0th-order diffracted peak. The purity grows with 𝑟max  because, as the retardance difference 

(b)(a)

(a)

(b)



between two equidistant paths increases through 𝜆/2 , the progressive deepening of their 
interference null is reversed. In regions of the SLM for which 𝑟 > 𝑟max, the full retardance span 
exceeds 𝜆/2 and therefore no longer represents the intended condition of maximal destructive 
interference between equidistant paths.  Contributions to the output mode from 𝑟 > 𝑟max no 
longer create destructive interference in the correct locations, creating a noisier output mode. 
We observe that beams with lower 𝑚 values attain higher purities faster as 𝑟max/𝑤 increases, 
but that all 𝑚 values see purities approaching unity. 

To highlight the effect of changing 𝑟max, in Figure 6 we show the first-order diffracted peak 
of the high purity 𝑚 = +3 grating with three different values of 𝑟max. First, we have 𝑟max/𝑤 =
0.5, showcasing how the mode quality decays significantly with small 𝑟max/𝑤. Next, we show 
𝑟max/𝑤 = 1.2, which is the value of 𝑟max/𝑤 that maximizes the power in the LG#

2 mode. Some 
singularity splitting is observed, but it is still a significant improvement over the traditional 
grating output splitting shown in Figure 2. Finally, we show 𝑟max/𝑤 = 3, with no visible 
singularity splitting, as a high purity example. This analysis shows how 𝑟max can be tuned to 
accommodate a wide variety of power and/or purity requirements. 

 
Fig. 6. Intensity (a,c,e) and phase (b,d,f) of the first-order diffracted peaks of high purity 𝑚 = +3 gratings with 

retardance scaling parameters 𝑟max = 0.5𝑤 (a,b), 𝑟max = 1.2𝑤 (c,d), and 𝑟max = 3𝑤 (e,f). Dashed lines indicate beam 
waists. 

 
We observe that, for the high purity grating, the Rayleigh range curvature correction term 

seems to play a more vital role in preventing singularity splitting than one might expect. Even 
though the phase factor in the LG mode complex amplitude causing the Rayleigh range 
curvature cannot alone split the singularity, we find that removing the added Rayleigh range 
curvature correction term from the high purity grating retardance yields beams with split 
singularities and qualitatively similar purity to the traditional grating. However, adding the 
Rayleigh range curvature correction term by itself to a traditional grating yields almost no 
change in output. Thus, the high purity grating requires both the Rayleigh range correction and 
the radial phase factor.  A comparison of traditional and high purity gratings, with and without 
the Rayleigh range curvature correction term, is shown in Figure 7. 

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

(e) (f)



 
Fig. 7. Phase distributions of the first-order diffracted peaks of 𝑚 = +3 traditional (a,b) and high purity (c,d) 

gratings, with the Rayleigh range curvature correction term excluded (a,c) and included (b,d). Dashed lines indicate 
beam waists. 

 

Interestingly, adding the 1 $
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 scaling factor to the traditional grating as a transmission 
term rather than a retardance term, as alluded to in the motivation for its conception, removes 
this strict dependency on the Rayleigh range curvature correction term. The SLM composed of 

a traditional grating along with an 1 $
$max

2
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 transmission term and the Rayleigh range curvature 
correction term achieves the same purification effects as does the high purity grating; however, 
removing the Rayleigh range curvature correction term does not bring about singularity 
splitting, but merely extraneous curvature in the lines of constant phase within the cross section 

of the beam. Furthermore, we find that adding an 1 $
$max

2
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 transmission term to both traditional 
spiral phase plates and traditional q-plates (as described in [13] and [14,15]) produces the same 
results as the combination retardance-transmission grating described above (though for these 
the desired mode is the 0th-order diffracted peak rather than the 1st), with the same relationship 
to the Rayleigh range curvature correction term. We include this digression to point out that, in 
the event that a Rayleigh range curvature correction term is somehow unachievable, or that a 
spiral phase plate or q-plate is specifically desirable over a holographic grating, adding an 

1 $
$max

2
|"|

 transmission term will still function to prevent singularity splitting at the cost of a 
more complicated experimental setup. 

3. Conclusion 
We have presented a novel technique for generating OAM modes with high purity in order to 
avoid singularity splitting upon propagation. High purity gratings are achieved while only 
modulating the phase of an incident Gaussian beam. The correction technique is tunable to 
different power and purity requirements in order to optimize a variety of different situations. In 
particular, mode purity can be raised arbitrarily high in order to lengthen decoherence times to 
any given specification for a multi-level quantum computer. Modifying the OAM in a beam by 
circulating it through multiple consecutive gratings also compounds the purity losses accrued 
by traditional gratings, making correction even more vital for computations with many steps. 
The redirection of power into the 0th-order diffracted peak (rather than loss via partial 
transmission) leaves open the possibility of recycling unused beam power to mitigate the cost 
of high purity. Further fine-tuning may also be possible by complicating the retardance 
multiplier as in [31,45,46]. Although all of the above simulation and analysis has been 

(a) (b)

(c) (d)



performed for electromagnetic waves, OAM matter waves have also been generated using 
traditional gratings [47-49], and the high purity grating we present could be used for improving 
matter wave purity as well. 
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