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Photonic computation started to shape the future of fast, efficient and acces-

sible computation. The advantages brought by light based Diffractive Deep

Neural Networks (D2NN), are shown to be overwhelmingly advantageous es-

pecially in targeting classification problems. However, cost and complexity of

multi-layer systems are the main challenges that reduce the deployment of this

technology. In this study, we develop a simple yet extremely efficient way to

achieve optical classification using a single diffractive optical layer. A spatial

light modulator is used not only to emulate the classifying system but also the

input medium for the objects to be classified by the system. Using our ap-

proach, we classify road traffic signs which has a direct application on daily

life and safety. We perform classification of road signs under the effect of noise

and show that we can successfully classify road signs with more than 75% ac-

curacy under 20% noise/imperfection.
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Introduction

The advantages of Artificial Intelligence (AI) gained extra ordinary levels in our today’s world.

From real time image recognition to cognitive copilots have showed us the potential of AI

systems and the need of further development. However, the efficiency aspect of the newly

system is as important as further developing the capabilities of new generation AI systems.

The imposed heavy computation and low parallelizability [1] (layer by layer computation) of

Deep Neural Networks (DNN) on silicon-based processors creates the problem of significant

energy consumption [2] and long process time arises the challenge of seeking alternative basis

for Neural Networks. One of those alternative is the Diffractive Deep Neural Network (D2NN)

which basis on the light diffraction theory [3] to emulate the Neural Network. The advantages

of D2NN systems are: power efficiency [4] and the incredible speeds [5] relative to the common

Deep Neural Networks which are based on silicon processors.

Pioneering studies have shown that it is possible to design a system [6] which is based only

on Spatial Light Modulators (SLM) to simulate neurons and their interconnections to classify

Modified National Institute of Standards and Technology database (MNIST database) numbers

[7] and fashion objects [8]. Moreover, another research [9] has shown that numbers can be

classified with only a Digital Micromirror Device, as the input layer, and a SLM, as the classi-

fying layer, where the input layer is used to feed the information onto the SLM which classify

it adaptively. The potential of easy applicability of D2NN systems have been proven [10] in

a system of 3D printed Diffractive Optical Elements (DOE) where each DOE layer acts as a

neural layer. Another applicability example [11] is using Electromagnetic Waves at the radio

wave frequency range as a basis for a D2NN to perform various classification tasks.

However, the multi-layer D2NN systems [6, 9, 10, 11] proposes the problem of being layer-wise
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complex in structure. This complexity limits the fields of application where low design time and

cost-effectiveness is the main objective. Moreover, the correlation of training time and overall

network complexity also imposes a challenge throughout the project. Therefore, it is hard to

scale-up the layer structure since it can potentially increase the training duration [12].

With this challenges in mind, we are proposing a true single layer optical classifier where the

input and classifier layer are combined in a single diffractive layer. In the proposed system, the

single diffractive layer is simulated via an SLM. Since the input and classifier layer are com-

bined on the same plane, the theoretical and methodological approach simplified substantially

and proves both the possibility of optical classification without the deep layers and using just

one single layer. The system’s optimization algorithm is mostly based on the Gerchberg-Saxton

algorithm [13, 14] with a basic spatial restriction. The performance of our system archives di-

agonality of test and prediction histograms and confusion matrices. Moreover, the performance

of our method is not deterioarated in the presence of noise unlike the Neural Networks that are

intolerant to noise [15, 16].
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Results and Discussion

The system which is used to classify the objects is based on the system given in Fig 1A. The

light source is a semiconductor diode laser with a wavelength of 632 nm where the output beam

is corrected with an array of ND filters for a suitable lasing power. The width of the beam

is widen with a Gaussian Beam Expander such that the beam covers the SLM’s surface. The

Polarized Beam Spliter (PBS) acts both as a redirector of the reflected beam from the SLM and

also as a polarizer which aligns the polarization of the laser beam to the SLM’s polarization

angle. The modulated beam is then redirected to the 4F system where only a small region of

the frequency space is let through to eliminate the high intensity central point which is created

as a side product from the modulation process, shown as in Fig 1B. The filtered laser beam is

then redirected with multiple mirrors into the last lens in front of the camera which performs a

Fourier transformation [3] from the spatial domain to the frequency domain.

The surface of the SLM is spatially divided into sub-surfaces according to the number of objects.

This approach is used to optimize each object individually to it’s respective sub-surface. Since

the sub-surfaces are spatially divided, the sub-surfaces are not interacting with each other on

the surface level on the SLM. The binary shape of the object is written onto those sub-surface to

establish the spatial restriction on the Gerchberg-Saxton Algorithm. To increase the used space

on each sub-surface, the binary image of the object is written in a multiple-grid shape onto the

sub-surface. The combined area which is going to be used in optimization process is named as

Classifying Pixels. The area which is outside Constructive Pixels is used to diverge the light

power outside the target and is named as Discriminating Pixels. This process of dividing the

surface of the SLM and writing the binary object as grid-wise manner is shown in Fig 2. Given

the circular nature of the Laser Beam in our case, the center 600 pixels to 600 pixels square

region is actively used in this process.
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The spatial restriction which has been defined in Fig 2. is used as the spatial restriction at the

Image Plane [14] in the Gerchberg-Saxton Algorithm in each iteration. This spatial restric-

tion is used as the modifiable areas for phase optimization on the SLM and can be also called

as a restricted phase mask since the phase optimization is only done on a specific area. The

area is defined as the binarized form [17] of the used dataset of 9 standard traffic signs. The

mathematical representation of the process is as follows:

Ψ0,i(x, y) = A0(x, y) exp (iϕ
′
0,i(x, y))

Where Ψ0,i is the subwavefront of 0-th iteration of the i-th object from the restricted SLM space

and A(x, y) is the amplitude distribution of the laser’s wavefront. The ϕ′
0,i(x, y) is the restricted

phase mask, which is defined as:

ϕ′
0,i(x, y) = Bi(x, y)⊙ ϕ0,i(x, y)

The Bi(x, y) is the binary form of the Spatial Restriction Array and ϕ0,i(x, y) is the initial

phase mask, which is generated randomly initially. This part is depicted visually in Fig 3. The

Bi(x, y) is divided in a 4 by 4 grid with the i-th object for efficient space usage. With 9 objects,

the SLM is divide in 12 by 12 grids in total. This results in a 200 pixels by 200 pixels of Spatial

Restriction Array with 50 pixels by 50 pixels of single image resolution.

The optimization of each sub-surface’s phase mask, ϕ′
0,i(x, y), have been done with 20 iteration

of the Spatially Restrictive Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm. This results in a total of 200 iteration

including the Discriminating Pixels surface. The total duration of optimization took 20 minutes

with a single core (Intel i7-10750H) and since the sub-surfaces are independent from each other,

the duration could be shortened to almost 4.8 minutes with 6 parallel cores and a paralellity

fraction of p ≈ 0.95 according to Amdahl’s Law in our case [18, 19].
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The initial test on the resulting phase plate generated via the described process in Methods

Section is the power distribution test with the initial images to evaluate the performance on

perfect conditions. With this aim, every initial object have been grided as 12 by 12 to cover the

surface of our SLM. The normalized histogram results are shown in Fig 4A. The diagonallity

shows us that the phase plate is focusing most of the laser power onto the wanted targets. On Fig

4B, the gray-scale camera images with false colormap and with their target boxes are shown.

From the histogram in Fig 4A, it is clearly visible that the focused energy mostly hits on the

designated target with some noise on other targets. Therefore, using the target with the most

energy focused on, it is possible to correlate the input and the predicted label easily.

To test the validation performance with different levels of noise, 20 datasets have been generated

where each dataset have a predefined percentage of random noise. Each dataset has 9,000

images which are equally distributed among 9 objects. The noise percentage ranges from 1% to

20% with a step size of 1%. The target with the most power concentrated is used to determine

the predicted object in the testing phase. Three resulting confusion matrices for 1%, 5% and

10% and corresponding samples are shown in Fig 5A. With this algorithm, we managed to

reach to a validation percentage of 96.26% for 10% noise. The total validation percentage for

each dataset representing different noise level is shown in Fig 5B. We can archive a validation

rate more then 90% till 13% noise level. Moreover, since the size of each dataset is equal,

we can also calculate the combined validation average of 20 datasets. This average validation

performance of 180,000 images with various noise levels equals to 91.78%.

The single layer nature of our proposed system showed us the possibility of optical classification

via an novel method which is not directly connected to the fundamental working principles of

interconnected neurons which spans over multiple layers like in DNN systems [20] and a D2NN

systems. It is important to state that this new approach could be also adopted to the silicon based
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computation.

In our experimental setup, we used the Holoeye LC-R 720 as our SLM. The phase shift capabil-

ity in the specific configuration is 1.81π. This fact causes an inefficient wavefront shaping since

the whole phase range of 2π was not available [14, p. 186]. Therefore, with a better phase shift

range, higher validation percentages could be reached. Moreover, the repetition of the images

in a grid-wise manner acts as a grading which produces unintentionally an interference pattern

which overlaps the target areas. This interference pattern could be removed via studying the

pattern behavior to modify the Discriminating Pixels such that it interferes destructively with

the patterns in question.

The one-to-one linear scaling of the Image Plane and the Fourier Plane causes a significant

problem on low resolution work space on a SLM. This problem is the precision and resolution

of the generated target areas since it is bounded on the Image Plane’s size and resolution. A

smaller target size increases the validation efficiency and could also be scaled up with an optical

magnifier system. However, the limit of the target size is bounded on the lowest achievable pixel

size in the optimization algorithm which is also bounded by the SLM.

This method is a simple yet novel way to classify objects. The nature of not using any deep

layers proposes a new elementary approach which can simplify system structure. Moreover,

the system can be also further improved with an end classifier to get better noise vs validation

performance results.
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Methods and Materials

Spatially Restrictive Gerchberg-Saxton Algorithm

In the classification process, a Gerchberg-Saxton Algorithm is used to optimize the surface of

the SLM. The property of declaring a spatial, shape-wise restriction on the Gerchberg-Saxton

Algorithm is used as the primary optimization factor that enables us to classify various objects

based on the shape-based characteristics of the object.

Noise Addition Process and Testing

To test the performance of our method, a synthetic, randomly-noise-induced datasets with var-

ious level of noise have been created. The noise adding process, depicted as in Supp. Fig 1A,

flips the values of the binary image either constructively [0 → 1] or destructively [0 → 1]. The

position of the noisy pixels were selected randomly and selected once. With this rule, double

selection (i.e. 0 → 1 → 0) is prevented. To test each noise induced image, it is grid wise mul-

tiplied to cover the whole sub-surfaces available on the SLM. This grid wise multiplication is

depicted on Supp. Fig 1B. The final binary mask is then element wise multiplied with the final

trained phase mask and tested on the SLM.
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: A, The schematic illustration of the optical system. B, The Fourier Plane at the Spatial
Filter. Only a circular region at the position (X,Y) with a diameter of R is passed through by the
Spatial Filter. L: Lens, M: Mirror, ND: Neutral Density, PBS: Polarizing Beam Splitter, SLM:
Spatial Light Modulator.
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Figure 2: The grid-wise multiples of the object’s binary image is placed into the corresponding
sub-surface. The excluding pixels are used to diverge the light outside the target areas.
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Figure 3: The binary form of the Spatial Restriction Array is used in element-wise multiplica-
tion to include only the Constructive Pixels of the object which is optimized via the Gerchberg-
Saxton Algorithm.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: A, The generated phase plate is tested for the power distribution performance. The
binary and grided form of the traffic signs were used to obtain the result. The intensity dis-
tribution is showed as a matrix form were each row corresponds to the histographic intensity
distribution were the values are normalized according to the maximum value. B, The targets
used in the optimization process are 3x3 grid with constant height, width, horizontal and verti-
cal separation. The coordinate system of the Fourier Plane in the algorithm and the coordinate
system of the real Fourier Plane on the camera are not mapped exactly since the magnification
provided by the 4F system and slight misalignment. Therefore, there is a slight linear transfor-
mation between those Fourier Planes. On the figure, the Intensity Distribution is shown when a
object is placed on the SLM.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 5: A, The noisy validation images are generated with the same algorithm shown in Figure
4 was used to generate a dataset of 9000 images (1000 for each object) for every noise percent-
ages. The test results for 1%, 5% and 10% are shown with a sample from the noisy dataset
and their corresponding Confusion Matrices. With 10% noise, a validation rate of 96.26% was
archived.B, The results of each validation test for the range [1%, 20%] with 1% is shown as
a line plot where also the results of {1%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%} is annotated with their results.
With a noise percentage of 20%, the algorithm has successfully labeled 74.66% of the images.
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(a)

(b)

Supplementary Figure 1: A, A random noise that modifies the image in either Constructive [0
→ 1] or Destructive [1 → 0] was applied. The percentage (or the amounts of pixels) varies for
each test from 1% to 20% with 1% steps. The Constructive and Destructive noise was shown
with blue and red pixels respectively. B, The input with noise is grid wise multiplied with the
same grid size as the trained phase mask. The result from element wise multiplication of the
final binary mask and the optimized phase mask is then inserted to the SLM to test each noise
degree on each image.
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