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Optical computing is emerging as a promising platform for energy-efficient, high-throughput hard-
ware in deep learning. A key challenge lies in the realization of optical matrix-vector multiplication,
which often requires O(N?) phase shifters for exact synthesis of N x N matrices, limiting scalability.
In this study, we propose an approximate matrix realization method using multi-plane light conver-
sion (MPLC) that reduces both the system size and the number of phase shifters while maintaining
acceptable error bounds. This approach uses low-entropy mode mixers, allowing more compact
implementations compared to conventional mixers. We introduce Shannon matrix entropy as a
measure of mode coupling strength in mixers and demonstrate that low-entropy mixers can pre-
serve computational accuracy while reducing the requirements for the mixers. The approximation
quality is evaluated using the maximum norm between the target and realized matrices. Numerical
results show that the proposed method achieves sub-quadratic scaling of phase shifters by tolerat-
ing predefined error thresholds. To identify efficient architectures for implementing general linear
matrices, we compare block-encoding (BE) and singular-value decomposition (SVD) schemes for
realizing general linear matrices using unitary converters based on MPLC. Results indicate that
BE exhibits superior iterative configuration properties beyond the unitary group. By characterizing
the trade-offs between matrix entropy, number of phase shifter layers, and the error tolerance, this

study provides a framework for designing scalable and efficient approximate optical converters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical computing is emerging as a promising hard-
ware platform for energy-efficient and high-throughput
computing [THI0]. As modern deep learning models in-
creasingly rely on architectures with a large number of
parameters, scalability on photonic platforms has gained
attention [ITHI4]. A major challenge in this area is
the increasing number of components and the growing
system size. Phase-shifter-based photonic circuits can
achieve arbitrary unitary transformations using O(N?)
phase shifters. Real-valued matrices, commonly used
in deep learning models, can be realized through uni-
tary matrices using techniques such as singular value
decomposition (SVD) [T, 15] or block encoding (BE)
[16, I7]. On integrated photonics platforms, cross-bar
array wiring of thermo-optic phase shifters [I8, [T9] and
phase-change-material-based modulators [20H22] can re-
duce the number of wires required. While this approach
achieves O(N) scaling in terms of wiring, the low op-
erational speed of these modulators limits their practi-
cal applications. Alternatively, wavelength multiplexing
parallelizes the calculation to reduce the system size [23-
25], but quadratic scaling challenges remain. Another
approach involves training models directly on photonic
platforms with smaller number of components, embed-
ding the physical system’s properties into the model itself
[26129]. However, this strategy requires training models
from scratch, or additional training of the pre-trained
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models developed on GPUs. This limits the reuse of ex-
isting machine learning assets.

On conventional semiconductor-based computing plat-
forms, model quantization is a widely adopted technique
for efficient inference. Quantization of model weights,
which represents weight values using fewer bits, reduces
both the complexity of semiconductor circuits in com-
puting units and memory requirements [30H33]. During
quantization, weights are converted to integer represen-
tations, introducing quantization errors into the model.
Extensive research has been conducted to address these
errors, enabling quantized models to achieve performance
comparable to their original counterparts. Remarkably,
even models with weights represented using only a few
bits can maintain high performance [34H36]. While these
approximation techniques are widely implemented, they
have yet to be extensively studied in the context of optical
computing. Given that optical computing is inherently
analog, adopting proactive approximation methods could
capitalize on its unique computational characteristics.

In this study, we propose a compact and scalable pro-
grammable linear converter based on multi-plane light
conversion (MPLC) [37H39] for approximate computa-
tion. The MPLC architecture has demonstrated its ca-
pability to implement both target unitary transforma-
tions and real-valued linear conversions. While prior re-
search has established exact configuration methods for
MPLC architectures [40H43], their potential for approxi-
mate computation remains unexplored. Here, we investi-
gate the approximation capabilities of MPLC by analyz-
ing the effects of varying the entropy of mode mixers and
the number of phase-shifter layers. Shannon entropy is
employed as a metric for mode mixing, providing a quan-
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titative measure of how effectively a linear transforma-
tion mixes different modes. Previous research has shown
that the MPLC architecture using mode mixers with low
entropy can be universally configurable [44H46]; however,
the quantitative relationship between matrix entropy and
approximation accuracy remains unexplored. Our find-
ings reveal that the relationship between entropy and
error exhibits a plateau, indicating that MPLC archi-
tectures can be designed with low-entropy mode mix-
ers without compromising error tolerance. By utilizing
mode mixers with small entropy, it is possible to em-
ploy compact mixers, thereby reducing the overall sys-
tem size. Furthermore, we demonstrate that allowing for
some error in the realized matrix enables sub-quadratic
scaling of the number of phase shifters, compared to the
quadratic scaling required for exact synthesis. We evalu-
ate the approximation capability by measuring the maxi-
mum element-wise error in the synthesized matrix, offer-
ing an intuitive, quantization-like assessment of accuracy.
The error bound is analyzed as a function of matrix en-
tropy and the number of phase shifters or phase-shifter
layers, providing design guidelines for constructing ap-
proximate linear converters within a specified error tol-
erance.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [[I, we
begin by discussing the fundamental properties of Shan-
non matrix entropy in relation to unitaries and mode
mixing. We introduce a matrix interpolation between a
given matrix and the identity matrix within the unitary
group, providing a method for sampling unitary matri-
ces with a specified Shannon entropy. We statistically
investigate the relationship between entropy and mode
mixing, offering an intuitive interpretation of Shannon
entropy. In Section [[TI, we examine the exact synthe-
sis of unitary matrices and general matrices using the
MPLC architecture. First, we demonstrate that even
with low-entropy mode mixers, a few-redundant MPLC
architecture can be configured to achieve a target uni-
tary matrix. The accuracy of matrix realization depends
monotonically on the matrix entropy of the mode mix-
ers. These results indicate that Shannon matrix entropy
serves as a critical metric for designing mode mixers in
MPLC architectures. Second, we address the synthesis of
general matrices and show that the BE scheme is advan-
tageous over the SVD scheme in terms of configuration
efficiency and the number of required phase shifters. We
also provide an algebraic proof of the minimum num-
ber of layers necessary for universal synthesis using the
BE scheme. Sectioan_VI examines approximate converters
based on MPLC architectures with an insufficient num-
ber of layers. While these converters cannot achieve ex-
act synthesis, the number of required phase shifters scales
sub-quadratically with the matrix size IV, given a tolera-
ble error bound. We systematically evaluate approxima-
tion errors by varying the number of phase-shifter layers
and the matrix entropy. Section [V]concludes this paper.

II. SHANNON ENTROPY OF UNITARY
MATRICES

In this section, we introduce the concept of Shannon
entropy for mode mixers and outline its fundamental
properties. Shannon entropy is defined for unistochas-
tic matrices [47], which are widely studied in fields such
as quantum mechanics on graphs [48451]. A unistochas-
tic matrix B is derived from a unitary matrix U as
Bi; = |U;|>. For a complex vector v, each element of
B represents the proportion of mixing among the com-
ponents of v induced by the linear transformation Uw.
The matrix B satisfies the following conditions:

B;>0, > By=1, » By=1, (1)
4 J

resembling the properties of a discrete probability dis-
tribution for the rows and columns of B. Applying the
entropy function — > p(z) Inp(z) for each row of B de-
fines the Shannon entropy for a unistochastic matrix B
52):

1
7N E BU lnB,;j, (2)
ij

where N is the matrix size. The Shannon entropy ranges
between its minimum value of 0 and maximum value of
In N [53]. In this study, we define the normalized Shan-
non entropy for a mode mixer with a transfer matrix
represented by U as:
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where the normalization by InN ensures that 0 <
H(U) < 1. Unitary matrices satisfying H(U) = 0 cor-
respond to permutation matrices, where each row and
column contains only one nonzero entry equal to one.

We define an interpolating function 7y(a) : Ry —
U(N) for a given unitary matrix U:

w(a) =U* = V1DV, (4)

where U = V' DV represents the diagonalization of U,
and D% = diag(dlla,d22a,~~~d,m“). For 0 S [0} S 1,
7y () interpolates on the unitary group between the
identity matrix I and the given matrix U, satisfying
Tv(0) =I,7y(1) = U, and 7y (e) € U(N). This function
can also be interpreted as the unitary time evolution of a
system, since for any Hermitian matrix H, there exists a
unitary matrix U such that exp(iHt/h) = exp(iH/h)" =
Ut. We investigate the behavior of Shannon entropy
H(7y () under this interpolation and demonstrate its
monotonicity. Figure [l| presents H(7y () and its deriva-
tive H' (1 («)) as a function of o for N = 8 and N = 32.
These values are evaluated for 64 samples of unitary ma-
trices U. The shaded area shows the range of minimum
and maximum values, the dotted line shows the 25% and



75% quantiles, and the solid line shows the median. The
unitary matrix U is sampled from Haar measure using
the stats module of SciPy. The results show that Shan-
non entropy monotonically increases for 0 < o < 1 and
saturates for 1 < «, similar to previous findings of von
Neumann entanglement entropy in the time evolution of
quantum systems [64H56]. This monotonic property is
utilized throughout this paper to sample unitary matri-
ces with a specified target entropy, i.e., sampling U such
that H(U) =t for given t.
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FIG. 1: Shannon matrix entropy H(7y(a)) and its
derivative H'(my(«)) as functions of the interpolation
parameter o. The values are computed while sampling
the unitary matrix U for 64 times. The shaded area
represents minimum and maximum values, the solid line
represents the median, and the dotted line represents
25% and 75% quantiles of samples, respectively.

We further examine the relationship between the non-
diagonal matrix elements and entropy. Figure [2] illus-
trates the range, quantiles, and median of the squared ab-
solute values of non-diagonal elements, |Xij\2, for i # 7,
as a function of entropy h. For a given target entropy
h, matrix X satisfying H(X) = h is sampled 64 times,
and the corresponding statistics are computed. The sam-
pling process involves numerically solving the equation
H(ry(a)) = h for 0 < a < 1, following the initial
sampling of a unitary matrix U. This equation always
yields a unique solution due to the monotonic relation-
ship shown in Fig. The quantiles of the non-diagonal
elements exhibit a monotonic relationship with the Shan-
non entropy, confirming that entropy effectively measures
the degree of mixing in a given matrix.
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FIG. 2: Squared absolute values of non-diagonal
elements for unitary matrices, |Xij\2, with i # j, having
a specified entropy h = H(X). The 64 samples are show

in the same manner as Fig.

III. EXACT CONVERTER WITH
LOW-ENTROPY MODE MIXERS

In this section, we explore the relationship between the
Shannon entropy of mode mixers in the MPLC architec-
ture and its exact configuration capabilities. Previous
studies have examined the requirements for mode mix-
ers to enable universal configuration in MPLC architec-
tures using specific mode mixers [45], 57, [58]. Here, we
focus on the configuration capabilities of MPLC architec-
tures with mode mixers characterized by their Shannon
entropy. Both the synthesis of unitary matrices and gen-
eral linear matrices are analyzed. For the synthesis of
general linear matrices, we compare two approaches: the
SVD scheme and the BE scheme. Our results demon-
strate that the entropy of mode mixers can be reduced
without compromising the universality, and that the BE
scheme is advantageous for iterative configuration.

A. Device definition

We formally define the unitary converter based on the
MPLC architecture. In this paper, we use the few-layer
redundant MPLC architecture [43, 68, 59]. This archi-
tecture has demonstrated its ability to be exactly config-
ured to any target unitary using an iterative optimization
method. The structure of this architecture is illustrated
in Fig. Each layer of the architecture consists of an
N-port fixed unitary mode mixer A; and an array of N
single-mode phase shifters. The overall transformation
of this device, denoted as X, is given by

X =Lp1AmLy, - AsLo ALy, (5)

where A; is the transfer matrix of a N-port uni-
tary mode mixer, and L; is defined as L; =
diag(e®n, ez ... ¢%n)  In the few-layer redundant
configuration, the number of layers, m, is set to N + 1.



Each distinct phase shift within the phase shifters is de-
noted by a real parameter variable, and all the phase
shifts are collectively expressed as a vector p.

To evaluate the exact and universal synthesis capabil-
ity of this architecture, we fix the Shannon entropy of all
mode mixers A; to the same value. This uniform entropy
setting is motivated by two considerations:

1. If the entropy of all mixers is zero (i.e., the mix-
ers do not perform any mode mixing), the unitary
converter cannot achieve universality.

2. Previous research [60} [61] has demonstrated the ro-
bustness of the MPLC architecture to imperfections
in its mode mixers. Based on this robustness, if a
converter is universally configurable, increasing the
entropy of one mixer should not compromise the
overall universality of the converter.

Therefore, by fixing the entropy equally across all mixers,
we aim to determine the minimum entropy required for
the architecture to be universal.
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FIG. 3: Schematic representation of the N x m MPLC
architecture. The number of layers is specified by m.
Each layer consists of an N-port fixed unitary converter
represented by A;, followed by an array of NV
single-mode phase shifters.

B. Optimization problem setting and algorithm

The phase shifter optimization problem of exact uni-
tary converter is formulated as follows. The normalized
cost function £ [43] between two matrices is defined as:

£(p) = 1 IX(0) - Ul (6)

where X (p) is the unitary matrix realized physically by
the parameter vector p, U is the target matrix to be
achieved, and ||-||» is the Frobenius norm. To minimize
L(p), we employ numerical optimization. At the start
of the optimization, parameters are initialized using a
uniform distribution ranging from 0 to 27, and the tar-
get unitary matrix U is sampled from the Haar measure
using the stats module of SciPy [62]. In the MPLC
architecture, each matrix A; for 1 < ¢ < m is sampled
so that the entropy of every mixer is fixed to h, that is,

4

H(A;) = h. This entropy-fixing sampling follows the pro-
cedure outlined in Section[[I] After initializing the param-
eters and the matrix, the cost function £ is optimized us-
ing the quasi-Newton optimization method, specifically,
the limited-memory Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno
(L-BFGS) algorithm [63] implemented in optimize mod-
ule of SciPy [62]. This method starts from the initial
parameters and modifies them at each step until conver-
gence to the local minimum, where d£/dp = 0. The
optimization is run 64 times while changing the initial
parameters to investigate the statistical behavior. Ma-
trices U and A; are sampled at the each optimization.
The gradient, which is essential for L-BFGS optimiza-
tion algorithm, is provided by the standalone gradient
method [64]. During the optimization, only information
from the input and output vectors is used, and no explicit
knowledge of the matrices A; is incorporated.

C. Synthesis of general linear using unitaries

To support broader applications, particularly in deep
learning, matrix multiplication devices must be capable
of handling general matrices. We assume that the ma-
trix to be synthesized is scaled such that all its singular
values are less than 1, and we refer to this matrix as a
general linear matrix in this study. T'wo schemes for im-
plementing general matrices using unitary matrices are
considered: SVD and BE. The SVD scheme realizes a
general matrix by combining a layer of intensity modula-
tors with two unitary converters. Specifically, the matrix
is decomposed into two unitary matrices and a diagonal
matrix, with the diagonal matrix implemented using the
intensity modulator array. The BE scheme, on the other
hand, embeds the N x N matrix into a 2N x 2N unitary
matrix. This method has been used in quantum com-
putation [65] 66], and recent research has adapted it for
optical computing [16] [17].

We define the cost function for configuring a gen-
eral matrix and describe how the parameter vector p is
mapped for the SVD and BE schemes. The cost function
is based on the Frobenius norm:

Lgen(p) = |Q(p) — Pl (7)

where Q(p) is the matrix physically realized by the
parameter vector p, and P is the target matrix to
be achieved. The target matrix P is generated such
that its singular values are less than 1, using P =
Wi diag(o1, 09, -+ ,04,) Wa, where Wy and W are Haar-
random matrices, and the NV singular values o; are sam-
pled from the uniform distribution U(0, 1).

In the SVD scheme, Q(p) is realized as:

Q(p) = Ui(p) ¥ Uz2(p) (8)

where U;(p) and Usz(p) are unitary matrices, and ¥ is a
real diagonal matrix with elements less than 1. Half of
the components in p are used to parameterize Uy, and the
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FIG. 4: Schematics of the (a) SVD and (b) BE schemes.
In the SVD scheme, the structure consists of a series
connection of a unitary converter with m layers, an
array of intensity modulators denoted by a, and another
unitary converter with m layers. For the BE scheme,
the general linear matrix is embedded into a 2N x 2N
unitary matrix using an MPLC unitary converter with
m layers. In this scheme, N ports are open at the input
and output of the mode mixers A; and A,,,
respectively, out of the 2N ports.

other half to parameterize Us. Here, we do not include
the diagonal elements of ¥ in p. This is because the total
optical power at the outputs depends only on the sum of
the diagonal elements of 3, allowing each intensity mod-
ulator to be configured separately by measuring the total
output power and adjusting the corresponding intensity.
Once the intensity modulators are set, the unitary con-
verters are configured accordingly. The standalone gra-
dient method is used to compute the gradient dLgen/dp,
which is essential for the optimization algorithm.

In contrast, the BE scheme does not use intensity mod-
ulators and realizes a general N x N matrix @ via the
following embedding;:

s @ - QQ1
VIi-QiQ ot |
where U is a 2N x 2N unitary matrix, I is the N x N
identity matrix, and /- is the matrix square root. The

2N x 2N matrix U is synthesized using the MPLC archi-
tecture, with half of the input and output ports employed

9)

to extract @), as illustrated in Fig. @] To determine the
minimum number of layers m required to synthesize U us-
ing the MPLC architecture, we first consider the degrees
of freedom in the architecture. The 2N x 2N unitary ma-
trix U has (2N)? = 4N? degrees of freedom, while the
matrix square roots in the embedding Eq. [] introduce
additional unitary degree of freedom. A proof for the de-
gree of freedom of the matrix square root is provided in
the Appendix [A] Since any unitary can be chosen for the
matrix square root, the embedding reduces the degrees
of freedom of U to 4N2 — 2 x N2 = 2N2. Considering
that only half of the input and output ports are used, we
can disregard half the phase shifters in the first and last
layers of the MPLC architecture. Denoting the number
of internal layers with 2N phase shifters by m/, the fol-
lowing inequality must hold to ensure the synthesis of @
from the perspective of degrees of freedom:

(N—=1)+m'2N - 1)+ (N —-1)+1>2N%  (10)

Note that each phase shifter array has N — 1 or 2N — 1
degrees of freedom due to the loss of one degree of free-
dom from the global phase, and the entire device has an
additional degree of freedom corresponding to the global
phase. Solving this inequality, noting that m’ is an in-
teger, leads to m’ > N — 1. Including the first and last
layers, the total number of phase shifter layers satisfies
m’ 4+ 2 > N + 1, establishing that the minimum number
of phase-shifter layers required is N 4+2 We now conclude
that the minimum number of phase-shifter layers is N +-2.
This corresponds to m = N + 1, consistent with a previ-
ously proposed constructive proof [16]. However, in this
work, we provide a general algebraic derivation that does
not depend on specific constructions of the matrix square
roots. Since the inequality in Eq. does not hold as
an equality for integers m’, the condition m = N + 1 in-
troduces redundancy into the system. This redundancy
significantly reduces the cost function, similar to the con-
figuration of exact unitary converter using MPLC archi-
tecture, as discussed in Sec. [[ITD] For the optimization,
each phase shifters are collectively represented by p, and
the matrix Q(p) is obtained as the upper-left N x N
submatrix of U(p). The standalone gradient method can
be used to compute the exact gradient dLgen/dp in this
case as well. This is possible because the Frobenius norm
over the submatrix satisfies the condition for applying
the standalone gradient method, namely, that the norm
varies sinusoidally with a linear sweep of the phase in
each phase shifter. Similarly the optimization process
for synthesizing unitaries in Sec. [[IIB] only information
from the input and output ports is utilized during opti-
mization.

D. Results

Figure [B] shows the cost function £ after optimization
as a function of the entropy of mode mixers for the ex-
act unitary converter configuration. The cost function is



recorded 512 times after optimization, with the number
of layers m set to IV + 1 for the few-redundant config-
uration. For both cases, N = 8 and N = 32, the cost
function decreases as the entropy of the mode mixers
increases. Moreover, the reduction in the cost function
saturates when the entropy exceeds a certain value. This
indicates that mode mixers with lower entropy can be
used without compromising universality, allowing the use
of mode mixers with smaller footprints. For instance, in
the N = 32 case, mode mixers with an entropy of h = 0.3
can be used without increasing the cost function £. At
this entropy, at least 75% of the couplings among modes
in the mixers are below 1%, as shown in Fig.

1071 4
1073 4
10—5 4

10774

Cost function £

10—9 4

10—11 4

T T T T T
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
Entropy of mode mixers h = H(A))

FIG. 5: Cost function £ as a function of entropy h for
N =8 and N = 32, where all mixers A; satisfy
H(A;) = h. Results from 512 optimization are shown in
the same manner as in Fig.

Figure [6] shows the convergence plots comparing the
SVD and BE schemes for the configuration of a general
linear converter. In the SVD scheme, m = N represents
the minimum number of layers required to achieve the
N? degrees of freedom in an N x N unitary matrix. A
significant shift is observed when increasing from m = N
to m = N + 1 in both the number of iterations required
for convergence and in the final value of the cost func-
tion Lgen, as shown in Figs. @ and This occurs
because m = N + 1 corresponds to the few-redundant
configuration of MPLC in each unitary converter. For
BE scheme, m = N + 1 is the minimum number of
layers needed to provide the necessary degrees of free-
dom in the architecture. A substantial reduction in the
cost function is observed when increasing from m = N
to m = N + 1, as shown in Figs. and [6d] While
adding more layers significantly reduces the number of
iterations, it has only a minor impact on the final cost
function value. Overall, the BE scheme requires fewer
iterations to converge compared to the SVD scheme and
achieves a smaller final value of the cost function Ly .
In contrast, the SVD scheme exhibits a large variance in
the cost function across all cases, even though it has the
sufficient number of degrees of freedom.

We further examine how the final value of the cost
function changes with the number of layers in the BE
scheme. Figure[7]shows the median of the final cost func-

tion Lgen as a function of m/(N + 1), where the median
is calculated across 64 optimization trials. The number
of layers m is varied from m = 1 to m = 2N. For all
cases (N = 4, 8,16, 32), a substantial decrease in the cost
function is observed at m/(N + 1) = 1, corresponding
to m = N + 1. This indicates that no redundant layers
are needed to achieve a significant reduction in the cost
function, consistent with the absence of an equality con-
dition for the inequality in Eq. as discussed in Sec
I

IV. APPROXIMATE CONVERTER WITH
INSUFFICIENT LAYERS

In this section, we investigate the approximation abili-
ties of the MPLC architecture when the number of layers
is insufficient. As shown in Fig. the MPLC architec-
ture retains error after optimization when the number of
layers is less than the minimum required (m < N + 1).
This observation suggests that if some error in the con-
verter can be tolerated, the number of layers in the
MPLC architecture can be reduced. Our results demon-
strate that for a given upper bound on the error in ma-
trix components, the required number of phase shifters in
the approximate converter scales sub-quadratically. We
adopt the BE scheme for the approximate converter, as
it shows better convergence performance.

To measure the error in the approximate converter, we
introduce an entry-wise maximum matrix norm defined
as follows:

(Al s

= e 4], (11)
where A is a matrix. This definition is equivalent to the
L> norm of a vector, ||z| ., = max|z;|, where all the
matrix components are flattened and treated as elements
of a vector. Since |z||,, satisfies the conditions for a
norm, the matrix norm defined in Eq. [[T]also satisfies the
conditions. This norm represents the maximum absolute
value of the matrix components, and ||Q(p) — P||,,,.. rep-
resents the maximum absolute error between the target
matrix P and the realized matrix Q(p).By introducing
this norm, we can analyze the approximation ability of
the matrix in the context of quantization techniques used
in deep learning models.

A. Optimization problem setting and evaluation

Instead of directly minimizing |||, ..., we use the cost
function Lge, defined in Eq. |Z| for the optimization of
the approximate converter. This is motivated by the
fact that the derivative of ||-|| .. cannot be explicitly
expressed and is not efficiently minimized, as no conve-
nient formulation showing its convexity is known to the
best of our knowledge. However, since Lgen(p) = 0 <
|Q(P) — Pl pax = 0, minimizing Lgen(p) is expected to
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FIG. 6: Convergence plots for SVD and BE schemes. The vertical axis shows the value of the cost function Lgen
defined by Eq. [7 and the horizontal axis shows the number of iterations. The shaded area represents the minimum
and maximum values, the solid line represents the median, and the dotted line represents the 25% and 75%
quantiles over 64 optimization trials. SVD with (a) N =4, (b) N =8, BE with (¢) N =4, and (d) N = 16.
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for N = 4,8, 16, 32.

also minimize ||Q(p) — P||,,.- Therefore, the same cost
function is used as in the exact configuration. For the

configuration of an N x N matrix, the MPLC architec-
ture with 2N ports and the BE scheme are employed.
The optimization algorithm is same as that used for the
exact synthesis with the BE scheme, as described in Sec.

[ICl

We evaluate the approximation ability of the given
linear converter by estimating the distribution of
|Q(p) — P||,.ax and calculating its 99th percentile. As-
suming that errors in each matrix element are indepen-
dent and identically distributed (i.i.d.), we apply extreme
value statistics theory. This assumption is reasonable be-
cause the matrix to be realized is embedded in a unitary
matrix, with no special basis vectors. The maximum of
a sequence of i.i.d. variables follows the Generalized Ex-
treme Value (GEV) distribution, a fact widely applied
in fields such as risk analysis and rare event modeling
[67, 68]. For evaluation, we consider the sequence of
errors in matrix elements, where ||Q(p) — P/, IS ex-
pected to follow the GEV distribution due to the i.i.d.
assumption across N2 matrix elements. To estimate this
distribution, we run 512 optimization trials, varying the
initial parameters, with each trial yielding one sample
of |Q(p) — P||,,ax- The distribution is then estimated
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FIG. 8: The 99th percentile of the maximum error, log, Pyol[||Q(p) — P||

max)» i1 the synthesized approximate linear

converter for N =4, N = 8, and N = 16. For each layer number m and entropy h, 512 optimization trials are
conducted, and the 99th percentile of the maximum error is estimated using the GEV distribution.

using maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) based on
the 512 samples, with its initial parameters derived via
the probability-weighted moments method [69]. From
the fitted distribution, the 99th percentile of the maxi-
mum error is calculated. In each optimization trial, the
target matrix P and the mode mixers A; are randomly
sampled. To ensure the validity of fitting the GEV dis-
tribution and estimating its 99th percentile, we assess
the goodness-of-fit using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
[70, [71]. In all cases where the converter functions as
an approximate converter, the null hypothesis that the
observed samples originate from the GEV distribution
cannot be rejected at the 5% significance level. In con-
trast, when the converter is exactly configured, the null
hypothesis is rejected. This is because the assumption
of i.i.d. no longer holds, as the error becomes limited by
numerical precision during the optimization.

B. Results

Figure |8 shows the 99th percentile of the maximum
norm, Pyy[||Q(P) — P||,,ax)> @s & function of the number
of layers m and the entropy of matrix H(X), for N =4,
N =8, and N = 16. For m > N + 1, the norm decreases
significantly, consistent with the results shown in Fig. [7}
Similar to the result in Fig. [ the reduction of the maxi-
mum norm saturates when the entropy exceeds a certain
threshold. For m < N + 1, where the number of layers
is insufficient, the results indicate that the converter op-
erates as an approximate converter, achieving matrices
with errors dependent on both the number of layers and
the entropy of the mixers. This implies that the con-
verter can serve as an approximate converter within a
defined maximum tolerable error. Increasing m leads to
a reduction in the 99th percentile of the maximum norm
for a fixed entropy. Comparing different N, fewer layers

m are required to achieve the same accuracy for larger
N, highlighting the scaling advantage of the approximate
converter.

To further explore the scaling properties of the approx-
imate converter, we determined the minimum number of
phase shifters, mN, required to achieve a specified upper
bound on the maximum norm. Figure [J] illustrates the
least number of phase shifters m/N needed to keep Pyg
below a given tolerable error. The red solid line corre-
sponds to m = N + 1, representing exact synthesis of the
linear converter, while markers denote the approximate
converter. For each error bound, we evaluated approxi-
mate converters with Haar-randomly sampled mixers and
those using low-entropy mixers (h = 0.4). The approxi-
mate converter requires significantly fewer phase shifters
than the exact converter. For N = 32, the number of
phase shifters is reduced by more than 95% when allow-
ing an error of Pyg < 0.5. The use of low-entropy mixers
increases the required number of phase shifters compared
to the Haar-random case, though the difference becomes
smaller as the error tolerance decreases. In some cases,
low-entropy mixers with small N cannot satisfy the given
error bounds, specifically for Pyg < 0.1 when N = 4 or
N = 6, and for Pyg < 0.3 when N = 4. Note that the
figure is presented on a double-logarithmic scale, with ex-
act synthesis requiring mN = (N + 1)N = O(N?) phase
shifters. In contrast, the approximate converter exhibits
sub-quadratic scaling, as its slope is less steep than the
red solid line. The greater the tolerated error, the more
gradual the scaling becomes, indicating the scaling ad-
vantage of the approximate converter.

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed an approximate linear converter based on
MPLC for realizing a configurable and compact matrix-

0

2
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FIG. 9: Scaling of the number of phase shifters for the
exact and approximate converters. The red solid line
shows the case of m = N + 1, corresponding to the
exact synthesis.

vector multiplication device. Our numerical results
demonstrate that permitting errors in the converter’s
synthesis enables sub-quadratic scaling in the number of
phase shifters, a significant improvement over the O(N?)
scaling required for exact synthesis. We introduced Shan-
non matrix entropy as a metric for mode mixing capa-
bility and showed that the entropy of mixers can be re-
duced without compromising the universality or increas-

ing the approximation error. Additionally, we analyzed
the structure of general linear converters composed of
unitary converters and numerically demonstrated that
the BE scheme outperforms the SVD scheme in iterative
configuration. We believe this approach will facilitate
scalable implementations of optical linear converters and
advance the field of approximate computing using optics.

Appendix A: Degrees of freedom of the matrix root
in Eq. @

We present a proof for the unitary degrees of freedom

of /I —QQt in Eq. where ) is a general matrix
with singular value is less than or equal to 1. This
proof also applies to /I — QTQ. First, we show that
I — QQ' is a positive semi-definite matrix. The singu-
lar value decomposition of @ is given by @ = W1 DWs,
where W; and W, are unitary matrices, and D is a
diagonal matrix with diagonal elements 0 < o; < 1.
The term inside the square root can be expressed as
I-QQ" = I~ (WyDWa)(WJDWY) = Wi(I — D*)W].
Since 0 < 0; < 1, all diagonal elements of I — D? are
non-negative. As a result, the matrix Wi (I — DQ)WIT
= Wi(I — D*)W; ™" represents a diagonalization with
eigenvalues that are all greater than or equal to zero,
meaning that the matrix is positive semi-definite. Since
the square-root of a positive semi-definite matrix has uni-
tary degree of freedom [72], we conclude that /I — QQT
has unitary degrees of freedom.
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