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ABSTRACT

Micro-LEDs (µLEDs) are poised to transform AR/VR, display, and optical communication technolo-
gies, but they are currently hindered by low light extraction efficiency and non-directional emission.
Our study introduces an innovative approach using a descending index multilayer anti-reflection
coating combined with a horn collimator structure atop the µLED pixel. This design leverages
the propagation of light outside the critical angle to enhance both the directionality and extraction
efficiency of emitted light. By implementing either discrete or continuous refractive index gradients
within the horn, we achieve a dramatic tenfold increase in light extraction within a ±15° cone, with
an overall light extraction efficiency reaching approximately 80%, where 31% of the power is concen-
trated within this narrow cone. This performance surpasses that of an optimized SiO2 half-ellipsoidal
lens, which diameter and height is 24X and 26X larger than the pixel width respectively, while our
design only slightly increases the device height and expands the final light escape surface to 3 times
and roughly 4 times the pixel width respectively. Such efficiency, directionality enhancement, and
compactness make this solution particularly suitable for high-resolution, densely packed µLED arrays,
promising advancements in high-performance, miniaturized display systems.

Keywords µLED · nanoLED · FDTD · directionality ·
efficiency · GRIN · AR · VR · communication

1 Introduction

Generating light with high efficiency and directionality
directly from the light source itself is in general a highly
desirable characteristic for LEDs and for µLEDs [1], in par-
ticular for AR/VR and display applications [2, 3] or optical
communications [4, 5]. However, besides the difficulties in
manufacturing and package integration of µLEDs [6, 7, 8]
current µLEDs still offer significant room for improvement
in terms of efficiency as suggested by the external quantum
efficiency (EQE) of µLEDs which is typically still only in
the range of few percent [9, 10].

The EQE measures how much from the electrical energy
injected into the LED is converted to useful light outside
of the LED. It consists of three contributions, the electrical
internal quantum efficiency (IQEe), the purcell factor (pf)

and the total light extraction efficiency (ηLEE = LEE90).
Often, purcell factor and electrical internal quantum effi-
ciency is combined as ηIQE [11]. For many applications,
only the light into a particular solid angle Γ in the farfield is
of interest and therefore LEEΓ is given which also consid-
ers the directionality. The fraction of light which is emitted
into the solid angle Γ over the total solid angle is denoted
by ηΓ. As a consequence, all of those factors determine the
overall performance of the µLED, the so called wall-plug-
efficiency (ηWPE), and need to be maximized to achieve
the overall best device performance. In general, the total
wall-plug-efficiency of a µLED is therefore a product of
different contributions

ηWPE = ηEL ηIQE ηLEE ηΓ,

where ηEL denotes the efficiency of the electrical system.
The IQE of µLEDs remains a big challenge due to defect
recombination on the interface of the active region with its
surroundings [12, 13]. In particular for the smallest µLEDs,
the surface-to-bulk ratio becomes increasingly skewed and
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therefore a strain on the IQE due to extrinsic and intrinsic
surface defects [14].

To enhance the general light extraction efficiency of a
LED or µLED, typical approaches involve utilizing reso-
nant/lossy cavities with distributed-bragg-reflector- (DBR)
/ anti-reflection-coatings [15, 16] or introducing surface
textures [10]. In particular anti-reflection-coatings can im-
prove the direct outcoupling efficiency by reducing reflec-
tion losses at the interface. However, it is not possible to
extract light with incidence angle beyond the total-internal-
reflection (TIR) angle. DBRs can suppress emission at
shallow angles but typically show higher losses due to ab-
sorption since the light interacts more often with absorbing
materials inside the µLED pixel [11, 17]. In applications
where light within a particular narrow solid angle is useful,
conventional rough outcoupling textures typically lead to
a lambertian like far-field emission and therefore resulting
in less useful light. However, if only the light into a partic-
ular solid angle is useful for the application, texturization
typically leads to a lambertian-like farfield distribution and
therefore low directionality which decreases the overall
efficiency significantly.

To reduce emission towards undesirable directions in the
farfield, lot of effort is put into the directionality of the
emission. Typical approaches involve utilizing micro-lens
arrays [18], surface texturing approaches [19], meta-lenses
[20], µLED nanorods [21, 22] or photonic crystals [23, 24].
In particular for the smallest µLEDs which are also the
most interesting for AR/VR applications, increasing di-
rectionality and forward efficiency is especially difficult
due to size of the devices. Traditional optical elements
such as lenses behave differently than for large LEDs due
to near-field wave-optical properties of the µLED emis-
sion which necessitates larger devices overall. Nanorods
and photonic crystal based architectures require multiple
periods of the to effectively utilize the properties of the
photonic bandstructure for directionality. Especially for
the smallest devices, where the desired active region of a
single pixel is in the range of the wavelength of the emitted
light, this becomes infeasible since simply not sufficient pe-
riods can be realized in such a small size. For the smallest
monolithic pixels, die shaping, the process of altering the
geometry of the pixel itself to shape the light appropriately,
has shown promising results for enhancing directionality
and outcoupling efficiency [25, 12, 26, 27, 28, 29].

Meanwhile, the problem of directionality has been thor-
oughly investigated in the field of microwave radiation
and antenna technology where antenna geometries exists
with large directionality and high efficiency [30]. However,
there are significant differences between typical microwave
antennas and µLEDs:

• The wavelength of the radiation in µLEDs is small
compared to the size of the device while the geom-
etry is typically similar in size of the wavelength
for microwaves applications.

• The emission for µLEDs originate from an active
region which is large compared to the wavelength.

• The emission coming from different parts of the
active region is incoherent due to the spontaneous
emission process of radiative recombination [11].

• µLEDs exhibit a much greater number of avail-
able and populated modes due to the distributed
nature of the emission from the active region and
the overall size of the device compared to the
wavelength.

• In microwave applications, metals can be consid-
ered to be perfect electric conductors while they
have considerable penetration depth and absorp-
tion at optical wavelengths for µLEDs.

In this contribution, we investigate the application of a
so called Horn collimator/antenna [30] in enhancing light
extraction efficiency and directionality of the emitted light.
Although antenna theory assumes coherent emitters, we
demonstrate here that the directionality and outcoupling
enhancement is also seen for the case of incoherent emit-
ters as in the case of µLEDs. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the outcoupling and collimating performance of the
horn antenna is improved by either introducing a discrete
or continuously varying descending refractive index layer
inside of the Horn. In the presence of such a layer, light
from the µLED, which would typically have momentum
beyond the escape cone from semiconductor to air, can
enter the horn collimator antenna structure. Within this
GRIN layer, the pathway of such light is bent, causing a
major portion of it to interact with the sidewalls, and is
subsequently redirected into a more advantageous direc-
tion. In essence, adding the material complexity within the
horn leads to the possibility of achieving strong direction-
ality and large outcoupling efficiency enhancement with a
smaller geometrical footprint, which is extremely desirable
for high-resolution display applications. In describing the
governing mechanisms that lead to outcoupling and direc-
tionality enhancement, we first show proof-of-principle
2D calculations. We then proceed to illustrate these prin-
ciples through 3D cylindrical models, demonstrating the
core findings from our 2D calculations. These models are
compared against two pertinent reference scenarios: 1) a
bare µLED pixel, and 2) a µLED pixel paired with a large,
optimized SiO2 half-ellipse lens, where the lens’s diameter
is 40 times that of the µLED pixel’s active region and 24
times the pixel’s opening width.

The results show an improvement in LEE15 of up to one
order of magnitude compared to the bare µLED pixel and
more than double compared to the µLED pixel with the
large SiO2 half-ellipsoidal lens. Achieving such an im-
provement in total LEE and LEEΓ with minimal geometri-
cal size penalties for real devices would drastically change
the prospects of applications of µLEDs in AR/VR and
optical communication.

2 Theory

As outlined in the Introduction, this study aims to inves-
tigate and enhance the light extraction efficiency (LEE)
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Figure 1. | Interaction of Gaussian Beams at different incident angles with the µHorn and different filling materials. 2D
model of a portion of the µLED structure under investigation. The arrows indicate the power flow of a Gaussian beam launched from
the semiconductor side at different angles as it propagates through the µHorn collimator with different filling materials. Note that the
model is symmetric around the y-axis but only a part of the geometry is displayed. A Gaussian beam with λ = 450nm and injection
angles [15°, 35°, 65°] is injected in different µHorn filling media. Even without filling (row (a)), appropriate sidewalls increase
the directionality of the light by redirecting light at the steepest emission angles with respect to the forward direction. Adding an
additional filling of SiO2 (row (b)) improves outcoupling but still shows total internal reflection for more oblique angles. By adding
a continuous step-down GRIN-style (row (c)) inside the µHorn antenna, much less of the light experiences total internal reflection
and even more of the emitted light interacts with the sidewalls. Hence the LEE is increased much more than what would be possible
via an anti-reflection coating. For the steepest injection angles, it becomes visible that even light which experiences total internal
reflection is able to escape the device. In particular, the height h and sidewall angle ϑ of the µHorn collimator influence how much of
the injected power escapes the device and at which angle.

and directionality of a µLED, specifically focusing on the
combined factor of ηLEE · ηΓ.

Fundamentally, an aperture antenna [30] can be mod-
eled as a Huygens source, which helps in understand-
ing the farfield in terms of diffraction. It is well known
that the diffraction of plane waves at a slit aperture re-
sults in an intensity distribution given by I(θ;ϕi) =
sinc

(
dπ
λ (sin θ ± sinϕi)

)
in the farfield, where ϕi is the

incident angle on the aperture and λ the wavelength of the
light. Increasing the aperture diameter d leads to a more
directional farfield. Conversely, a broad incident near-field
angular distribution causes a widening of the farfield due to
the superposition effect caused by the incident angle. For
better illustration, we demonstrate in Figure A.1 a wide
near field angular distribution affects the directionality in
the farfield.

Therefore, the emission characteristics of a µLED are in-
herently constrained by the diffraction of light at the out-
coupling region, which acts as an aperture of limited size.
More importantly, the light reaching the aperture typically
has a broad angular distribution. The broad angular dis-
tribution is a consequence of the emission from the quan-
tum wells, which couple to many modes within the µLED.
This effect is particularly pronounced in solid-state µLEDs,

where the semiconductor layer thickness and lateral size
are several times the effective wavelength. Furthermore,
these modes are broadened due to the lossy nature of the
µLED cavity, which experiences both absorption and ra-
diative losses, the latter, of course, being desirable.

Although aperture size is typically application dependent,
the angular distribution width can be controlled to some
extent through the design of the µLED geometry. For ex-
ample, managing interference effects with the rear mirror
and/or incorporating slanted sidewalls in the µLED can
influence this distribution. However, optimizing the side-
walls of a µLED for light extraction and directionality is
often challenging. This is because slanted sidewalls, which
cannot be properly passivated, may lead to a reduction in
internal quantum efficiency. In this work, we propose to
further increase the directionality of a µLED by utilizing a
µHorn collimator structure on top of the µLED, as shown
in Figure 2 which avoids the necessity to modify the µLED
sidewalls.

It is crucial to consider that both the directionality of light
and ηLEE play a significant role. However, reducing the
angular distribution with a steeper µHorn could potentially
impair LEE, necessitating a trade-off or a taller but less
steep structure. In the following sections, we will explore

3
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how the different geometrical parameters which describe
our µHorn collimator: height, opening angle and material
fillings, impacts the figure of merit of interest ηLEE and ηΓ.

1.00 0.75 0.50 0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
x [m] 1e 6

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

y 
[m

]

1e 6

ϑ
h

Ag

SiO2

GaN
MQW

Figure 2. | Schematic cross-section of the µLED model in-
vestigated in this work. The µHorn height h and the sidewall
angle ϑ are systematically adjusted to determine the combination
with the best LEE15 for different µHorn filling materials. The
violet dots represent the position of the quantum well which is
approximated by using a fixed amount of dipoles. From there,
the incoherent superposition of the weighted emission from the
dipoles is used to determine the LEE15. More details are given
in subsection 2.2.

2.1 GRIN and µHorn interaction with a Gaussian
beam

In the simple ray optics picture, a µHorn collimator works
by redirecting oblique light propagating within the struc-
ture into a small angular cone around the normal direction
through interaction with reflective slanted sidewalls. As-
suming angularly isotropic emission entering the µHorn
collimator, a large geometry is typically needed to ensure
that a significant portion of the power traveling in undesir-
able directions interacts with the slanted sidewalls and is
redirected into the desired angular cone. Naturally, not all
stray light will be redirected in the desired direction, espe-
cially if the target angular cone is small. To some extent,
if the µHorn collimator has a smoothly varying surface,
the quality of collimation can be improved. However, in
general, a large cone is required to significantly increase
power in the desired direction.

When the µHorn collimator is unfilled, containing only
air, and especially when the µLED pixel is not signifi-
cantly smaller than the effective wavelength, a consider-
able amount of light that falls outside the escape cone from
the semiconductor to air remains trapped within the µLED
(see Figure 1 (a)) where we show through 2D FDTD cal-
culations the power flow of a Gaussian beam at 450 nm
wavelength launched from the semiconductor side (GaN)
to the interface of the micro-µHorn structure at angles of
15°, 35°, and 65° from the normal). Since less light enters
the µHorn collimator, a larger opening angle and height
are generally required to concentrate the limited light that
can enter into the desired direction.

When the µHorn is filled with a homogeneous dielectric
material, more light from the µLED can enter the µHorn

collimator because the escape cone from the semiconduc-
tor into the µHorn expands (see Figure 1 (b)). However,
light within the semiconductor-to-air escape cone travels
through the dielectric at less oblique angles, reducing in-
teractions with the µHorn’s sidewalls and thus decreasing
directionality. Conversely, light with momentum near the
edge of the semiconductor-to-dielectric escape cone bends
more sharply, interacting more with the µHorn’s sidewalls.
This interaction redirects the light favorably, compensating
for some loss of directionality. Typically, the MQW in the
µLED emits more light at heavily oblique angles outside
the semiconductor-to-air escape cone. By filling the µHorn
collimator with a dielectric material, light from these an-
gles can be redirected into the desired cone, although the
potential for enhancement is limited because redirection is
less effective for other momentum regions.

By introducing a gradient-index layer, either discrete
(dGRIN) or continuous (cGRIN), we not only allow more
light to enter the µHorn collimator but also enable light
with varying momenta to follow curved paths at different
depths within the µHorn. This interaction with the side-
walls results in more light being redirected into the desired
cone. This effect is particularly evident in Figure 1 c), es-
pecially in the middle and right panels, where light outside
the primary semiconductor-to-air escape cone, entering at
various angles, is significantly bent at different depths and
then redirected by the sidewall. Essentially, the power flow
is bent within the gradient index until it starts propagating
parallel to the interfaces. Just before the radiation starts
being redirected downwards, it is intercepted by the side
mirror and redirected upwards, rendering it useful for the
application and thus increasing the directionality.

In theory, a continuous gradient index material ranging
from a the maximum refractive index of the µLED down to
the refractive index of the ambient medium should achieve
the best results for light extraction and redirection. How-
ever, in the next sections we demonstrate that even with
rough, discrete steps in refractive index, using naturally
available materials, a significant enhancement in light out-
coupling and directionality can be achieved.

Obviously, the aforementioned effects only occur when the
gradient refractive index layer is thick enough such that
light does not simply perceive the entire layer as having
a single effective index. The exact thickness at which all
the desired effects occur can only be determined through
rigorous calculations. Hence, in the following sections,
we investigate the effect of the refractive index of various
GRIN coatings and other filling materials with respect to
the µHorn size and angle.

2.2 Effect of the µHorn collimator on µLED emission

To elucidate how the GRIN-filled horn collimator alters
µLED emission characteristics compared to traditional se-
tups, we demonstrate via rigorous 2D FDTD simulations
how the light within the ±15° cone is affected by variations
in horn height and angle across three different dielectric

4
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Figure 3. | Power flow of the best µHorn designs for different filler materials and the sweep results of µHorn angle ϑ and
µHorn height h of LEE15. In a), b), and c), the LEE15 results are shown over the varying µHorn height and opening angle for
different µHorn filling materials, while d), e), and f) show the results for LEE90. a) and d) display the changing LEEs for a filling
with air, b) and e) for SiO2, and c) and f) for the discrete GRIN. The best combinations of µHorn height h and µHorn angle ϑ are
indicated, and the respective power flows are shown in g), h), and i). Evidently, the optimal µHorn height shifts with respect to the
height of the device, while the absolute directionality also increases with greater height of the µHorn in all three cases. However, the
optimal angle depends on the filler material. For the air-filled µHorn, the best result is achieved with ϑ = 72◦ shown in g), for SiO2
at ϑ = 64◦ shown in h), and for the discrete GRIN with ϑ = 60◦ shown in i). Comparing the LEE15 with the LEE90 results in d),
e), and f), it becomes evident that the filler material has a large impact on the total outcoupling efficiency, which contributes to the
forward emission as well.

filling scenarios. The first one is air, the second SiO2, and
the third one the GRIN filling which has a discretely vary-
ing index from that of GaN to air. Hence, we investigate
a simplified µLED structure as shown in Figure 2 with
different materials inside the µHorn. The emission from

the quantum well is approximated with dipoles emitting
at different positions along the central plane of the active
region. For simplicity, the dipole polarization is assumed
to be isotropic.
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In the next step. see subsubsection 2.2.2, we present 3D
calculations for cylindrical structures at selected param-
eters to demonstrate that the enhancements observed in
these proof-of-principle calculations are also visible in 3D
and even more so due to the fact that more light are emit-
ted in oblique directions beyond the escape cone by point
dipole sources as compared to line dipole sources.

The toy µLED model consists of a simplified semiconduc-
tor epitaxial stack for the µLED, comprised of a homoge-
neous layer of GaN. As seen in Figure 2, the semiconductor
thickness is 300 nm and has a width of 600 nm. We fur-
ther consider that the µLED is placed on top of a silver
substrate which envelops the p- and n-sides of the µLED.
On the sides, a SiO2 layer is placed, serving as electrical
passivation with a width of 200 nm. The semiconductor
region and the sidewall passivation layer thus effectively
make a total width of 1 µm, which we consider as the
main pixel width where light can escape from (ignoring
the metal sidewall thicknesses). Finally, on top of the struc-
ture, the µHorn collimator is placed. For simplicity, the
horn collimator reflector is also considered to be comprised
of silver.

To gain the most insights into the behavior of the µHorn,
we investigate three different but realistic scenarios:

• In the first scenario, the µHorn is filled with air.
• In the second scenario, it is filled with GaN to

match the refractive index of the quantum wells.
• In the third scenario, we implement a discrete

GRIN, which is equivalent to a multilayer stack of
descending index by using a six-layer step-down
coating composed of Nb2O5, Si3N4, Al2O3,
SiO2, MgF2, and air, starting with Nb2O5.

For the study, we sweep the µHorn angle from ϑ [deg]
= [50, 80] and the height h [µm] = [0.4, 3.0]. To compute
the LEEΓ we first compute the total emitted farfield by the
µLED pixel ρLEE in 2D

ρLEE(θ, λ) =
n c ε0

2P0(λ)M

M∑
i=1

wi,λ,pol |Ei(θ, λ)|2 (1)

and 3D

ρLEE(θ, φ, λ) =
n c ε0

2P0(λ)M

M∑
i=1

wi,λ,pol |Ei(θ, φ, λ)|2

(2)

where P0(λ) is the energy injected into the simulation, M
is the number of considered dipoles and wi,λ,pol a weight-
ing factor, n the refractive index of the ambient medium,
c the speed of light and ε0 the vacuum permittivity. This
weighting factor accounts for a dipole position dependent
weighting, the spectrum of the emission, and a correction
for the contribution to different polarization. For 2D sim-
ulations, the position dependence of dipole emitters does
not play a role because the translational symmetry intro-
duces a uniform weighting over the active area. Emission

from the edge of the active region sees the same effective
emissive area than emission from the center. Furthermore,
we assume a uniform distribution of power for the different
polarizations and a gaussian spectrum of the µLED from Λ
[nm] = [425, 475] and a FWHM of 25nm to demonstrate
that the concept is robust for a typical emission range of a
µLED. Ei(θ, φ, λ) is then the electric field in the farfield
region for every individual dipole i at elevation θ and az-
imuth φ in spherical coordinates. LEEΓ can be easily
computed from ρLEE

LEEΓ =

∫ Γ

0

dθ
∫
Λ

dλ ρLEE(θ, ϕ, λ) (2D)

(3)

LEEΓ =

∫ Γ

0

sin θ dθ
∫ 2π

0

dφ
∫
Λ

dλ ρLEE(θ, ϕ, λ) (3D)

(4)

2.2.1 2D proof of principle calculation results

In Figure 3 (a-c) and (d-f), we illustrate how LEE15 and
LEE90 vary with the height of the µHorn collimator and
its sidewall angle across three distinct filling scenarios. As
expected, the highest LEE15 values are observed with the
tallest µHorn collimator, where more light interacts with
the sidewall and gets redirected, as evidenced in Figure 3
(a-c). However, the trends for LEE90 differ. In the air-filled
case, the peak LEE90 occurs at a lower µHorn height, as
shown in Figure 3 (d). This is because taller structures
lead to increased absorption losses at the sidewall, since
the filling material has the same refractive index as the
ambient environment.

The trend shifts in scenarios involving dielectric fillings.
In Figure 3 (e) and (f), taller µHorns correlate with higher
LEE90 values. This is due to the redirection of light beyond
the escape cone of the µHorn’s filling material into the
air, significantly boosting both LEE90 and LEE15. This
behavior aligns with the Gaussian beam model depicted
in Figure 1 (b) and (c). Notably, in Figure 3 (e) and (f),
the peak LEE15 values shift to shallower µHorn angles for
filled µHorn collimators because more light at large oblique
angles must be deflected into a narrower cone within the
filling material to match the 15-degree cone in air.

For the third scenario involving a discrete GRIN (Gradient
Index) µHorn filling, as shown in Figure 3 (c) and (f), each
layer step must deflect light into a specific angular range
to match the 15-degree cone in air. The varying incoming
light angles at the sidewalls suggest that each layer might
require a unique slope. This complex case merits further
investigation, but here we concentrate on elucidating the
fundamental principles.

Although the results indicate that a µHorn taller than 3µm
would achieve better results, we intentionally omitted even
taller structures for practical reasons as that would typically
lead to a larger geometrical foot print which is not desirable
for high resolution displays and AR/VR applications.
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Figure 4. | Results and investigation of the 3D cylindrical µLEDs with µHorn and GRIN/air filling compared with the bare
reference pixel and the reference pixel with a tall SiO2 elliptical lens. The µHorn significantly improves the directionality of
the µLED also in 3D. The farfield plots (a) show the LEE density in the farfield. Compared to the reference farfield (a.4) for the
bare chip without outcoupling structure (see Figure A.4), using the µHorn leads to a much brighter and more directional farfield.
Furthermore, we added a comparison with a pixel with a large half-ellipsoidal lens with a diameter of 24µm and a height of 26µm,
which provides increased outcoupling due to the lens material having a higher index and focusing the emission through its surface
curvature. Employing such a lens can improve directionality significantly but at the cost of a much bigger structure as demonstrated
in Figure A.6. The enhancement via the GRIN becomes evident both in the farfield density plots a) as well as c) where the distribution
of poynting vectors at the opening of the µHorn is shown. The latter demonstrates that the distribution of k-vectors in the near field
(right above the µHorn aperture) is much more confined compared to the reference, however this can only serve as an indication of
the directionality without taking the phase of the field into account. Comparing the dipole LEE15 over position in the multi quantum
well (MQW) for all four cases shown in b), demonstrates the advantage of the GRIN coating, in particular for the theoretical cGRIN.
The LEE15 remains high for the dipoles furthest from the center of the quantum well which have the highest impact on the total
LEE15 while substantially increasing the LEE15 in the center of the MQW.

In this considered 2D case, compared to the reference
without an outcoupling structure (LEE15=14.9%, see sub-
section A.2), the µHorn with a discrete GRIN achieves
LEE15=37.7%, an improvement of 2.5 times. The SiO2-
filled µHorn achieves an LEE15=30.4%, while the air-filled
µHorn achieves an LEE15=27.5%.

To further understand the internal dynamics, we provide
a comparison of the power flow, i.e., the time-averaged
Poynting vector, incoherently averaged over the dipole
positions and weighted by the µLED spectrum, across
three scenarios at their highest LEE15 values (see Figure 3
(g-i). A notable similarity across the different cases is the
power flow distribution along the side wall of the µHorn
collimator, with a visible peak at the edge in all scenarios
but most pronounced in the GRIN case. This shows the
continuous redirection of the light at the sidewalls due to
the continuous refraction during propagation. In contrast,

the power flow in the center of the outcoupling area is
parallel to the normal direction. For the LEE90, shown in
Figure 3 (d-f), we observe that LEE90 is less sensitive to
µHorn height and angle. This is because much of the light,
traditionally trapped inside the active area due to TIR at
the pixel and µHorn collimator interface, is refracted on
the metal side walls and redirected out of the structure.
The higher outcoupling generally leads to more light in the
forward direction, partially explaining the higher LEE15

for the discrete GRIN stack.

2.2.2 3D cylindrical structures

Having shown the proof-of-principle calculations in 2D,
we proceed to show how the principle naturally works
in 3D for selected cases assuming cylindrical symmetry.
Hence, the results are validated with a 3D simulation of
the µLED structure for the best µHorn antenna cases with
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3D validation
Structure LEE15 → vs. Ref. LEE90 → vs. Ref. LEE15 / LEE90
Reference 2.3% → 1.00x 31.8% → 1.00x 7%

Air 11.6% → 5.04x 27.7% → 0.87x 42%
SiO2 11.7% → 5.09x 54.1 % → 1.70x 22%
GaN 9.2% → 4.00x 66.5% → 2.09x 13%

dGRIN 19.9% → 8.65x 75.6% → 2.38x 26%
cGRIN 24.6% → 10.57x 80.0% → 2.52x 31%

SiO2 lens 11.3% → 4.91x 32.6% → 1.03x 35%

Table 1. Comparison of the LEEΓ into the ±15° and ±90° solid angles for the 3D validation of the 2D parameter sweep results and
the improvement ratio to the reference. Its clear that the µHorn significantly improves the directionality. While the µHorn leads to a
decrease in the LEE90 for the air filled case, adding a filling material within the µHorn has a large effect, both on the directional
outcoupling as well as total outcoupling. In particular, filling the µHorn with a GRIN coating improves the directionality significantly.
For comparison, a large SiO2 elliptical lens was added on top of the bare reference chip which also leads to a good inhancement of
directionality but at the cost of a much larger structure, shown in next to the cGRIN in Figure A.6.

ϑ = 60◦ for the GRIN and ϑ = 72◦ for the air filled
case at h = 3µm to cross check for validity in a realistic
scenario. The downside of using 3D simulations is the
massive increase of computational power requirements due
to the scaling of FDTD with the number of mesh points n
which is O(n4) [31].

As the considered structures have cylindrical symmetry, we
only need to consider dipoles emitted along a radial cross-
section, each with a proper weighting factor contribution
to account for the area it represents. The weighting factor
(wi) is essentially described by the expression:

wi =
(ri +∆r/2)2 − (ri −∆r/2)2

R2
(5)

where ri is the dipole position, ∆r the distance to the next
dipole and R the radius of the active area. A graphic ex-
planation of the weighting is given in subsection A.3. This
position-dependent weighting indicates that, in particular,
the dipoles towards the outer edges contribute relatively
more to the total directional emission and light extraction
efficiency, as they represent a larger area coverage of the
active area. Most efforts should be directed to enhance the
LEEΓ from dipoles located at the sides.

The results of the cylindrical 3D realizations are presented
in Figure 4 and compared against two reference cases:
first, a bare pixel, again with 600nm diameter of GaN
region, a 200nm SiO2 sidewall passivation followed by
silver sidewalls (The total pixel width opening diameter
comprising of GaN+SiO2 passivation is thus again 1um,
see subsection A.4). Second, considering a large SiO2-
optimized half-ellipsoidal lens that is 24 times larger in
diameter than the pixel’s width/opening diameter, placed
on top of the pixel (see Figure A.6).

The lens reference case is assessed using a hybrid approach
combining wave and ray optics. Initially, we use rigorous
FDTD simulations to compute the far-field emission of
a µLED pixel within an SiO2 ambient medium. Subse-
quently, we propagate this farfield as rays through a ray
optics simulation tool (LightTools, see Figure A.5), cap-
turing the portion of light that propagates into the ambient

air within the desired cone. In the ray optics simulation,
we model the farfield as emanating from a circular sur-
face with a 1 µm diameter, assuming a uniform luminance
across the area. This surface is positioned at the bottom
center of a half-ellipsoid SiO2 lens. The pixel and lens are
further assumed to be placed on top of a silver substrate
for simplicity. The 3D simulations corroborate the 2D re-
sults, demonstrating significantly higher directionality and
LEE15 compared to the reference case. This outcome is ex-
pected, as more light is naturally sent to oblique directions
in the 3D case due to solid angle considerations, where
there are simply more states/modes that can propagate at
oblique polar angles.

Consequently, the impact of the µHorn collimator is more
pronounced in 3D than in 2D. We note, however, that
the optimal geometrical parameters for the 3D structure
can be significantly different from those seen in the 2D
case, purely due to the fact that line dipole emission is
vastly different compared to point dipole emission. Thus,
by no means is the considered 3D structure here optimal.
Regardless, these considered 3D realizations already ex-
hibit a very large enhancement of the LEE15 of up to 10
times compared to the bare pixel reference and more than
twice that of the large SiO2 half-ellipsoidal lens case, as
demonstrated in Figure 4 a). The numerical results are
shown in Table 1, which demonstrates that adding an ap-
propriate µHorn increases the directionality for all cases
significantly.

In addition to the 3D realization of the dGRIN, we exam-
ined the performance of a continuous GRIN (cGRIN) with
the same geometric parameters as the dGRIN shown in
Figure 4a) (1) and (2). As anticipated, both directionality
and LEE90 are further enhanced due to the seamless re-
fractive index transition between the semiconductor core
of the µLED and the ambient medium. A comparison of
the absolute values is provided in Table 1. The reference
µLED exhibits low directionality but a comparable LEE90

to the µHorn filled with air.

We caution the reader that far-field cross sections can be
misleading due to the sin θ factor in Equation 3. This is
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evident when examining the spherical far-field plots shown
in Figure 4a) or the sin θ corrected far-field cross-sections
shown in Figure A.7.

Furthermore, a more detailed investigation into the indi-
vidual dipole efficiencies reveals the reason for the in-
creased absolute efficiency of the GRIN. By resolving
the far-field angle-dependent efficiency of the individual
dipoles, shown in Figure 4b), we can observe multiple
contributions. For all cases with the µHorn, the LEE15 of
all individual dipoles is increased, hence the much more di-
rectional emission and overall higher LEE15. Interestingly,
the dipole LEE15 of the reference and air-filled µHorn re-
main relatively stable over the quantum well, while the
d- and cGRIN experience a decrease in LEE15. This is
particularly important because, due to the weighting factor
of the dipole position, the dipoles towards the outer edge
contribute more to the absolute LEEΓ. However, the indi-
vidual LEE15 remains higher for all dipoles by adding a
GRIN filling, which results in an absolute improvement
of the LEE15 for the µLED. Here, we show the efficiency
for z-dipoles only. The LEE15 efficiencies for x- and y-
polarization are shown in Figure A.8 and for LEE90 in
Figure A.9.

While the analysis of the individual dipole LEE indicates
that the light extraction efficiency throughout the quantum
well was improved, we can also see the impact of the µHorn
collimator in Figure 4c). As discussed in subsection 2.2,
the presence of the µHorn reduces the width of the angular
distribution significantly compared to the almost uniform
distribution from the bare reference pixel. Compared to all
cases, the cGRIN structure focuses the largest proportion
of light into the ±15◦ solid angle. It is also visible that
the air-filled µHorn reduces the width of the distribution
even further but does not achieve the same amount of total
power as the GRIN versions. This is a consequence of the
lower overall extraction efficiency and demonstrates the
trade-off between increasing directionality at the expense
of light extraction efficiency.

The effect of lower extraction efficiency is further exempli-
fied when comparing the asymmetric power flows of the
µHorn filled with air in Figure 5a) with those of the µHorn
with the cGRIN shown in Figure 5b). The significant re-
fractive index difference between the active area and the
air inside the µHorn results in much lower outcoupling effi-
ciency, which effectively traps most of the light at oblique
angles inside the active region. Instead of interacting with
the µHorn, this light experiences significant absorption,
leading to the lower overall extraction efficiency that oc-
curs in the absence of the GRIN filling within the horn
collimator.

3 Conclusion

We have shown the impact of a Horn collimator with dif-
ferent material fillings on the emission characteristics of a
simplified µLED model. The proposed GRIN-filled Horn
significantly enhances both the total light extraction effi-

ciency within the ±15° cone by an order of magnitude
compared to the bare µLED pixel and more than doubles it
compared to the case of a µLED pixel with a vastly large
half-ellipsoidal SiO2 lens, whose diameter is 40 times the
active area, as confirmed by full 3D FDTD simulations.
Depending on the choice of material that fills the Horn, the
optimal opening angle is shifted, which is a consequence
of the trade-off between maximizing the directionality and
the total extraction efficiency. Regardless, the enhance-
ment is achieved with a comparatively small geometrical
footprint, making it ideal for many display and augmented
reality (AR) applications [2, 3] or optical communications
[4, 5].

This improvement can be attributed to a combination of
factors: the enhancement of outcoupling efficiency over the
active region, driven by the refractive index / impedance
matching of the GRIN with the active region, and the
improved redirection of emission at the Horn collimator.
This results in a narrow angular distribution in the near
field.

The investigation presented in this article identifies the key
contributions to achieving ultra-high LEE and directional
µLEDs, though it is not exhaustive. Significant improve-
ments and geometrical optimizations are still possible,
which could further enhance directionality and outcoupling
efficiency [32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. Specifically, geometrical
designs that maintain high coupling efficiency while pro-
ducing a narrower angular distribution could result in even
higher LEEΓ than demonstrated in this work.

Possible geometrical optimizations include the following
areas of investigation:

• We assumes a particularly simple µLED core ge-
ometry but the core and the interaction of the
dipoles with the surrounding has a large effect
on the outcoupling efficiency and directionality
[12]. Altering the core therefore could enhance
the LEEΓ.

• We assumed a linear decrease in refractive index
for the GRIN, which is straightforward. However,
it remains unclear if a different refractive index
distribution might be beneficial such as a quadrat-
ically decreasing profile which is often used in
optical gradient index fibers.

• The Horn angle was assumed to be constant
throughout this article although the results of this
work already show that the optimal Horn angles
depends on the filling material/refractive index.
Investigating a variable angle Horn profile might
yield significant improvements over the current
linear profile.
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(a) | Asymmetric power flow through the µHorn filled with air.
We show the incoherent, weighted superposition of only half of
the active region. Due to the high refractive index contrast, most
of the power is trapped within the µLED core resulting in the low
LEE90. The steeper angle of the µHorn compared to the cGRIN
shown in Figure 5b leads to a more narrow near field distribution
which leads to a higher fraction of LEE15 / LEE90. However, the
absolute LEE15 is still well below the LEE15 for the cGRIN, as
shown in Table 1.
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(b) | Asymmetric power flow through the cGRIN µHorn. We
show the incoherent, weighted superposition of only half of the
active region. Due to the index match between the cGRIN and the
active region, most of the power can escape the µLED core. The
power is subsequently reflected at the sidewall on the opposite
site of the emission region. After the interception of the emission
at the sidewall, a large part of the radiation is redirected and exits
the µLED opening close to perpendicular.

Figure 5. Comparison of asymmetric power flow in µHorns filled with air and cGRIN.

the results was a collaborative effort among A. Abass, R.
Alaee, and A. Luce. A. Luce wrote the manuscript, with
guidance, corrections and suggestions from A. Abass and
R. Alaee.

Acknowledgments

We thank the supporters of this work, particularly Chuan
Hong Lau (former ams OSRAM), Fabian Knorr (ams OS-
RAM), and Harald Laux (ams OSRAM) for his organiza-
tional support.

Publication Funding

Funding from the German Federal Ministry of Economic
Affairs and Climate Action (BMWK) and the Bavarian
State Ministry of Economic Affairs and Media, Energy
and Technology within the IPCEI-ME/CT “OptoSure (GA:
16IPCEI221) is gratefully acknowledged.

References

[1] Tetsuya Taki and Martin Strassburg. Visible leds:
More than efficient light. ECS Journal of Solid State
Science and Technology, 9(1):015017, nov 2019.

[2] Jianghao Xiong, En-Lin Hsiang, Ziqian He, Tao
Zhan, and Shin-Tson Wu. Augmented reality and
virtual reality displays: emerging technologies and
future perspectives. Light: Science & Applications,
10(1):216, 2021.

[3] Jihoon Kang, Geun Woo Baek, Jun Yeob Lee,
Jeonghun Kwak, and Jae-Hyeung Park. Advances
in display technology: augmented reality, virtual re-
ality, quantum dot-based light-emitting diodes, and
organic light-emitting diodes. Journal of Information
Display, 25(3):219–234, 2024.

[4] Tingwei Lu, Xiangshu Lin, Wenan Guo, Chang-
Ching Tu, Shibiao Liu, Chun-Jung Lin, Zhong Chen,
Hao-Chung Kuo, and Tingzhu Wu. High-speed
visible light communication based on micro-led:
A technology with wide applications in next gen-
eration communication. Opto-Electronic Science,
1(12):220020, 2022.

[5] Konthoujam James Singh, Yu-Ming Huang, Tanveer
Ahmed, An-Chen Liu, Sung-Wen Huang Chen, Fang-
Jyun Liou, Tingzhu Wu, Chien-Chung Lin, Chi-Wai
Chow, Gong-Ru Lin, and Hao-Chung Kuo. Micro-led
as a promising candidate for high-speed visible light
communication. Applied Sciences, 10(20), 2020.

[6] Francois Templier. Microled technology: A unique
opportunity toward "more than displays". Informa-
tion Display, 39(4):13–17, 2023.

[7] Abdur Rehman Anwar, Muhammad T. Sajjad,
Muhammad Ali Johar, Carlos A. Hernández-
Gutiérrez, Muhammad Usman, and S. P. Łepkowski.
Recent progress in micro-led-based display technolo-
gies. Laser & Photonics Reviews, 16(6):2100427,
2022.

[8] Dingbo Chen, Yu-Chang Chen, Guang Zeng,
David Wei Zhang, and Hong-Liang Lu. Integration

10



A PREPRINT - 19/12/2024

technology of micro-led for next-generation display.
Research, 6:0047, 2023.

[9] Woo Jin Baek, Juhyuk Park, Joonsup Shim, Bong Ho
Kim, Seongchong Park, Hyun Soo Kim, Dae-
Myeong Geum, and Sang Hyeon Kim. Ultra-low-
current driven ingan blue micro light-emitting diodes
for electrically efficient and self-heating relaxed mi-
crodisplay. Nature Communications, 14(1):1386,
2023.

[10] Panpan Li, Hongjian Li, Yifan Yao, Norleakvisoth
Lim, Matthew Wong, Mike Iza, Michael J. Gordon,
James S. Speck, Shuji Nakamura, and Steven P. Den-
Baars. Significant quantum efficiency enhancement
of ingan red micro-light-emitting diodes with a peak
external quantum efficiency of up to 6%. ACS Pho-
tonics, 0(0):null, 2023.

[11] E. Fred Schubert. Light-Emitting Diodes. Cambridge
University Press, 2 edition, 2006.

[12] Florian Vögl, Adrian Avramescu, Sven Gelfert, An-
dreas Lex, Andreas Waag, Martin Hetzl, and Norwin
von Malm. Optical characteristics of thin film-based
ingan micro-led arrays: a study on size effect and far
field behavior. Opt. Express, 32(10):17644–17656,
May 2024.

[13] Youwei Zhang, Ruiqiang Xu, Qiushi Kang, Xiaoli
Zhang, and Zi-hui Zhang. Recent advances on gan-
based micro-leds. Micromachines, 14(5), 2023.

[14] Xuelun Wang, Xixi Zhao, Tokio Takahashi, Daisuke
Ohori, and Seiji Samukawa. 3.5 × 3.5um2 gan blue
micro-light-emitting diodes with negligible sidewall
surface nonradiative recombination. Nature Commu-
nications, 14(1):7569, November 2023.

[15] Tzu-Yi Lee, Chien-Chi Huang, Yu-Ying Hung, Fang-
Chung Chen, Yu-Heng Hong, and Hao-Chung Kuo.
Ingan blue resonant cavity micro-led with rgy quan-
tum dot layer for broad gamut, efficient displays. Dis-
cover Nano, 19(1):75, 04 2024.

[16] Tao Wang, Xiaodong Zhang, Yan Liu, Wingche-
ung Chong, Zijing Huang, Ziyuan Lu, Xu Zhang,
Wenhua Shi, Qianjing Wang, Zhongming Zeng, and
Baoshun Zhang. Gan-on-si micro resonant-cavity
light-emitting diodes with dielectric and metal mir-
rors. Optical Materials, 143:114096, 2023.

[17] E. F. Schubert, Y.-H. Wang, A. Y. Cho, L.-W. Tu, and
G. J. Zydzik. Resonant cavity light-emitting diode.
Applied Physics Letters, 60(8):921–923, 02 1992.

[18] Yao Li, Haonan Jiang, Yinguo Yan, Yongzhen Liu,
Ziping Zhou, Enguo Chen, Yun Ye, Sheng Xu, Qun
Yan, and Tailiang Guo. Highly efficient and ultra-
compact micro-led pico-projector based on a mi-
crolens array. Journal of the Society for Information
Display, 31(7):483–493, 2023.

[19] Zhaoyong Liu, Kailin Ren, Gaoyu Dai, and Jianhua
Zhang. A review on micro-led display integrating
metasurface structures. Micromachines, 14(7), 2023.

[20] Enguo Chen, Zhengui Fan, Kaixin Zhang, Chunlei
Huang, Sheng Xu, Yun Ye, Jie Sun, Qun Yan, and
Tailiang Guo. Broadband beam collimation metasur-
face for full-color micro-led displays. Opt. Express,
32(6):10252–10264, Mar 2024.

[21] Veeramuthu Vignesh, Sung-Un Kim, Sang-Wook
Lee, R Navamathavan, Chandran Bagavath, Dae-
Young Um, Jeong-Kyun Oh, Min-Seok Lee, Yong-
Ho Kim, Cheul-Ro Lee, and Yong-Ho Ra. Scal-
able ingan nanowire µ-leds: paving the way for next-
generation display technology. National Science Re-
view, page nwae306, 09 2024.

[22] Yuanpeng Wu, Yixin Xiao, Ishtiaque Navid, Kai Sun,
Yakshita Malhotra, Ping Wang, Ding Wang, Yuanx-
iang Xu, Ayush Pandey, Maddaka Reddeppa, Wal-
ter Shin, Jiangnan Liu, Jungwook Min, and Zetian
Mi. Ingan micro-light-emitting diodes monolithically
grown on si: achieving ultra-stable operation through
polarization and strain engineering. Light: Science
& Applications, 11(1):294, 10 2022.

[23] Mohamed S. Abdelkhalik, Aleksandr Vaskin, Toni
López, Anton Matthijs Berghuis, Aimi Abass, and
Jaime Gómez Rivas. Surface lattice resonances
for beaming and outcoupling green µleds emission.
Nanophotonics, 12(18):3553–3562, 2023.

[24] Enguo Chen, Mengyun Zhao, Kangkang Chen, Hua-
jian Jin, Xiaogang Chen, Jie Sun, Qun Yan, and Tail-
iang Guo. Metamaterials for light extraction and shap-
ing of micro-scale light-emitting diodes: from the
perspective of one-dimensional and two-dimensional
photonic crystals. Opt. Express, 31(11):18210–
18226, May 2023.

[25] Florian Vögl, Adrian Avramescu, Fabian Knorr, An-
dreas Lex, Andreas Waag, Martin Hetzl, and Nor-
win von Malm. Role of pixel design and emission
wavelength on the light extraction of nitride-based
micro-leds. Opt. Express, 31(14):22997–23007, Jul
2023.

[26] Wei-Ta Huang, Tzu-Yi Lee, Yi-Hong Bai, Hsiang-
Chen Wang, Yu-Ying Hung, Kuo-Bin Hong, Fang-
Chung Chen, Chia-Feng Lin, Shu-Wei Chang, Jung
Han, Jr-Hau He, Yu-Heng Hong, and Hao-Chung
Kuo. Ingan-based blue resonant cavity micro-leds
with staggered multiple quantum wells enabling full-
color and low-crosstalk micro-led displays. Next
Nanotechnology, 5:100048, 2024.

[27] Jeong-Hwan Park, Markus Pristovsek, Wentao Cai,
Heajeong Cheong, Takeru Kumabe, Dong-Seon Lee,
Tae-Yeon Seong, and Hiroshi Amano. Interplay of
sidewall damage and light extraction efficiency of
micro-leds. Opt. Lett., 47(9):2250–2253, May 2022.

[28] Chunshuang Chu, Yaru Jia, Sheng Hang, Yongfei
Chen, Tong Jia, KangKai Tian, Yonghui Zhang,
and Zi-Hui Zhang. Fabricating and investigating
a beveled mesa with a specific inclination angle
to improve electrical and optical performances for

11



A PREPRINT - 19/12/2024

gan-based micro-light-emitting diodes. Opt. Lett.,
48(22):5863–5866, Nov 2023.

[29] Liu Wang, Tong Jia, Zhaoqiang Liu, Chunshuang
Chu, KangKai Tian, Yonghui Zhang, and Zi-Hui
Zhang. On the origin of the enhanced light extraction
efficiency of duv led by using inclined sidewalls. Opt.
Lett., 49(11):3275–3278, Jun 2024.

[30] Constantine A. Balanis. Antenna Theory: Analysis
and Design. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., third edition,
2005.

[31] John Schneider. Understanding the finite-difference
time-domain method. 2011.

[32] Logan Su, Dries Vercruysse, Jinhie Skarda, Neil V.
Sapra, Jan A. Petykiewicz, and Jelena Vučković.
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A Appendix

A.1 Huygens source diffraction

As discussed in section 2, one can think of the opening area
of a µLED as an aperture. The width of the incident angu-
lar spectrum of the light and the width of the aperture of
course play a significant role for the farfield of the aperture
and therefore for the µLED. In Figure A.1, the illumination
of an aperture with width of 1µm is shown. Unsurprisingly,
a broader angular distribution leads to a much broader
intensity distribution. Here, we assume a uniform distri-
bution of incident angles given by the width ∆θ (y-axis).
For a specific distribution ∆θi, the incoherent intensity in
the farfield is simply the integral over the incident angles
I(ϑ) =

∫∆θ

−∆θ
dθI(ϑ, θ). µLEDs are generally limited by

the diffraction of the emission in the outcoupling region,
which can be considered to be an aperture with the appro-
priate cross section shape. Therefore, reducing the angular
distribution and increasing the aperture diameter/width
leads to stronger directionality of the farfield. An explicit
derivation of the farfield intensity for a square aperture can
be found in [37].
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Figure A.1. | Farfield intensity distribution for an incoher-
ent superposition of plane waves with an varying near field
angular distribution width. The plane waves illuminate a line
aperture with a width d = 1µm. A larger width of the incident
angular distribution leads to a much broader farfield which im-
pacts the directionality of µLEDs.

A.2 2D Reference
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Figure A.2. | µLED crosssection power flow of the bare pixel
reference model, simulated in 2D.

In order to compare the results from the analysis, per-
formed in subsection 2.2, we computed a bare pixel refer-
ence in 2D. In general, performing an FDTD simulation in
2D means to assume translational symmetry outside of the
simulation plane which results in the dipoles behaving as
a coherent line emitter in the direction of the translational
symmetry. This introduces an error in the simulation re-
sults and hence, the 2D results must be interpreted with
caution. The power flow of inside the reference is shown in
Figure A.2. The total LEE15 = 14.9% and LEE90 = 55.9%.
Compared to the results in 3D, shown in subsection A.4,
the 2D simulation results show a significantly better per-
formance. This is likely an effect of the different density
of optical states in 2D compared to 3D.
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A.3 Dipole position weighting
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Figure A.3. | Visual depiction of the dipole position weight-
ing and comparison between the exact and approximated
weighting factors. The weighting factor is necessary because
an emitting dipole at larger radius r from the center of the ac-
tive region has a larger effective emissive area as shown in (a).
The exact weighting used is described in Equation 5 while the
approximated weighting factor is w′

i = 2 · ri/R2. The latter is
often used in literature but deviates from the exact surface area
weighting factor for small r and a small number of simulated
dipoles.

Large 3D FDTD simulations can be very time consuming,
especially on high resolution which is necessary to obtain
accurate results. Thus, its very beneficial to save as many
simulation runs as possible. For µLEDs, one needs to
perform multiple simulations in parallel to receive the cor-
rect system behavior because of the coherence properties
of the emitters in LEDs. In short, every point within the
quantum wells of the active region acts as an independent
emitter which emits incoherently from all other emitters.
Hence, in order to get an accurate result without spurious
correlations between sources, its necessary to perform a
simulation for every dipole individually and superposition
the optical power only during post processing. Solving so
many dipoles quickly becomes infeasible. In order to re-
duce the computational effort, an obvious way is to employ
the symmetry of the problem. We consider a cylindrical
µLED and therefore, the fields produced from any dipole
is also rotationally symmetric around the center axis of the
µLED. We can then reduce the necessary amount of dipoles
by only solving dipoles on a radius from the center and
assuming that the fields emitted by different dipoles within
±∆r around the dipole are similar. From Figure A.3, it is
clear that dipoles closer to the center have a much smaller
effective emissive area and therefore contribute less to the
total farfield with the contribution proportional to the sur-
face area of the circular rings which hold the dipole. The
equation giving the exact weighting factors is shown in
Equation 5. For completeness, in other works a different
weighting factor is sometimes employed which approxi-
mates the surface area weighing by w′

i = 2 · ri/R2. Both
weightings are almost identical for small ∆r. However,
since the number of dipole positions is rather small, we
chose to use the exact weighting proportional to the effec-
tive surface area of the dipoles, see Figure A.3

SiO2 lens height vs LEE15

µlens height µm] LEE15 [%] LEE45 [%]
12 2.1291 16.249
14 2.9205 19.1114
16 4.1521 20.7646
18 5.8591 21.8332
20 7.8325 22.5493
22 9.6361 22.936
24 10.8941 22.9855
26 11.3477 22.5142
28 7.2165 18.9926
30 4.8843 15.4648
32 3.6864 13.6228

Table 2. | Tested heights of SiO2 half-ellipse lens and their
respective LEE15. With a fixed base diameter of 24µm and the
emission calculated from the bare reference pixel in Figure A.4,
the lens with h = 26µm shows the best LEE15 and is used for
comparison in Figure 4.

A.4 3D References

The results from the reference geometry without Horn
are shown in Figure A.4. Compared to the reference re-
sults in 2D, we observe very different absolute values of
LEE15 and LEE90. Additionally, we show the impact of
the additional weighting factors on the power flow and the
far fields. First of all, the wavelength weighting with a
gaussian leads to a rescaling of the farfields of different
wavelenghts. The impact of the dipole position weighing
can be seen in the power flow. The unweighted case shows
more pronounced emission from the center, a consequence
of the generally higher outcoupling efficiency of the central
dipoles. By introducing the position dependent weighting
factor, detailed in subsection A.3, we see that the emission
of the outer dipoles becomes more important. Due to the
generally lower outcoupling efficiency of the outer dipoles,
see Figure 4, Figure A.8 and Figure A.9, the total LEE15

and LEE90 is reduced in the weighted case.

In order to make a comparison with a µlens that could
be used alternatively to the Horn and GRIN structure, a
small study was performed to find the best height of an
half-ellipsoidal SiO2 lens considering the LEE15. For
this, an ellipsoidal lens with fixed diameter d=26µm was
placed on top of the reference chip shown in Figure A.5
and the improvement of directionality was analyzed. The
results are shown in Table 2 where the best LEE15 was
achieved with a height of h=24µm. In contrast to the
cGRIN structure, the µlens is significantly larger as shown
in Figure A.6.

A.5 sin(θ) corrected farfield comparison

Interpreting the farfield results, particularly as a cross-
section over the elevation of the farfield, can be misleading
because it is easy to omit the sin θ factor of the differential
surface element in spherical coordinates. To make the
power distribution in the farfield more visually clear, it is
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Figure A.4. | Power flow and farfields of the reference a) unweighted and b) weighted. The impact of the weighting factor is
immediately visible from the changing farfield density of the spectrum and the power distribution around the quantum wells. In
particular, the radiated power by the dipoles at the outer edges is enhanced while the center dipole radiates less intensively. Combined
with the lower LEE of the outer dipoles, it is clear why the position dependent weighting has a detrimental effect of the LEE15 and
LEE90. For the unweighted case a), we find that LEE15 = 2.7% and LEE90 = 32.9% and weighted for case b) LEE15 = 2.3% and
LEE90 = 31.8%.

Figure A.5. | Depiction of the µlens for raytracing. The raytrac-
ing was performed via a hybrid simulation where the near-field of
the bare reference pixel was recored in a SiO2 ambient medium
and then transferred to a raytracing software to simulate the ef-
fects of the µlens. The LEE15 and LEE45 are shown in Table 2.

useful to show the farfield with the sin θ correction factor,
as illustrated in Figure A.7. This correction provides a
better indication of how the power is actually distributed in
the farfield compared to naive farfield cross-sections that
do not account for the differential surface area in spherical
coordinates. Although a much larger fraction of the light
is within the ±15◦ cone for the d- and cGRIN, most of the
power is still radiated into a larger solid angle, indicating
further potential for improvement.

A.6 Polarization efficiencies

For completeness, we show the additional dipole position-
dependent efficiency plots of LEE15 for x-, and y-oriented
dipoles in Figure A.8 and LEE90 for all polarizations in
Figure A.9. We denote the dipole axis as reference for the
orientation. Since we orient the µLEDs such that the light
is emitted in y-direction, the y-polarized dipoles primarily
emit in-plane while the x- and z-polarized dipoles emit
out-of-plane. This explains why the efficiencies for the
y-polarized dipoles remains typically lower than the x- and
z-polarized dipoles.
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Figure A.6. | Comparison of the cGRIN emitter and an half-
ellipse lens with high directionality. The corresponding farfields
are shown in Figure 4 a.1) for the cGRIN and a.5) for the elliptical
lens. Although the elliptical lens achieves good directionality, the
LEE15 is still significantly smaller for the elliptical SiO2 lens
compared to the cGRIN. Furthermore, the required size of the
device is by far to large for AR/VR applications.
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Figure A.7. | sin θ corrected farfields of the 3D cylindrical
models. The uncorredcted farfields are shown in Figure 4a). The
correction helps to immediately visualize to which solid angle the
power is going which might be misleading when only considering
the crosssection of the farfield.
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Figure A.8. | Dipole position dependent LEE15 for x- and y-
polarized dipoles. Just like the efficiencies shown in Figure 4b),
the dipole efficiencies for the GRIN structures is significantly
higher for air in in particular compared to the bare reference pixel
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Figure A.9. | Dipole position dependent LEE90 for x-, y-, and
z-polarized dipoles. Just like the LEE15 dipole efficiencies, the
GRIN structure greatly enhances total light extraction efficiency
as well.
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