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Diffractive optical elements that divide an input beam into a set of replicas are used in many optical
applications ranging from image processing to communications. Their design requires time-consuming
optimization processes, which, for a given number of generated beams, are to be separately treated for one-
dimensional and two-dimensional cases because the corresponding optimal efficiencies may be different.
After generalizing their Fourier treatment, we prove that, once a particular divider has been designed, its
transmission function can be used to generate numberless other dividers through affine transforms that
preserve the efficiency of the original element without requiring any further optimization. © 2025 Optica

Publishing Group

http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.XX.XXXXXX

1. INTRODUCTION

Diffractive optical elements (DOEs) use suitably designed
diffractive structures aimed at altering the phase of an incident
light wave in such a way as to obtain the desired irradiance
distribution of the diffracted field, either in the near or in the far
field. They can have optical functions that cannot be obtained,
or could only be obtained with very complex techniques using
traditional elements. For example, they can be used as beam
shapers, beam dividers, pattern generators, light diffusers, and
more. Comprehensive treatments of DOEs, their design, and
applications can be found in [1, 2].

Subject of the present paper are multiple-beam dividers. Such
devices are used in many applications, such as material process-
ing, interferometry, image processing, and optical communi-
cations [3]. Their study started from Dammann gratings and
from deductions of upper bounds for their efficiency [4–6]. For
the simple case of the one-dimensional (1D) phase triplicator, a
closed form expression for the optimum was found by means of
the calculus of variations [7, 8]. The optimum phase duplicator
with prescribed power ratio as well as the four-beam divider
were also found in closed form [9, 10]. The generalization of
these results to beam dividers of order N (or N-plicators) of
both 1D and 2D nature, for several integer N values, was devel-
oped by Romero and Dickey in two masterful papers [11, 12],

whose content was later summarized in an article in which such
a subject was seen in the general realm of beam shaping proce-
dures [3, 13]. Current important results of both theoretical and
experimental nature have been obtained by Ignacio Moreno and
his co-workers [14–16]. It should be noted that beam dividers
constitute, both conceptually and experimentally, the basic step
in performing more sophisticated form of optical processing.

In this paper, we revisit the design process of a diffractive
beam divider. First, specific cases will be used to illustrate that
the diffraction efficiency of 1D cases can be reduced for 2D
cases and must be recomputed. Then, an affinity rule will be
established, which allows us to design a lot of new dividers in a
simple way on the basis of existing ones.

2. THE MODEL

We begin by stating the problem and specifying the model we
are going to use to design the DOE. Given a set of N directions
in space, we have to find a phase transparency that upon illu-
mination by a plane wave produces N plane waves proceeding
along those directions with the maximum possible irradiances
in prescribed mutual ratios. We shall limit ourselves to the case
where all diffracted orders carry the same power, but the ap-
proach could be easily generalized. The scheme is sketched in
Fig. 1, where a 2 f optical system is used to focus the diffracted
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Fig. 1. A beam divider produces N replicas of an incident
plane wave, propagating along different directions.

and y denote the space coordinate across the plane of the DOE,
while kx and ky give the x− and y−components of a typical
wave-vector.

In order to find the phase profile of the most efficient DOE we
start from the field that would be produced by the interference
of the N diffraction orders across the plane xy. We assume that
they produce a periodic field distribution V(x, y) (for simplicity,
without loss of generality, the period P is supposed to be the
same along the x and y axes), and this means that the x- and
y-components of their wave-vectors are integer multiples of
K = 2π/P.

On expanding V in a Fourier sum we have

V(x, y) = ∑
(n,m) ∈B

bnm eiK(nx+my), (1)

where B is the set of N pairs of indices (n, m) specifying the N
waves.

In a diffractive beam divider, the amplitude and phase field
distribution V(x, y) is replaced by a phase-only distribution to
maximize the transmitted power. The simplest way to obtain
this is, of course, to realize a transparency whose transmission
function has unit amplitude and phase given by the argument of
V(x, y) hoping that, upon illumination by an orthogonal plane
wave, the transparency would produce the requested N plane
waves. Unfortunately, generally speaking, this simplest ap-
proach does not work because, first, the wave amplitudes turn
out not to be in the same ratios as in the V distribution, and, sec-
ond, the overall light power going into the N desired waves can
be modest, much power flowing into spurious diffraction orders
generated by the process itself of eliminating the information
contained in the amplitude distribution.

A process of constrained optimization is then realized [11, 12]
in which instead of the field V(x, y) we consider the following,
say U(x, y)

U(x, y) = ∑
(n,m) ∈ B

µnm eiK(nx+my), (2)

with µnm complex quantities, whose phase distribution deter-
mines the transmission function τ of the beam divider

τ(x, y) = ei arg{U(x,y)} =
∞

∑
n,m=−∞

cnm eiK(nx+my), (3)

where arg stands for argument. The parameters µnm are to be
determined through an optimization process [11, 12] in such a

way that the new Fourier coefficients

cnm =
1

P2

∫ P

0

∫ P

0
τ(x, y) e−iK(nx+my) dx dy,

(−∞ < n < ∞, −∞ < m < ∞),

(4)

maximize the quantity

η = ∑
(n,m) ∈ B

|cnm|2, (5)

under the constraint that

|cn1m1 |2 = |cn2m2 |2, [∀(n1m1, n2m2) ∈ B]. (6)

More generally, the same technique can be used if the |cnm| are
required to be in prescribed ratios [3, 9–12]. Notice that even if
we are interested in the coefficients whose index pairs belong
to B, infinitely many other coefficients different from zero exist
because the transparency (3) is of phase only. In fact, the only
phase element producing a finite number of orders is the one
corresponding to a pure prism, i.e., a N-plicator with N = 1
[8, 11, 12].

By Parseval theorem [17] we have

∞

∑
n=−∞

∞

∑
m=−∞

|cnm|2 = 1. (7)

The η parameter defined in Eq. (5) then represents the energy
fraction that flows into the N desired orders. As such, it gives
the efficiency of the divider. Common values are around 80%,
but values exceeding 90 % have been reached [7–12].

Note that, since the field distribution U(x, y) of varying am-
plitude and phase has to be transformed into a pure phase object,
the more limited the amplitude variations are in U, the greater
the efficiency is expected to be [8, 11, 12]. This goal is pursued
by acting on the µnm parameters.

The N pairs [(n, m) ∈ B] can be taken as coordinates of N
points in a suitable plane (physically they could correspond
to spots in the far zone) and can be thought of as denoting N
distinct propagation directions. A specific choice of the N pairs
then corresponds to a particular pattern of directions (or spots).

A significant example, which is of current interest [14–16, 18–
20], is the triplicator. This was the first divider treated with
techniques of the calculus of variations [7]. In its original version,
the three spots were aligned along a unique axis (1D triplicator).
Using the present formalism, we take the three spots as aligned
on the horizontal axis in the Fourier plane, K/2π apart from one
another, so that they correspond to the following (n, m) pairs:
(0, 0), (1, 0), (−1, 0). Since the problem is one-dimensional, the
quantities appearing in all previous equations can be considered
as functions of x only, and the parameters can be specified by
only one index (namely cn and µn).

The field giving rise to the optimum triplicator is obtained
starting from a field that, up to a proportionality factor, is of the
form

U1D(x) = 1 + µ ei Kx + µ e−i Kx

= 1 + 2µ cos(Kx) ,
(8)

where µ0 has been set to one and, for symmetry reasons, we let
µ1 = µ−1 = µ. The value of µ that maximizes the efficiency of
the element under the uniformity constraint (Eq. (6)) has been
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shown to be µ = 1.3286 i [7, 14], for which |c0| = |c1| = |c−1| ≃
0.555, corresponding to an efficiency of about 92.6%.

The same approach can be used to optimize a 2D triplicator,
which gives rise to three non-aligned spots in the Fourier plane.
As an example of a non-degenerate 2D case, we take the pairs
(0, 1), (1, 0), and (−1, 0), so that, on applying the same consider-
ations done in the previous case (i.e., µ01 = 1, µ10 = µ−10 = µ),
we write the field U as

U2D(x, y) = eiKy + µ ei Kx + µ e−i Kx

= eiKy + 2µ cos(Kx) .
(9)

The optimization process in this case leads to a maximum ef-
ficiency of about 82.6 % (with |c01| = |c10| = |c−10| ≃ 0.525),
obtained for any choice of µ, provided that |µ| = 1. Therefore,
passing from the 1D to the 2D case, the maximum efficiency is
considerably reduced.

An intuitive hint about a possible origin of the discrepancy
between the 1D and 2D case can be gained as follows [8, 12].
As we said, when we replace amplitude and phase field dis-
tributions with pure phase functions, the most efficient results
can be expected to appear when the original object has the least
irradiance variations.

For the 1D triplicator, the irradiance associated with the field
U1D is

I1D(x) = 1 + a2 cos2(Kx), (10)

where we put 2µ = ia, with a = 2 × 1.3286 = 2.6572, and varies
from 1 to the approximate value of 8. It never vanishes because
the two addends in Eq. (8) are in quadrature. Instead, in the
2D case we take U2D from Eq. (9) with µ = i (for an easier
comparison with the 1D case) and obtain

I2D(x, y) = 1 + 4 cos2(Kx) + 4 cos(Kx) sin(Ky) , (11)

which varies between 0 and 9 across the xy plane, over a range
which is larger than that of the previous case. Moreover, it is
interesting to note that now the irradiance vanishes at some
points (e.g., when Kx = π/3 and Ky = −π/2), while the one
of the field exiting the optical element cannot. Of course, the
same behavior of the 1D irradiance is found along the line y = 0
(where the two addends in Eq. (9) are in quadrature) but if K ̸= 0
you always find points across the plane where the irradiance
vanishes.

A remarkable and inspiring property of 2D triplicators
emerges from their numerical optimization for different shapes
of the triangle their diffraction orders describe in the Fourier
plane. In fact, using the same optimization technique that led to
Eq. (9) it turns out that the same value of the maximum efficiency
(82.6%) is obtained wherever the vertices of the triangle are, as
long as they are not aligned. That this occurs will be seen to be
a consequence of a general rule, the Affinity Rule, that will be
exposed in the next Section. The same invariance property is
not exhibited, in general, by beam dividers with N > 3. For ex-
ample, if we consider the case N = 5 and arrange the five points
as in Fig. 2(a), after the optimization procedure, the efficiency
turns out to be about 81. 7% (obtained with µ−1,0 = µ1,0 = eiπ/4;
µ2,2 = µ−2,2 = 0.9667; µ0,4 = 1.0578 eiπ/4). Such an array has a
pentagonal shape (even if not regular), and as far as we know,
was not studied before.

We can compare this result with that obtained for the five-
point array depicted in Fig. 2(b), which was studied by Romero
and Dickey [12] getting an efficiency of about 84.3%. In fact,
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Fig. 2. Two different sets of five points on the Fourier plane.
Optimization of the µnm parameters leads to DOEs with a
maximum efficiency of 81.7% (a) and 85.2% (b).

a slightly higher efficiency (85.2%) is reached if the value
1.30405 eiπ/4 is used for µ0,0 (i.e., for the central point), and
the sequence 1, i, i, 1 for the points (1,1), (-1,1), (1,-1), (-1,-1), re-
spectively. The fact that, different from the triplicator case, the
maximum efficiencies of the two arrays of Fig. 2 are different
shows that such a quantity generally depends on the array shape
for fixed N.

We can also compare 1D and 2D efficiencies for five-point
arrays. For this we cite that the efficiency found in Ref. [11] for
five points equally spaced along a line was about 92.1%. We then
see that the 1D and 2D efficiencies do not coincide, the same as
it happened in the case of the triplicator.

3. THE AFFINITY RULE

We can now introduce a rule by which the above results can be in-
terpreted. Let us suppose we have optimized a two-dimensional
N-plicator and that a transmission function of the form in Eq. (3)
has been obtained, with a certain set of cnm coefficients. Let us
examine the variations that occur in the DOE when an affinity is
applied. We remind that an affinity [22, 23] is a geometric trans-
formation that preserves lines and parallelism. Consequently,
the number of lines that connect points is conserved. Specific
examples will be seen in Figs. 5 and 6, where affine and non-
affine transformations will be illustrated. Since pure translations
can be taken into account by a suitable choice of the reference
frame, we limit ourselves to considering the ones with fixed
origin, leading from the xy coordinate system to a new one x′y′

as follows:  x′ = a11 x + a12 y ,

y′ = a21 x + a22 y ,
(12)

with real ajk (j, k = 1, 2). The equation system is assumed to be
invertible (a11a22 − a12a21 ̸= 0).

The inverse relations are x = A11 x′ + A12 y′ ,

y = A21 x′ + A22 y′ ,
(13)

where Ajk (j, k = 1, 2) are the elements of the inverse of the
matrix {ajk}.
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When Eqs. (13) are used in Eq. (3), the latter gives

τ(x, y) = ∑ cnm eiK[n(A11 x′+A12 y′)+m(A21 x′+A22 y′)]

= ∑ c′n′m′ eiK(n′x′+m′y′)

= τ′(x′, y′) ,

(14)

with  n′ = A11 n + A21 m ,

m′ = A12 n + A22 m ,
(15)

and c′n′m′ = cnm. This is consistent with the general rule for
Fourier coefficients under affine transformations [23].

We have supposed n′
i and m′

i (i = 1, 2) to be integers, so that
they can be interpreted as the indices of a Fourier series. Of
course, this is not guaranteed by a general transformation. How-
ever, if the values n′

i and m′
i provided by Eq. (15) are (or can be

approximated by) rational numbers, it is always possible to mul-
tiply the whole transformation matrix by a scalar quantity and
turn them into integers with the same ratio. This corresponds to
performing a scaling of the transverse plane.

In conclusion, Eq. (14) can be read as follows. Starting from
any given periodic DOE, specified by its transmission function
τ (i.e., by a set of Fourier coefficients cnm, optimized according
to the optical function the DOE has to perform), an infinite
number of different DOEs can be conceived, having transmission
function τ′, characterized by the same Fourier coefficients as τ,
but differently distributed across the Fourier plane. Physically,
this means that, if we spatially deform the grating across the
plane xy according to an affine transformation, the propagation
direction of the diffracted orders changes, but their amplitudes
do not. As a consequence, the efficiency of the two gratings is
the same. This is what we call the affinity rule.

Let us give some examples, starting from the triplicator. We
want to design a DOE that produces three identical replicas
of an incident beam, the replicas being directed along three
given directions. We let one of these directions to coincide with
the z axis, the most general case being obtainable by using a
simple prism, or adding an equivalent phase to the phase of
the DOE. The two remaining directions will be specified by the
corresponding spatial frequencies, expressed in terms of the
inverse of the grating period.

The affinity rule allows us to use the results obtained in the
optimization of a certain 2D triplicator and extend them to any
other 2D triplicator. This can be done starting, for example,
from the optimized triplicator (with transmission function τ)
that produces three replicas with frequencies P0 = (0, 0), P1 =
(n1, m1), and P2 = (n2, m2), and looking for the transmission
function (τ′) that produces the three replicas in P′

0 = (0, 0),
P′

1 = (n′
1, m′

1), and P′
2 = (n′

2, m′
2). As mentioned above, if n′

i
and m′

i (i = 1, 2) are not integers but can be approximated by
rational numbers, we can always find integer values of the point
coordinates such that the shape of the triangle they form is
preserved, although its area has changed. In an experimental
setup, a scaling factor in the Fourier plane can be compensated
for, for example, by using two lenses in a telescopic arrangement.

First of all, we look for the linear transformation that takes
the points P1, P2 into the points P′

1, P′
2 (recall that P0 = P′

0). To

this aim, we introduce the matrix

Â =

 A11 A12

A21 A22

 , (16)

and the two matrices

M̂ =

 n1 n2

m1 m2

 , M̂′ =

 n′
1 n′

2

m′
1 m′

2

 . (17)

In such a way, Eq. (15) can be written as

M̂′ = Â⊺ M̂ , (18)

so that
Â⊺ = M̂′ M̂−1 (19)

(⊺ denoting the transposed), which allows us to evaluate the
matrix Â. Of course, the matrix M̂ is required to be invertible, so
that the starting points cannot be aligned with the origin. Since
the matrix Â is required to be non-singular as well, also the
determinant of M̂′ cannot be zero.

In conclusion, for any given pair of points, any other pair
of points can be reached by means of an affine transformation,
provided that both pairs of points are not aligned with the origin.
The latter is a fixed point of the transformation and represents
the third vertex of a triangle on the Fourier plane. This agrees
with a general theorem concerning affine transformations, ac-
cording to which any two triangles can be changed to one an-
other by means of a suitable affine transform [22].

Then, according to the affinity rule, all nondegenerate trian-
gles have the same efficiency. A similar result holds for parallelo-
grams in the sense that all of them are equivalent up to an affine
transformation, be they orthogonal or not, because affinity pre-
serves parallelism. Other quadrangles where an equivalence can
be established are trapezoids, whose characterizing property is
the parallelism of a pair of sides only. One property of an affine
transformation is that the ratio of lengths of the parallel line
segments is invariant. This means that we cannot map a given
trapezoid to any other, but the map works only if the bases’ ratio
is preserved, which limits us to some subset of affine-generated
trapezoids.

Once the matrix Â is known, the transmission function of
the new DOE, obtained from Eq. (14), is a stretched version of
the first one. Its Fourier coefficients remain the same, but their
frequencies move across the Fourier plane according to the rule
in Eq. (15), and the diffraction efficiency is preserved.

Returning to the triplicator, we consider the one involved
in Eq. (9), which gave rise to an efficiency of 82.6%. We take
µ = i and, to have one of the points at the axes origin, we
multiply the field U2D by exp(−iKy), so that the starting points
are at P0 = (0, 0), P1 = (−1,−1), and P2 = (1,−1) (see Fig. 3a).
The phase profile of the corresponding optimum triplicator, say
Φ(x, y), is

Φ(x, y) = Arg
[
1 + 2i cos(Kx) e−iKy

]
, (20)

which is shown in Fig. 3b as a density plot.
Now we move the three points to the positions P′

0 = (0, 0),
P′

1 = (0, 1), and P′
2 = (2,−2) (Fig. 4a).

The matrices M̂ and M̂′ are

M̂ =

 −1 1

−1 −1

 , M̂′ =

 0 2

1 −2

 , (21)
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Fig. 3. The three diffraction orders produced by a triplicator
(a) and the phase profile that maximizes its efficiency (b). The
phase in a unit cell is shown as a function of (2πx/K, 2πy/K).
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Fig. 4. Diffraction orders (a) produced applying the affinity
rule to the triplicator of Fig. 3 and the corresponding optimum
phase profile within a unit cell (b).

so that

Â =

 1 −3/2

−1 1/2

 . (22)

According to Eqs. (14) and (13), the phase profile turns out to
be the one shown in Fig. 4b. The Fourier coefficients can be
evaluated numerically, giving rise to the same efficiency as that
of the first DOE.

When N exceeds 3, it is not always possible to move a given
set of points in the Fourier plane onto another given set of points.
We mentioned some cases where it is possible (for example,
when N = 4 for points at the vertices of a parallelogram), but
they are exceptions. What happens, in general, is that for any
starting N-ple, a whole class of new N-ple can be found, all
of them being connectable by an affine transform. Elements
belonging to the same class can be named affine DOEs. The
maximum diffraction efficiency for affine DOEs is the same.
Therefore, it appears sufficient to optimize the phase profile of
a single element of the affine DOE class while obtaining other
elements by affine transformations.

Let us consider again the pentagonal pattern of Fig. 2(a).
If such an array is acted on by an (arbitrary) affine transform
described by one of the following matrices:

Âb =


1 1

0 1

 , Âc =


2 1

1 0

 , Âd =


1 1

1 1

 ,

(23)
the new arrays shown in Fig. 5 are obtained [a) original; j) Âj

(j = b, c, d)]. The matrix Âd is singular and cannot be associated
with an affine transformation. In fact, two of the starting points

(2,0) and (0,2) merge to the same point (2,2), while the rest of the
points align. As it can be seen, the shape change is considerable

a) m

n

m'

n'

m'

n'

m'

n'

c)

b)

d)

-4 -2 2 4
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-4 -2 2 4

-4

-2

2

4

Fig. 5. Different sets of five points (b,c,d) obtained by applying
the transformations in Eq. (23) to the set in (a).

even if, except for the degenerate case, the new arrays will be
recognized as a deformed versions of the array of Fig. 5a. The
efficiency remains unchanged for patterns a, b, and c. The affinity
rule does not apply to the pattern d, where the transformation
brings all points on one line.

Elements from another class of affine DOEs are shown in
Fig. 6. Now the starting pattern is the one already encountered
in Fig. 2(b). The transformation matrices are the ones in Eq. (23),
and the same considerations hold as for the previous case. In
this case also, the transformation d brings all the points onto a
single line (and three of them, namely, (0,0), (1,-1), and (-1,1) into
the same point, (0,0)).

4. CONCLUSIONS

One of the difficulties encountered in designing beam dividers
with diffractive phase transparencies is that, due to the nonlin-
ear character of reducing an amplitude and phase transparency
to a phase distribution only, it is generally necessary to make
recourse to numerical procedures. Since the efficiency of the
device is desired to be as high as possible, maximization pro-
cesses are to be implemented. This is time consuming and often
ingenuity-driven procedure to be repeated for any choice of the
N directions. Even changing only one of the N directions gener-
ally requires repetition of the entire maximization procedure.

We have presented an affinity rule, according to which, once
a given divider has been designed, other significant variants
can be derived at no cost, i. e., without repeating the whole op-
timization process. In such cases, the new DOEs are obtained
with the same efficiency, simply by applying a coordinate trans-
formation across the grating plane. We have also shown that
transformations that do not correspond to an affinity give rise to
new DOE’s with different efficiency values.

We limited ourselves to transmission periodic functions in
rectangular coordinates. A promising extension could be N-
plicators in polar form,giving rise, for example, to diffraction or-
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Fig. 6. Different sets of five points (b,c,d) obtained by applying
the transformations in Eq. (23) to the set in (a).

ders at the vertices of a regular polygon in the Fourier plane [24].
Because of their symmetry, this is expected to represent an im-
portant class of DOEs for practical applications.

We note on finishing that our results rely on conditions of
scalar diffraction theory. However, there are instances when elec-
tromagnetic effects can become significant, for example, when
the affinity transform leads to a significant distortion in the x− y-
plane so that the periods or the diffracting structure becomes
rather small compared to the wavelength. Then the values of
diffraction efficiencies may become different from those based
on the scalar theory.
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