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In recent years, several proposals that leverage principles from condensed matter and high-energy physics
for engineering laser arrays have been put forward. The most important among these concepts are topology,
which enables the construction of robust zero-mode laser devices, and supersymmetry (SUSY), which holds
the potential for achieving phase locking in laser arrays. In this work, we show that the relation between
supersymmetric coupled bosonic and fermionic oscillators on one side, and bipartite networks (and hence chiral
symmetry) on another side can be exploited together with non-Hermitian engineering for building one- and
two-dimensional laser arrays with in-phase synchronization. To demonstrate our strategy, we present a concrete
design starting from the celebrated Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model to arrive at a SUSY laser structure that
enjoys two key advantages over those reported in previous works. Firstly, the design presented here features
a near-uniform geometry for both the laser array and supersymmetric reservoir (i.e. the widths and distances
between the cavity arrays are almost the same). Secondly, the uniform field distribution in the presented structure
leads to a far-field intensity that scales as N2 where N is the number of lasing elements. Taken together, these
two features can enable the implementation of higher-power laser arrays that are easy to fabricate, and hence
provide a roadmap for pushing the frontier of SUSY laser arrays beyond the proof-of-concept phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade, approaches based on unconventional
symmetry considerations have been devised for controlling
light-matter interaction. These include non-Hermitian sym-
metries [1–4], SUSY [5–7], and topological invariants [8–10].
Importantly, it was also recognized that the interplay between
these seemingly different concepts can lead to exotic behav-
ior with potential transformative applications. For instance, it
was demonstrated that a judicious inclusion of gain and loss
to a topological SSH array can still leave the zero-mode pro-
tected by particle-hole symmetry [11], and hence, allow for
building topological lasers [12–14]. In addition, it was pro-
posed that non-Hermitian topological structures can be used
to engineer highly reflective atomic mirrors [15].

Interestingly, while non-Hermitian and topological con-
cepts are deeply rooted in open quantum systems and con-
densed matter respectively, SUSY was first proposed in the
parlance of high-energy physics and later found its way to
quantum mechanics (see Ref. [16] for a comprehensive refer-
ence], and low-energy physics with applications in condensed
matter [17], nonlinear dynamics [18], mesoscopic physics
[19], superconductivity [20], and stochastic processes [21]
to just mention a few examples. Very recently, it was dis-
covered that the physics of coupled optical oscillators that
respect parity-time reversal (PT) symmetry and experience
time-periodic coupling can be described within the frame-
work of SUSY quantum mechanics [22]. Shortly after, the no-
tion of SUSY was mapped to the optical system described by
Maxwell’s equations and utilized as a means for tailoring the
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spectra of various photonic systems and engineering isospec-
tral (or pseudo-isospectral) configurations in a deterministic
and controllable fashion without relying on intensive numeri-
cal schemes that are computationally costly [6, 7].

Among the various potential applications of SUSY in op-
tics [23–28] SUSY laser arrays [29] have particularly re-
ceived considerable attention, mainly due to their potential
to solve one of the long-standing problems in laser engineer-
ing, namely that of building single-mode large-area laser sys-
tems with high power emission. In general, large-area lasers
support several optical modes. When coupled with nonlin-
ear effects, this multimode nature of large-area lasers tends to
degrade the quality of their emitted radiation [30]. To solve
this problem, it was proposed to use laser arrays. However,
for these arrays to be useful, they must all emit in phase,
i.e., and they must be mode-locked to the in-phase super-
mode. As it turned out, however, achieving this is not an easy
task [31–33], and while several techniques have been pro-
posed, each comes with its pitfalls. To overcome this problem,
strategies have been conceptualized among which photonic
crystal arrangements are particularly useful in synchronizing
surface-emitting laser arrays [34–36]. For edge-emitting laser
schemes as well as for standard surface-emitting devices (i.e.,
standard vertical cavity emitting lasers or VCSEL) that do not
rely on photonic crystal fabrication, one of the most promis-
ing techniques is to employ SUSY laser arrays which were
first proposed theoretically [29] and later implemented for 1D
systems using different platforms [37, 38]. Extensions to 2D
laser arrays have also been suggested [39] and implemented
[40]. Additionally, laser systems based on the notion of su-
percharge operators have been first proposed in [41] and later
in [42].

Despite the excellent experimental performance of the re-
ported SUSY laser arrays, both in 1D [37, 38] and 2D [40],
these structures have two main drawbacks: (i) They cannot
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FIG. 1. From quantum SUSY to photonic SUSY. SUSY in quan-
tum field theory postulates that for every elementary particle, there is
a corresponding partner particle that differs by one-half a spin, i.e.,
for every boson, there is a corresponding fermion and vice versa.
From a mathematical point of view, one can construct SUSY algebra
that connects these two types of particles in any number as shown in
the leftmost panel. By stripping these particles out of their spins and
interpreting the connectivity matrix as a graph, we obtain a bipar-
tite graph, which is known to exhibit chiral symmetry. By squaring
the tight-binding Hamiltonian associated with this graph, we obtain
a block diagonal Hamiltonian that features classical discrete SUSY
as defined by matrix decomposition and operator intertwining. Note
that the elements of the matrix R in this work represent dispersive
coupling and hence are real. As a result, Hermitian conjugation re-
duces to matrix transpose.

be easily scaled up, and (ii) The in-phase emission is not uni-
form. The scalability problem arises because the supersym-
metric partner array is made of distinct elements, i.e., cavities
with varying resonant frequencies and coupling coefficients.
To make things worse, the variation among the resonant fre-
quencies is comparable to the coupling between the resonators
which is very small compared to the laser frequency and hence
presets the fabrication especially when the number of cavities
is large. The non-uniform emission is simply a result of en-
gaging a uniform lasing array with supermodes that have vari-
able intensity across the array structure.

This work envisages a theoretical scheme by unifying con-
cepts from topology and SUSY and elucidates how this can be
utilized for engineering a class of supersymmetric laser arrays
that can operate in the in-phase synchronous mode. Impor-
tantly, the proposed laser system features a near-uniform ar-
ray design (which is important from the implementation point
of view) and boasts a two-fold far-field intensity enhancement
compared to the previous works.

II. RESULTS

A. Formalism: From quantum to photonic SUSY via chiral
symmetry

We start by presenting a brief overview of SUSY in the con-
text of quantum physics by considering coupled fermionic and
bosonic oscillators. The defining element of the SUSY alge-
bra is the supercharge operator [16] that represents the cou-

pling between the fermions and the bosons in the form

Q =
∑
α,j

Rα,jc
†
αbj + h.c, (1)

where Rα,j are the elements of the matrix R that encodes the
interaction between the bosonic and fermionic oscillators de-
scribed by their respective operators bj and cα. Here we have
indexed the fermions with the Greek indices and the bosons
with the Latin indices. If the number of bosonic and fermionic
oscillators is M and N , respectively, then the matrix R has a
dimension ofN×M . By using the algebra of the bosonic and
fermionic operators, one can show (see the “Derivation of the
SUSY Hamiltonian” subsection in Methods) that the Hamil-
tonian to describe the supersymmetric system including both
types of operators is

HSUSY = Q2 =
1

2

∑
α,β,j

Rα,jR
∗
β,jc

†
αcβ +

1

2

∑
α,i,j

R∗
α,iRα,jb

†
i bj

(2)

=
1

2

∑
α,β

[RR†]α,βc
†
αcβ +

1

2

∑
i,j

[R†R]i,jb
†
i bj ,

(for the rest of our discussion, the overall factor of 1/2 can
be safely discarded). The eigenvalues of the fermionic and
bosonic terms in the Hamiltonian HSUSY coincide except for
potential zero modes; one of the matrices (RR† or R†R) may
exhibit an excess of |N −M | zero-energy eigenvalues in its
tight-binding spectrum.

An important aspect of the SUSY algebra is the topological
nature of the supercharge operator Q. In particular, by using
the matrix representation of the fermionic creation and annihi-
lation operators, it can be shown that Q obeys chiral symme-
try. It follows that the spectrum of Q contains eigenvalues that
are symmetrically distributed around the zero energy and a fi-
nite number of protected zero energy modes. Consequently,
apart from the protected zero modes, the spectrum of HSUSY

is doubly degenerate.
To make the connection between the above picture of SUSY

and classical photonic arrays, we reinterpret the supercharge
operator as the weighted adjacency matrix of a bipartite graph
G(U, V,E) where U and V are the two partitions and E de-
notes the edges connecting the graph partitions. In this pic-
ture, the fermions and the bosons are replaced by classical
photonic oscillators (waveguides or cavities) that occupy the
partitions U and V (or vice versa). Within the framework of
optical coupled mode theory of cavity arrays, this classical ar-
ray can be described by i da/dt = HTB a where the vector
a represent the electric field amplitude in each cavity and the
classical discrete Hamiltonian is given by:

HTB =

(
R

R†

)
. (3)

Evidently, HTB exhibits topological features dictated by its
chiral symmetry. By squaring HTB, the two sublattices de-
couple and we obtain a block diagonal matrix that consists of
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FIG. 2. SUSY structures from topological SSH arrays. Taking
the square of an SSH array (top panel) having an odd number of el-
ements (here nine) results in two decoupled supersymmetric arrays.
To ensure that the singlet mode is in phase, one of the coupling co-
efficients (t1 or t2) must be negative, which is difficult to implement
experimentally. By following the procedure described in the text,
which involves taking the complex conjugate of the equation of mo-
tion (EoM), we can construct another set of arrays that share the same
spectral features but have negative frequency shifts and positive cou-
plings, which is easy to implement. In the figure −( ) ≡ −(t21+ t22).
Importantly, the partner array (blue cubes) is uniform while the main
array (red cubes) is almost uniform except for the edge elements.
This is very different from the previous work relying on QR decom-
position which results in very non-uniform partner arrays difficult to
implement or scale up.

FIG. 3. Edge-emitting SUSY laser array. An edge-emitting laser
array that consists of a main and partner SUSY arrays implementing
the discrete Hamiltonians HA and HB, respectively. The coupling
coefficients between any two lasing elements in the same array are t
while the edge-to-edge coupling between the two inner elements of
the arrays is κ. In principle, one can also introduce a partner array
on both sides of the main array to maintain the parity symmetry. Fol-
lowing previous experiments, here the pumping profile is assumed to
illuminate only the main array.

two positive-definite square Hermitian blocks:

H2
TB =

(
RR†

R†R

)
, (4)

where the two blocks RR† and R†R represent two indepen-
dent optical arrays that are isospectral except from the zero
modes. A schematic of the concept discussed above is de-
picted in Fig. 1. We emphasize here that the SUSY be-
tween the fermionic and bosonic oscillators provides a natural
framework for establishing the SUSY between classical oscil-
lators but it does not imply that the quantum system (left panel
in Fig. 1 is a one-to-one mapping to the corresponding classi-
cal graph (central panel of Fig. 1. Also, we note that the above
procedure eliminates only the zero modes which is different
from the QR decomposition scheme used in [29, 37, 38].
However, in the context of laser engineering, this is sufficient
as we will see below.

Before we proceed, we remark that the relation between the
spectrum of a Hamiltonian and its square has been employed
before to show that crossing the non-Hermitian singularities,
called exceptional points, in some parity-time (PT) symmetric
systems might not be associated with phase transitions as it is
usually assumed [43]. On the other hand, it was demonstrated
that topological features can arise by taking the square root of
Hamiltonian matrices [44] – a result that was later confirmed
experimentally [45, 46]. This work in turn has inspired fur-
ther activities investigating the topological aspects associated
with taking the square (or higher) roots of Hamiltonian sys-
tems [47–49]. Importantly, we also emphasize that the con-
nection between SUSY and chiral symmetry [Eq. 3 and 4] has
been highlighted before in the context of topological mechan-
ics [50, 51], tight-binding band structures [52], entanglement
structure in many-body states [53], and also in the context of
optics [41]. In particular, the work in [41] presented a scheme
for engineering optical SUSY array partners with predeter-
mined spectral features.

B. Application: Uniform SUSY laser arrays

SUSY laser structure. We start by reviewing the generic con-
cept of SUSY lasers proposed in Ref. 29. Starting from a
laser array that consists of N coupled laser elements that sup-
port N linear modes, a partner array supporting N − 1 linear
modes that are isospectral with (N − 1) higher order modes
of the main array is constructed. By introducing coupling be-
tween the main and partner array and losses to the partner
array, the quality factors of all the modes except the singlet
fundamental mode of the main array are spoiled. As a re-
sult, the fundamental mode of the main array exhibits a lower
lasing threshold and single-mode operation can be achieved.
In previous studies, matrix QR decomposition was employed
to construct the SUSY partner array starting from a uniform
laser array [29, 39]. This strategy produces a non-uniform
partner array (different resonant frequencies and coupling co-
efficients). This feature, together with the fact that typical
values of the coupling between any two elements are much
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smaller than the resonant frequencies (thus very precise im-
plementation of the resonant frequencies is necessary) com-
plicates the practical realization of this device. And despite
the excellent experimental results obtained recently [37, 38],
this aforementioned drawback still presents a major hurdle
towards scaling up SUSY laser arrays: Larger arrays means
more non-uniformity.

To overcome the problems associated with current SUSY
laser arrays, here we present a different and elegant proposal
for constructing scalable SUSY laser arrays. To do so, we
start by considering a topological SSH array. This is a very
special bipartite graph that exhibits periodicity with two iden-
tical elements in each unit cell and different inter and intra-
coupling constants as shown in Fig. 2. As discussed in Ref.
54, an infinite one-dimensional Hermitian SSH array exhibits
topological features and can exist in two distinct phases: a
topological phase with a winding number of W = 1 (across
the Brillouin zone) and a trivial phase with W = 0. When
a topological SSH array is terminated at the weak link edge,
a topologically protected zero mode that is localized at that
edge emerges (i.e. its frequency will be exactly the same as
the bare resonant frequency of each cavity in the array, the
central frequency of each resonator in the absence of any cou-
pling). For a finite SSH array having an odd number of sites,
the protection of the zero mode is guaranteed by the chiral
symmetry of the underlying Hamiltonian, namely HSSH re-
spects chiral symmetry, i.e., χ−1HSSHχ = −HSSH. We note
however that chiral symmetry does not necessarily determine
the number of zero modes. It is rather the winding number of
the infinite SSH that fixes that through the bulk boundary cor-
respondence. In the case of an SSH array with W = 1, there
is only one zero mode. Thus, if we consider a truncated SSH
array made of an odd number of elements, say (2N − 1) then
one of these modes will be pinned to have zero eigenvalues.
It follows that H2

SSH will consist of two block diagonals rep-
resenting two decoupled arrays, one with N states including
the zero mode (we call this array the main array and denote it
by array A) and the other with (N − 1) states, which we call
the partner array denoted by B. These two arrays are repre-
sented by the red and blue cubes in Fig. 2. If we denote the
coupling coefficients of the SSH array by t1 and t2, we find
that both the main and partner arrays have uniform coupling
profiles given by t1t2. In addition, each element of the part-
ner array will have a frequency shift of t21 + t22. Finally, all
the non-edge elements of the main array will have the same
frequency shift, i.e., t21 + t22 while the edge elements will have
a different frequency shift given by t21 and t22 as shown in Fig.
2. This rather very uniform structure of the SUSY arrays pre-
sented here is one of the main results of this work. From an
experimental point of view, this uniformity can facilitate the
experimental realization of SUSY laser arrays that consist of
a relatively large number of coupled edge-emitting lasers.

Before we proceed, we note that in the above construction,
the zero mode of the main array has a non-uniform staggering
eigenvector. By selecting |t1| = |t2| the optical intensity of
the zero-mode becomes uniform. However for t1,2 > 0, the
mode still features an out-of-phase distribution (i.e., the sign
of the field amplitude in each element is the opposite of that in

the neighboring elements). This out-phase mode is not useful
for laser applications since the fields will interfere destruc-
tively in the far-field. One can turn this out-of-phase mode
into an in-phase mode by reversing the sign of one of the cou-
pling coefficients. This however will make the coupling t1t2
of the SUSY array negative. Negative coupling can be imple-
mented in very special setups such as photonic crystals for ex-
ample. However, in standard edge-emitting lasers, this is not
possible. To solve this problem, let us consider the coupled
mode equation for a generic cavity array described by a dis-
crete Hamiltonian H: i d |a⟩ /dt = H |a⟩, where, as discussed
above, the diagonal elements of H are real positive while the
off-diagonal coupling coefficients are real negative. Here, the
elements of the vector |a⟩ =

[
a1 a2 . . . aN

]T
represent the

field amplitudes inside each cavity. By taking the complex
conjugate of the above equation and denoting a∗ = b, we
obtain i d |b⟩ /dt = −H |b⟩ (note that H∗ = H because all
the elements of H are real). This system has the same spec-
tral structure (apart from a minus sign) and thus maintains the
SUSY nature of the old system. Importantly, in this equation,
the coupling profile is positive and the frequency shift is neg-
ative which can be easily implemented experimentally. In the
rest of this manuscript, we will focus on this latter system with
negative frequency shifts and positive couplings.

To simplify the notation, we replace t′2 with t > 0. The
explicit forms of the Hamiltonians associated with the main
and partner arrays (arrays A and B) are thus given by

HA =



−t t 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 0
t −2t t 0 · · · 0 0 0 0
0 t −2t t · · · 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · t −2t t 0
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 t −2t t
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 t −t


, (5)

and

HB =



−2t t 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 0
t −2t t 0 · · · 0 0 0 0
0 t −2t t · · · 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 · · · t −2t t 0
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 t −2t t
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 t −2t


. (6)

As discussed before, the square matrices HA and HB have
sizes N × N and (N − 1) × (N − 1), respectively. They
are supersymmetric partners featuring an unbroken SUSY,
i.e., they are isospectral except from the zero mode which,
in our system, is the fundamental mode of array A. Finally,
the SUSY laser is constructed by coupling the main and
partner arrays and introducing optical losses to the latter.
This will spoil the quality factor of all the higher-order
modes and allow a single-mode operation of the fundamental
mode when the system is pumped. From an experimental
point of view, the introduction of losses to the partner array
can be done by depositing an absorbing metal on top of its
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FIG. 4. Complex eigenvalue trajectories of the supermodes in a lossy edge-emitting SUSY laser array. Plotted are the complex energy
spectra for the edge-emitting setup with N = 5 at various values of the edge-to-edge coupling κ/t and loss-to-coupling ratio γ/κ taken over
a range of γ/κ ∈ [0, 1]. The trajectories represent how the eigenfrequencies change with the ratio γ/κ, the fundamental (the singlet) mode
being the rightmost in all the panels. Beyond certain values of κ/t and γ/κ, the fundamental mode ceases to be the first lasing mode, being
taken over by one mode from the closest doublet.

FIG. 5. Detuning and disorder in the edge-emitting SUSY laser array. (a) Shown is the 2D color map of the detuning ∆ as a function of
γ/t and κ/t for the edge-emitting laser with N = 5. The dashed blue line is the contour for ∆Im = 0 with ∆Im > 0 inside that is when
the singlet state is the first lasing. Outside that domain, one of the doublet states takes over to become the first lasing state. (b) The plots
represent the two different cross sections marked by the two black dash-dotted lines in (a). (c) Plotted is the FoM (defined in the main text)
to demonstrate how the detuning is impacted by disorders of various strengths W0/t (compared to the disorder-free case of W0 = 0) that can
be present independently in the diagonal and the off-diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian or combined. Other parameters are κ/t = 0.2 and
γ/t = 0.06.

constituent resonators or by patterning diffraction gratings
to achieve radiation loss. In all cases, care must be taken to
not perturb the eigenfrequency of the supermodes (imaginary
and real parts of the resonant frequency are interlinked via
the Kramers-Kronig relation) [55]. Alternatively, one may
just apply pumping to the main array as has been done in Ref.
37 and 38. In our theoretical model, the effect of uniform
loss is taken into account by replacing −2t by −2t − iγ
on the diagonal elements of the matrix HB. Regarding the
coupling between the two arrays, we note that in the case
of 1D edge-emitting lasers, only edge-to-edge coupling is
possible. On the other hand, in 2D VCSEL lasers, more
flexible coupling profiles can be enabled. In what follows we
explore both possibilities.

Edge-emitting lasers. Here we consider an edge-emitting
SUSY laser array with edge-to-edge coupling between the
main and partner arrays as shown in Fig. 3. The coupling
coefficient between the edge elements is denoted by κ. This
is similar to the case studied in Ref. 29 except that here the
arrays are built using the strategy outlined above which pro-
duces uniform geometry instead of using the QR decomposi-

tion that produces a highly non-uniform partner array.
Fig. 4 plots the complex eigenvalue trajectories of the su-

permodes of the entire system when N = 5 as a function
of γ/κ for different values of κ/t. We note that in the first
two panels, the complex resonant frequency of the fundamen-
tal mode (the singlet mode with Re[Ω/t] ∼ 0) remains al-
most intact as γ is increased. On the other hand, in the other
two panels, the eigenfrequency of the fundamental mode is
shifted in response to changing γ. This effect is a result of
off-resonant interaction between the modes of the main and
partner arrays as has been highlighted in Ref. 29. In all cases,
we observe that as γ is increased from its zero value, the qual-
ity factors of all doublet states initially decrease (Im[Ω/t] be-
comes more negative). However, at some point when γ be-
comes comparable to the coupling between the correspond-
ing resonant supermodes, a complex avoided crossing takes
place, and one of each doublet mode switches direction where
its quality factor starts to increase again. Importantly, for the
cases of κ/t = 0.6 and κ/t = 0.8, as γ is increased beyond a
certain limit, the singlet state becomes more lossy than one of
the doublet states (the leftmost state in all the panels), i.e., it is
not the first lasing state anymore. For the cases of κ/t = 0.2
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FIG. 6. Surface-emitting SUSY laser array. A schematic of
surface-emitting SUSY laser array. The 2D nature of this geome-
try allows for flexibility in designing the coupling between the main
lasing array and the partner structure acting as a reservoir for filtering
higher-order supermodes. In this particular implementation, we use
two partner arrays in order to maintain the symmetry of the optical
power distribution inside the laser. As before, here we assume that
pumping is applied only to the lasing array.

and κ/t = 0.4, the singlet state is the first lasing state but that
same doublet state is competing for the laser action. This can
be mitigated by including another lossy cavity on the other
side of the array to act as a filter only for the doublet states.

To better quantify the behavior observed in Fig. 4, we scru-
tinize the imaginary detuning ∆Im = Im[Ω0/t] − Im[Ω1/t]
where Ω0 and Ω1 are the eigenfrequencies of the singlet state
and the doublet state with nearest imaginary part (i.e., the sec-
ond lasing state), respectively. In Fig. 5, we plot a 2D color
map of ∆Im as function of κ/t and γ/t. The dashed blue line
marks the contour of ∆Im = 0. Inside the region defined by
this contour, ∆Im > 0 indicating that the singlet state is in-
deed the first lasing. On the other hand, outside that domain,
one of the doublet states takes over the singlet and becomes
the first lasing state. This interesting behavior has not been
observed before in the previous SUSY laser work. Fig. 5 (b)
plots the two different cross-sections marked by the two black
dash-dotted lines in Fig. 5 (a). These plots confirm the be-
havior observed in Fig. 4, namely that ∆Im increases as γ/t
is increased before the trend is reversed following a complex
avoided crossing.

We have also examined the impact of disorder due to possi-
ble fabrication errors on the performance of the device. Sim-
ilar to the work in Ref. 29, we define the figure of merit for
the device as the ratio of the actual value of ∆Im in the pres-
ence of disorder to the ideal value in the absence of any per-
turbation, i.e., FoM = ∆Dis

Im /∆Ideal
Im . In our simulations, we

study both diagonal and off-diagonal disorders independently
as well as their combined effect. In all cases, the disorder
effect is considered additively, and its actual value is picked
from a uniform distribution [−W0,W0] where we varied the
limitW0 from 0 to 0.1t. Finally, an averaging of 1000 random
realizations of the disordered lattice is performed for the sys-
tem size N = 5. The results are plotted in Fig. 5 (c). The near

linear degradation of the FoM is comparable to those obtained
before in Ref. 29.

At this point, it is instructive to discuss some operational
considerations. As can be seen from Fig. 5 (b), the opti-
mal value of normalized imaginary detuning is ∆Im ∼ 0.01.
Given that maximum evanescent coupling between cavities is
typically in the order of THz, it follows that the maximum
achievable imaginary detuning is approximately 10 GHz. For
typical distributed feedback lasers with quality factors in the
range 105−107, and hence for a frequency range of 102−103

THz, the lasing threshold can be tuned to be less than 10
GHz (by adjusting the quality factor via grating mirrors). In
that case, the above imaginary detuning will provide a large
enough differentiation between the first lasing singlet mode
and the competing doublet. This is consistent with the exper-
imental results in Ref. 37 and 40.

Finally, we also note that the uniform field distribution
leads to a higher far-field maximum intensity as compared to
uniform arrays with discrete sinusoidal field patterns. When
considering the realistic situation of setting an upper limit on
the power emitted by any individual element in either array,
we find that for arrays made of five waveguides, the SUSY ar-
ray of this work can provide a far-field intensity enhancement
of about ∼ 1.8 as compared to the uniform array considered
in Ref. 29 and 37 (see the “Far-field intensity” subsection
and “Array factor intensity” subsection in Methods). In other
words, while the array studied there could in principle provide
13.8 times more intensity in the far-field than a single element
laser, the SUSY array presented here in this work can provide
up to 25 times stronger intensity. And while the inclusion
of the partner array will introduce some perturbations to the
ideal field distribution (this has been also noted in Ref. 37,
these are minimal due to the weak coupling between the main
and the partner array (see the “Power distribution inside the
laser arrays” subsection in Methods).

Surface-emitting lasers. The strategy presented in the pre-
vious section for edge-emitting devices can be also extended
to surface-emitting lasers such as VCSEL arrays. In the lat-
ter case, the array is 2D which provides more flexibility for
choosing the coupling topology. In Fig. 6, we show one possi-
ble configuration for the array where we choose to include two
partner arrays, one from each side, in order not to introduce
strong asymmetry to the power distribution. As shown by the
red arrows, each cavity in the partner arrays (blue rings) is
coupled only to the nearest neighbor in the main, lasing array
(red rings). As before, here also the loss is assumed to apply
only to the partner arrays (in equal strength). Fig. 7 (a) plots
the values of ∆Im as a function of γ/t and κ/t. The dashed
curved line on the figure indicates the contour of ∆Im = 0,
defining the boundary of the domain with ∆Im > 0. Panel
(b) presents separate plots of the values of ∆Im against γ/t
and κ/t along the linear trajectories defined by the straight
dash-dotted lines in panel (a). Note that here, ∆Im can reach
higher values than in the 1D edge-emitting lasers suggesting
even better performance for 2D structures. Finally, panel (c)
presents a study of the device performance as a function of
all possible disorder parameters, demonstrating a reasonable
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FIG. 7. Detuning and disorder in surface-emitting SUSY laser arrays. (a) plot of ∆Im as a function of γ/t and κ/t. The dashed curved
line marks the contour of ∆Im = 0, defining the boundary of domain with ∆Im > 0. (b) Plots of ∆Im against γ/t and κ/t along the linear
trajectories defined by the two straight dash-dotted lines in (a). Note that here, ∆Im can reach higher values than in the 1D edge-emitting
lasers, which indicates an even better performance for the 2D structures. (c) Device performance as a function of various possible disorder
parameters, demonstrating a reasonable range of tolerance.

range of tolerance.

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we envision an angle for unifying concepts
from topology and SUSY; starting from a supersymmetric sys-
tem of coupled bosonic and fermionic oscillators, we establish
a connection to a bipartite lattice geometry whose connec-
tivity features chiral symmetry when imprinted on a system
of classical oscillators. This picture provides a powerful tool
for engineering a unique class of SUSY laser arrays. For il-
lustration, we consider a concrete design example that takes
its starting point as an SSH array to eventually manifest as a
SUSY laser geometry. This array structure has two key ad-
vantages over previously reported laser arrays: (1) Both the
main and partner arrays are almost uniform, i.e., they have
identical frequencies (except for only two boundary elements
of the main array) and coupling coefficients across the whole
arrays which is very crucial from the practical implementation
perspective, and (2) The array presented here has two-fold far-
field intensity scaling compared to that of Ref. 29 and 37. Not
only do our results present a unification for the otherwise two
distinct physical concepts of topology and SUSY, but they also
provide a roadmap for extending the realm of SUSY laser ar-
rays beyond the proof-of-concept phase. Beyond its implica-
tion for laser physics and engineering, our results are generic
and can be important to the physics of synchronization in var-
ious platforms including optomechanics and electronics, only
to mention a couple of examples. Finally, it will be interesting
to consider extending our results to complex 2D arrays. This
however might not be straightforward due to the possible de-
generacy associated with higher dimensional symmetries and
also the long-range interactions that may arise from squaring
the Hamiltonian. We plan to investigate this in future work.

IV. METHODS

Derivation of the SUSY Hamiltonian

With the supercharge operator Q defined as

Q =
∑
α,j

Rα,jc
†
αbj +R∗

α,jb
†
jcα, (7)

the supersymmetric Hamiltonian reads

HSUSY = Q2 ≡ 1

2
{Q,Q}

=
1

2

∑
α,β,j,k

Rα,jR
∗
β,k{c†αbj , b

†
kcβ}

+
1

2

∑
α,β,j,k

R∗
α,jRβ,k{cαb†j , bkc

†
β}

+
1

2

∑
α,β,j,k

Rα,jRβ,k{c†αbj , bkc
†
β}

+
1

2

∑
α,β,j,k

R∗
α,jR

∗
β,k{cαb

†
j , b

†
kcβ}. (8)

We can further simplify this using the following anticommu-
tation relations of the fermionic operators

{cα, c†β} = δα,β ; {c†α, c
†
β} = 0 ; {cα, cβ} = 0 , (9)

and commutation relations of the bosonic operators

[bj , b
†
k] = δj,k ; [b†j , b

†
k] = 0 ; [bj , bk] = 0 , (10)

and their mutual commutation relation

[cα, bj ] = [c†α, bj ] = [cα, b
†
j ] = [c†α, b

†
j ] = 0, (11)

along with the operator identity

[AB,CD] = A[B,C]D +AC[B,D] + [A,C]BD

+ C{A,D}B. (12)

Applying these to each of the four terms in Eq. 8 readily
implies that the last two terms vanish while the surviving
terms lead to Eq. 2.



8

Far-field intensity
Here we compare the far-field maximum intensity for the
edge-emitting SUSY array considered in Fig. 3 and that of
a uniform array (i.e., an array with identical waveguide and
identical coupling constants) such as the one studied in Ref. 29
and 37 operating at the fundamental mode that has a discrete
sinusoidal profile. Within the paraxial approximation, the far-
field pattern can be expressed as a Fourier transform (FT) of
the near-field

Ψ(X) =

∫
dx eik(X/D)xψ′(x), (13)

where k is the wavevector and D is the distance between the
near and the far-field planes. In addition, x and X are the
near and far-field coordinates as shown schematically in Fig.
8. Note that we consider a 1D FT because the array extends in
1D and thus only affects the diffraction along that direction.
In our case, the near-field distribution is a weighted sum of
shifted identical replicas of the waveguide mode f(x) (which
is assumed to be real), i.e., ψ′(x) =

∑
i aif(x − xi), where

xi is the lateral shift of waveguide i from a reference origin
point. Here we will use the normalization

∫
f(x)2dx = 1. To

meaningfully compare the far-field response of two different
arrays, we will fix the number of elements N and either the
total emitted power from each array or the maximum power
emitted by any element of the arrays. Let us first consider the
former scenario of identical total power which can be obtained
from the near-field coefficients: Ptot =

∑
i |ai|2. Without any

loss of generality, we take Ptot = 1 in some arbitrary power
units. For the laser array, the far-field can be expressed as

Ψ(X) =

∫
dx eik(X/D)xψ′(x)

=
∑
i

ai

∫
dx eik(X/D)xf(x− xi)

=

∫
dx eik(X/D)xf(q)︸ ︷︷ ︸

F (X)

∑
i

ai e
ik(X/D)xi

︸ ︷︷ ︸
A(X)

≡ F (X)A(X), (14)

where F (X) and A(X) are the aperture and the array factor,
respectively. For the SUSY array considered in this work with
uniform intensities across all the lasing elements, the condi-
tion Ptot = 1 leads to aj = 1/

√
N for any j. Consequently,

|ASUSY
1 (X = 0)|2 =

∣∣∣∑j aj

∣∣∣2 = N for the SUSY array
shown in Fig. 3.

On the other hand, for a uniform array, the normalized
eigenstates are given by aj =

√
2/(N + 1) sin[πj/(N + 1)],

and hence the intensity term associated with the array factor
is

|AU
1 (X = 0)|2 =

2

N + 1
cot2

[
π

2(N + 1)

]
≡ G1(N), (15)

where the superscript U in the above expression (see the fol-
lowing “Array factor intensity” subsection) refers to the uni-
form array. By using the expansion cot(x) ≈ 1/x when

FIG. 8. Geometry for the far-field calculations. A schematic of the
geometry used for the far-field calculations.

x ≪ 1, it is straightforward to show that 1 < |AS
1 (X =

0)|2/|AU
1 (X = 0)|2 < π2/8 with the lower and upper limits

achieved at N = 1 and N ≫ 1, respectively. Thus the SUSY
array considered here provides a (slightly) stronger far-field
intensity (∼ 1.23 times).

Now we consider the second scenario where we assume
there is an upper bound for the power emitted by any ele-
ment of the array. From an engineering perspective, this sce-
nario is more relevant because it is the actual limiting factor
in building a single-mode, single-element laser. Let us denote
this maximum power by Po. For the SUSY array considered
here in this work, each element in the array can emit Po (im-
plying aj =

√
Po for all j). In this case, the total power is

Ptot = NPo and the maximum far-field array factor intensity
is |ASUSY

2 (X = 0)|2 = N2Po. On the other hand, for the
uniform array with a sinusoidal mode profile, the maximum
power can be attained at the central element. For simplicity,
let us assume that N is odd. Then the maximum power will
be emitted by the element M = (N + 1)/2, i.e., aM =

√
Po.

But in general, aj = C
√
2/(N + 1) sin[πj/(N + 1)] (for

some constant C), which for j = M reduces to aM =
C
√
2/(N + 1). Therefore, we obtain C =

√
(N + 1)Po/2

and finally, aj =
√
Po sin[πj/(N + 1)]. The maximum far-

field array factor intensity is then

|AU
2 (X = 0)|2 = Po cot

2

[
π

2(N + 1)

]
≡ G2(N). (16)

Hence, in his case, 1 < |ASUSY
1 (X = 0)|2/|AU

1 (X =
0)|2 < π2/4. Thus, the SUSY array can at most provide an
enhancement of ∼ 2.47 in the far-field maximum intensity.
For a realistic five-element array, the enhancement is ∼ 1.8
times which is significant.

Array factor intensity
Let us compare the far-field array factor intensity for the
uniform fundamental mode in our SUSY array with a non-
uniform fundamental mode which can be obtained by sim-
ply setting all the diagonal elements of HA to be equal
(here we set them equal to −2t with t = 1). For this ar-
ray, the (normalized) fundamental mode is given by aj =√
2/(N + 1) sin[πj/(N + 1)], consequently, the array factor
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intensity for this non-uniform fundamental mode is

|A(X = 0)|2 =
2

N + 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

sin
πj

N + 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
1

2(N + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

eiπj/(N+1) − h.c.

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
1

2(N + 1)

∣∣∣∣1− eiπN/(N+1)

1− eiπ/(N+1)
eiπ/(N+1) − 1− e−iπN/(N+1)

1− e−iπ/(N+1)
e−iπ/(N+1)

∣∣∣∣2
=

1

2(N + 1)

∣∣∣∣1 + e−iπ/(N+1)

e−iπ/(N+1) − 1
− 1 + eiπ/(N+1)

eiπ/(N+1) − 1

∣∣∣∣2
=

1

2(N + 1)

∣∣∣∣1 + e−iπ/(N+1)

1− e−iπ/(N+1)
+
eiπ/(N+1) + 1

eiπ/(N+1) − 1

∣∣∣∣2
=

2

N + 1
cot2

[
π

2(N + 1)

]
. (17)

FIG. 9. Optical power distribution. Optical power associated with
the fundamental modes of both the edge- [in (a)] and surface-emitting
[in (b)] SUSY arrays described in the main text. Evidently, most of
the optical power is concentrated in the main lasing array (red) with
small residual power in the partner arrays (blue). Note that in the
case of the edge-emitting laser in panel (a), the power distribution
shows a slight asymmetry as compared to the surface-emitting laser
in panel (b). This is because, for the edge-emitting laser, we have
used only one partner array on one side. The inclusion of a mirror-
symmetric partner array on the other side of the laser system would
result in a symmetric pattern.

Power distribution inside the laser arrays
For the proposed SUSY laser to operate properly with
far-field enhanced intensity and high beam quality, the optical
power must be localized primarily in the main lasing array.
Fig. 9 confirms that this is indeed the case for both arrays
discussed in the main text. These results are also consistent
with the recent work on large-area quasi-PT symmetric laser
systems described in Ref. 56.

Data availability:
Data are available upon reasonable request.

Code availability:
Codes are available upon reasonable request.
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8, 821 (2014).

[9] T. Ozawa, H. M. Price, A. Amo, N. Goldman, M. Hafezi, L. Lu,
M. C. Rechtsman, D. Schuster, J. Simon, O. Zilberberg, et al.,
Reviews of Modern Physics 91, 015006 (2019).

[10] Y. Ota, K. Takata, T. Ozawa, A. Amo, Z. Jia, B. Kante, M. No-
tomi, Y. Arakawa, and S. Iwamoto, Nanophotonics 9, 547
(2020).

[11] H. Schomerus, Optics letters 38, 1912 (2013).
[12] P. St-Jean, V. Goblot, E. Galopin, A. Lemaı̂tre, T. Ozawa,

L. Le Gratiet, I. Sagnes, J. Bloch, and A. Amo, Nature Pho-
tonics 11, 651 (2017).

[13] H. Zhao, P. Miao, M. H. Teimourpour, S. Malzard, R. El-
Ganainy, H. Schomerus, and L. Feng, Nature communications
9, 981 (2018).

[14] M. Parto, S. Wittek, H. Hodaei, G. Harari, M. A. Bandres,
J. Ren, M. C. Rechtsman, M. Segev, D. N. Christodoulides, and
M. Khajavikhan, Physical review letters 120, 113901 (2018).

[15] Y.-C. Wang, J.-S. You, and H.-H. Jen, Nature Communications
13, 4598 (2022).

[16] F. Cooper, A. Khare, and U. Sukhatme, Physics Reports 251,



10

267 (1995).
[17] N. Sourlas, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 15, 115 (1985).
[18] A. Leznov and M. Saveliev, Acta Applicandae Mathematica 16,

1 (1989).
[19] K. Efetov, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 83, 151 (1995).
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