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Abstract

The design of compact optical systems with large field of view has been difficult due to
the requirement of many elements or a curved focal plane to reduce off-axis aberration. We
propose a multi-aperture lens design to effectively resolve these issues. Metagrating-based
deflectors are placed near entrance pupils of multi-aperture lens array to enhance field of view.
A systematic design method is given in details. In design examples, a ±80° field of view
using only two planar optical elements is achieved. Also, the system is extremely compact
with total track lengths an order of magnitude smaller than conventional fish-eye lenses, while
the imaging performance is comparable with conventional designs.

1. Introduction

Imaging system often prefers a large field of view (FoV) to acquire more information. In the
context of surveillance camera, light detection and ranging (LiDAR) and tools for endoscopy,
field performance is especially important and a FoV of ±90◦ is often required [1–4]. Such lenses
are often referred as fish-eye lenses. Optical systems with such a large FoV suffer from large
off-axis aberration including astigmatism, field curvature and coma. In conventional optical
design, multiple lenses are combined to perform correction and a bulky, very strongly curved
negative front element is usually needed (see Fig. 1(a)). In most cases, 6 to 10 or even more
elements are needed [5], which makes it difficult to achieve a compact and low-cost design.
Moreover, off-axis aberrations usually cannot be fully removed, especially at large field angles.
Therefore, imaging quality decreases with field angle and total achievable resolution points or
space-bandwidth product is limited.

Many methods have been proposed to reduce off-axis aberration and expand the FoV of optical
systems [6–14]. Monocentric lens is the earliest but powerful one among them [6]. As shown in
Fig. 1(b), monocentric lenses have a highly symmetric structure with front and back surfaces
sharing a common center, which offers on-axis performance for all field angles. For example, a
simple ball lens with a curved image surface can produce a superior image within ±90° FoV [8].
However, monocentric design highly relies on a curved focal plane [7], and thus requires a curved
imager, which is extremely challenging to fabricate. Therefore, monocentric design has rarely
been adopted, except for some large-scale camera arrays [8]. Recently, a fiber bundle with curved
end surfaces is used to couple the curved image to a common planar imager so that a planar
imager can be implemented in a monocentric design [9]. Although this solution is practical, the
use of fiber causes coupling problems and makes the system complex and bulky.

In 2009, Brady et al. proposed a heterogeneous method or multiscale lens design [10]. As
shown in Fig. 1(c), it can be treated as a combination of multi-aperture strategy and monocentric
design, where a multi-aperture lens is placed behind a single-aperture objective lens, such
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as a ball lens. The introduce of objective lens enhances the capability of off-axis-aberration
reduction at large field angles and a large FoV and diffraction limited imaging quality can be
achieved [11,12]. However, the requirement of an overall curved focal plane and the complex
structure hinder miniaturization. Hence, multiscale lens design is mainly built for large-scale
camera arrays [13]. To enable a miniaturized design, elastomeric cameras inspired by apposition
compound eye of arthropod (as shown in Fig. 1(d)) is demonstrated with an FoV of ±80° [14].
However, the drawback of the compound-eye structure is the severely limited spatial resolution.
This demonstration only possesses a total pixel count of 166. Besides, the fabrication process is
also challenging because of the curved alignment structure.

To alleviate the difficulty of fabrication and enable miniaturization or even wafer-level camera,
a design with planar focal plane is highly preferred. However, a planar focal plane contradicts the
expansion of FoV. A compromise solution is multi-aperture design, which is exhibited in Fig.
1(e). The basic idea behind multi-aperture design is similar to the aforementioned methods: with
FoV segmentation, a large FoV is split into multiple smaller sub-FoVs, which can be processed
separately. For this type of design, off-axis aberration is reduced and optical design can be
optimized locally rather than globally, which simplified the overall structure. Nevertheless, as
off-axis aberration cannot be effectively reduced in a planar multi-aperture lens, only relatively
small FoV (such as ±35°) can be achieved [15, 16]. To improve the ability of off-axis aberration
reduction of a multi-aperture lens and further simplify the structure, microprism array has been
introduced to bend the sub-FoVs [17] (see Fig. 1(f)). However, microprisms can only offer
limited bending ability and the system only shows a FoV of ±34°, which is still far from fish-eye
lenses.

(a) (b)

(d)

(c)

(e) (f) (g)

Conventional Fish-eye Monocentric

Planar
Multi-aperture

Planar Multi-aperture
with microprisms

Planar Multi-aperture
Fish-eye (This work)

Multiscale

Apposition
Compound Eye

Fig. 1. Lenses with large FoV (not to scale). (a) conventional fish-eye lens with
many elements (adopted from Zebase library (F016)); (b) monocentric lens with a
spherical focal plane; (c) multiscale lens with a series of discrete focal planes aligned
with a sphere; (d) bio-inspired elastomeric lens based on apposition compound eye
with an curved structure; (e) planar multi-aperture lens with a limited FoV; (f) planar
multi-aperture lens with microprisms, also with a limited FoV; (g) the proposed planar
multi-aperture fish-eye lens using metagrating array, with a large FoV and a planar
focal plane.

Recently, flat optics technology based on ultra-thin optical scatter arrays to shape wavefronts



has been extensively studied, such as metasurface and diffractive elements. Flat diffractive
lens and metalens are emerging optical components to achieve miniaturization [18]. Especially,
ultrathin single-element fish-eye metalens has been reported recently [19]. However, the global
optimization of such metalens is challenging for the large design area [20], which decreases
the overall efficiency. Moreover, the fish-eye metalens design suffers from large Fresnel loss
at large field angles because of flat entrance window. On the other hand, metasurface-based
deflector, i.e. metagrating, shows superior efficiency and relatively simple design process.
Ultra-thin metagratings with large bending angle up to 85°, high efficiency up to 90% and
polarization-independent characteristic have been reported [21–26]. However, the potential
application of such metagratings has not been well studied.

In this paper, we propose to combine a metagrating array and a multi-aperture lens to fully
eliminate the need of curved focal planes and facilitate a more compact, high-efficienty design for
fish-eye optical system (see Fig. 1(g)). The metagrating array contains a series of metagrating
units, which can efficiently bend light with large angles. Note that for each metagrating unit, the
range of angle of incidence (AOI) is limited by FoV segmentation offered by the multi-aperture
lens, which is usually in the range of 5 to 15 degrees [22, 27]. Here, AOI is defined from the
side with smaller angle to be consistent with literature above, which is show in Fig. 2. However,
the actual input beam of the proposed system is from larger angle side. The relation bewtween
AOI 𝜃𝑖 and output angle 𝜃𝑜 is given by grating equation (also shown in the figure), where Λ is
grating period; 𝜆 is input wavelength and 𝑚 is diffraction order. Each lenslet can be separately
optimized, which is another key merit to achieve compactness. First-order design of the system
is given in Section 2, which reveals some basic limitation on system parameters. Based on the
analysis on spatial resolution and scaling performance given in Section 3, the parameters can be
determined. Our results show that the achievable FoV can be greatly improved while keeping a
compact design and a high resolution at large field angle. Two typical design examples with ±80°
FoV are given in Section 4, which are balanced between spatial resolution and total track length.
These examples show a comparable performance with conventional fish-eye lenses with many
elements. Besides, the systems are very compact with a total track length an order of magnitude
smaller than that of conventional design.

sin sino i m λθ θ= +
Λ

AOI range

Fig. 2. Metagratings and the acceptable AOI range. Note that AOI is defined from the
side with smaller angle, even if the input beam is from another side.

2. First-order design

The proposed design contains a lenslet array and a metagrating array. To surpress stray light, two
diaphragm array are added. For simplicity, first-order model is created as shown in Fig. 3, an
one-dimensional (1D) array with 𝑁 units and total height 𝐻 is considered here. Each unit has a
lateral length 𝐷𝐿 and is able to form a sub-image with height ℎ. As the size of sub-images can
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Fig. 3. First-order model. 𝑓 , focal length of each lenslet; 𝑑 separation distance between
lenslet array and metagrating array; 𝑁 , unit number; 𝐻, lateral imager height; ℎ, the
height of a sub-image formed by a single lenslet; 𝐷𝐿 , unit diameter; 𝐷 𝜀 , entrance
pupil diameter; 𝛼0, half sub-FoV of each lenslet, which is also the range of angle of
incidence (AOI) of metagrating units

be less than unit size, we define their ratio as fill factor Γ ranging from 0 to 1, i.e.,

Γ =
ℎ

𝐷𝐿

=
𝑁ℎ

𝐻
, 0 < Γ ≤ 1. (1)

Then we set the maximum field angle 𝛼0 of each lenslet unit. Note that [−𝛼0, 𝛼0] now becomes
the operating AOI range of all metagrating units, which is limited by metagrating design feasibility.
Once 𝛼0 is decided, the focal length 𝑓 of the lenslet array is given by

𝑓 =
ℎ

2 tan𝛼0
=

Γ𝐻

2𝑁 tan𝛼0
, (2)

For a metagrating with grating period Λ, a incident beam with wavelength 𝜆 and AOI 𝜃𝑖 will be
deflected to an output angle 𝜃𝑜, which is given by the grating equation:

sin 𝜃𝑜 = sin 𝜃𝑖 + 𝑚
𝜆

Λ
, (3)

where 𝑚 is the operating order. When AOI 𝜃𝑖 varies in the range of [−𝛼0, 𝛼0], the output angle
𝜃𝑜 will cover the range of [arcsin(𝑔𝑚 + sin𝛼0), arcsin(𝑔𝑚 − sin𝛼0)], where 𝑔𝑚 = 𝑚𝜆/Λ is the
length of grating vector. The range of the output angle is thus the sub-FoV of a single unit. Then
the fully stitched half FoV of all the N units is given by

FoV = arcsin(𝑁 sin𝛼0). (4)

The length of the grating vector of the 𝑗-th metagrating unit counted from the center position is
given by

𝑔𝑚, 𝑗 =
𝑚 𝑗𝜆

Λ 𝑗

=

{
2 𝑗 sin𝛼0, 𝑁 is odd, 𝑖 = 0, ..., 𝑁−1

2 ; 𝑗 = 0 for center unit
(2 𝑗 − 1) sin𝛼0, 𝑁 is even, 𝑖 = 1, ..., 𝑁

2 ; 𝑗 = 1 for unit near center,
(5)

where 𝑚 𝑗 and Λ 𝑗 is the operating diffraction order and the grating period of 𝑗-th unit, respectively.
Using above relations, the system half FoV is decided by number of units 𝑁 and metagrating
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Fig. 4. (a) Required metagratig AOI range [−𝛼0, 𝛼0] and number of units 𝑁 to achieve
a system half FoV. (b) Minimum achievable F number when different 𝛼0 and 𝑁 are
chosen to achieve a system half FoV of 80°

acceptable AOI range [−𝛼0, 𝛼0] as is shown in Fig. 4(a). Considering the fabrication difficulties
and optical efficiency of the metagrating array, AOI range cannot be chosen too large. However,
in most cases the required smaller AOI range can be easily fulfilled by using more units. From
Fig. 4(a), we can find that if the AOI range is larger than 2°, less than 30 units can cover up to
±80° FoV.

Next, we need to decide the required F number (which is defined by the ratio between focal
length and entrance pupil diameter, i.e. F/# = 𝑓 /𝐷 𝜀) of each lenslet. To improve light collection
efficiency, the diameter of entrance pupil 𝐷 𝜀 should be maximized and F/# is thus minimized.
However, non-overlap condition for metagrating units requires 𝐷 𝜀 < 𝐻/𝑁 . Combining the
realation with Eq.2, we see minimum F/# of each lenslet is limited by both the AOI range of
metagratings and fill factor of sub-images:

F/# ≥ Γ

2 tan𝛼0
. (6)

Using the relation in Eq. 4, we can express 2 tan𝛼0 as a function of 𝑁 at a certain target system
half FoV:

2 tan𝛼0 = 𝑓FoV (𝑁) = 2 tan (arcsin (sin (FoV)/𝑁))
≈ 2 sin (FoV)/𝑁,

(7)

where the approximation holds when 𝛼0 is not large. Then Eq. 6 can be written as

F/# ≥ Γ

𝑓FoV (𝑁)
≈ Γ𝑁

2 sin (FoV) . (8)

With a fixed design FoV, smaller fill factor Γ or unit number 𝑁 must be used to obtain smaller
F/# for maximum optical collection efficiency. For a target system FoV of ±80°, the relation
between minimum achievable F/#, Γ and number of units 𝑁 is shown in Fig. 4(b) by using Eq. 8.
To further decide F/#, Γ and 𝑁 , analysis of spatial resolution is needed, which will be discussed
in Section 3.

Finally we consider the requirement of zero vignetting, which further limits the entrance



aperture by

𝐷 𝜀 < 𝐷𝐿 − 2𝑑 · tan𝛼0

= 𝐻/𝑁 − 2𝑑 · tan𝛼0,
(9)

in which 𝑑 is the separation distance between the lenslet array and the metagrating array. This
condition can be easily imposed during optic design process.

3. Spatial resolution and scaling
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Fig. 5. (a) geometric spot diameter and cubic fitting curve of a single lenslet with
different sub-FoV and F/#. E48R material and 4-th order aspherical surface are used.
(b) Scaling performance of the total pixel count when using different unit number 𝑁 .
The target system FoV is ±80°. Only diffraction limit is considered. 𝐻, lateral imager
height (see. Fig. 3). (c) Scaling performance of total pixel count when using different
unit number 𝑁 and image fill factor Γ (see Fig. 3). Both geometric aberration and
diffraction limit are included. 𝐻, lateral imager height.

Using Rayleigh criterion, minimum achievable F/# gives the diffraction limited spot size of
the proposed system as 𝛿d = 2.44𝜆 · F/#. Therefore, the diffraction limited lateral pixel counts of
an optical system is given by

𝑁d =
Γ𝐻

𝛿d
= 0.8

𝐻

𝜆
tan𝛼0 = 0.4

𝐻

𝜆
𝑓FoV (𝑁), (10)

which provides the scaling performance of lateral pixel counts. The relation between the lateral
imager height 𝐻 with the diffraction limited pixel count 𝑁𝑑 is illustrated in Fig. 5(a), which
shows a linear relationship and can be seen as the upper limit of pixel count of the system.



To further consider geometric aberration and obtain a more accurate estimation of pixel count
performance, estimation of geometric spot size 𝛿g is needed. Then the maximum lateral pixel
counts becomes [28]

𝑁d,g =
Γ𝐻√︃
𝛿2

d + 𝛿2
g

. (11)

As each lenslet unit is operated at relatively small sub-FoV, spherical aberrations will remarkable,
leading to a empirical formula of geometric spot size [8]:

𝛿𝑔 = 𝑘𝑀
1

F/#3 = 𝑘
𝑓

𝑓0

1
F/#3 = 𝑘

𝐻/𝑁
𝑓0

1
F/#2 , (12)

where 𝑘 is a constant decided by the shape and refraction index of a lenslet, and 𝑓0 is a reference
focal length which equals to 1 mm. If the system is scaled up by a factor of 𝑀, then the focal
length of lenslets 𝑓 will be 𝑀 times larger, leading to a 𝑀-times larger geometric spot. Note that
F/# and FoV keep unchanged during lens scaling. To check the effectiveness of the formula, a
series of lenslets with a range of F/# and sub-FoV are optimized using an optical design software.
The material is chosen as E48R (optical plastic) and up to 4-th order aspherical surface is used.
The average geometric spot diameter of these optimized lenslets are shown in Fig. 5(b). Here, we
select 4 kinds of lenslets which are suitable to apply in 80°-FoV systems with 5, 10, 25 and 50
units. Least-square fitting is applied to evaluate the constant 𝑘 of each lenslet, and estimated pixel
count can be calculated by Eq. 11. The scaling performance of estimated pixel count is illustrated
in Fig. 5(c), which shows that diffraction limit dominates at small imager height, leading to a
near-linear relation. However, geometric aberration will gradually dominate as imager height
increases, leading to a deviation from linear relation. This effect is more remarkable for small
unit number 𝑁 and small image fill factor Γ conditions, which lead to a small F/# and large
geometric aberration. To select suitable scaling parameters, we need to maximize pixel count
while keep the lateral imager height reasonable. As a result, unit number 𝑁 should not be too
large. From Fig. 4(b) and Fig. 5(c), there also exists a trade-off between F/# and pixel count. If
smaller F/# is preferred to increase light collection ability, smaller image fill factor Γ should be
used, but will result in reduced pixel count.
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Fig. 6. Achievable F/# and lateral pixel count using different image fill factor Γ, number
of units 𝑁 and lateral imager height 𝐻.

Combining Eq. 11 and Eq. 8, the relation of lateral pixel count, Γ , 𝑁 and achievable F/# are
illustrated in Figs. 6(a-c), where three different imager height conditions (3 mm, 6 mm and 10
mm) are chosen. With these figures, one could choose maximum pixel count or minimum F/#
and get corresponding design parameters. Note that the empirical fitting model shown in Fig.



5(b) is used to evaluate the geometric spot size, thus the exact lateral pixel count may deviate
from Fig. 5(b). Nevertheless, Fig. 5(b) is still a useful reference during design process, which
will be shown in the Next section.

4. Design examples

Here we use two design examples to demonstrate the superiority of the system and effectiveness of
the design method described above. In our design examples, we assume wavelength 𝜆 = 0.9 µm
and lateral imager size 𝐻 = 10 mm, which is close to the the size of the modern mobile
phone CMOS sensor. The FoV of the system is chosen as ±80° considering the feasibility of
metagratings. From Eq.4, we then choose the needed number of units 𝑁 and AOI range [−𝛼0, 𝛼0]
to fully cover the ±80° FoV. Feasible parameters for FoV= 80° have been shown in Fig. 4. For
𝑁 ≥ 4, 𝛼0 < 15° can be fulfilled to ensure the feasibility of the AOI range of metagratings, and
we can select larger 𝑁 to further reduce the AOI range. Considering the factors, we choose 𝑁 = 5
and 𝑁 = 9 for our two design examples, leading to 𝛼0 = 11.36° and 𝛼0 = 6.28°, respectively. To
further determine image fill factor Γ and estimate achievable pixel count and F/# before optical
design, we redraw Fig. 6 with newly designated parameters in Fig. 7, where the balance between
F/# and resolution can be make. Here we choose Γ = 1 for design example with 𝑁 = 5 and
Γ = 0.23 for design example with 𝑁 = 9, and we can expect a lateral pixel count around 1700
and 800, respectively. From Fig. 4(b) or Eq. 8, the corresponding F number for two design
examples are roughly 2.5 and 1.0, respectively. Note that effective lateral pixel count and F/#
estimated here are only a rough prediction using empirical formula Eq. 12. The exact values will
be given after optical design procedure. The metagrating parameters 𝑔𝑚,𝑖 = 𝑚𝑖𝜆/Λ𝑖 for these
two designs are thus decided by Eq.5, which are shown in Table.1.
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Fig. 7. Achievable F/# and lateral pixel count using different image fill factor Γ, number
of units 𝑁 and lateral imager height 𝐻 to fully cover ±80° FoV. The parameters of two
design examples are marked in the figure. 𝜆 = 0.9𝜇m is assumed.

The designed systems with ray tracing results and system specification are shown in Fig. 8.
We can see the similarity among the units, which is brought by the metagratings. The introduce
of metagratings is able to convert highly slanted sub-FoV into near-axis sub-FoV, so that each
lenslet operates with identical near-axis FoV and becomes identical with each other. As a result,
optical design for each lenslet becomes easy because one can only design a single lenslet unit
and apply the same parameter to other units. Each lenslet uses 4-order aspherical surfaces to
reduce spherical aberration. The material of the lenslet array is chosen as optical plastic E48R,
enabling the stantard injection molding fabrication process. The material of the substrate of the



Table 1. Metagrating parameters

Unit # a, i 0 ±1 ±2 ±3 ±4

Design #1
Grating Param.b, 𝑔𝑚,𝑖 - 0.219 0.438

Grating Period c (𝜇m) - 4.11 2.06

Design #2
Grating Param.b, 𝑔𝑚,𝑖 - 0.219 0.438 0.657 0.875

Grating Period c (𝜇m) - 4.11 2.06 1.37 1.03
a 𝑖 is counted from the center of the array to its top edge and thus ranges

from 0 to (𝑁 − 1)/2 for odd-number units. Negative 𝑖 means counting
from the center of the array to its bottom edge.

b 𝑔𝑚,𝑖 = 𝑚𝑖𝜆/Λ𝑖 for i-th metagrating; ”-” means that grating is not needed
for the certain unit.

c Assuming the operating order of metagratings is 𝑚 = 1

metagrating array is fused silica. As we do not discuss the design of metagratings in this paper,
we have modeled them as diffraction gratings with a single operating order. The first design with
fewer units has a relatively larger total track length, which is 7.70 mm, but is still very compact.
Also, the system possesses high imaging resolution up to 1463 lateral pixel count, which is lower
than the prediction given by Fig. 7 due to the fitting error of geometric spot diameter shown in
Fig. 5. Nevertheless, the design method is still effective. The second design has a more compact
structure with a total track length of only 2.99 mm, but with the cost of lower imaging resolution
(881 lateral pixel count) and smaller entrance pupil.
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Unit #2

Unit #0
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Unit #2
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Unit #4

Field of View: ±80 deg
Imager height: 10 mm
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Fig. 8. Designed optical systems with ray tracing result and system specification.

To evaluate the imaging quality of the two design examples, spot diagrams are shown in Fig.
9(a) and root-mean-square geometric spot diameters across whole FoV are shown in Fig. 9
(b). The diffraction limited focal spot, i.e., Airy disk is plotted as black circles in Fig. 9 (a) for
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reference. From the spot diagram we can see that geometric aberration becomes quasi-periodic
rather than monotonic increasing as field angle increase, showing that the proposed design can
effectively eliminate off-axis aberration. The spot diagrams also show that both systems are
diffraction limited within the whole field, which is different from geometric aberration limited
conventional fish-eye lens. This is because geometric aberration scales with the size of lenses but
diffraction limit is decided by F/#, which does not change when the size of lenses scales down or
up [28].

Next, to further assess the effectiveness of the proposed solution, we compare the performance
of the design examples with two typical conventional fish-eye lenses which are adopted from
Zebase library. The two fish-eye lenses are both scaled to the same imager size with our design,
i.e. 10 mm. We show design parameters, structures and spot diagrams of the two lenses in Fig.
10. Now we can clearly see that both the two lenses have a strong off-axis aberration, and the spot
sizes are much larger than our design examples. The fact means our design possesses roughly the
comparable or even superior imaging quality with conventional designs. However, our proposed
systems are far more compact than conventional fish-eye designs. We see that even for the first
longer design example, the total track length is only 1/10 and 1/20 of the two conventional
fish-eye designs, respectively.

5. Discussion

In above analysis, we only consider the design process in one dimension which is denoted as
y-axis. The final two-dimensional arrangment can be obtained by repeating the design process in
another dimension and apply an appropriate stitching strategy. As all lenslet units are identical,
the lenslet array can be obtained by simply repeating a single unit. However, metagrating
parameters varies along both dimensions. Grating vector along each axis is defined as

𝑘𝑥 =
𝑚

Λ𝑥

, 𝑘𝑦 =
𝑚

Λ𝑦

, (13)
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Fig. 10. Spot diagram of two typical conventional fish-eye lens (adopted from Zebase
library). They are all scaled so that the imager size is also 10 mm

where 𝑘𝑦 is the same as one-dimensional case, and grating period Λ𝑦 along y-axis is given by
Eq. 5. From grating equation, grating vector denotes the power and direction of deflection. For
two-dimensional case, the desired metagrating units with a certain length of grating vector |k|
can be obtained by rotation. For example, a 90-degree rotation of metagrating unit can generate
a grating with a grating vector along the orthogonal direction, as shown in Fig. 11 (a) and (b).
Thus, the grating parameters of metagrating units can be obtained, which is illustrated in Fig.
11(c) and (d). Finally, a stitching strategy should be chosen to map each unit in k-space onto a
certain position. For example, square arrangement and hexagonal arrangement can be applied,
which are shown in Fig. 11(d) and (e).
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Grating vector
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Fig. 11. 2D stitching method.



From Fig. 9, these two design examples are diffraction limited but not geometric aberration
limited as conventional fish-eye lens. For such systems, small F/# is critical to increase resolution
and thus improve imaging quality. As we have mentioned in Section. 2, if we do not want to
have an increased AOI range for metagratings, which is challenging, further reducing F/# means
a larger entrance aperture. When entrance apertures becomes larger for each unit, we must allow
of a larger lenslet array than the image size, leading to tilted chief rays very similar to the case of
conventional multi-aperture lens shown in Fig. 1. Assuming that the entrance pupil diameter for
the modified structure is 𝑀 times the length of the initial design, the F/# of the modified design
will reduce 𝑀 times. As a result, the design for each unit is no longer similar and requires to
be optimized separately. Similar to the normal milti-aperture lens in Fig. 1, the F/# reduction
multiplier 𝑀 is finally limited by the difficulty of optical design.

In the proposed design, chromatic performance is not considered because such metagratings
used in the system are generally highly dispersive especially for large incident field angles. This is
also the main drawback of our proposed method compared to fully lens-based solutions. However,
in applications such as LiDAR, night-vision surveillance camera and microscopy, campact
monochromatic lenses with large FoV is highly demanded and the proposed system will be a
potential solution. Besides, various achromatic metasurfaces and metagratings have been reported
and such device can operate as a broadband deflector without spatial dispersion [29,30]. With
such devices, the proposed design is a promising solution to achieve large-FoV and ultra-compact
achromatic lens.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a very compact fish-eye lens design with a planer focal plane which
contains only two planar elements, i.e. a metagrating array and a lenslet array. The proposed
design method can effectively eliminate field-angle dependent aberration and thus possess superior
imaging quality within a large FoV. A systematic design procedure of the lens system is provided.
Two design examples with ±80° FoV are exhibited, which show a similar imaging performance
with two typical conventional fish-eye lenses with more than 8 elements. Meanwhile, the total
axial length of the design is an order of magnitude smaller than that of the conventional fish-eye
cases. The proposed structure and corresponding design method has the potential to achieve
ultrathin or wafer-level fisheye camera. Besides, it expands the field of view of miniaturized
multi-aperture lens from less than ±30° to fish-eye regime that can benefit various applications.
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