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Kernel compensation method for Maxwell

eigenproblem in photonic crystals with mimetic finite

difference discretizations

Chenhao Jin∗ Yinhua Xia† Yan Xu‡

Abstract We present a kernel compensation method for Maxwell eigenprob-

lem in photonic crystals to avoid the infinite-dimensional kernels that cause many

difficulties in the calculation of energy gaps. The quasi-periodic problem is first

transformed into a periodic one on the cube by the Floquet-Bloch theory. Then the

compensation operator is introduced in Maxwell’s equation with the shifted curl

operator. The discrete problem depends on the compatible discretization of the de

Rham complex, which is implemented by the mimetic finite difference method in

this paper. We prove that the compensation term of the discretization exactly fills

up the kernel of the original diecrete problem and avoids spurious eigenvalues. Also,

we propose an efficient preconditioner and its FFT and multigrid solvers, which

allow parallel computing. Numerical experiments for different three-dimensional

lattices in photonic crystals are performed to validate the accuracy and effective-

ness of the method.
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1 Introduction

Photonic crystals (PCs) are lattice-like periodic dielectric structures. With a specific

anisotropic material, a PC can have cutoff frequencies that prohibit light transmission in all

directions. This property of PCs has wide applications in lasers, filters, and optical transistors

[12]. The effective calculation of the band gap, as well as the analysis of the energy gap,

has always played an essential role both in the theory of physical optics and in practical

manufacturing. The behavior of PCs can be described by a time-harmonic Maxwell’s equation

consisting of a double curl operator. Based on the Floquet-Bloch theory, the eigenfunctions

should satisfy the quasi-periodic boundary condition.

Previous numerical methods can be divided into two types according to the treatment

of such boundary conditions. The first type involves the direct discretization of the double

curl operator using finite difference methods, such as Yee’s scheme [29] or the mimetic finite

difference (MFD) method [18]. However, the treatment of the preconditioning matrix requires

a delicate linear solver. The second type involves the transformation of the quasi-periodic

condition into a periodic condition, which is then compatible with finite element methods

[7, 4, 22, 8] and plane wave expansion methods [2, 9, 28, 13] based on variational formulations.

This transformation, employed in the computation of PCs and quantum mechanics, e.g. [2, 22],

introduces the concept of the shifted Nabla operator.

The null space of the curl operator in Maxwell’s equations, which contains all gradient

fields, has an infinite dimension. This poses another challenge in numerical discretization, as the

null space of the discrete eigenproblem grows with grid refinement. However, in practice, only

the low-energy bands or the first few non-zero frequencies are of interest. Several approaches

have been proposed to address the issue of the null space. In [11, 10], a null space-free Jacobi-

Davidson eigensolver was introduced specifically for the discretization using Yee’s scheme.

Another approach, presented in [2], involves using a mixed finite element method to eliminate

the null space. The kernel compensation method was also developed in [22], building upon edge-

conforming elements. The kernel compensation method shares similarities with the penalized

scheme discussed by Monk [24], and is also implicitly reflected in the work of Kikuchi [14, 15].

In this paper, we propose to apply the kernel compensation method based on the compat-

ible MFD discretization. The MFD method requires additional discretizations for the shifted

Nabla operator. The kernel compensation method introduces a compensation operator in the

modified auxiliary scheme. This compensation operator fills up the null space of the original

eigenproblem with the eigensystem of the compensation operator. To implement the kernel

compensation method, we use a compatible MFD discretization satisfying the discrete de Rham
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complex chain for the shifted Nabla operator. This discretization ensures that the method is

consistent with the underlying mathematical framework and accurately captures the behavior

of the shifted Nabla operator. Compared to the auxiliary scheme based on the curl-conforming

finite element [22], the parameter in the compensation operator is mesh size independent. To

solve the kernel compensation scheme efficiently, we adopt a simple preconditioner and de-

velop two preconditioner solvers based on the fast Fourier transform (FFT) and the multigrid

method, respectively.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the eigenproblem

of PCs and discuss its quasi-periodic transformations on different lattices. In Section 3, we

propose the kernel compensation method and establish its mathematical foundations. Section

4 is devoted to the compatible MFD discretization that satisfies the de Rahm complex, meeting

the requirements of the kernel compensation method. A simple preconditioning matrix for the

eigensolver is introduced in Section 5, and the FFT and multigrid solvers are developed for this

preconditioning system. In Section 6, numerical tests for the different lattices are presented to

validate the accuracy, effectiveness, and parallel efficiency. Finally, some concluding remarks

are given in Section 7.

2 Model problem

The mathematical interpretation of three-dimensional photonic crystals (PCs) is given by

time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations with the divergence-free conditions:




∇×H = iωεE, ∇×E = −iωµH , in R3,

∇ · (εE) = 0, ∇ · (µH) = 0, in R3,
(2.1)

where H ,E are magnetic and electric fields, i =
√
−1 denotes the imanginary unit and ω is

the frequency. The parameters ε and µ are the permittivity and permeability, respectively. In

this article, we assume µ ≡ 1 without loss of generality. Thus equation (2.1) can be rewritten

in terms of the magnetic field only,




∇× (ε−1∇×H) = ω2H, in R3,

∇ ·H = 0, in R3.
(2.2)
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It can also be written (2.1) in terms of the electric field as follows




∇×∇×E = ω2εE, x ∈ R3,

∇ · (εE) = 0.
(2.3)

Even though equations (2.2) and (2.3) are equivalent, it is simpler to develop the kernel com-

pensation method with the model (2.2). Hereafter, we will use the model equation (2.2).

The permittivity ε is such that ε = ε1 inside a given material and ε = ε0 outside it, with

fixed constants ε0, ε1 > 0. As the material is periodic, we also have

ε(x+ a) = ε(x), ∀x ∈ R3,

for each a belongs to the Bravias lattice

{
3∑

n=1

knan, kn ∈ Z

}
.

Here {an, n = 1, 2, 3} are lattice translation vectors that span the primitive cell

Ω :=

{
x ∈ R3 : x =

3∑

n=1

xnan, xn ∈ [0, 1], n = 1, 2, 3

}
.

Thus, the magnetic field H satisfies the quasi-periodic condition

H(x+ a) = eik·aH(x)

due to Bloch’s theorem, where k ∈ R3 belongs to the first Brillouin zone [12].

To simplify this quasi-periodic boundary condition, we can define Hk(x) := e−ik·xH(x),

then for any a in the Bravias lattice,

Hk(x+ a) = e−iα·(x+a)H(x+ a) = e−ik·xH(x) = Hk(x). (2.4)

By substituting H(x) = eik·xHk(x) into (2.2), the periodic model defined on the primitive

cell Ω is as follows





∇k × (ε−1∇k ×Hk) = ω2Hk, x ∈ Ω,

∇k ·Hk = 0,

Hk(x+ an) = Hk(x), n = 1, 2, 3.

(2.5)
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Here ∇k := ∇ + ikI (I is the identity operator) is the shifted nabla operator that naturally

defines the shifted curl and divergence operator:

∇k ×Hk : = ∇×Hk + i(k×Hk),

∇k ·Hk : = ∇ ·Hk + i(k ·Hk).
(2.6)

In this paper, we only need to consider the cube domain Ω = [0, l]3. For a more general

case of the lattice, we can use the following coordinate change to transform the problem (2.5)

into a cube. The coordinate change is x = Ay and denotes

HA,k(y) := Hk(Ay), A = (a1,a2,a3).

Then the periodic condition

Hk(x+ an) = Hk(x), n = 1, 2, 3

becomes

HA,k(y + en) = HA,k(y), n = 1, 2, 3,

where e1 = (1, 0, 0)T , e2 = (0, 1, 0)T , e3 = (0, 0, 1)T . By introducing ∇A,k = ∇A + ikI and

∇A =




3∑

j=1

bj1
∂

∂yj
,

3∑

j=1

bj2
∂

∂yj
,

3∑

j=1

bj3
∂

∂yj




T

. (2.7)

with bij = (A−1)ij, equation (2.5) can be written as





∇A,k ×
(
ε−1∇A,k ×HA,k(y)

)
= ω2HA,k(y), y ∈ [0, l]3.

∇A,k ·HA,k = 0,

HA,k(y + en) = HA,k(y), n = 1, 2, 3,

(2.8)

which is in the cube domain again.

Since the null space of the curl operator contains an infinite-dimensional subspace, the

discrete approximation of this operator also has a huge null space whose dimension increases as

the grid is refined. From a physical point of view, only the low-energy bands are desirable, i.e.,

the first few non-zero frequencies of the problem. While eigensolvers compute eigenvalues by

ascending order, a huge null space will be a disaster for the numerical method. The motivation

of the kernel compensation method is to fill the null space and move them to the back seats.
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3 Kernel compensation method

The discrete Maxwell eigenvalue problem in photonic crystals has a huge kernel, which

leads to numerical difficulty. In [22], Lu and Xu presented a scheme by adding a penalty term

to the edge finite element formulation. It is proved that the penalty term complements the

kernel of the discrete Maxwell operator. The discrete Maxwell eigenproblem can be treated as a

Laplace eigenproblem in this approach. Thus, the null space issue can be avoided. Meanwhile,

a mesh size dependent penalty parameter is used, which may increase the condition number

of the linear system dramatically. In this section, we will introduce the kernel compensation

method in finite difference discretization, which provides a mesh size independent compensation

operator.

A finite difference scheme for (2.8) can be written in the matrix form as follows




(AM0A′)Hh = ω2

hHh,

BHh = 0.
(3.1)

where Hh, ωh are numerical approximations of HA,α, ω, respectively. Matrices A and B are

discrete operaors for ∇A,k× and ∇A,k·. A′ and B′ denote their conjugate transposes. M0 is a

diagonal matrix with positive entries arising from the dielectric coefficient ε−1. Supposing the

integer N > 0 refers to the grid size in each direction, we have

A,M0 ∈ C3N3×3N3

, B ∈ CN3×3N3

.

Since the curl operator ∇A,k× has an infinite-dimensional null space, the dimension of discrete

kernel space kerA′ grows correspondingly, which is O(N3).

3.1 Eigenvalue distributions

We will first give the eigenvalue distributions for the matrices AM0A′ and B′B.

Lemma 3.1. Assume M0 is a diagonal matrix with positive entries, for u ∈ C3N3

,

A′u = 0 ⇔ AM0A′u = 0,

Bu = 0 ⇔ B′Bu = 0.

We use kerA and ImA to denote the null space and the image of the matrix A. This
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lemma shows that

kerA′ = kerAM0A′, kerB = kerB′B,

and

ImA = (kerA′)⊥ = (kerAM0A′)⊥ = ImAM0A′,

ImB′ = (kerB)⊥ = (kerB′B)⊥ = ImB′B.

Denote NA
0 = dimkerA′, NB

0 = dimkerB. We have the eigenvalue distributions as

eigenvalues of AM0A′ to be :

NA
0

zeros︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, 0, · · · , 0 <

NA
1

nonzeros︷ ︸︸ ︷
λA1 ≤ λA2 ≤ · · · ≤ λA

NA
1

,

eigenvalues of B′B to be :

NB
0

zeros︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, 0, · · · , 0 <

NB
1

nonzeros︷ ︸︸ ︷
λB1 ≤ λB2 ≤ · · · ≤ λB

NB
1

.

The kernel compensation method is based on a fundamental assumption of the compen-

sation operator:

BA = 0 (ImA ⊂ kerB). (3.2)

Then the decomposition of the space follows:

C3N3

= ImA⊕ ImB′ ⊕H, H := kerA′ ∩ kerB. (3.3)

The assumption (3.2) and Lemma 3.1 implies that

C3N3

= Im(AM0A′)⊕ Im(B′B)⊕H, H := kerA′ ∩ kerB. (3.4)

We also assume that the dimension of the space H satisfies

Either dimH = 0, or dimH = O(1), (3.5)

which claims that the dimension of H will not increase with the mesh size. H coincides with

the null space of AM0A′ + γB′B, for any penalty number γ > 0.

Proposition 3.2. Based on the assumptions (3.2) and (3.5), we have the following eigenvalue

7



distributions for AM0A′ + γB′B

dimH zeros︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, · · · , 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λm ≤ · · · ,

and it holds that

{λ1, · · · , λm, · · · } = {λA1 , · · · , λANA
1

} ∪ {γλB1 , · · · , γλBNB
1

}.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that M0 is an identity matrix. By the min-max

theorem (a generalized version of the Courant-Fischer min-max theorem [6]):

λm = min
χ⊂H⊥

max
x∈χ

‖x‖=1

(‖A′x‖2 + γ‖Bx‖2),

where χ varies among all m-dimenisonal subspaces of H⊥ and ‖ · ‖ is L2 norm of vectors. Each

χ ⊂ H⊥ can be decomposed into

χ = χ1 ⊕ χ2, χ1 := ImA ∩ χ, χ2 := ImB′ ∩ χ.

We set mi = dimχi, thus m1 +m2 = m. Since χ1 ⊂ kerB and χ2 ⊂ kerA′, we have

λm = min
m1+m2=m
m1,m2∈Z≥0

min
dimχ1=m1

dimχ2=m2

max{‖A′x1‖2 + γ‖Bx2‖2 : x1 ∈ χ1, x2 ∈ χ2, x1 + x2 ∈ Sχ}

= min
m1+m2=m
m1,m2∈Z≥0

max{λAm1
‖x1‖2 + γλBm2

‖x2‖2 : ‖x1‖2 + ‖x2‖2 = 1}

= min
m1+m2=m
m1,m2∈Z≥0

max{λAm1
, γλBm2

},

where we set λA0 = λB0 = 0. So by induction on m we get:

λm = the m-th smallest number among {λA1 , · · · , λAm} ∪ {γλB1 , · · · , γλBm}. (3.6)

This proves the result.

Remark 3.3. The proof of Proposition 3.2 also indicates that if γλB1 > λAm, then the eigenvalues

of AM0A′ + γB′B satisfy

λi = λAi , 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
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3.2 The kernel compensation method

With the discussion on the eigenvalue distributions, we present the kernel compensation

auxiliary scheme for solving (3.1):

(AM0A′ + γB′B)Hh = ω2
hHh, (3.7)

where γB′B is the compensation operator with the penalty number γ > 0. Under the assump-

tions (3.2), (3.5) of the operator A and B, Proposition 3.2 indicates the auxiliary scheme (3.7)

is able to reach nonzero eigenvalues of (3.1) without computing numerous zero eigenvalues.

Thus the null space disaster and spurious eigenvalues can be avoided.

3.3 Comparison with finite element method

Previous discussions are based on the formulation (3.1) given by finite difference discretiza-

tion. The kernel compensation method also has a finite element version, as is shown in [22],

whose formulation is written by




(AM0A′)x = ω2Mx,

Bx = 0.
(3.8)

The existence of a nontrivial mass matrix M brings a slight change to the method. The

fundamental assumption (3.2) becomes

BM−1A = 0. (3.9)

Thus the orthogonal decomposition corresponding with (3.3) is

C3N3

= ImA⊕M ImB′ ⊕M H, H := kerA′ ∩ kerB. (3.10)

The notation “⊕M” represents that direct sum spaces are mutually M -orthogonal, while “⊕”

in (3.3) contains orthogonality under Euclidean inner product. The results in [22] also demon-

strate that, for a sufficiently large γ > 0,

(AM0A′ + γB′B)x =Mx

computes the same several smallest eigenvalues as those of (3.8).

While the finite element method with kernel compensation exhibits greater universality, it
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is essential to highlight that the simplicity of the finite difference scheme offers both convenience

and advantages during numerical computations. Here, we outline the scenarios in which the

finite difference method outperforms finite element discretization:

• Given that the scaling operates at the O(h3) level, where h > 0 denotes the grid size,

the penalty γ in the finite element discretization should align with the O(h−3) level. In a

numerical experiment detailed in [22], selecting γ = 2/h3 still yields spurious eigenvalues.

In Section 4, we will demonstrate that our approach necessitates a significantly reduced

penalty for efficacy.

• While a finite element method on a uniform grid may require more degrees of freedom, it

demonstrates comparable accuracy to the finite difference method in testing. However,

the creation of an adaptive mesh in 3D space proves to be excessively expensive.

• The circularity of the matrix allows for utilizing FFT to perform both preconditioning

and matrix multiplication within the finite difference scheme.

4 Compatible finite difference discretization

In this section, we present the compatible MFD method for Maxwell’s equation with

the shifted curl operator and will show that the resulting scheme satisfies the assumptions in

Section 3.

4.1 MFD discretization of function spaces and operators

4.1.1 Grid function spaces

We first consider the case an = en. Domain Ω = [0, l]3 is uniformly divided into N3 small

cubes, each in size h × h × h, with h = l/N. Grid points are (xi, yj, zk) with xi = ih, yj = jh

and zk = kh. The degrees of freedom (DoFs) of a scalar field are located at nodes or at the

centers of cells, while the DoFs of a vector field are located either at the centers of edges or

at the centers of faces (see Figure 1). Therefore grid function spaces related to nodes, edges,
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faces and cells are defined as follows:

Nh = {φi,j,k} ≃ CN3

,

Eh = {(u1)i− 1

2
,j,k} ∪ {(u2)i,j− 1

2
,k} ∪ {(u3)i,j,k− 1

2

} ≃ C3N3

,

Fh = {(v1)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

} ∪ {(v2)i− 1

2
,j,k− 1

2

} ∪ {(v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k} ≃ C3N3

,

Ch = {ψi− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

} ≃ CN3

,

(4.1)

where 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ N , φ,ψ are scalar fields while u = (u1, u2, u3), v = (v1, v2, v3) are vector

fields. Here the notation ≃ refers to isomorphism, while we identify these sets as complex

Euclidean spaces. Due to the periodic boundary condition, we suppose evaluation at x ∈ Ω

equals that of x+ en for n = 1, 2, 3. We also abbreviate φ(xi, yj, zk) by φi,j,k, similar for u,v

and ψ.

Figure 1: DoFs of scalar and vector grid functions on a single cell

We point out that Nh, Eh,Fh and Ch actually approximate certain function spaces related

to L2 de Rham complex in C3:

0 → H1(Ω)
∇k−−→ H(curl)

∇k×−−−→ H(div)
∇k·−−→ L2(Ω) → 0, (4.2)

where the definitions of H1(Ω),H(curl),H(div) and more details can be found in [1]. The

MFD projection operators that map function spaces in (4.2) to (4.1) are defined as:

πNh : H1(Ω) → Nh, φ 7→ φh by (φh)i,j,k = φi,j,k,

πEh : H(curl) → Eh, u 7→ uh by





(uh)i− 1

2
,j,k = (u1)i− 1

2
,j,k,

(uh)i,j− 1

2
,k = (u2)i,j− 1

2
,k

(uh)i,j,k− 1

2

= (u3)i,j,k− 1

2

,
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πFh : H(div) → Fh, v 7→ vh by





(vh)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

= (v1)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

(vh)i− 1

2
,j,k− 1

2

= (v2)i− 1

2
,j,k− 1

2

(vh)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k = (v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k

,

πCh : L2(Ω) → Ch, ψ 7→ ψh by (ψh)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

= ψi− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

.

4.1.2 Second order discrete operators

Next, we construct a discrete version of operators in (2.6):

∇k

discretization−−−−−−−−→ GRADk = GRAD + i IN→E
k : Nh → Eh,

(∇k×)
discretization−−−−−−−−→ CURLk = CURL+ i IE→F

k : Eh → Fh,

(∇k·) discretization−−−−−−−−→ DIVk = DIV + i IF→C
k : Fh → Ch.

(4.3)

The operators GRAD, CURL,DIV approximate ∇,∇×,∇·, while IN→E
k

, IE→F
k

, IF→C
k

approxi-

mate the multipliers k, (k×), (k·), respectively. Their expressions are given by:

(GRADφh)i− 1

2
,j,k =

φi,j,k − φi−1,j,k

h
,

(CURLuh)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

=
(u3)i,j,k− 1

2

− (u3)i,j−1,k− 1

2

h
−

(u2)i,j− 1

2
,k − (u2)i,j− 1

2
,k−1

h
,

(DIVvh)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

=
(v1)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

− (v1)i−1,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

h
+

(v2)i− 1

2
,j,k− 1

2

− (v2)i− 1

2
,j−1,k− 1

2

h

+
(v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k − (v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k−1

h
,

(IN→E
k φh)i− 1

2
,j,k = α1

φi−1,j,k + φi,j,k
2

,

(IE→F
k uh)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

= α2

(u3)i,j−1,k− 1

2

+ (u3)i,j,k− 1

2

2
− α3

(u2)i,j−1,k− 1

2

+ (u2)i,j,k− 1

2

2
,

(IF→C
k

vh)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

= α1

(v1)i−1,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

+ (v1)i,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

2
+ α2

(v2)i− 1

2
,j−1,k− 1

2

+ (v2)i− 1

2
,j,k− 1

2

2

+ α3

(v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k−1 + (v3)i− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k

2
.

Only part of the expressions are listed here. The rest can be deduced similarly.

4.1.3 Higher order discretization

Notice that GRADk, CURLk,DIVk are essentially formed by dimension-wise divided dif-

ferencing, where the 0th- and 1st-order derivatives in one dimension are approximated by the
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second-order finite difference approximation. If we substitute it with a high-order difference

template, we will obtain a high-order MFD scheme.

The 2k order finite difference approximations for the sufficiently smooth function φ and

its derivative dφ
dx

at xj− 1

2

are the following

(
dφ

dx
)j− 1

2

≈ 1

h

k∑

s=1

cl(φj+s−1 − φj−s), φj− 1

2

≈
k∑

s=1

dl(φj+s−1 + φj−l) (4.4)

where (c1, · · · , ck), (d1, · · · , dk) are listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Symmetric difference stencil in one dimension

k (c1, · · · , ck) (d1, · · · , dk)
1 c1 = 1 d1 =

1

2

2 (c1, c2) =

(
9

8
,− 1

24

)
(d1, d2) =

(
9

16
,− 1

16

)

3 (c1, c2, c3) =

(
25

64
,− 25

384
,

3

640

)
(d1, d2, d3) =

(
75

128
,− 25

256
,

3

256

)

4 (c1, c2, c3, c4) =

(
1225

1024
,− 245

3072
,

49

5120
,− 5

7168

)
(d1, d2, d3, d4) =

(
1225

2048
,− 245

2048
,

49

2048
,− 5

2048

)

4.2 Matrix representation

4.2.1 Matrix representation on simple lattices

The discrete operators GRADk, CURLk, DIVk have prominent matrix representations in

the form of Kronecker product of circulant matrix and identities. Here IN denotes the N ×N

identity matrix.

Definition 4.1 (Circulant matrix). A circulant matrix generated by the vector a = (a1, · · · , aN )T ∈
RN×1 is denoted by Circ(a) with following arrangment of entries:

Circ(a) :=




a1 a2 · · · aN−1 aN

aN a1 a2 aN−1

... aN a1
. . .

...

a3
. . .

. . . a2

a2 a3 · · · aN a1




. (4.5)
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We denote D1 = Circ((−1, 1, 0, · · · , 0)T ), D0 = Circ((12 ,
1
2 , 0, · · · , 0)T ) and more explicitly,

D1 =




−1 1

−1 1
. . .

. . .

−1 1

1 −1




∈ RN×N , D0 =




1
2

1
2
1
2

1
2
. . .

. . .

1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2




∈ RN×N . (4.6)

Using the coefficients in Table 1, notations of circulant matrices D0,D1 can be generalized by

D
(k)
1 := Circ(v

(k)
1 ), v

(k)
1 = (−c1, c1, c2, · · · , ck, 0, · · · , 0,−ck, · · · ,−c2)T ∈ RN×1,

D
(k)
0 := Circ(v

(k)
0 ), v

(k)
0 = (d1, d1, d2, · · · , dk, 0, · · · , 0, dk, · · · , d2)T ∈ RN×1.

(4.7)

Then we define the discrete operator

Di := Ki + iLi, i = 1, 2, 3 (4.8)

by the Kronecker product (⊗):

K1 = IN ⊗ IN ⊗ (D1/h), K2 = IN ⊗ (D1/h)⊗ IN , K3 = (D1/h)⊗ IN ⊗ IN .

L1 = IN ⊗ IN ⊗ (α1D0), L2 = IN ⊗ (α2D0)⊗ IN , L3 = (α3D0)⊗ IN ⊗ IN .
(4.9)

By replacing D0,D1 by D
(k)
0 ,D

(k)
1 in (4.9), it arrives at a 2k-th order MFD discretization for

(4.8). In following discussions, we simply write D1 := D
(k)
1 and D0 := D

(k)
0 .

Lemma 4.1. If the matrices A1, · · · , An and B1, · · · , Bn are such that AiBi = BiAi for 1 ≤
i ≤ n, then A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗An and B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Bn are commutative.

Proof. By the mixed product property, which can be found in [6, Section 4.5.5],

(A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗An)(B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Bn) = (A1B1)⊗ · · · ⊗ (AnBn).

Since AiBi = BiAi, the conclusion is proved.

Since each matrix is commutative with the identity, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 4.2. The matrices in (4.9) satisfy

KiKj = KjKi, LiKj = KjLi, LiLj = LjLi, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
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Matrix representations of GRADk, CURLk,DIVk follow by

GRADk =




D1

D2

D3


 , CURLk =




−D3 D2

D3 −D1

−D2 D1


 , DIVk =

(
D1 D2 D3

)
. (4.10)

With a slight abuse of the notations, we will use the same notations to stand for the discrete

operators and their representation in matrices in the following.

Proposition 4.2 implies that

CURLk GRADk = 0, DIVk CURLk = 0,

which verifies a discrete version of the de Rham complex (4.2)

0 → Nh
GRADk−−−−−→ Eh CURLk−−−−−→ Fh

DIVk−−−−→ Ch → 0. (4.11)

Thus the condition (3.2) in Proposition 3.2 is satisfied.

4.2.2 Matrix representation on general lattices

So far, we have been discussing the case where an = en. However, it is important to

generalize, as not all primitive cells extend their structures along {en}, such as face-centered

and body-centered lattices, whose mathematical expressions will be provided in Section 6.

Therefore, we will introduce the following coordinate change:

∂

∂xi
=

3∑

j=1

bji
∂

∂yj
, K̂i =

3∑

j=1

bjiKj and D̂i := K̂i + iLi.

We then replace Di in (4.10) by D̂i and abbreviate the notation by:

GRADk =




D̂1

D̂2

D̂3


 , CURLk =




−D̂3 D̂2

D̂3 −D̂1

−D̂2 D̂1


 , DIVk =

(
D̂1 D̂2 D̂3

)
. (4.12)

Since K̂i are linear combinations of Ki, Propositions 4.2 also holds for K̂i. Therefore we also

have

CURLk GRADk = 0, DIVk CURLk = 0

and (4.11) is still valid for general lattices.
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4.3 Derived operators

Since the rotated magnetic field v induces face-centered DoFs, it requires the definition of

a discrete curl operator on Fh. It is apparent to give an explicit, geometric definition as shown

in [11]. However, due to the existence of complex components ik, it would be more accurate to

define the derived operators corresponding to GRADk, CURLk,DIVk. The derived operators

are induced by adjoint operators of ∇k’s as illustrated in [18]. We recall the definition of

adjoints:

Definition 4.2 (Adjoints). Given two inner product spaces (X, 〈·, ·〉X ), (Y, 〈·, ·〉Y ) and a linear

operator F : X → Y, the adjoint operator of F , denoted by F ∗ : Y → X, is such that

〈Fx, y〉Y = 〈x, F ∗y〉X , for any x ∈ X, y ∈ Y. (4.13)

If both X,Y are Euclidean spaces with finite dimensions and standard scalar products,

F ∗ is a matrix and F ∗ = F ′. In particular, F ∗ = F ′ for F = GRADk, CURLk,DIVk.

As is proved in [21] there holds:

(∇k)
∗ = −∇k·, (∇k×)∗ = ∇k×, (∇k·)∗ = −∇k. (4.14)

The derived operators denoted by G̃RADk, C̃URLk, D̃IVk are defined in a similar format as

(4.14):

GRAD∗
k = −D̃IVk, CURL∗

k = C̃URLk, DIV∗
k = −G̃RADk, (4.15)

which can be rewritten as

G̃RADk = −DIV∗
k
= −DIV ′

k
: Ch → Fh,

C̃URLk = CURL∗
k = CURL′

k : Fh → Eh,
D̃IVk = −GRAD∗

k = −GRAD′
k : Eh → Nh.

(4.16)

Furthermore, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Since KiK
T
j = KT

j Ki, LiL
T
j = LT

j Li and KiL
T
j = LT

j Ki, thus

DiD′
j = D′

jDi.

Proof. When i 6= j, the conclusion follows by Lemma 4.1. If i = j, it suffices to prove:

Circ(a)Circ(b)T = Circ(b)TCirc(a) for any a, b ∈ RN×1.
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We define the right shift operator τ by τ(a1, · · · , aN ) = (aN , a1, · · · , aN−1) and reverse

supscript “−1” by (a1, · · · , aN )−1 = (aN , aN−1, · · · , a1). We also impose periodicity on the

index: ai±N = ai. The definition of circulant matrix (4.5) can be rewritten by

Circ(a) = (a, τa, · · · , τN−1a)T = (τ(a−1), τ2(a−1), · · · ,a−1).

Then we get

[Circ(a)Circ(b)T ]ij = (τ i−1a)T (τ j−1b) = (τ i−ja)Tb,

[Circ(b)TCirc(a)]ij = (τ i(b−1))T (τ j(a−1)) = (τ i−j(b−1))Ta−1,

and

(τ i−j(b−1))Ta−1 =

N∑

l=1

(b−1)l+i−j(a
−1)l =

N∑

l=1

bN+1−(l+i−j)aN+1−l

=

N∑

l=1

bl−(i−j)al =

N∑

l=1

al+i−jbl = (τ i−ja)T b,

which implies the (i, j)-component of Circ(b)TCirc(a) and Circ(a)Circ(b)T are equal.

Then we have the following corollary of Proposition 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. Denoting

Lk := CURLkC̃URLk − G̃RADkDIVk = CURLkCURL′
k +DIV ′

kDIVk,

Lk := −DIVkG̃RADk = DIVkDIV ′
k,

(4.17)

then we have

Lk = diag(Lk, Lk, Lk).

This corollary is valid for general lattices, and Lk will be adopted as the preconditioner

for solving the auxiliary scheme (3.7).

4.4 A complete MFD formulation of (2.8)

To finish the discrete formulation of (2.8), it remains to deal with the multiplier ε−1

arising from the dielectric material. Since ε−1 should be imposed on edge-DoFs, the effect of

ε−1 is assumed to be a diagonal matrix, denoted by M0 with positive entries. We follow the

constructions in [23].
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As mentioned in Section 2, ε = ε1 inside the material and ε = ε0 outside. We suppose the

s-th entry of M0, denoted by βss, to be related to the edge-DoF centered at point rs, then

βss =




ε1, if rs is inside the material,

ε0, otherwise.

If rs is located right on the interface (singularity of ε), then βss takes the harmonic average of

the evaluation of ε−1 at four neighborhood cells. For example, if rs = (xi− 1

2

, yj, zk), then

βss = 4/(εi− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k− 1

2

+ εi− 1

2
,j+ 1

2
,k− 1

2

+ εi− 1

2
,j− 1

2
,k+ 1

2

+ εi− 1

2
,j+ 1

2
,k+ 1

2

). (4.18)

Centers of cells (xi− 1

2

, yj− 1

2

, zk− 1

2

) never insect with the interface in our numerical examples.

The mimetic finite difference scheme of (2.8) is formulated as follows:




(AM0Ã)vh = ω2

hvh,

Bvh = 0,
(4.19)

where A = CURLk,B = DIVk are defined by (4.10) or (4.12) and Ã = A′ due to (4.16). The

following proposition indicates the constraint Bvh = 0 is redundant when vh 6= 0.

Proposition 4.5. As long as BA = 0 holds and vh is a nontrivial eigenvector of AM0A′, then

discrete divergence-free condition Bvh = 0 holds.

Proof. For any x ∈ C3N3

, AM0A′x = 0 implies x′AM0A′x = 0. Then A′x = 0 follows by

M0 is positive diagonal. Therefore we have that A′x = 0 is equivalent to AM0A′x = 0 as in

Lemma 3.1.

Now each nontrivial eigenvector vh of AM0A′ is such that

vh ∈ Im(AM0A′) = ker(AM0A′)⊥ = ker(A′)⊥ = Im(A). (4.20)

By the condition BA = 0, it follows that Bvh = 0.

4.5 Revisit to the kernel compensation auxiliary scheme (3.7)

The condition (3.2) in Proposition 3.2 has been verified by the compatible MFD dis-

cretization in Section 4.2. The following remark explains the correctness of the assumption

(3.5). Thus the kernel compensation method works, and we summarize the whole procedure

in Algorithm 4.1.
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Algorithm 4.1 Auxiliary scheme with recomputing

1: Compute the first m eigenpairs {(λi,xi)}mi=1 of AM0A′ + γB′B.
2: Compute λi,re = ‖M

1

2

0 A′xi‖2/‖xi‖2.
3: if λi,re = λi for i = 1, · · · , m then
4: Return {(λi,xi)}mi=1.
5: else
6: % spurious eigenvalues occur

7: Enlarge γ > 0 (usually set γ := 2γ) and goto line 1.
8: end if

Remark 4.6. When α 6= 0 we can see that λB1 ≈ ‖k‖2, since BB′ approximates (∇k·)(∇k·)∗ =
−∆+ ‖k‖2. Therefore, dimH = 0 and γ = ‖k‖−2. When k = 0, according to Corollary 4.4,

we have dimH = 3dimkerB′. Since B′ approximates −∇ whose nullity equals to 1, therefore

dimH = 3. Meanwhile, λB1 = O(1) and thus γ = O(1).

Even though γ = O(1) or ‖k‖−2 is theoretically enough, for numerical safety and efficiency,

we choose the penalty number to be

γ = 2max{1
h
, ‖k‖−2}. (4.21)

The numerical results in Section 6 show that spurious eigenvalues do not occur with γ in

(4.21) for m ≤ 20. The auxiliary scheme for the finite element method [22] is using γ =

O(h−3). Our scheme requires a much smaller γ and thus better prevents the computation of

spurious eigenvalues. Even when spurious eigenvalues emerge, they can be readily identified

and discarded through the application of our recomputing Algorithm 4.1.

5 Preconditioners for eigensolvers

In this section, we present two preconditioners for the Locally Optimal Block Precondi-

tioned Conjugate Gradient (LOBPCG) eigensolver, which is capable of computing multiple

eigenpairs.

5.1 Preconditioning

The LOBPCG method is genuinely similar to the conjugate gradient method. The latter

minimizes x 7→ 1
2x

′Ax − b′x to solve Ax = b while the LOBPCG method optimizes the

Rayleigh quotient ρ(x) = (x′Ax)/(x′Mx) to solve Ax = λMx for (λ,x), where A and M are
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give Hermitian matrices. More details can be found in [16, 17]. The efficiency of the LOBPCG

method is highly dependent on the preconditioning. As proved in [26], the LOBPCG method

is technically able to achieve one-step convergence with an optimal preconditioner P. Such a

preconditioner is almost impossible to find. But for our auxiliary scheme

(AM0A′ + γB′B)x = λx,

a naturally simple and effective preconditioner is

P = AA′ + γB′B.

According to [25], the convergence speed depends on the condition number of P−1(AM0A′ +

γB′B). It is equivalent to considering the extrema of the Rayleigh quotient:

ρ(x) =
‖M

1

2

0 A′x‖2 + γ‖Bx‖2
‖A′x‖2 + γ‖Bx‖2 . (5.1)

SinceM0 is positive diagonal, we assume ε0, ε1 to be its minimum and maximum entry, respec-

tively. Then we have ρ(x) ⊂ [ε0, ε1], so that the condition number of P−1(AM0A′ + γB′B) is
less than ε1/ε0, which is much smaller than the condition number of AM0A′ + γB′B.

Using Proposition 4.3, we can write the preconditioner P in the matrix form:

P =




γD1D1′ +D2D′
2 +D3D′

3 (γ − 1)D′
1D2 (γ − 1)D′

1D3

(γ − 1)D′
2D1 D1D1′ + γD2D′

2 +D3D′
3 (γ − 1)D′

2D3

(γ − 1)D′
3D1 (γ − 1)D′

3D2 D1D1′ +D2D′
2 + γD3D′

3


 . (5.2)

Remark 5.1. In case k = 0, AA′ + B′B is singular. We can impose a shift c > 0 and solve

the shifted problem (AM0A′ + γB′B + c)x = λx instead, and subtract c after we obtain the

eigenvalues of the shifted problem.

5.2 The FFT-based solver

According to [3], every N×N circulant matrix can be diagonalized by FFT unitary matrix

F ∈ CN×N whose (i, j)-th entry is

Fij =
1√
N
ω(i−1)(j−1), ω = exp(i

2π

N
).
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There holds ∀a = (a1, · · · , aN )T ∈ CN×1

Circ(a) = Fdiag(ξ1, · · · , ξN )F ′, ξi =
N∑

j=1

ajω
(i−1)(j−1). (5.3)

We define a Kronecker product of FFT matrices by

F := F ⊗ F ⊗ F.

Using Lemma 4.1, the mixed product theory and (5.3) lead to the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. If we assume

Λi := F ′DiF, for i = 0, 1

and Λ0,Λ1 are both diagonal matrices, then Ki,Mi can simultaneously be diagonalized by F .

More precisely,

F ′K1F = IN ⊗ IN ⊗ Λ1, F ′K2F = IN ⊗ Λ1 ⊗ IN , F ′K3F = Λ1 ⊗ IN ⊗ IN , (5.4)

F ′M1F = IN ⊗ IN ⊗ Λ0, F ′M2F = IN ⊗ Λ0 ⊗ IN , F ′M3F = Λ0 ⊗ IN ⊗ IN . (5.5)

Furthermore, KiKj , KiK
′
j , KiLj , KiL

′
j can also be diagonalized by F .

Operations involved in solving the matrix in (5.2) are computing eigenvalues and applying

FFT, inverse FFT. We summarize the procedure in Algorithm 5.1.

Algorithm 5.1 The FFT-based solver

1: Input: Diagonal matrix D ∈ Rn×n, vector b ∈ Rn, n = N3.
2: Output: Solution vector x
3: Compute di,j,k = d1,i + d2,j + d3,k, D :=diag(reshape((di,j,k), [ ], n)).
4: Reshape: B =reshape(b, [N,N,N ]).
5: for d = 1 : 3 do
6: B =fft(B, [ ], d); % apply FFT along each dimension.

7: end for
8: B =reshape(D−1reshape(B, [ ], n),[N,N,N ]);
9: for d = 1 : 3 do
10: B =ifft(B, [ ], d); %apply inverse FFT along each dimension.

11: end for
12: Return reshape(B, [ ], n);
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5.3 The multigrid solver with distributive smoother

An iterative multigrid method with the ILU-type smoothing process [27] is shown in

Algorithm 5.2.

Algorithm 5.2 The multigrid solver with ILU-type iteration, MG(x(0), bl, Al, n1, n2)

1: Input: Initial guess x(0), level l, load vector bl, stiffness matrix Al and its ILU
factorization Al ≈ LlUl. Restriction operator Rl.

2: Output: Solution A−1
l bl.

3: if l == 1 then
4: Return A−1

1 x(0).
5: end if
6: Pre-smoothing: Smooth x(i+1) = x(i) − (LlUl)

−1(bl − Alx
(i)) for n1 times.

7: Compute residual r = bl − Alx
(n1).

8: Correction: x(i+1) = MG(0, Rlr, Al−1, n1, n2).
9: Post-smoothing: Smooth x(i+1) = x(i) − (LlUl)

−1(bl − Alx
(i)) for n2 times.

10: Return x(n1+n2+1).

It is important to note that if the system is more ill-conditioned, the ILUs will be less

effective and more prone to failure. Therefore it is necessary to apply some pretreatments to

the system

(AA′ + γB′B)x = f . (5.6)

We introduce the intermediate variable p = Bu, then the system (5.6) is equivalent to

(
AA′ + (γ + 1)B′B −B′

−B I

)(
x

p

)
=

(
f

0

)
. (5.7)

Then we define matrices

L =

(
AA′ + (γ + 1)B′B −B′

−B I

)
, L0 :=

(
I B′

γB (γ + 1)Lk

)
,

then

LL0 =

(
Lk

(γ − 1)B + c γLk

)
.
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To compute the system (5.6), one may first solve

LL0

(
y

q

)
=

(
f

0

)
, for y, q,

then compute

x = y + B′q.

In this approach, the ILU factorization will be performed on the matrix with a better condition

number. This technique is called the distributive smoother in [5].

Each smoothing step requires the solution of a triangular matrix. In [20], the authors

provide a threshold-based sparse approximate inverse for triangular (SAIT) matrices for com-

puting the sparse approximate inverse of triangular matrices. The idea is to use Jacobi’s

iteration while dropping small entries to ensure sparsity, see [20] for more details. Since the

ILU-SAIT smoother does not require solving a triangular system, this enables us to implement

GPU parallelization in programming. Therefore, we adopt the ILU-SAIT preconditioner as the

smoother of the multigrid method for parallel efficiency.

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we will consider the simple cubic (SC), face centered cubic (FCC) and

body centered cubic (BCC) lattices of the three-dimensional PCs:





SC lattice: a1 = (l, 0, 0)T , a2 = (0, l, 0)T , a3 = (0, 0, l)T ,

FCC lattice: a1 = (0,
l

2
,
l

2
)T , a2 = (

l

2
, 0,

l

2
)T , a3 = (

l

2
,
l

2
, 0)T ,

BCC lattice: a1 = (− l

2
,
l

2
,
l

2
)T , a2 = (

l

2
,− l

2
,
l

2
)T , a3 = (

l

2
,
l

2
,− l

2
)T .

(6.1)

Here l > 0 is called the lattice constant. A primitive cell of the SC lattice is the cube [0, l]3.

The other two lattices can be transferred to the cube as described in Section 2. To obtain a

complete band gap figure, we do not need to traverse the whole region, instead, based on the

symmetry of Brillouin zones [12], only information at symmetry points and on their connecting
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lines is required. The symmetry points of the Brillouin zone of SC, FCC, and BCC lattices are:

SC: Γ(0, 0, 0), L(
π

l
, 0, 0), M(

π

l
,
π

l
, 0), N(

π

l
,
π

l
,
π

l
),

FCC: X(0,
2π

l
, 0), U(

π

2l
, 0,

π

2l
), L(

π

l
,
π

l
,
π

l
), Γ(0, 0, 0), W (

π

l
,
2π

l
, 0), K(

3π

2l
,
3π

2l
, 0),

BCC: H ′(0, 0,
2π

l
), Γ(0, 0, 0), P (

π

l
,
π

l
,
π

l
), N(

π

l
, 0,

π

l
), H(0,

2π

l
, 0).

(6.2)

We will compute the eigenvalues of SC, FCC, and BCC lattices with both isotropic and

anisotropic materials, plot their band gaps, and demonstrate the efficiency of GPU accelera-

tion. All programs are implemented on a platform equipped with an NVIDIA A100-PCIE-40GB

GPU. To facilitate the reproduction and comparison of our numerical results, the source code

has been made publicly available on GitHub at https://github.com/Epsilon-79th/linear-eigenvalue-problems-in-photonic-c

6.1 Isotropic cases: ε ≡ 1

We use this simple case to demonstrate the accuracy of our method. We can compute

the exact eigenvalues of this problem. We let Hk(x) := C exp(i2π
l
k · x) for some k ∈ Z3 and

C ∈ C3, then




∇k ×∇k ×Hk = ω2Hk,

∇k ·Hk = 0.

becomes





i(k+
2π

l
k)× (i(k+

2π

l
k)×C) = ω2C,

i(k+
2π

l
k) ·C = 0.

Therefore the exact eigenvalues ω2’s are

ω2 = |k+
2π

l
k|2, k ∈ Z3. (6.3)

As the simplest case, we choose lattice constant l = 2π and Bloch vector k = (π/l, 0, 0).

Errors and convergence rates of the 2nd, 4th, 6th and 8th order schemes are shown in Tables 2

- 5. It shows that the desired accuracy can be achieved using the kernel compensation method

with compatible MFD schemes.
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Table 2: Accuracy of the 2nd order scheme, isotropic media

N N = 10 N = 20 N = 40 N = 80
ω2 |ω2 − ω2

h| |ω2 − ω2
h| ord |ω2 − ω2

h| ord |ω2 − ω2
h| ord

0.25 4.11e-15 7.22e-16 1.11e-16 1.11e-16
0.25 1.00e-14 2.70e-14 2.25e-14 1.11e-16
0.25 8.17e-03 2.05e-03 1.99 5.14e-04 2.00 1.28e-04 2.00
0.25 8.17e-03 2.05e-03 1.99 5.14e-04 2.00 1.28e-04 2.00
1.25 3.25e-02 8.20e-03 1.99 2.05e-03 2.00 5.14e-04 2.00
1.25 3.25e-02 8.20e-03 1.99 2.05e-03 2.00 5.14e-04 2.00

Table 3: Accuracy table of the 4th order scheme, isotropic media

N N = 10 N = 20 N = 40 N = 80
ω2 |ω2 − ω2

h| |ω2 − ω2
h| ord |ω2 − ω2

h| ord |ω2 − ω2
h| ord

0.25 3.77e-15 8.33e-16 5.55e-17 2.22e-16
0.25 1.45e-14 2.56e-14 1.67e-16 5.55e-17
0.25 1.05e-03 6.78e-05 3.96 4.27e-06 3.99 2.67e-07 4.00
0.25 1.05e-03 6.78e-05 3.96 4.27e-06 3.99 2.67e-07 4.00
1.25 1.43e-03 9.08e-05 3.97 5.70e-06 3.99 3.57e-07 4.00
1.25 1.43e-03 9.08e-05 3.97 5.70e-06 3.99 3.57e-07 4.00

Table 4: Accuracy table of the 6th order scheme, isotropic media

N N = 10 N = 20 N = 40 N = 80
ω2 |ω2 − ω2

h| |ω2 − ω2
h| ord |ω2 − ω2

h| ord |ω2 − ω2
h| ord

0.25 4.00e-15 1.11e-15 2.22e-16 4.44e-16
0.25 8.44e-15 1.57e-14 1.11e-16 1.67e-16
0.25 1.00e-04 1.65e-06 5.93 2.61e-08 5.98 4.09e-10 6.00
0.25 1.00e-04 1.65e-06 5.93 2.61e-08 5.98 4.09e-10 6.00
1.25 8.18e-05 1.33e-06 5.95 2.09e-08 5.99 3.27e-10 6.00
1.25 8.18e-05 1.33e-06 5.95 2.09e-08 5.99 3.27e-10 6.00

6.2 Cubic lattices

First, we consider the material shown in the left part of Figure 2 - 3. The dielectric

function ε is a piecewise constant that equals to ε1 inside the material and ε0 outside, with

ε1/ε0 = 13. The entry of M0 is set to ε−1
1 if the corresponding edge DoF is inside the material,

otherwise, it is set to ε−1
0 . The ratio of the band gap is defined by

ratio :=
ωup − ωmin

(ωup + ωmin)/2
, (6.4)
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Table 5: Accuracy table of the 8th order scheme, isotropic media

N N = 10 N = 20 N = 40 N = 80
ω2 |ω2 − ω2

h| |ω2 − ω2
h| ord |ω2 − ω2

h| ord |ω2 − ω2
h| ord

0.25 5.11e-15 6.66e-16 1.11e-16 2.22e-16
0.25 1.14e-14 1.09e-14 2.78e-17 5.55e-16
0.25 9.16e-06 3.85e-08 7.89 1.53e-10 7.97 6.00e-13 7.99
0.25 9.16e-06 3.85e-08 7.89 1.53e-10 7.97 6.01e-13 7.99
1.25 5.35e-06 2.21e-08 7.92 8.75e-11 7.98 3.12e-13 8.13
1.25 5.35e-06 2.21e-08 7.92 8.75e-11 7.98 3.04e-13 8.17

Figure 2: Geometric structure of a single lattice and its band gap in Section 6.2. ε1/ε0 =
13. Grid size N = 100. The ratio of the band gap is 0.075406.

Figure 3: Geometric structure of a single lattice and its band gap in Section 6.2. ε1/ε0 =
13. Grid size N = 100. The ratio of the band gap is 0.21013.
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where ωup is the minimum point above the gap while ωlow the maximum point below the gap.

With a larger band gap, the material is able to block light over a wider frequency range. Here

are two examples of non-homogeneous materials with flat interfaces. The geometric structure

of a single lattice is shown in Figures 2 - 3 along with the band gap. The results are obtained

when the LOBPCG iteration stops at a relative error of less than 10−5 using the 2nd-order

MFD discretization. These numerical results verify the results obtained in [21, 22].

Next, we consider the anisotropic SC lattice with a curved interface. The material domain

in which the expression is as follows

{
(x− l

2
)2 + (y − l

2
)2 + (z − l

2
)2 ≤ (0.345l)2

}
∪
{
(y − l

2
)2 + (z − l

2
)2 ≤ (0.11l)2

}

{
(x− l

2
)2 + (z − l

2
)2 ≤ (0.11l)2

}
∪
{
(x− l

2
)2 + (y − l

2
)2 ≤ (0.11l)2

}
⊂ [0, l]3.

(6.5)

The dielectric function ε remains the same as in the last two cases. The band gap is shown in

Figure 4, which corresponds to the result in [11, 23].

Figure 4: Geometric structure of a single lattice with a curved interface and its band gap
in Section 6.2. Radii of the center sphere and cylinders are 0.345l and 0.11l. ε1/ε0 = 13.
Grid size N = 150. The ratio of the band gap is 0.14019.

6.3 BCC and FCC lattices

Now, we consider the examples of the BCC lattice in [19] and the FCC lattice in [10]. The

diagonal matrix M0 arising from ε−1 is chosen to be the same as in Section 6.2. Translation

vectors of BCC and FCC lattices are given in (6.1).

We recall that l > 0 refers to the lattice constant. The structure of BCC lattice in our
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Figure 5: Geometric structure of the BCC lattice with a curved interface and its band
gap in Sec. 6.3, ε1/ε0 = 16. Grid size N = 150. The ratio of the band gap is 0.31745.

Figure 6: Geometric structure of the FCC lattice with a curved interface and its band
gap in Sec. 6.3, ε1/ε0 = 13. Grid size N = 150. The ratio of the band gap is 0.31182.

example is a single gyroid [19] that can be approximated by the set {g(x, y, z) > 1.1} with

g(x, y, z) = sin(
2π

l
x) cos(

2π

l
y) + sin(

2π

l
y) cos(

2π

l
z) + sin(

2π

l
z) cos(

2π

l
x),

which is shown in Figure 5.

The FCC lattice in Figure 6 is a diamond structure with sp3-like configuration consisting of

dielectric spheres and connecting spheroids. The radius of spheres is r = 0.12l. The spheroids

have their foci at the centers of spheres and minor axis of length b = 0.11l. A detailed

description of the geometric structure of the FCC lattice can be found in [10]. Again, the band

gaps of the BCC and FCC lattices shown on the right in Figures 5 and 6 agree with the results
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in [10, 19].

6.4 Efficiency comparion with preconditioner

Next, in Tables 6 - 9, we present CPU and GPU time for different lattices and precondi-

tioner solvers. We assume k = (π, π, π)/l for all lattices above.

Table 6: CPU/GPU time of first 10 eigenvalues and acceleration ratio of SC lattices:
isotropic material (ε ≡ 1) in Table 5.

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: FFT.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 1003 13 11.41s 238.82s 20.93
3× 1203 13 19.69s 374.61s 19.03
3× 1503 12 35.98s 726.08s 20.18

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: multigrid.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 963 13 22.19s 1712.09s 77.16
3× 1123 12 31.66s 2775.40s 87.66
3× 1283 12 45.98s 4128.31s 89.79

Table 7: CPU/GPU time of first 10 eigenvalues and acceleration ratio of SC lattices:
anisotropic material in Figure 4, k = (π, π, π)/l.

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: FFT.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 1003 44 21.68s 405.96s 18.73
3× 1203 43 38.12s 746.12s 19.57
3× 1503 44 71.10s 1217.73s 17.13

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: multigrid.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 963 43 71.11s 5598.49s 78.73
3× 1123 45 109.00s 8186.02s 75.05
3× 1283 44 162.10s 12917.07s 79.69

These comparisons show that the computational time of the method can be reduced by

a factor of about 20 and 80 for the FFT and multigrid preconditioner solvers, respectively.

The FFT solver has excellent CPU efficiency, and the effects of GPU acceleration are relatively

insignificant. The multigrid solver, on the other hand, can be dramatically accelerated by the

GPU, but it takes an even longer time to complete a single iteration. Meanwhile, regardless
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Table 8: CPU/GPU time of first 10 eigenvalues and acceleration ratio of BCC lattices
in Figures 5, k = (π, π, π)/l.

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: FFT.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 1003 70 40.55s 915.51s 22.58
3× 1203 65 54.92s 1100.75s 20.04
3× 1503 70 132.31s 3052.50s 23.07

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: multigrid.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 963 71 115.06s 9024.70s 78.43
3× 1123 71 161.08s 13814.70s 85.76
3× 1283 70 239.55s 22041.10s 92.01

Table 9: CPU/GPU time of first 10 eigenvalues and acceleration ratio of FCC lattices
in Figures 6, k = (π, π, π)/l.

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: FFT.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 1003 56 34.02s 716.15s 21.05
3× 1203 54 46.06s 945.12s 20.52
3× 1503 55 105.98s 2186.37s 20.63

DoFs
Preconditioner solver: multigrid.

Steps GPU time CPU time Speed up
3× 963 58 92.71s 7640.12s 82.41
3× 1123 59 128.33s 11482.41s 89.48
3× 1283 55 189.22s 17869.88s 94.44

of which preconditioner solver is used, the iteration times do not differ and appear to be

independent of the grid size, which is only related to the problem itself. Our examples of FCC

and BCC are derived from the numerical experiments in [23] and [11]. Through preconditioning

using FFT, our algorithm demonstrates reduced runtime, even without GPU parallelization.

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we have presented a kernel compensation method based on the compatible

mimetic finite difference method for the eigenproblems of photon crystals without passing

through numerous zero eigenvalues. When solving the energy band gap of PCs, these zero

eigenvalues increase with the mesh size and thus cause many problems for the eigensolvers.

The introduction of the kernel compensation operator fills up the kernel of the eigenproblems,
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which is based on the compatible discrete chain complex in the MFD discretization. The

compensation operators have been developed for the shifted curl operator in the SC, BCC, and

FCC lattices introduced by the Floquet-Bloch theory. This method is specifically designed for

photonic crystals with periodic structures. Two parallel effective preconditioner solvers based

on the FFT method and the multigrid method have been proposed and tested.
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