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Abstract

We present a novel application of the Flexible Foil Mesh Generation (FFMG)
method to model the 3D Focal Body generated by a spherical mirror collecting light
from an infinitely distant source on its optical axis. The study addresses the chal-
lenge of accurately representing highly concave structures formed by the focusing
effect. Through theoretical analysis and numerical simulations, we demonstrate the
effectiveness of the FFMG method in capturing the intricate geometry of the Focal
Body, with implications for computational geometry, 3D reconstruction, and optical
system modeling.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Accurate 3D shape modeling is needed in fields such as computational geometry, 3D
reconstruction, and spatial data analysis. These fields often require the ability to repre-
sent both convex and concave structures within a point cloud, particularly in applications
where the geometric intricacies of an object are critical. One such example is in opti-
cal systems, where various components including shaped mirrors, are used to focus light
rays onto a confined volume. The resulting shape, referred to here as a Focal Body (FB),
may prove highly concave and poses significant challenges in accurate geometric model-
ing. One option to capture the geometric structure of such highly concentrated intensity
regions can be by referring to close proximities of rays as intersecting points that form
a spatially confined point cloud [1, 2]. Traditional methods in computational geometry,
such as Convex Hulls or Alpha Shapes, are effective in approximating the outer bound-
ary of a point cloud but often prove insufficient when comes to accurately capturing the
complex concave features inherent in Focal Bodies. These limitations can lead to inac-
curacies in applications involving optical design, where precise modeling of light paths
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and focal regions is crucial. The Flexible Foil Mesh Generation (FFMG) method, orig-
inally developed to handle highly concave structures within point clouds [3, 5], offers a
promising solution to these challenges. By tending to minimize the surface area while
ensuring all (or partial) points within the cloud are enclosed, the FFMG method provides
a more accurate representation of complex geometries, making it particularly suited for
applications involving concave shapes and ensuring closed surfaces. This study aims to
explore the application of FFMG in modeling the 3D Focal Body formed by a spherical
mirror, demonstrating its effectiveness in capturing the intricate concave structures that
traditional methods struggle to represent.

1.2 Objective

The primary objective of this study is to apply the FFMG method for the precise modeling
of the three-dimensional Focal Body formed by the focusing of collimated light along the
optical axis of a spherical mirror. The principal aim is to assess the capability of FFMG
in accurately representing the complex and highly concave geometry characteristic of the
Focal Body. In this study, we define the Focal Body as the three-dimensional spatial re-
gion formed by the intersection envelope of reflected rays from a spherical mirror, given
an infinitely distant collimated light source. This definition relies purely on geometrical
optics and does not explicitly incorporate intensity variations or wavefront interference
effects. The FB is constructed by tracking the spatial density of ray intersections within
a predefined volume, resulting in a highly concave surface representation. This approach
ensures a computationally efficient and analytically tractable model, particularly for ap-
plications in optical design and computational geometry.

Specifically, this paper seeks to:

1. Develop a detailed methodology for applying the FFMG method to the problem of
modeling a Focal Body.

2. Validate the method through numerical simulations.

3. Analyze the performance of FFMG in terms of accuracy, computational efficiency,
and its ability to handle concave structures.

1.3 Related Work

3D surface reconstruction is a fundamental problem in computational geometry that in-
volves constructing a surface that approximates the shape of an object based on a set

2



of sample points, typically obtained from real-world data. This process is crucial in vari-
ous applications, including computer graphics, medical imaging, and reverse engineering.
The challenge lies in accurately capturing both the global shape and fine details, particu-
larly in the presence of noise, outliers, and varying point densities.

Historically, several approaches have been developed to tackle 3D surface recon-
struction. One of the earliest and most widely used methods is the Convex Hull [6], which
constructs the smallest convex shape that encloses all points in the dataset. While simple
and computationally efficient, the Convex Hull fails to capture concave regions, making
it inadequate for more complex shapes.

To address this limitation, more sophisticated techniques have been developed, in-
cluding Delaunay Triangulation [7] and Voronoi Diagrams [8], which are often used to
generate a mesh that represents the surface. These methods offer a balance between com-
putational efficiency and accuracy, but they can struggle with highly concave shapes or
non-uniform point distributions.

Another notable method is Alpha Shapes [9], which extends the concept of the Con-
vex Hull by introducing a parameter that controls the level of detail captured in the shape.
This allows for the representation of concavities, but the choice of the alpha parame-
ter can be challenging and may require tuning based on the specific dataset. Also, the
method may not guarantee a final closed surface.

Optical systems often involve complex geometries, including highly concave sur-
faces, where traditional modeling techniques may fail to meet capturing the precise shape
and focusing properties.

One of the most fundamental optical components is the spherical mirror, which fo-
cuses parallel light rays originated from an infinitely distant source at along the optical
axis, onto a confined spatial volume (i.e., non-single point) in the vicinity of its opti-
cal axis. The shape of the focused light region, referred here as the Focal Body, is a
three-dimensional structure that reflects the concave shape of the mirror’s surface. Accu-
rate modeling of such focal bodies for more complex mirror geometries is essential for
predicting and optimizing mirror performance, particularly in applications such as tele-
scopes, laser systems, and imaging devices.

Traditional methods for geometric modeling in optical systems, including ray trac-
ing and wavefront analysis, provide insights into light propagation and focusing behavior.
However, these methods often require precise surface models to accurately predict how
light interacts with the optical elements. When it comes to representing the Focal Body,
traditional surface reconstruction techniques, may not fully capture the concave geometry,
leading to potential inaccuracies in optical simulations.

A more detailed discussion on essential methods for generating 3D mesh surfaces
from point clouds can be found in [3, 4].

3



2 Theoretical Background

2.1 A Brief Analysis of Light Distribution Reflected by a Spherical
Mirror

2.1.1 Problem Setup

Consider a three-dimensional spherical mirror with an infinitely distant light source po-
sitioned along the primary optical axis of the mirror. Given the infinite distance of the
source, the incoming rays are parallel to each other and to the primary optical axis. It is
assumed that when parallel rays strike a spherical mirror, they reflect according to the law
of reflection, where the angle of incidence equals the angle of reflection.

Rays that strike the center of the mirror (on the optical axis) will reflect directly
back along the same path. However, rays that strike off-center will reflect at an angle. For
simplicity, we assume the light is monochromatic and disregard its wave nature.

2.1.2 Ray Behavior Near the Focal Point

The focal point of the mirror is located at half the radius of curvature. This is a conse-
quence of the mirror equation:

1
f
=

1
do
+

1
di
= lim

do→∞

(
1
do
+

1
di

)
=

1
di
∴ f = di (1)

where do is the object distance (considered infinite for parallel rays) and di is the
image distance.
From the geometry of spherical mirrors, we know that for parallel rays, the image forms
at a distance of R

2 from the mirror’s surface. Therefore, di =
R
2 , and consequently,

f =
R
2

(2)

Paraxial rays, which are close to the optical axis, converge near the focal point. For
these rays, the small-angle approximation sin θ ≈ θ (where θ is the angle of incidence or
reflection) holds true, resulting in reflection through or very near to the focal point, which
lies at a distance f from the mirror’s vertex.

In contrast, rays farther from the optical axis intersect the axis at points closer to the
mirror due to spherical aberration. Spherical aberration occurs because non-paraxial rays,
which make larger angles with the optical axis, do not adhere closely to the small-angle

4



approximation. The intersection point z on the optical axis for a ray striking the mirror at
a distance y from the optical axis can be formulated by:

z =
R

[
1 − 2

(
y2

R2

)]
√

1 − y2

R2

(3)

where R is the radius of curvature, and y is the height of the incident ray above the
optical axis. To simplify this expression, we expand the square root term using a Taylor
series for small y/R:

√
1 −

y2

R2 ≈ 1 −
y2

2R2 −
y4

8R4 (4)

Substituting this into the expression for z and simplifying, we get:

x ≈ R
[
1 −

y2

R2 +
y4

4R4

]
(5)

By substituting (2), we obtain the higher-order approximation:

z ≈ f −
y4

16 f 3 (6)

This approximation shows that non-paraxial rays intersect the optical axis closer
to the mirror than the paraxial focal point, with the deviation increasing rapidly with y4,
reflecting the impact of spherical aberration.

While the approximation in Equation (6) accurately describes small-angle devia-
tions within the paraxial region, its validity diminishes for rays striking the mirror at large
angles (i.e., marginal rays with high sin θ ≈ θ, no longer holds, and higher-order terms
in the expansion become non-negligible). Additionally, the assumption that all rays fol-
low a perfect geometric path without considering diffraction or wavefront curvature may
introduce further discrepancies in real-world optical applications.

To improve precision in modeling large-angle behavior, alternative numerical strate-
gies such as higher-order aberration corrections, or wavefront-based approaches could be
employed. These methods would account for higher-order deviations that are otherwise
neglected in the current approximation. Future work could explore such refinements, par-
ticularly in applications requiring high-precision optical simulations where marginal ray
deviations contribute significantly to focal distortions.

To understand the impact of spherical aberration, we may consider the longitudinal
spherical aberration, which represents the difference in the focal lengths between paraxial
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rays (close to the optical axis) and non-paraxial rays (farther from the axis). In spherical
mirrors, rays near the optical axis converge at the focal length f , where R is the radius
of curvature. However, non-paraxial rays intersect the optical axis at points closer to the
mirror due to spherical aberration.

For a spherical mirror with radius of curvature R, the focal length for paraxial rays
is f . Non-paraxial rays, striking the mirror at a height y from the optical axis, experience
spherical aberration, shifting the focal point.

The image distance di for such rays can be approximated using:

di =
R cos 2θ

cos θ
(7)

where θ ≈ y
R . Expanding cos θ and cos 2θ for small y/R:

cos θ ≈ 1 −
y2

2R2 , cos 2θ ≈ 1 − 2
y2

R2 (8)

leads to:

di ≈ R
(
1 −

y2

R2

)
(9)

The longitudinal spherical aberration ∆d is:

∆d = di − f = −
y2

2R
(10)

Thus, the aberration, growing quadratically with y, is (see also below in (13)):

Longitudinal aberration ≈
y2

2R
(11)

This approximation shows that the aberration grows quadratically with the dis-
tance y from the optical axis, indicating that off-axis rays are increasingly affected. The
quadratic relationship means that as y increases, the error in the convergence point grows
significantly, leading to a spread in the focal point and a corresponding reduction in image
sharpness. Minimizing this aberration is crucial in optical design to ensure high-quality
image formation.

The paraxial approximation is central to many optical designs because it ensures
that rays converge at a common focal point, producing sharp images. However, as rays
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deviate from the paraxial region, aberrations like spherical aberration become significant,
affecting the quality of the image.

For a more detailed mathematical treatment of these concepts, including the deriva-
tion of the expressions for spherical aberration and a deeper understanding of ray tracing
through spherical mirrors, refer to [10, 11].

2.1.3 Formation of the Caustic Surface

The envelope of reflected rays forms a caustic surface, which is a region where light
intensity is significantly higher due to the concentration of rays. In the context of a spher-
ical mirror, this caustic surface is a result of spherical aberration, where rays that are not
paraxial (i.e., rays far from the optical axis) do not converge precisely at the focal point
but instead form a curved surface with a cusp.

For a spherical mirror, the caustic surface has a cusp at the focal point and extends
from 3

4R to R from the mirror’s vertex, where R denotes the radius of curvature1. The
shape of this caustic can be understood more deeply by considering the reflection of rays
at different distances from the optical axis.

The reflected rays’ envelope can be mathematically described using the concept
of geometric optics. For a given incident ray at a height y from the optical axis, the
reflected ray’s angle relative to the optical axis varies with y, leading to a variation in the
intersection points along the optical axis. The cusp at the focal point is where the reflected
rays are most tightly concentrated, and as we move away from this point, the rays spread
out, forming the extended part of the caustic.

The curvature of the caustic surface near the focal point can be analyzed using
catastrophe theory [14], which provides a mathematical framework for understanding the
cusp and fold structures in such optical systems. Specifically, the caustic is an example of
a "cusp catastrophe," where the intensity of light diverges near the cusp.

The distance z along the optical axis where the caustic forms can be expressed as a
function of the ray height y [12]:

z(y) = f −
y4

16 f 3 (12)

This relationship indicates that as y increases, the intersection point z moves closer
to the mirror, contributing to the formation of the caustic surface. The distance from the
mirror’s vertex to the point on the optical axis where the caustic terminates corresponds

1 3
4 R is approximately the location where the marginal rays (rays hitting the edge of the mirror) cross the

optical axis. However, the caustic extends all the way to R
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to the mirror’s radius of curvature, R.

2.1.4 Spherical Aberration Effects

Rays originating from the outer portions of the mirror, also known as marginal rays, focus
closer to the mirror than paraxial rays, leading to the formation of a blur circle instead
of a perfect point focus. This phenomenon is known as spherical aberration and occurs
because the curvature of a spherical mirror does not perfectly focus all incoming parallel
rays to a single point.

1. Quantitative Analysis of Spherical Aberration: The difference in focal points
between paraxial rays (which are close to the optical axis) and marginal rays (which
are farther from the optical axis) is the primary cause of spherical aberration. For a
spherical mirror, the focal length for rays at a distance y from the optical axis can
be approximated as (see also above in (11)):

f (y) = f0

(
1 −

y2

2R2

)
(13)

where:

• f0 =
R
2 is the focal length for paraxial rays,

• R is the radius of curvature of the mirror,

• y is the distance from the optical axis.

This expression shows that as y increases, the effective focal length f (y) decreases,
causing marginal rays to focus closer to the mirror than paraxial rays.

2. Formation of the Blur Circle: Due to spherical aberration, rays that are not parax-
ial do not converge to a single point, leading to the formation of a blur circle on
the image plane. The radius of this blur circle rb can be approximated by assuming
that the deviation in focal points, known as longitudinal spherical aberration, grows
quadratically with the ray height y on the mirror surface:

∆d ∝ y2 (14)

Given that the maximum ray height is approximately D/2, this suggests:

∆d ∝
(D

2

)2

∝ D2. (15)

8



The resulting transverse blur (i.e., the blur circle radius) scales with the deviation
in the focus position ∆d and the ratio D/ f0, leading to:

rb ∼ ∆d ·
D
f0
∝

D3

f0R
. (16)

This captures the essential reason why the blur circle radius grows with the cube of
the aperture diameter.

3. Higher-Order Aberration Terms: The blur circle’s radius increases with the
fourth power of the mirror’s aperture, rb ∝ D4, indicating that spherical aberration
is a higher-order aberration2. This relationship emphasizes the non-linear nature
of the aberration, where small increases in aperture size lead to disproportionately
large increases in aberration.

4. Mitigating Spherical Aberration: In optical design, spherical aberration can be
minimized by using aspherical mirrors or lenses, which have a curvature that varies
with the distance from the optical axis. These designs aim to bring all rays to a
common focus, thereby reducing the blur circle and improving image quality.

As a result of these aberrations, the anticipated shape of the Focal Body (FB) re-
sembles a mushroom-like structure, with a denser, more concentrated region near the
optical axis (the stem) and a broader, curved caustic envelope extending outward (the
cap). This morphology is a direct consequence of the gradual deviation of marginal rays,
which intersect the optical axis closer to the mirror due to spherical aberration.

For a comprehensive treatment of spherical aberration and other optical aberrations,
please refer to [11].

2.2 Flexible Foil Mesh Generation (FFMG)

The Flexible Foil Mesh Generation (FFMG) method [3] constructs high-quality, closed-
surface meshes from confined 3D point clouds using a physically-based simulation of
flexible foils. It integrates elasticity-driven deformation, pressure-induced contraction,
and adaptive snapping to fixed vertices, ensuring geometric fidelity and computational
efficiency.

A deformable triangular meshM = (V, F) is initialized around the point cloud using
a convex hull approximation.

2The D3dependency is generally the primary effect seen with spherical aberration, while the D4 depen-
dency reflects higher-order corrections that become significant as the aperture size increases or as more
detailed aberration terms are considered in the optical analysis.
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To effectively model the dynamic adaptation of the mesh, we employ a force-
equilibrium approach, ensuring that the mesh deforms in response to applied forces with-
out inertia effects. This method guarantees that the mesh conforms to the point cloud
while maintaining structural integrity through controlled deformation.

In this formulation, each vertex is treated as a massless node, connected to its neigh-
bors via elastic constraints that regulate local stiffness and prevent excessive distortion.
Additionally, an external pressure force drives the contraction of the mesh, mimicking the
behavior of a flexible foil minimizing its surface area. To stabilize the evolution, a nu-
merical damping term is introduced, preventing large, unstable steps and ensuring smooth
convergence.

The governing equation for vertex motion is given by:

0 = felastic,i + fpressure,i − c
dui

dt
(17)

where ui is the spatial position of the i’th mesh-point vertex, felastic,i represents elastic
restoration forces, fpressure,i accounts for uniform or spatially varying pressure loads, and c
is a damping coefficient that stabilizes the simulation.

This ensures a quasi-static evolution rather than a fully dynamic simulation, mean-
ing that the mesh continuously deforms under applied forces without oscillatory motion
associated with inertia.

Elasticity is modeled through a vertex-based elastic force formulation, where each
vertex is influenced by the relative displacement of its neighbors:

felastic,i =
∑
j∈N(i)

ki j

(
∥u j − ui∥ − Li j

Li j

)
(u j − ui)
∥u j − ui∥

, (18)

where ki j is the stiffness coefficient, Li j is the rest length of edge (i, j), and N(i)
denotes the neighboring vertices.

Since the model operates in an overdamped regime, the acceleration term is ne-
glected, and the motion of vertices is determined purely by the balance of forces as in (17)
above.

This formulation ensures that vertex displacements occur in response to external
forces without inertial effects, meaning the system continuously evolves towards a lower-
energy configuration without oscillatory motion.

The pressure force on each vertex is computed as:

fpressure,i =
p · n f · A f

3
, (19)
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where p is the pressure magnitude exerted on facet f , n f is the normal of the facet,
and A f is its area. Fixed vertices Vfixed ⊂ V constrain the deformation, and a snapping
mechanism ensures proximity-based vertex alignment.

The mesh evolution follows an explicit Euler integration scheme:

vt+1
i = vt

i + ∆t · at
i, (20)

xt+1
i = xt

i + ∆t · vt+1
i , (21)

where ∆t is the time step and vt
i and at

i are the velocity and respective acceleration
computed from net forces.

To prevent numerical instability, the method enforces a Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy
(CFL) condition [16]:

∆t <
2
ωmax
, (22)

where ωmax is the highest eigenfrequency of the system.

By iteratively refining the mesh structure through adaptive smoothing and conver-
gence testing, FFMG generates a physically realistic, topologically consistent mesh that
conforms to complex point cloud geometries.

Minimal Surface Approximation The physically-based simulation inherently favors
minimal-area solutions within the constraints imposed by the fixed vertices. The pressure-
driven contraction mimics the behavior of a flexible membrane seeking an energy-minimizing
configuration, akin to soap films forming minimal surfaces under boundary constraints.
The elastic forces work to maintain structural integrity while minimizing local surface
tension, resulting in a final mesh that approximates a constrained minimal surface. While
the method does not explicitly solve a minimal surface equation, its dynamic evolution
naturally leads to a stable, near-minimal surface configuration, subject to the imposed
geometric constraints.

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Definition

In this study, we seek to accurately determine the 3D Focal Body generated by a spherical
mirror focusing light rays from an infinitely distant source along its optical axis. We use
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a ray-tracing simulation to follow a set of rays reflected by the mirror and count their
mutual intersections as a function of occurrence in 3D space. The Focal Body is the
region where the reflected rays converge, forming a complex, highly concave structure.
Traditional methods struggle to capture the full extent of this concave geometry, which is
crucial for precise optical modeling.

Formally, let P = {p1, p2, . . . , pn} represent the set of points in 3D space that de-
scribe the confined volume of the Focal Body. These points are derived from the inter-
section of reflected light rays with a hypothetical observation plane placed near the focal
region. The goal is to construct a surface S cc that:

1. Encloses all points in P, ensuring no points are excluded.

2. Tend to minimizes the surface area while maintaining a concave structure that ac-
curately represents the complex geometry of the Focal Body.

3. Remains closed and non-intersecting to preserve the integrity of the surface, ensur-
ing that the Focal Body is fully encapsulated without self-intersections.

The FFMG method is employed to construct a surface S cc that meets the above
criteria by iteratively refining an initial convex hull. The process involves replacing facets
on the convex hull with new facets that better approximate the concave geometry of the
Focal Body.

Mathematically, the problem can be formulated as finding a surface S cc that approx-
imately minimizes surface area while satisfying the necessary constraints:

S cc ≈ arg min
S

{
Area(S ) | P ⊆ Int(S ), S is non-intersecting and closed

}
(23)

where Area(S ) represents the surface area of S , and Int(S ) denotes the interior
region enclosed by S .

However, the FFMG method does not explicitly solve a minimal surface problem;
rather, it approximates a constrained minimal surface through a physically-based sim-
ulation. The method relies on pressure-driven contraction and elastic forces to evolve
the surface dynamically, tending toward a locally minimal configuration within the con-
straints imposed by fixed vertices. While this process favors a minimal-area solution, the
final surface is shaped by both physical simulation and numerical constraints, leading to
an approximate rather than an exact minimization of surface area.

In summary, the problem involves using FFMG to generate a 3D surface that closely
captures the concave nature of the light convergence in a spherical mirror system. This
provides a detailed yet computationally efficient approximation essential for optical de-
sign and analysis.
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3.2 Ray Tracing Computational Implementation

The Ray Tracing simulation is developed to model and analyze the reflection behavior of
light rays interacting with complex, arbitrary-shaped reflecting mirror geometries.

The key features of the simulation include:

• Mirror Geometry: The simulation primarily focuses on cylindrical mirrors, in-
cluding configurations with segmented, arbitrarily-shaped mirrors exhibiting cylin-
drical symmetry. This approach enables the exploration of a wide range of setups,
from single mirrors to complex arrays of multiple cylindrical mirrors (see in fig. 1).

• Efficiency through Simplification: To maintain computational efficiency, the sim-
ulation employs cylindrical mirrors to approximate non-cylindrical symmetric mir-
rors. Logical functions are used to determine ray intersections, effectively reducing
the simulation’s complexity.

• Optimization and Consistency: Optimization is applied not at the level of indi-
vidual mirrors but to the overall system configuration, ensuring consistency with
established results for arbitrarily-shaped mirrors and facilitating smooth transitions
between different setups.

• Ray Source and Reflection Dynamics: The simulation handles multiple light
sources, including a primary on-axis source and additional off-axis sources. The
ray density is adjusted to account for losses due to mirror segmentation, ensuring
accurate reflection modeling.

• Comprehensive Analysis of Results: The simulation offers an in-depth analy-
sis of various mirror configurations, including single spherical mirrors, segmented
parabolic mirrors, arbitrarily-shaped mirrors, and complex arrays composed of di-
verse sets of smaller mirrors. This analysis provides valuable insights into how
different segmentations and orientations impact the distribution of reflected light.

• Optimization Techniques: The simulation includes robust optimization algorithms
to adjust the position and orientation of the mirrors, considering various degrees of
freedom such as pitch, azimuth, and spatial coordinates, to minimize image distor-
tion and optimize focus.

• Source and Ray Parameters: The simulation allows for the configuration of mul-
tiple light sources, each with a customizable number of rays. These rays are traced
from their sources to the mirrors and ultimately to a planar surface (analogous to a
CCD), where the resulting image quality is thoroughly analyzed.
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• Numerical and Analytical Methods: The simulation employs both numerical and
analytical methods for computing ray reflections, ensuring the accuracy and relia-
bility of the results by validating the methods against each other.

• Output and Analysis: Detailed outputs, including images and data files, are gen-
erated, capturing key metrics such as spot sizes and image quality for different
configurations. These outputs are crucial for evaluating the effectiveness of various
mirror setups and optimization strategies.

• planar surface and Focus Optimization: A specialized module is included for
optimizing the planar surface position to minimize spot size, involving calculations
of standard deviation (STD) or root mean square (RMS) focus, and adjusting planar
surface height to achieve optimal focus.

• Reflected Rays: The simulation produces an output matrix that precisely tracks
each incoming ray, detailing its interaction with the mirror. This includes the co-
ordinates of the impact point on the reflecting surface and the orientation of the
reflected ray in space, all as functions of the specific mirror segment the ray en-
counters.

• Ray Intersections: In the post-simulation analysis, the reflected rays are evaluated
against a predefined 3D grid. The simulation records and creates histograms of the
number of rays passing through each cell in this grid, providing a detailed spatial
distribution of ray intersections.

• Focal Body Definition: Utilizing histogrammed layers based on the density of
rays (from the highest value down to a predefined minimum, typically greater than
1% of the total incoming rays), a shell-based Focal Body is constructed. Each
layer defines a bounded volume encompassing all cells through which rays of that
histogram value or higher pass. At this stage, the Focal Body is represented as a
point cloud.

Figure 1: A typical simulation setup for spherical mirror with an equal-axis view (left)
and non-equal view (right).
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3.3 Application of FFMG to the Focal Body

This section describes the step-by-step application of the Flexible Foil Mesh Generation
(FFMG) method to simulate the 3D Focal Body formed by a spherical mirror. The Focal
Body is a concave structure resulting from the convergence of light rays reflected by the
mirror. The FFMG method generates a mesh that approximates this shape by iteratively
refining an initial convex approximation to better conform to the concave geometry of the
Focal Body.

3.3.1 Step 1: Initialization with Convex Hull

To ensure consistency in scale, the point cloud is normalized such that each dimension is
linearly mapped to the range [−1, 1]. This transformation is defined as:

p̃i =
2(pi − pmin)
pmax − pmin

− 1, (24)

where pmin and pmax denote the minimum and maximum values along each dimen-
sion, respectively. As a result, all points satisfy:

p̃i ∈ [−1, 1]d, (25)

ensuring a standardized representation for mesh reconstruction.

Following the normalization stage, the convex hull S ch of the point cloud Pis com-
puted. This convex hull serves as the initial approximation of the surface, representing
the starting boundary of the Focal Body:

S ch = Conv(P) =
⋂
{H | H is convex, P ⊆ H}. (26)

While this surface encloses all points in P, it does not capture the concave regions
of the Focal Body and requires further refinement.

3.3.2 Step 2: Convex Hull Refinement

After computing the convex hull S ch, the next step involves refining the mesh by introduc-
ing denser triangular facets, particularly in regions near the convex hull vertices. The goal
of this refinement is to increase the resolution of the initial approximation before applying
further deformation.
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The refinement process subdivides the triangular facets of S ch by introducing new
vertices along edges and within selected facets. This is achieved through a recursive
subdivision method that maintains the integrity of the convex hull while ensuring a more
uniform and adaptable triangulation.

A key aspect of this refinement process is the adaptive density increase near convex
hull vertices. Let vi be a vertex in S ch, and let N(i) be the set of neighboring vertices. To
determine whether refinement is needed, a local density criterion is applied:

Li =
1
|N(i)|

∑
j∈N(i)

∥v j − vi∥, (27)

where Li represents the average edge length surrounding vi. A vertex vi undergoes
further subdivision if:

Li > γLmin, (28)

where γ > 1 is a refinement factor, and Lmin is the target edge length in high-
resolution regions.

Each refined facet is subdivided by inserting midpoints along its edges, generat-
ing new triangular facets. For a given triangle (vi, v j, vk), the midpoints mi j,m jk,mki are
computed as:

mi j =
vi + v j

2
, m jk =

v j + vk

2
, mki =

vk + vi

2
. (29)

These midpoints replace the original triangle with four new sub-triangles, maintain-
ing a non-intersecting and closed structure. The subdivision process continues iteratively
until the average edge length reaches the desired refinement level.

The refinement stage ensures that the initial convex hull provides a sufficiently de-
tailed starting point for subsequent deformation, allowing the mesh to better conform to
concave regions in later stages.

3.3.3 Step 3: Iterative Surface Refinement

Once the initial set of facets has been constructed, the mesh undergoes an iterative refine-
ment process driven by physically-based deformation. The mesh S cc

t at iteration t evolves
according to the force balance equation (17).

The vertices positions ui are updated using explicit time integration equation (20)
and the refinement process continues until a convergence criterion is met:
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max
ui∈V
∥ut+1

i − ut
i∥ < ϵ, (30)

where ϵ is a predefined threshold ensuring that the surface has reached a stable
configuration.

3.3.4 Step 4: Modifications and Optimizations

Several modifications and optimizations are applied to improve the quality and stability
of the generated surface:

- Geometric smoothing: A Laplacian smoothing operator is applied to prevent ex-
cessive local deformations:

u′i = ui + λ
∑
j∈N(i)

(u j − ui), (31)

where λ is a smoothing parameter, and N(i) represents the neighboring vertices.

- Adaptive snapping: Certain mesh-points vertices are constrained to snap onto
predefined fixed positions (the point cloud vertices) to align the mesh with the reference
geometry:

u′i = arg min
u j∈Vfixed

∥ui − u j∥. (32)

- Topology preservation: The refinement process maintains a non-self-intersecting
constraint to prevent topological inconsistencies.

3.3.5 Step 5: Final Surface Validation

After the iterative refinement process, the final surface S cc is validated to ensure that it
meets the expected geometric and topological criteria. This validation consists of:

- Enclosure test: Verifying that all points in P satisfy

P ⊆ Int(S cc). (33)

- Self-intersection check: Ensuring that the surface remains free of self-intersections.

- Curvature analysis: Evaluating whether the surface curvature is consistent with
the expected concave structure of the Focal Body.
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The application of FFMG to the 3D Focal Body involves an iterative process of
surface refinement, which transforms an initial convex hull into a concave representation
of the Focal Body. The refinement steps, combined with geometric constraints and sta-
bility enhancements, ensure that the generated mesh closely approximates the underlying
concave geometry while maintaining computational efficiency.

3.4 Computational Complexity Analysis

The Flexible Foil Mesh Generation (FFMG) method involves a series of computationally
intensive steps, each contributing to the overall complexity of the simulation. These steps
include mesh initialization, force computation, iterative deformation updates, and conver-
gence testing. Below, we present a high-level analysis of the computational complexity
associated with the major components of the simulation.

3.4.1 Mesh Initialization and Subdivision

The initial mesh is generated by computing the Convex Hull of the input point cloud,
which requires O(N log N) operations using the QuickHull algorithm. This provides an
initial enclosing surface for the Focal Body. To improve resolution, a subdivision process
is applied to the mesh, where each triangular face is iteratively divided, increasing the
number of elements by a factor of 4s, where s is the subdivision level. This results in
an exponential increase in the number of faces, leading to an approximate computational
complexity of O(M), where M denotes the number of faces after subdivision.

3.4.2 Force Computations and Deformation Updates

Each simulation iteration involves computing two primary forces:

1. Pressure Forces: These are computed per face, leading to a complexity of O(M).

2. Elastic Forces: Modeled using a force-equilibrium system, each vertex interacts
with a fixed number of neighboring vertices, leading to a complexity of O(N).

Additionally, vertex displacement updates occur using explicit time integration, which
scales as O(N). Since the number of faces and vertices are related by M ≈ 2N for typical
triangular meshes, the force computation and deformation update complexity is approxi-
mated as O(N) per iteration.
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3.4.3 Nearest-Neighbor Searches and Snapping

The snapping mechanism ensures that vertices near fixed points are properly aligned dur-
ing deformation. This requires repeated nearest-neighbor searches, implemented effi-
ciently using a KD-tree with O(N log N) complexity for tree construction and O(log N)
per query. Given that nearest-neighbor searches are performed for all N vertices, this
results in an overall complexity of O(N log N) per iteration.

3.4.4 Convergence and Iteration Scaling

The simulation progresses over multiple iterations until convergence criteria are met. In
each iteration, the maximum vertex displacement is checked against a predefined toler-
ance, requiring O(N) operations.

In this study, a fixed time-stepping approach is used to update the mesh deformation
process. However, for complex concave structures, adaptive time-stepping could offer an
alternative strategy to dynamically adjust step size based on deformation rates, improving
stability and efficiency.

A key tradeoff exists between fixed and adaptive time-stepping: while fixed time
steps ensure predictable iteration counts and easier convergence analysis, they may re-
quire excessively small steps to maintain numerical stability, leading to increased compu-
tational costs. Conversely, adaptive time-stepping dynamically adjusts ∆t based on local
deformation magnitudes, potentially accelerating convergence for smoothly evolving re-
gions while preventing overshooting in high-curvature areas.

The total number of iterations is bounded, typically in the range 50 ≤ k ≤ 500.
Thus, the total computational cost of the simulation is approximately:

O(k(N log N + N)) = O(kN log N).

3.4.5 Overall Complexity Estimate

Summarizing the dominant computational steps:

Since the number of faces after subdivision grows with M = O(4sN), choosing a
high subdivision level significantly increases the computational cost. However, the itera-
tive updates remain the dominant term, making the simulation complexity approximately
O(kN log N) in practical scenarios.
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Computation Step Complexity
Convex Hull Initialization O(N log N)
Mesh Subdivision O(M)
Force Computation O(N)
Nearest-Neighbor Snapping O(N log N)
Iterative Updates O(kN log N)

Table 1: Computational complexity of major steps in the simulation.

3.4.6 Optimization Considerations

To improve computational efficiency, several optimizations can be applied:

• Reducing subdivision levels limits exponential mesh growth.

• Parallelizing force computations using vectorized operations can reduce per-iteration
costs.

• Sparse data structures can be used to minimize unnecessary computations on in-
active regions of the mesh.

• Adaptive time-stepping can reduce the number of required iterations by dynami-
cally adjusting the deformation step size.

The computational complexity of the FFMG simulation is primarily governed by
the number of vertices, faces, and the number of iterations required for convergence. The
nearest-neighbor search and force computations dominate each iteration, leading to an
overall complexity of O(kN log N). The framework remains computationally feasible for
large-scale point clouds, but careful selection of parameters such as subdivision level and
convergence tolerance is necessary to ensure efficiency.

4 Results

4.1 Simulation Setup

The simulation was designed to model the deformation of a flexible foil under the influ-
ence of pressure forces and elastic constraints. The following parameters were employed
to ensure numerical stability, realistic physical behavior, and computational efficiency.
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4.1.1 Mesh Subdivision and Initialization

• subdivision_level = 3: This parameter defines the initial refinement level of the
mesh, with higher values leading to a finer discretization of the foil. A subdivision
level of 3 ensures a balance between computational efficiency and geometric accu-
racy. Typically, values range from 1 (coarse) to 5 (very fine), where higher levels
improve resolution but increase computational cost.

4.1.2 Pressure and External Forces

• PR_in = 0.5, PR_out = 1.0: These parameters represent the internal and external
pressure applied to the foil, respectively. The net pressure difference, defined as
P = PRin − PRout, determines whether the structure expands or contracts. In this
setup, P = −0.5 induces a compressive effect on the foil.

• pressure_scaling_factor = 10.0: This factor amplifies the magnitude of pressure
forces to ensure they have a significant impact on deformation. Typical values range
from 1 to 50, depending on the scale of the model and the physical properties of the
material.

• Pressure force mode = globalCoM: Specifies the methodology used to compute
pressure force directions. The global center of mass (globalCoM) method en-
sures forces act consistently relative to the centroid of the fixed vertices. Alterna-
tive modes, such as Norm (face-normal based) or localCoM (local neighborhood-
based), may be used for different physical behaviors.

4.1.3 Incremental Pressure Application

• pressure_increment = 0.03: Defines the incremental increase in applied pressure
per iteration. This gradual application prevents numerical instability. Values are
typically 0.01–0.05, depending on the required resolution of deformation tracking.

4.1.4 Snapping and Mesh Constraints

• snapping_tolerance = 0.02: Controls the maximum allowable distance for a mesh
vertex to be snapped to a fixed vertex. Ensuring snapping within this tolerance
prevents artificial stretching or discontinuities. Values range from 0.001 (strict) to
0.05 (loose).
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• max_NNsnapping_iterations = 5: Specifies the number of iterations allowed for
nearest-neighbor snapping relaxation, preventing excessive distortions due to sud-
den vertex movements.

4.1.5 Deformation Criteria and Convergence

• deformation_tolerance = 1e-5: Defines the convergence criterion for the sim-
ulation. The deformation process halts when the maximum displacement of all
vertices falls below this threshold. Values typically range from 10−6 (very strict) to
10−3 (loose).

• mTol = 0.016: This parameter constrains the maximum allowable displacement
per iteration to prevent excessive motion. It is set to 80% of snapping_tolerance,
ensuring controlled deformation.

4.1.6 Temporal Resolution and Iterative Processing

• deformation_max_iterations = 200: The maximum number of deformation it-
erations before termination. Higher values allow more gradual convergence but
increase computational time. This is typically set between 50 and 500, depending
on simulation complexity.

• dt = 0.03: The time step used for numerical integration. It determines how much
the simulation progresses per iteration. A smaller dt results in finer temporal reso-
lution but requires more iterations. Typical values are 0.01–0.05.

4.1.7 Smoothing and Damping Mechanisms

• smoothingIterations = 1: Defines the number of Laplacian smoothing passes
applied to the mesh to prevent noise artifacts. A value of 0 disables smoothing.
When used, it typically ranges from 1 to 5.

• smoothingTol = 0.02: Controls the extent of smoothing influence, ensuring ex-
cessive mesh modification does not occur. It is linked to snapping_tolerance.

• damping_factor= 1.0: Regulates force dissipation, reducing oscillations in vertex
movement. A value of 1.0 means no damping, while values below 0.5–0.8 introduce
significant damping to stabilize simulations.
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4.1.8 Elasticity and Structural Constraints

• apply_snapping=True: Enables the snapping mechanism, ensuring vertices within
snapping_tolerance are relocated to the nearest fixed vertex, preventing unintended
distortions.

• stiffness = 0.01: Controls the elastic resistance of the foil. A value of 0 removes
elasticity, while higher values (e.g., 0.05–0.2) make the foil more resistant to defor-
mation.

• strain_factor = 10: Modulates the stiffness response to stretching. Increasing
this value amplifies stiffness at larger strains. Values typically range from 5 to 15,
depending on material behavior.

• max_strain = 0.7: Specifies the maximum allowable strain before additional
stiffness adjustments occur. Values in the range of 0.5–1.0 provide stability without
over-restricting deformation.

• distance_factor_strength = 1: Controls the rate at which fixed vertex influence
decays with distance. Lower values expand the region affected by fixed vertices,
while higher values localize their effect.

4.2 Mesh Deformation Results

Figure 2 illustrates the initial, normalized point cloud utilized in this study, representing
the spatial distribution of the focal body. The concave structure is evident. The objective
of the mesh deformation process is to generate a closed-surface mesh that accurately
conforms to the shape defined by the point cloud.
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Figure 2: Initial point cloud representing the focal body.

The simulation was initiated using the convex hull as the initial approximation of
the mesh 3.

Figure 3: Mesh initialization including Convex Hull vertices and refined mesh in their
proximity.
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Throughout the iterative process, the mesh undergoes deformation to progressively
adhere to the underlying point cloud structure. Figure 4 illustrates the evolution of the
mesh at selected iterations 50, 100, 150, and 199.

Figure 4: Mesh deformation progression at 50 (upper-left), 100 (upper-right), 150 (lower-
left), and 199 (lower-right) iterations.

For additional visualization, refer to the following video demonstration, click here
to watch the simulation video.

The results demonstrate that the evolving mesh conforms to the shape of the point
cloud while maintaining closure, ensuring a smooth and topologically consistent repre-

25



sentation of the focal body.

4.3 Test Point Analysis

To further analyze the mesh deformation process, specific test points were selected across
the mesh grid. The forces acting on these points were tracked over the course of the
iterations to gain insights into the dynamics of mesh evolution.

Figure 5 presents the spatial components of the pressure force acting on a represen-
tative test point as a function of the simulation iterations.

Figure 5: Pressure force components acting on a representative test point during the de-
formation process.

Similarly, the corresponding elastic force components exerted on the same test point
are illustrated in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Elastic force components acting on the same test point during the deformation
process.

To illustrate the evolution of force magnitudes over time, 3D visualizations of total
pressure and elastic forces are provided in Figure 7. These plots depict the force magni-
tudes along the simulation iterations (Z-axis) with arrows indicating the normalized force
direction in 3D space at each time step (X- and Y-axes representing iterations).
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Figure 7: 3D representations of total elastic (left) and pressure (right) force magnitudes
and directions over iterations.

Similarly, the total force (elastic + pressure) and the spatial displacement of the test
point over iterations are illustrated in Figure 8.

Figure 8: Total force (elastic + pressure) exerted (left) and spatial displacement (right) of
the test point over iterations.

Additionally, the evolution of the average nearest-neighbor distance between adja-
cent mesh points and the change in inner volume of the closed mesh over the simulation
iterations are shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9: Average nearest-neighbor distance (left) and inner volume of the mesh (right)
as functions of simulation iterations.

The results indicate that the deformation process successfully captures the concave
characteristics of the focal body while preserving mesh closure and consistency. The
iterative force dynamics, as depicted in Figures 5 and 6, show a progressive redistribution
of elastic and pressure forces. Although these forces appear to stabilize temporarily, the
system does not necessarily settle into a fully steady-state configuration. Instead, the
evolution of the mesh continues, particularly in regions where local deformations persist
due to ongoing force imbalances.

From a theoretical perspective, the simulation adheres to the principles of force
balance between pressure-induced contraction and elasticity-driven restoration. Given
that the pressure force dominates initially, the mesh undergoes substantial contraction
before reaching a configuration where forces momentarily balance. However, due to the
continuous adaptation of the mesh, the system does not reach a final steady-state but
remains dynamically evolving. While this process reduces the total surface area, it does
not strictly minimize surface area in the mathematical sense of a minimal surface.

An important observation is the relationship between mesh volume reduction and
the nearest-neighbor distance evolution, as seen in Figure 9. The contraction theorem dis-
cussed earlier (see also in [5]) suggests that if pressure continuously exceeds elastic resis-
tance, the mesh will eventually collapse to a near-zero volume state, with all cloud points
lying on the surface. This aligns with the physical interpretation of an over-contracted
flexible foil.

Furthermore, the 3D visualizations in Figures 7 and 8 illustrate the directional con-
sistency of force application over iterations. These results confirm that the method pre-
serves force directionality, ensuring a controlled transition of mesh vertices towards their
final configuration.
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The findings validate the effectiveness of the FFMG approach for capturing concave
structures. The behavior observed under different force conditions aligns with theoretical
expectations, providing a strong basis for further refinement of the method, particularly
in scenarios where the spatial distribution of the point cloud is characterized by enhanced
concave nature.

5 Conclusion

This study introduces and applies the Flexible Foil Mesh Generation method to model
the highly concave Focal Body formed by the convergence of collimated light reflected
from a spherical mirror. By leveraging a physically-driven mesh deformation process, we
demonstrate that FFMG effectively reconstructs complex concave geometries that tradi-
tional computational geometry techniques struggle to capture.

The theoretical foundation of FFMG rests on a force-equilibrium damping model,
where elastic forces preserve structural integrity, pressure-induced contraction drives sur-
face evolution, and damping stabilizes the convergence process.

Through iterative refinement, the simulated mesh dynamically adapts to the under-
lying structure of the FB, while ensuring enclosure of the spatially dense regions where
reflected rays converge.

This physically-motivated framework presents a significant advancement in surface
reconstruction techniques, particularly for highly non-convex point clouds arising in op-
tical, acoustical, and structural simulations.

The specific optical example analyzed, ray tracing of a spherical mirror, highlights
the limitations of purely geometrical optics. While the present study focuses on ray in-
tersection density as a proxy for light concentration, a truly comprehensive model of the
FB would require incorporating wave optics principles such as diffraction and interfer-
ence. Future refinements could integrate Huygens-Fresnel diffraction models, intensity-
weighted ray tracing, or phase-space representations to better approximate the actual op-
tical energy distribution within the FB.

From a computational standpoint, our analysis of fixed vs. adaptive time-stepping
demonstrates that the latter could significantly improve efficiency in the deformation pro-
cess, especially in regions of high curvature variation. However, care must be taken to
prevent overshooting and instabilities in regions where force distributions vary sharply.

The findings from this work are not restricted to optical simulations. The princi-
ples underlying FFMG offer a generalized methodology applicable to any domain requir-
ing accurate reconstruction of concave surfaces, including medical imaging (e.g., organ
boundary reconstruction), astrophysical simulations, fluid interface modeling, and inverse
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shape problems in engineering design. The ability to represent highly concave focal struc-
tures with minimal user intervention makes FFMG a promising tool for computational
geometry and applied physics.

In conclusion, the effectiveness of FFMG in capturing concave spatial structures
provides a foundation for future research, particularly in exploring force-driven surface
evolution under varying physical constraints. The ability to intentionally manipulate equi-
librium conditions in mesh contraction opens new avenues for optimizing geometrical
representations of focal surfaces, wavefront interactions, and even dynamically evolving
physical systems.

Further development of hybrid geometric-waveform models could bridge the gap
between purely geometric simulations and full optical-field representations, enhancing
the accuracy and applicability of FFMG in high-precision domains.
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