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Driven by human ingenuity and creativity, the discovery of super-resolution techniques, which cir-
cumvent the classical diffraction limit of light, represent a leap in optical microscopy. However, the
vast space encompassing all possible experimental configurations suggests that some powerful con-
cepts and techniques might have not been discovered yet, and might never be with a human-driven
direct design approach. Thus, Al-based exploration techniques could provide enormous benefit,
by exploring this space in a fast, unbiased way. We introduce XLUMINA, an open-source com-
putational framework developed using JAX, which offers enhanced computational speed enabled
by its accelerated linear algebra compiler (XLA), just-in-time compilation, and its seamlessly inte-
grated automatic vectorization, auto-differentiation capabilities and GPU compatibility. Remark-
ably, XLUMINA demonstrates a speed-up of 4 orders of magnitude compared to well-established
numerical optimization methods. We showcase XLUMINA’s potential by re-discovering three foun-
dational experiments in advanced microscopy. Ultimately, XLUMINA identified a novel experimental
blueprint featuring sub-diffraction imaging capabilities. This work constitutes an important step in

Al-driven scientific discovery of new concepts in optics and advanced microscopy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The space of all possible experimental optical config-
urations is enormous. For example, if we consider ex-
periments that consist of just 10 optical elements, cho-
sen from 5 different components (such as lasers, lenses,
phase shifters, beam splitters and cameras), we already
get 10 million possible discrete arrangements. The exper-
imental topology (i.e., how the elements are arranged)
will further increase this number greatly. Finally, each
of these optical components can have tunable parame-
ters (such as lenses’ focal lengths, laser power or split-
ting ratios of beam splitters) which lead to additional
high-dimensional continuous parameter space for each
of the previously mentioned discrete possibilities. This
vast search space contains all experimental designs possi-
ble, including those with exceptional properties. So far,
researchers have been exploring this space of possibili-
ties guided by experience, intuition and creativity — and
have uncovered countless exciting experimental configu-
rations and technologies. But due to the complexity of
this space, it might be that some powerful concepts and
techniques have not been discovered so far, and might
never be with a human-driven direct design approach.
This is where Al-based exploration techniques could pro-
vide enormous benefit, by exploring the space in a fast,
unbiased way [, 2].

Optical microscopes in today’s sense were invented 300
years ago by Antonj van Leeuwenhoek [3]. Since then,
few techniques used in the sciences have seen a simi-
larly rapid development and impact on diverse fields,
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ranging from material sciences all the way to medicine
[4=7]. Arguably, optical microscopy is currently most
widely used in biological sciences, where precise label-
ing of imaging targets enables fluorescence microscopy
with exquisite sensitivity and specificity [3, 9]. In the
past two decades, several breakthroughs have broadened
the scope of optical microscopy in this area even fur-
ther. Among them, through the ingenuity and creativity
of human researchers, the discovery of super-resolution
(SR) methods, which circumvent the classical diffrac-
tion limit of light, stand out in particular. Examples
for versatile and powerful SR techniques are STED [10],
PALM/F-PALM [11, 12], (d)STORM [13, 14], SIM [15],
and MINFLUX [16], with considerable impact in biol-
ogy [17-19], chemistry [20] and material sciences [21] for
example. Crucially, the motivation of our work goes far
beyond small-scale optimization of already known optical
techniques. Rather, this work sets out to discover novel,
experimentally viable concepts for advanced optical mi-
croscopy that are at-present entirely untapped.

We introduce XLUMINA!, an efficient open-source
framework developed using JAX [22], for the ultimate
goal of discovering new optical design principles. XLU-
MINA offers enhanced computational speed enabled by its
accelerated linear algebra compiler (XLA), just-in-time
(jit) compilation, and its seamlessly integrated automatic
vectorization or batching, auto-differentiation capabili-
ties [23] and GPU compatibility. We leverage its scope
with a specific focus on the area of SR microscopy, which
is a set of techniques that has revolutionized biological
and biomedical research over the past decade, highlighted
by the 2014 Chemistry Nobel Prize [24]. The software’s
workflow is depicted in Fig. la. Fundamentally, the sim-
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FIG. 1. Overview and performance of XLUMINA. (a) Software’s workflow, demonstrating the integrated feedback between the
AT discovery tool and the optics simulator. Stars depict experimental blueprints with exceptional and useful properties. We start
by feeding the system an initial random set of optical parameters, which shape the hardware design on a virtual optical table.
The performance of the virtual experiment is computed by the simulator, which leads to detected light (e.g., captured images
at the camera). From those simulated outputs, the objective function (for instance, the spot size), is computed. To improve the
metric of the cost function, the optimizer adjusts the optical parameters in the initial virtual setup and the cycle is repeated. The
whole process is a back-and-forth between the simulator and the optimizer, refining the setup until a convergence is observed.
(b) Average execution time (in seconds) over 100 runs, within a resolution of 2048 x 2048 pixels, for scalar and vectorial
field propagation using Rayleigh-Sommerfeld (RS, VRS) and Chirped z-transform (CZT, VCZT) algorithms in Diffractio and
XLuMINA. Times for XLUMINA correspond to runs with pre-compiled jitted functions. Our methods demonstrate enhanced
computational speeds for simulating light diffraction and propagation: a factor of x2 for RS and CZT and about x2.5 for VRS
and VCZT using the CPU. With GPU utilization, the speed increases up to two orders of magnitude with factors of x64 for
RS, x76 for CZT, x80 for VRS and x78 for VCZT. The single run data is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 1. (c) Average time
(in seconds) over 5 runs for a single gradient evaluation using numerical differentiation with Diffractio’s optical simulator (blue
dots) and autodiff methods (green triangles for CPU and magenta squares for GPU) with XLUMINA’s optical simulator for
different resolutions. The use of XLUMINA with autodiff methods improves the gradient evaluation time by a factor of x3.9-10°
in the GPU and a factor of x1.8-10* on the CPU for resolutions of 250 x 250 pixels. The superior efficiency of autodiff over
traditional numerical methods allows for highly efficient optimizations particularly employing the large high resolutions we use
(up to 20482048 pixels). (d) Average time (in seconds) over 5 runs for convergence time, using numerical differentiation with
Diffractio’s optical simulator (blue dots) and autodiff methods (green triangles for CPU and magenta squares for GPU) with
XLUMINA’s optical simulator for different resolutions. Autodiff methods on XLUMINA improves the convergence time with
respect to numerical methods by a factor of x2.1-10? in the GPU and a factor of x8.4 - 10? in the CPU for a resolution of
250 x 250 pixels. Shaded regions correspond to standard deviation values. The numerical and autodiff methods are computed
using BFGS and Adam optimizers, respectively. The speed-up magnitude for different pixel resolutions is depicted in Extended
Data Fig. 2. Further comparison across different optimizers is presented in Extended Data Fig. 3. All the experiments were
run on an Intel CPU Xeon Gold 6130 and Nvidia GPU Quadro RTX 6000.

ulator is the heart of digital discovery efforts. It trans- of possible designs) to a physical output. The physical
lates an experimental design (one point in the vast space output, such as a detector or camera output, can then



be used in an objective function to describe the desired
design goal. The simulator can either be called directly
by gradient-based optimization techniques, or it can be
used for generating the training data for deep-learning-
based surrogate models. A simulator that can be used
for automated design and discovery of new experimental
strategies must be (1) fast, (2) reliable, and (3) general.
XLUMINA’s optical simulator fulfills precisely the afore-
mentioned requirements for advanced microscopy.

The paper is structured as follows. Upon reviewing
previous work, we describe XLUMINA and highlight its
efficiency and computational speed advantage over con-
ventional approaches. We demonstrate the applicability
of our approach by rediscovering three foundational opti-
cal layouts. First, using a data-driven learning method-
ology, we rediscover an optical configuration commonly
used to adjust beam and image sizes. Then, following
pure Al-exploratory strategies within a fully continu-
ous framework we rediscover, together with new supe-
rior topologies, a beam-shaping technique as employed
in STED (stimulated emission depletion) microscopy [10]
and the SR technique exploiting optical vortices [25]. Ul-
timately, we showcase XLUMINA’s capability for gen-
uine discovery, identifying a novel solution that inte-
grates the underlying physical principles present in the
two aforementioned SR techniques into a single experi-
mental blueprint, the performance of which exceeds the
capabilities of each individual setup. We then discuss the
discovered solutions and the applicability of XLUMINA.
Finally, we conclude with final remarks and future per-
spectives.

A. Previous work

a. Optimization in microscopy Our approach is
radically different from previous strategies that employ
AT for data-driven design of single optical elements [26—

| or data analysis in microscopy, e.g. denoising, con-
trast enhancement or point-spread-function (PSF) engi-
neering [29-32]. While these techniques are influential,
they are not meant to change the principle of the experi-
mental approach or the optical layout itself. In contrast,
XLUMINA is equipped with tools to simulate, optimize
and automatically design new optical setups and con-
cepts from scratch.

b. Discovery in quantum optics Numerous
works have recently shown how to automatically design
new quantum experiments with advanced computational
methods [33-30], that has led to the discovery of new
concepts and numerous blueprints implemented in labo-
ratories [37]. Other simulators such as Strawberry fields
focus specifically on optimization in photonic quantum
computing [38].

c. Design in nanophotonics and photonic ma-
terials The field of optical inverse design focuses on
the de-novo design of nano-optical components with prac-
tical features[39, 40]. Examples include on-chip parti-

cle accelerators [11], or wavelength-division multiplexers
[12]. The main approach is the development of efficient
PDE-solvers for Maxwell’s equations, including efficient
ways to compute the gradients of the vast amount of pa-
rameters, usually by a physics-inspired technique called
the adjoint method [13, 14]. These techniques are highly
computationally expensive [45] due to their physical tar-
gets. We have different physical targets, thus can apply
various different approximations in the beam propaga-
tion which significantly speeds up our simulator. Inter-
estingly, the adjoint method can be seen as a special case
of auto-differentiation (which we use) [44].

d. Classical optics simulators Several open-
source software tools facilitate classical optics phenom-
ena simulations. Some examples are Diffractio for light
diffraction and interference simulations [416], Finesse for
simulating gravitational wave detectors [47], which do not
support auto-differentiation nor GPU compatibility; and
POPPY, developed as a part of the simulation package
of the James Webb Telescope [48], with GPU compat-
ibility but lacking autodiff capabilities. There are also
specialized resources like those focusing on the design
of Laguerre-Gaussian mode sorters utilizing multi-plane
light conversion (MPLC) methods [19, 50], which also
do not support GPU computations and autodiff. While
these software solutions offer optics simulation capabili-
ties, XLUMINA uniquely integrates simulation with Al-
driven automated design powered with JAX’s autodiff,
just-in-time compilation and automatic GPU compati-
bility.

II. SOFTWARE WORKFLOW AND
PERFORMANCE

XLUMINA allows for the simulation of classical op-
tics hardware configurations and enables the optimiza-
tion and automated discovery of new setup designs. The
software is developed using JAX [22], which provides an
advantage of enhanced computational speed (enabled by
accelerated linear algebra compiler, XLA, with just-in-
time compilation, jit) while seamlessly integrating the
auto-differentiation framework [23] and automatic GPU
compatibility. It is important to remark that our ap-
proach is not restricted to run on CPU (as NumPy-based
softwares do): due to JAX-integrated functionalities, by
default runs on GPU if available, otherwise automatically
falls back to CPU.

The ultimate goal is to discover new concepts and ex-
perimental blueprints in optics. Importantly, the most
computational expense of an optimization loop comes
from running individual optical simulations in each it-
eration. Thus, it is essential to reduce the computation
time by maximizing the speed of optical simulation func-
tions. XLUMINA is equipped with an optics simulator
which contains a diverse set of optical manipulation, in-
teraction and measurement technologies. Some specific
optical propagation implementations of XLUMINA are



inspired by the optics framework Diffractio [16]. Diffrac-
tio is a high-quality, open-source NumPy-based Python
module for optics simulation with an active developer
community, and is employed in numerous studies in op-
tics and physics in general. We have rewritten and opti-
mized these optical propagation implementations lever-
aging JAX’s jit functionality, which allows for highly ef-
ficient code execution, although it imposes some restric-
tions such as specifying all data structures’ dimensions
and ensuring their immutability at compile time. On top
of that, we developed completely new functions which sig-
nificantly expand the software capabilities, such as high-
resolution propagation methods, and numerous new op-
tical devices which made the current study possible. Fur-
ther details on the optics simulator can be found in the
Methods section. We evaluate the performance of our op-
timized functions against their counterparts in Diffractio.
The acquired run-times are shown in Fig. 1b. Clearly,
our methods significantly enhance computational speeds
for simulating light diffraction and propagation. For in-
stance, we observe a speedup of a factor of x2 for RS
(Rayleigh-Sommerfeld, a general Fast Fourier Transform-
based light propagation algorithm) and CZT (Chirped z-
transform, a speed-up version of RS) and about x2.5 for
VRS and VCZT (the vectorized versions of RS and CZT,
respectively) using the CPU. With GPU utilization, the
speedup factors are of x64 for RS, x76 for CZT, x80 for
VRS and x78 for VCZT.

To include the automated discovery feature, XLuU-
MINA’s optical simulator and optimizer are tied together
by the loss function, as depicted in Fig. la. The auto-
mated discovery tool is designed to explore the vast pa-
rameter space encompassing all possible optical designs.
When it comes to the nature of the optimizer, it can be ei-
ther direct (gradient-based) or deep learning-based (sur-
rogate models or deep generative models, e.g., variational
autoencoders [51]). In this work, we adopt a gradient-
based strategy, where the experimental setup’s parame-
ters are adjusted iteratively in the steepest descent direc-
tion. We first evaluate the time it takes for numerical and
analytical (auto-differentiation) methods to compute one
gradient evaluation and their convergence times over dif-
ferent resolutions and devices. For this purpose, we use
two gradient-descent techniques: the Broyden-Fletcher-
Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) algorithm [52], which numer-
ically computes the gradients and higher-order deriva-
tive approximations and the Adaptive moment estima-
tion (Adam) [53], an instance of the stochastic-gradient-
descent (SGD) method. While BFGS is part of the open-
source SciPy Python library [54] and operates on the
CPU, Adam is integrated within the JAX framework and
runs in both CPU and GPU. For this last, we take advan-
tage of JAX’s built-in autodiff framework and compute
analytically the gradients of the loss function. Combined
with the jit (just-in-time) compilation functionality, this
approach enables the optimizer to efficiently construct
an internal gradient function, considerably reducing the
computational time per iteration. The acquired results

are depicted in Figs. 1c and 1d. The detailed descrip-
tion of both evaluations is provided in the Methods sec-
tion. Clearly, autodiff consistently outperforms numer-
ical methods on the gradient evaluation time by up to
4 orders of magnitude on CPU and 5 orders on GPU.
In convergence time, autodiff demonstrates superior effi-
ciency up to almost 3 orders of magnitude on CPU and
4 orders on GPU. Given that certain optical elements,
such as phase masks, may operate at resolutions as high
as 2048 x 2048 pixels, the resulting search space can eas-
ily expand to around 8.4 million parameters. This makes
the use of autodiff within GPU-accelerated frameworks
more appropriate for efficient experimentation. Overall,
the computational performance of XLUMINA highlights
its suitability for running complex simulations and opti-
mizations with a high level of efficiency.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we showcase the virtual optical designs
generated by XLUMINA. As benchmarks, we aim to re-
discover three foundational experiments, each one cover-
ing different areas in optics. By increasing the complexity
of the description of light (from scalar to vectorial fields
representation), we selected: (1) an optical configuration
commonly used to adjust beam and image sizes, (2) beam
shaping as employed in STED microscopy [10], and (3)
the super-resolution technique using optical vortices de-
tailed in Ref. [25]. Finally, we demonstrate the discovery
of a new experimental blueprint within a large-scale ex-
ploration framework. For the first example, we use a
data-driven learning methodology. For the last three, we
set-up a discovery scheme where no training data is in-
volved. The showcased solutions in both scenarios are
the result from running multiple optimizations.

A. Data-driven rediscovery

The optical configuration to adjust beam and image
sizes comprises two lenses, each one positioned a fo-
cal length apart from their respective input and output
planes, f; and fs, respectively, and f; + fo from each
other. This arrangement performs optical Fourier trans-
formations of input light with magnifications determined
by the ratio fo/f1. To revisit this design with a magni-
fication of 2x, we encoded the virtual setup depicted in
Fig. 2a.

The data-driven learning approach is outlined in Fig.
2b. This workflow resembles the dynamics of training,
in a supervised way, a physical learning system [55, 50].
The system dynamically adjusts the optical elements to
effectively transform the input data into the desired con-
figuration. The cost function is computed as

L = MSE(Ipet, IaT) , (1)
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FIG. 2. Rediscovery of the optical configuration employed to magnify images. (a) Virtual optical arrangement. It consists of a
light source emitting a 650 nm wavelength Gaussian beam. Original lenses are replaced by two spatial light modulators (SLMs)
with a resolution of 1024 x 1024 and pixel size of 2.92 um. The parameter space (of ~ 2 million optical parameters) includes
the distances, z1, z2 and z3 (in millimeters) and the phase masks (in radians) of the two SLMs. (b) Data-driven discovery
scheme. Input-output sample pairs are fed into the optics simulator in batches of 10. The loss function, computed for each
virtual optical setup, evaluates the mean squared error between the intensity response of the system and the corresponding
target example from the dataset. The average loss over the batch guides the optical parameter update, which is common to all
the virtual optical setups. This cycle is repeated until convergence is reached. (c) Identified phase mask solutions for SLM#1
and SLM#2. Identified distances correspond to z1 = 10.14 cm, z2 = 5.46 cm and 23 = 7.54 cm. Input, detected intensity and
expected (ground truth) intensity patterns for (d) a simple geometry, and (e) a complex structure, the Max Planck Society’s
logo. In both cases, the identified optical design successfully inverts and magnifies 2x the input mask.

where MSE is the mean squared error between the de- B. Towards large-scale discovery
tected intensity pattern from the virtual setup, Ipe; and
the corresponding ground truth from the dataset, IgT.

The parameter space comprises 1024 x 1024 pixel phases ’ . .
and 3 optical distances (a total of ~ 2 million parame- concepts. In essence, discovering new experimental con-

ters). Further details of the optimization are provided in figurations entaﬂ's an hybrid disc.r e.zte—continuous search
the Methods section. problem. The discrete aspect originates from configur-

ing the optical network topology, whereas the continuous
part is linked to the settings of optical elements, such
as laser power and beam splitter reflectivity. Discrete-
continuous optimization is extremely difficult compu-
tationally, therefore we invent a way to translate this
hybrid discrete-continuous optimization problem into a
like quadratic phases. Notably, the reference model tra- purely cgntinuogs op tim?zation problem which can .be
ditionally uses two lenses set at specific distances, yet solved Wl_th e.ﬂiment gradlent—based method_s. We d651gn
the identified distances don’t fulfill such relation. We the quasi-universal computational ansatz illustrated in
validate the performance of the identified configuration Fig. ?)’ which is designed in a way juhat Settmg different
by imaging the triangle-shaped amplitude mask shown in (COIltIIll.lOUS) parameters leads to dlﬁ’.erent optical setup
Fig. 2d, not included in the training data. We further top.ologles. Remarkably, for a very dlscr(.ete approach of
demonstrate how the identified configuration generalizes available paraline"cers, ‘Fhe number of possible discrete ar-
to complex structures by using the Maz Planck Society’s rangements within this general framework scales up to
logo in Fig. 2e. In both cases, the detected intensity ~ 10?°. Details on this derivation can be found in the
distribution demonstrates that the optical setup inverts Methods section.

and magnifies the input shape by 2x. Now, the task of XLUMINA is to automatically dis-

We aim to use XLUMINA to discover new microscopy

The obtained results, displayed in Fig. 2c, depict lens-
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FIG. 3. General virtual optical setup for large-scale discovery schemes. Gray boxes represent fundamental building units,
each containing a super-SLM and a wave plate positioned a distance z; apart. These units are inter-connected through free

propagation distances z2, and beam splitters.

The super-SLM is a hardware-box-type which consists of two spatial light

modulators (SLMs), each one independently imprinting a phase pattern on the horizontal and vertical polarization components
of the field. The setup’s complexity and size can be arbitrarily extended by incorporating additional connections, building
units, light sources, detectors, etc. The quantization of the large-scale search space generated by this optical setup and the
analysis on the computational efficiency of XLUMINA in constructing this optical setup is provided in the Methods section.

cover new, superior topologies together with their pa-
rameter setting, using purely continuous optimization.
To achieve this, we initialize the setups with a large and
complex optical topology, inspired by other fields that
start with highly expressive initial circuits [57, 58]. From
here, XLUMINA should be able to extract much more
complex solutions which humans might not have thought
about yet [2].

To test our framework, we target XLUMINA to re-
discover the concepts of STED microscopy [10] and the
super-resolution (SR) technique using optical vortices
[25]. To do so, we conduct an exploration-based optimiz-
ing procedure which does not involve training examples.
In particular, we first explore the optimization of the
optical layout within systems containing pre-defined ele-
ments. Later on, we optimize both the optical topology
and highly parameterized elements (i.e., SLMs). Early
experiments on XLUMINA rediscovering SR-techniques
involve the use of fixed initial topologies. The obtained
results are provided in the Methods section.

1. Loss function

The loss function, £, is calculated as the inverse of
the density of the total detected intensity over a certain
threshold, I.. Thus, minimizing £ aims to maximize the
generation of small, high intensity beams. In particular,

1 _ Area

- 2

B Density

where I, is the sum of pixel intensity values greater than
the threshold value €9y, Wwhere 0 < & < 1 and 4,4, cor-
responds to the maximum detected intensity. The Area
corresponds to the total number of camera pixels fulfill-
ing the same condition. The loss function £ is common
to all the optical setups henceforth described. Impor-
tantly, light gets detected across various devices. Thus,
we compute the loss function at each detector and the
parameter update is driven by the device demonstrating
the minimum loss value. This selection is performed in a
fully differentiable manner. Details on the derivation of
the loss function are provided in the Methods section.



2. Rediscovery through exploration of optical topologies

In this section we target XLUMINA to discover opti-
cal topologies for STED [10] and the sharp focus [25]
techniques within virtual optical tables that contain ran-
domly positioned phase masks displaying fixed patterns.
The goal is to discover the optical topology using the
available optimizable optical parameters: beam split-
ter ratios, distances and wave plate’s angles. The de-
tailed description of the optimization processes hereby
conducted are provided in the Methods section.

STED microscopy [10, 59] is one of the first discovered
techniques that circumvent the classical diffraction limit
of light. The key idea of this technique is the use of two
diffraction-limited laser beams, one probe to activate (ex-
cite) the light emitters of the sample and one, doughnut-
shaped beam to deactivate its excitation in a controlled
way (depletion). Thus, the ultimately detected light is
that of the emitters laying in the central region of the
doughnut-shaped beam. This effectively reduces the area
of normal fluorescence, which leads to super-resolution
imaging. To simulate one of the fundamental concepts
of STED without having to rely on time-dependent pro-
cesses, such as the energy level relaxation times of the
excited emitters, we perform a nonlinear modulation of
the focused light based on the Beer-Lambert law [60],
commonly used to describe the optical attenuation in
light-matter interaction. The details of our model are
provided in the Methods section.

We initialize XLUMINA with the virtual optical table
in Extended Data Fig. 6a. The loss function corresponds
to equation (2) considering the radial component of the
effective beam resulting from the STED process. The dis-
covered topology is depicted in Fig. 4a. It shapes the de-
pletion beam into a doughnut using the phase mask #2,
which corresponds to the spiral phase pattern originally
used in STED microscopy. We compute the horizontal
cross-section of the focused intensity patterns for both
excitation and depletion beams (green and orange lines
in Fig. 4b, respectively) and the effective beam (dotted
blue line in Fig. 4b). The behavior across the vertical
axis yields similar features. For comparison, we also fea-
ture the radial intensity profile of the simulated STED
reference.

The generation of an ultra-sharp focus is a feature that
breaks the diffraction limit in the longitudinal direction
as demonstrated by Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs in Ref.
[25]. This super-resolution is achieved when a radially
polarized beam is tightly focused [61, 62]. We initial-
ize XLUMINA with the virtual optical table in Extended
Data Fig. 6b. The loss function corresponds to equa-
tion (2) considering the measured intensity as the field’s
longitudinal component. The discovered topology is de-
picted in Fig. 4c. It shapes the beam into a dough-
nut using a polarization converter originally used in Ref.
[25] and the spiral phase pattern from STED microscopy
(phase masks #1 and #2 in Fig. 4c, respectively). The
longitudinal intensity profiles for the reference and the

discovered solution are depicted in Fig. 4d (represented
by dotted black and green, respectively). For compar-
ison, we also feature the radial intensity profile of the
diffraction-limited beam (dotted orange line in Fig. 4d).
Remarkably, the identified solution demonstrates a spot
size close to the reference and does not feature side lobes,
which can limit practical imaging techniques.

In both cases we successfully demonstrate how XLuU-
MINA can explore different topologies in a fully continu-
ous manner: by adjusting the optical parameters, (e.g.,
beam splitter ratios), the optimizer can “turn off” the
optical paths.

Importantly, we are not restricted to the use of 3 x
3 optical grids. We conduct an optimization using an
optical grid of 6 x 6. The results are depicted in Extended
Data Fig. 7 and discussed in the Methods section.

8. Rediscovery through exploration in highly parameterized
systems

The results presented thus far predominantly involve
optical setups characterized by fixed phase masks. We
further demonstrate XLUMINA’s potential in highly pa-
rameterized, complex optical systems. We target XLuU-
MINA to rediscover the aforementioned SR techniques
within the optical table in Extended Data Fig. 8, where
super-SLMs are now optimizable. The goal here is to dis-
cover both the optical topology and the phase patterns
to imprint onto the light beams using the available opti-
mizable optical parameters (i.e., SLMs, distances, beam
splitter ratios and wave plate’s angles). The optimization
processes hereby conducted are detailed in the Methods
section.

The discovered topology and phase patterns for STED
microscopy are depicted in Figs. ba and 5b, respectively.
As for STED microscopy, the system imprints a phase
singularity onto the depletion beam to produce a dough-
nut shape. In this case, however, it also modulates the
excitation beam. The radial intensity profiles of the dis-
covered solution and the reference experiment are de-
picted in Fig. 5c.

The discovered topology phase patterns for Dorn,
Quabis and Leuchs are depicted in Figs. 5d and 5e, re-
spectively. These produce a LGy ; Laguerre-Gaussian
mode [63], which demonstrates an intensity pattern of
concentric rings with a phase singularity in its center.
Surprisingly, XLUMINA found an alternative way to im-
print a phase singularity onto the beam and produce pro-
nounced longitudinal components on the focal plane. The
longitudinal intensity profiles of the discovered solution
and the reference experiment are depicted in Fig. 5f.

Remarkably, in both cases XLUMINA successfully dis-
covered new optical solutions demonstrating similar per-
formance as the reference experiments.
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FIG. 4. Pure topological discovery within a fully continuous framework. (a) Discovered optical topology for STED microscopy
(Hell and Wichmann, 1994). The initial optical setup and phase masks used for this experiment are depicted in Extended Data
Figs. 6a and 6c, respectively. The parameter space (25 optical parameters) is defined by 9 beam splitter ratios, 8 distances and 4
wave plates (with variable phase retardance n and orientation angle ). The minimum value of the loss function is demonstrated
in detector #3. The setup topology is retrieved from detector #3 following the identified beam splitter ratios across the system.
The identified optical parameters correspond to: the beam splitter ratios, in [Transmittance, Reflectance] pairs: BS#2: [0.999,
0.000], BS#4: [0.926, 0.073], BS#5: [0.998, 0.001], BS#6: [0.001, 0.998], BS#8: [0.342, 0.658], and BS#9: [0.664, 0.336]. The
wave plate, in radians (2): n = 1.911, § = —1.697. The propagation distances (in cm) are z1 = 74.70, z2 = 34.31, z3 = 59.07,
z4 = 27.13, z5 = 36.13, z6 = 18.69, z7 = 76.03 and zs = 20.88. The phase mask #2 corresponds to the radial phase pattern
originally used in STED microscopy, which generates a doughnut-shaped beam. (b) Radial intensity profile, |E,|*> + |E,|?,
in horizontal beam section: excitation (green), depletion (orange), and super-resolution effective STED beam (dashed blue
line). The data corresponding to the original STED spiral phase are indicated with dotted lines. The excitation and depletion
beams are diffraction-limited. The effective response breaks the diffraction limit. Lateral position indicates lateral distance
from the optical axis. (c) Discovered optical topology for Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2003). The initial optical setup and
phase masks used for this experiment are depicted in Extended Data Figs. 6b and 6c, respectively. The parameter space (25
optical parameters) is defined by 9 beam splitter ratios, 8 distances and 4 wave plates (with variable phase retardance n and
orientation angle #). The minimum value of the loss function is demonstrated in detector #3. The setup topology is retrieved
from detector #3 following the identified beam splitter ratios across the system. The identified optical parameters correspond
to: the beam splitter ratios, in [Transmittance, Reflectance] pairs: BS#1: [0.000, 0.999], BS#2: [0.000, 0.999], BS#4: [0.037,
0.963], BS#5: [0.999, 0.000], BS#6: [0.030, 0.970], BS#38: [0.001, 0.999], and BS#9: [0.589, 0.411]. The wave plates, in radians
(1): n = —0.027, 6 = —1.991; and (2): n = —4.698, = —1.551. The propagation distances (in cm) are z1 = 15.27, 22 = 46.46,
z3 = 16.08, z4 = 90.66, z5 = 173.84, z6 = 121.16, z7 = 30.07 and 23 = 70.09. The phase masks #1 and #2 correspond
to the polarization converter demonstrated in Dorn, Quabis, and Leuchs (2003) and a radial phase pattern originally used
in STED microscopy, respectively. Both phase patterns generate, independently, a doughnut-shaped beam. (d) Normalized
longitudinal intensity profile, |E,|?, for Dorn, Quabis, and Leuchs (2003) and the identified solution (black dotted, and green
lines, respectively) and radial intensity profile, |E;|? 4+ |E,|?, of the diffraction-limited linearly polarized beam (orange dotted
line). Lateral position indicates lateral distance from the optical axis. The spot size is computed as ¢ = (7/4)FWHM,FWHM,,
where FWHM denotes for Full Width Half Maximum. The discovered approach breaks the diffraction limit, demonstrating
a spot size close to the reference. Remarkably, it does not feature side lobes (indicated with a gray arrow), which can limit
practical imaging techniques.
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FIG. 5. Rediscovery of optical solutions within highly parameterized optical systems. (a) Discovered optical topology for STED
microscopy (Hell and Wichmann, 1994). The initial optical setup is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 8a. The parameter space
(~ 4 million optical parameters) is defined by 3 super-SLMs (i.e., 6 SLMs) of (824 x 824) pixel resolution and a computational
pixel size of 6.06um, 9 beam splitter ratios, 8 distances and 3 wave plates (with variable phase retardance n and orientation
angle 0). The minimum value of the loss function is demonstrated in detector #2. The setup topology is retrieved from
detector #2 following the identified beam splitter ratios across the system. The identified optical parameters correspond to:
the beam splitter ratios, in [Transmittance, Reflectance] pairs: BS#1: [0.000, 0.999], BS#2: [0.201, 0.799], BS#H5: [0.000,
0.999], and BS#6: [0.999, 0.000]. The wave plates, in radians (1): n = —1.39, § = —1.64, and (2): n = —1.61, § = —0.86. The
propagation distances (in cm) are z1 = 59.52, zo = 10.14, 23 = 76.36, 24 = 17.93, z5 = 37.07, z6 = 65.95, and z7 = 38.68. (b)
Discovered phase patterns for sSLM #1 and sSLM #2. (c) Radial intensity profile, |E|* + |Ey|?, in horizontal beam section:
excitation (green), depletion (orange), and super-resolution effective STED beam (dashed blue line). The data corresponding
to the original STED experiment - i.e., computed using a spiral phase mask - are indicated with dotted lines. Lateral position
indicates lateral distance from the optical axis. (d) Discovered virtual optical setup topology for Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs
(2003). The initial optical setup is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 8b. The parameter space (~ 6.2 million optical parameters)
is defined by 3 super-SLMs (i.e., 6 SLMs) of (1024 x 1024) pixel resolution and a computational pixel size of 4.8um, 9 beam
splitter ratios, 8 distances and 3 wave plates (with variable phase retardance n and orientation angle #). The minimum value of
the loss function is demonstrated in detector #6. The setup topology is retrieved from detector #6 following the identified beam
splitter ratios across the system. The identified optical parameters correspond to: the beam splitter ratios, in [Transmittance,
Reflectance] pairs: BS#2: [0.999, 0.000], BS#5: [0.000, 0.999], BS#6: [0.000, 0.999], and BS#9: [0.999, 0.000]. The wave
plate’s n = 1.51, 0 = 3.95; propagation distances (in cm): z3 = 20.49, z4 = 63.26, 27 = 47.92 and zs = 31.33. (c¢) Discovered
phase patterns for sSLM #2. (d) Normalized longitudinal intensity profile, |E.|?, for Dorn, Quabis, and Leuchs (2003) and
the identified solution (black dotted, and green lines, respectively) and radial intensity profile, |E,|* +|Ey|?, of the diffraction-
limited linearly polarized beam (orange dotted line). Lateral position indicates lateral distance from the optical axis. The
spot size is computed as ¢ = (7/4)FWHM,FWHM,, where FWHM denotes for Full Width Half Maximum. The discovered
approach breaks the diffraction limit, demonstrating a larger spot size as the reference. However, it does not feature side lobes
(indicated with a gray arrow), which can limit practical imaging techniques.

C. Discovery of a new experimental blueprint tual setup depicted in Extended Data Fig. 8. The loss
function corresponds to equation (2) considering the to-
Finally, we demonstrate the capability of XLUMINA tal intensity of the effective beam resulting from the emu-
) . . . .
for genuine discovery. We initialize the system in the vir- lated STED process. The details of the optimization are
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FIG. 6. Discovery of a new experimental blueprint within a highly parameterized optical setup. The initial optical setup is
depicted in Extended Data Fig. 8. The parameter space comprises 6 x (824 x 824) pixel phases, 8 extra optical modulation
parameters corresponding to the phase masks and 8 distances (a total of ~ 4 million optical parameters). (a) Discovered optical
topology. The minimum value of the loss is demonstrated in detector #2. The setup topology is easily retrieved from detector
#2 following the identified beam splitter ratios across the system. The identified optical parameters correspond to: the beam
splitter ratios, in [Transmittance, Reflectance] pairs: BS#1: [0.000, 0.999], BS#2: [0.338, 0.662], BS#H5: [0.000, 0.999], and
BS#6: [0.999, 0.000]. The wave plates, in radians (1): n = 1.09, § = 0.28, and (2): n = 0.19, § = —3.16. The propagation
distances (in cm) are z1 = 29.98, z2 = 56.91, z3 = 58.28, z4 = 99.91, z5 = 42.89, z6 = 53.96, and z7 = 50.96. (b) Discovered
phase masks corresponding to the super-SLM (sSLM) in (1) and (2). (c) Total intensity (|Es|*> + |Ey|*> + |E|*) horizontal
cross-section of the detected light beams of 650 nm (orange), 532 nm (green), and effective beam emulating stimulated emission
(dashed blue). (d) Horizontal cross-section of the normalized total intensity (|Ez|* + |Ey|*> + |E.|?) of the effective beam from
the discovered solution (blue), the simulated STED reference (dashed red), and the simulated reference (dotted black) using
532 nm wavelength. The discovered solution outperforms both simulated references for STED microscopy and the sharp focus
from Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2003).

provided in the Methods section. The discovered topol-
ogy and identified phase patterns are depicted in Figs.
6a and 6b, respectively. The detected intensity topolo-
gies reveal the system generates a doughnut-shaped and
a Gaussian-like beams. We compute the vertical cross-
section of the focused intensity patterns for both beams
and the resulting effective beam (green, orange and dot-
ted blue lines in Fig. 6c, respectively). The horizon-
tal cross-section exhibits analogous features. We further
compare the effective beam intensity with the simulated
STED reference [10] and the the discovered Gaussian-like
beam with the simulated sharp focus reference [25]. The

obtained results are showcased in Fig. 6d. Strikingly, the
discovered solution exploits the underlying physical con-
cepts of two aforementioned optical systems. On the one
hand, it generates a doughnut-shaped “depletion” beam
as demonstrated in Ref. [10]. On the other hand, it gen-
erates a Gaussian-like “excitation” signal with a sharper
focus, achieving smaller effective intensity spots resulting
from the STED process. The discovered solution show-
cases an effective beam profile which is sharper than the
simulated STED reference. This occurs due to the en-
hanced sharpening of the longitudinal component of the
excitation beam, which demonstrates similar profile as



the simulated sharp focus reference [25]. To the best of
our knowledge, this technique has never been discussed
in the scientific literature before. Regardless of its physi-
cal realizability, this solution demonstrates the ability of
XLUMINA to uncover interesting solutions within highly
complex systems.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we present XLUMINA, a highly effi-
cient computational framework with seamlessly inte-
grated auto-differentiation capabilities, just-in-time com-
pilation, automatic vectorization and GPU compatibil-
ity, for the discovery of novel optical setups in super-
resolution microscopy.

We demonstrate the high-performance and efficiency of
XLUMINA with a computational speed-up of x 2.1 -10*
on GPU, and x 8.4-10% on CPU, compared to standard
numerical optimization methods. We further prove the
accuracy and reliability of our methods by successfully re-
discovering three foundational optical experiments. More
significantly, within a large-scale discovery framework,
XLUMINA identified a novel experimental blueprint that
breaks the diffraction limit by integrating the physical
principles of two well-known super-resolution techniques.

Having laid the groundwork with XLUMINA for an effi-
cient, versatile optics simulator, many other microscopy
and imaging techniques follow as a natural extension.
For example, by enabling time information using algo-
rithms iterating over the simulator, light scattering of
probe samples can be easily implemented, enabling sys-
tems such as iSCAT [64], structured illumination mi-
croscopy [65], and localization microscopy [66]. Also,
inspired by the work in [29], we could leverage similar ap-
proaches to optimize hardware-software discovery within
our extensive framework. Additionally, one could formu-
late interesting experiments (e.g., in low light conditions)
where the use of noise or loss sources (e.g., absorption,
vibration, etc.) become relevant.

Additionally, XLLUMINA provides already the basis for
an expansion to complex quantum optics microscopy
techniques [67] or other quantum imaging techniques [68],
as a quantum of light (i.e., a photon) is nothing else
than an excitation of the modes of the electromagnetic
field. Looking further into the future, one can expect that
matter-wave beams (governed by Schrodinger’s equation,
which is closely related to the paraxial wave equation, a
special case of the electromagnetic field) can be simu-
lated in the same framework. This might allow for the
Al-based design of microscopy techniques which could
harness entirely new ideas combining light and complex
matter wave beams such as electron-beams [69-71] or
coherent beams of high-mass particles [72]. Ultimately,
bringing so far unexplored concepts from diverse areas
of physics to microscopy applications is at the heart of
Al-driven discovery in this area, and we hope that this
work constitutes a first step in this direction.
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V. METHODS
A. Features and performance of XLuminA

In this section we provide the detailed description of
XLUMINA’s simulation features and performance. The
simulator enables, among many other features, to de-
fine light sources (of any wavelength and power), phase
masks (i.e., spatial light modulators, SLMs), polariz-
ers, variable retarders (e.g., wave plates, WPs), diffrac-
tion gratings, and high numerical aperture (NA) lenses
to replicate strong focusing conditions. Light prop-
agation and diffraction is simulated by two methods,
each available for both scalar and vectorial regimes: the
fast-Fourier-transform (FFT) based numerical integra-
tion of the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld (RS) diffraction inte-
gral [73, 74] and the Chirped z-transform (CZT) [75].
The CZT is an accelerated version of the RS algorithm,
which allows for arbitrary selection and sampling of the
region of interest. These algorithms are based on the
FFT and require a reasonable sampling for the calcula-
tion to be accurate [76]. In our simulations we consider
light sources emitting Gaussian beams of 1.2 mm beam
waist. To avoid possible boundary-generated artifacts
during the simulation, we define these beams in larger
computational spaces of 4 mm or 5 mm. Thus, the pixel
resolutions often span 1024 x 1024, or 2048 x 2048.

Some functionalities of XLUMINA’s optics simulator
(e.g., optical propagation algorithms, planar lens or am-
plitude masks) are inspired in an open-source NumPy-
based Python module for diffraction and interferometry
simulation, Diffractio [16], although we have rewritten
and modified these approaches to combine them with
JAX just-in-time (jit) functionality. In essence, jit com-
pilation optimizes sequences of operations together and
runs them at once. For this purpose, the first run of a
jitted function builds an abstract representation of the se-
quence of operations specified by the function. This rep-
resentation encodes the shape and the data-type (dtype)
of the arrays - but is agnostic to the values of such arrays.
If the input shapes and dtypes are not modified, the ab-
stract structure of the function can be then re-used for
subsequent runs, without re-compilation, which allows to
execute the subsequent calls faster. However, if the input
shape or dtype is modified, the function automatically
gets re-compiled. This will cause an extra overhead time
due to the extraction of a new abstract structure of the
function for the new shapes/dtypes. On top of that, we
developed completely new functions (e.g., beam splitters,
WPs or propagation through high NA objective lens with
CZT methods, to name a few) which significantly expand
the software capabilities. The most important hardware
addition on the optical simulator are the SLMs, each
pixel of which possesses an independent (and variable)
phase value. They serve as a universal approximation
for phase masks, including lenses, and offer a computa-
tional advantage: given a specific pixel resolution, they
allow for unrestricted phase design selection. Such flexi-



bility is crucial during the parameter space exploration,
as it allows the software to autonomously probe all po-
tential solutions. In addition, we defined under the name
of super-SLM (sSLM) a hardware-box-type which con-
sists of two SLMs, each one independently imprinting a
phase mask on the horizontal and vertical polarization
components of the field each.

To evaluate the performance of numerical and auto-
differentiation methods we chose to use BFGS (from
SciPy’s Python library) and Adam (included in the JAX
library) as optimizers. Further comparison including
SGD (Stochastic-Gradient-Descent), AdaGrad (Adap-
tive Gradient) and AdamW (Adam with weight decay)
is presented in Extended Data Fig. 3. As the optical
system, we set-up a Gaussian beam propagating over a
distance z and interacting with a phase mask. The ob-
jective function is the mean squared error between the
detected light and the ground truth, characterized by a
Gaussian beam with a spiral phase imprinted on its wave-
front. We initialize the system with an arbitrary phase
mask configuration. We first evaluate the computational
time for a single gradient evaluation for numerical and
autodiff methods across different computational window
sizes (from 10 x 10 up to 500 x 500 pixels) and devices
(CPU and GPU). We keep the default settings for BEGS.
For Adam, the step size is set to 0.1. The optimization
process is terminated if there is no improvement in the
loss value (meaning it has not decreased below the best
value recorded), over 50 consecutive iteration steps. For
each resolution window, we collect the convergence time
of both optimizers and divide it by the total number of
gradient evaluations for BFGS and the total number of
steps for Adam. The acquired gradient evaluation times
correspond to the mean value over 5 runs. Obtained
results are depicted in Fig. lc. It is clear how autodiff
outperforms numerical methods by up to 4 orders of mag-
nitude on CPU and 5 orders of magnitude when running
in the GPU. The advantage over larger sizes is clear given
that we run simulations with resolutions of 1024 x 1024
and 2024 x 2048 pixels.

We then conduct the evaluation of the convergence
time for both methods. We keep the aforementioned
settings for the optimizers. We initialize the systems
5 times and compute their mean value. The acquired
results are depicted in Fig. 1d. On the CPU, nu-
merical methods exhibit exponential scaling in conver-
gence time, reaching about 4.5 - 10* seconds (roughly
12 hours) for 250 x 250 pixel resolution. In contrast,
autodiff demonstrates superior efficiency, reducing it to
roughly 53 seconds. GPU optimization performance is
even more pronounced, reaching convergence in 0.24 sec-
onds for 250 x 250 pixels, and 16 seconds for a resolution
of 500 x 500.
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B. Data-driven rediscovery

In this section we provide the details of the data-
driven learning approach outlined in Fig. 2b. The train-
ing dataset is composed of 18,000 [input, output] inten-
sity sample pairs. Each sample consists of a Gaussian
beam shaped by amplitude masks in various forms (cir-
cles, rectangles, squares and rings), with varying sizes
and orientations. The corresponding output for each in-
put is an inverted version, magnified by a factor of 2,
using homogeneous intensity distribution. The training
process involves feeding the input mask into the virtual
optical setup. The cost function for each optical setup
is computed as the mean squared error between the de-
tected intensity pattern from the virtual setup and the
corresponding target mask from the dataset. We select
training examples in batches of 10 and evaluate the cur-
rent setup response and its loss value. The average loss
over the batch guides the update of the optical param-
eters, repeating this cycle until convergence is reached.
The parameter space (of ~ 2 million optical parameters)
includes the three distances and the phase masks of the
two SLMs with a resolution of 1024 x 1024 pixels. We
set-up the AdamW optimizer with a step size of 0.01 and
a weight decay of 10~%. The optimization is terminated
if there is no improvement in the loss value (i.e., it has
not decreased below the best value recorded), over 500
consecutive iteration steps. This condition is checked ev-
ery 500 steps. We start the optimization with randomly
initialized optical parameters with values between 0 and
1. The discovered solution is depicted in Fig. 2c. It was
identified in about 2.4 hours on the GPU. The loss value
evolution over the number of iteration steps is depicted
in Extended Data Fig. 9a.

C. Towards large-scale discovery

In this section we detail the methodology for the op-
timizations conducted using our quasi-universal compu-
tational ansatz, a purely continuous framework. We
first discuss the enormous search space corresponding to
large-scale optical setups and the performance of XLuU-
MINA in building such a general framework. Then, we
provide the derivation of the loss function in equation
(2) and our simulated emission depletion model. Finally,
we provide the details for running the optimizations for
STED microscopy and the super-resolution technique ex-
ploiting light vortices in three different scenarios, using:
(1) fixed optical topologies, (2) optimizable topologies
and optical parameters within low parameterized sys-
tems, and (3) optimizable topologies and optical parame-
ters within highly parameterized, complex optical setups.



1. The large-scale search space

The large-scale optical setup depicted in Fig. 3 con-
sists 6 light sources that emit linearly polarized Gaussian
beams with different wavelengths (e.g., 625 nm, 530 nm
and 470 nm). Through 82 vectorial propagation (vec-
torial Rayleigh-Sommerfeld, VRS), these beams inter-
act with a total of 9 beam splitters, 24 sSLMs (i.e., 48
SLMs), 24 wave plates, and get ultimately detected by 6
high NA objective lenses focusing on light detectors.

We analyze the number of possible discrete arrange-
ments within this general optical setup. For a very dis-
crete approach of beam splitter ratios (either transmit,
reflect or have light in both arms) and only allowing the
SLMs and wave plates (WP) to be switched ON/OFF
(i.e., displaying a constant zero phase or adding zero re-
tardance to the incoming light), the number of possible
discrete layouts is of

NDiscrete layouts = 39BS : 24SSLM ' 224WP =2 1020. (3)

All these are considering that the available beam split-
ter ratios are restricted to 3 values and the SLMs and
wave plates to turn ON/OFF, respectively. In practice,
beam splitter ratios and phase values are continuous vari-
ables and can take any value (from 0 to 1 and —7 to ,
respectively) which increases even more the dimension of
our search space.

In the following Table I we present a summary detailing
the main properties of the six optimizations conducted
within our large-scale ansatz: the number of tunable el-
ements, the dimension of the parameter space and the
available number of topologies.

TABLE I. Outline of the main properties of the six digital ex-
periments conducted within our large-scale ansatz. Displays
the total number of tunable elements, the dimension of the
parameter space and the available topologies.

Experiment # tunable Parameter # available

Fig. elements space topologies
(Fig. #) P polog
Fig. 4a 5
Fig. dc 21 25 10
Ext. Data 18
Fig. 7 50 52 10
Fig. 5a ~ 4 million 7
Fig. 5d 26 ~ 6.3 million 10
Fig. 6 26 ~ 4 million 107

2. Performance on large-scale optical setups

We evaluate the efficiency of XLUMINA by measuring
the computational time it takes to construct the large-
scale optical setup depicted in Fig. 3 and comparing
it with respect to Diffractio across different resolutions
(from 10 x 10 to 1024 x 1024 pixels) and devices (CPU
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and GPU). The resulting times, measured across varying
computational window sizes, are depicted in Extended
Data Fig. 5.

Diffractio exhibits a notable exponential increase in
its computational time past the size of 300 x 300 pixels,
showing running times of almost 6 minutes for a resolu-
tion of 1024 x 1024 pixels. For smaller sizes, the efficiency
of NumPy’s dispatch overhead times becomes relevant,
making it faster in such regimes. In fact, when consid-
ering resolutions up to 200 x 200 pixels, XLUMINA ex-
periences significant overhead times (on both CPU and
GPU). These are attributed to JAX’s dispatch overhead.
Although this time is independent of the size of the ar-
rays, it becomes more pronounced when multiple opera-
tions are performed on smaller arrays. However, as ar-
ray size increases, the dispatch costs diminish, highlight-
ing the benefits of JAX’s accelerated linear algebra and
just-in-time compilation. When running on CPU, XLu-
MINA outperforms Diffractio, exhibiting superior scala-
bility in both initial and subsequent runs. For example,
for 1024 x 1024 pixels, XLUMINA operates in nearly half
the time (2.5 minutes) required by Diffractio. This ad-
vantage becomes even more pronounced when XLUMINA
operates on a GPU. The initial run times remain fairly
consistent across various computational window sizes,
ranging from 14 to 16 seconds. Subsequent runs exhibit
similar consistency, with times around 3 to 3.7 seconds
up to 500 x 500 pixels and 6 seconds for 1024 x 1024
pixels.

8. Stimulated emission depletion model

STED microscopy [10, 59] is based on excitation and
spatially targeted depletion of fluorophores. In order to
achieve this, a Gaussian-shaped excitation beam and a
doughnut-shaped depletion beam (generated by imprint-
ing a spiral phase into its wavefront) are concentrically
overlapped. The depletion beam has zero intensity in
the center, where the excitation beam has its maximum.
Fluorophores that are not in the center of the beams
are forced to emit at the wavelength of the depletion
beam. Their emission is spectrally filtered out. Only
fluorophores in the center of the beams are allowed to
fluoresce normally, and only their emission is ultimately
detected. This effectively reduces the area of normal flu-
orescence, which leads to super-resolution imaging.

We simulate one of the fundamental concepts of STED
microscopy without having to rely on time-dependent
processes related to absorption and fluorescence. To do
so, we perform a nonlinear modulation of the intensity of
the excitation and depletion beams based on the Beer-
Lambert law [60]. We define the effective fluorescence
that would ultimately be detected as:

I = Iex [1 -8 (1 - e—(fdep/few)} , (4)

where Iox and Igep correspond to the excitation and de-
pletion intensities, respectively, and 0 < § < 1 captures



the quenching efficiency of the depletion beam. This ex-
pression bounds the effect of the depletion beam such
that scenarios with negative effective intensity or unreal-
istically high values are avoided. In particular, assuming
a perfect efficiency of the depletion beam in suppress-
ing the excitation (i.e., 8 = 1), we obtain an expression
resembling the Beer-Lambert law:

Ieff — Iex . e_(ldep/ICX) . (5)

Thus, the effective detected light falls off exponentially
with the intensity ratio Iqep/Iex. In the limit case where
there is no excitation intensity, Iox = 0, the detected light
is zero as well, I, = 0. If there is no depletion intensity,
I4ep = 0, the detected light corresponds to the excitation
beam I.¢ = I.x. The trivial case of null efficiency in the
quenching, 5 = 0, leads to the same result.

To evaluate the nonlinear effect we consider 5 = 1 and
Tgep = %Iex. From equation (4) we obtain

Ig = Iexe V2 = 061y . (6)

Now, by slightly increasing the depletion energy, e.g.,
Tgep = %Iex, it reads

Togp = Ioxe 3% ~ 0.21, . (7)

Therefore, a small change in the depletion energy causes
a large effect in the effective intensity. As a further ex-
ample, if we set an intermediate efficiency of 8 = 0.5 and
Tgep = %Iex we obtain

1+e 1/2

Ieff = Iex |: 2

} ~ 0.81ox . (8)

which clearly demonstrates the effect of diminishing the
efficiency of the suppression. Overall, we successfully im-
printed the nonlinear behavior of the quenching for differ-
ent range of effectiveness, achieving a realistic, bounded
physical model for STED.

4. Loss function

The loss function, £, is inversely proportional to the
total detected intensity density that is above a specified
intensity threshold, I.. Thus, minimizing £ aims to max-
imize the generation of small, high intensity beams. In
particular, it reads

B 1 _ Area
~ Density  I.

(9)

The total intensity I. above the threshold is computed
as

N

I = Zia(k7 l) ) (10)

k,l
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where N is the total number of pixels in the camera’s
sensor and i.(k,1) represents the intensity value at each
pixel once the threshold condition is applied. This con-
dition is defined as follows:

Zg(k7l) _ {Zdet(kvl) if Zdet(kal) > Elmax » (11)

0 otherwise ,

where iqet (K, 1) is the intensity value at the i-th row and
j-th column in the detected 2D intensity pattern, €inax
(with 0 < e < 1) is the threshold value, with . being
the maximum intensity value in the entire 2D detector
array.

The Area is determined using a variation of the Heavi-
side function © applied to i., quantifying the area where
the intensity is above the threshold:

N
Area =Y " O(ic(k,1)) , (12)

k,l

where N is the total number of pixels in the camera’s
sensor and ©(i.(k,1)) is defined as:

. 1 ifi.(k,1) >0,
O(ic(k, 1)) = 13
(i(k, 1)) {0 otherwise . (13)
Therefore, the loss function can be read as follows:
N .
1 A O(ic(k,1
v SHOGHD)

Density I, ZQ’I i (k1)

It is important to note that the camera pixel selection
in equation (13) is a discrete operation. However, JAX
offers some interesting capabilities due to its integrated
autodiff framework. In particular, control flow operations
in JAX are supported and differentiable. Therefore, we
compute the loss function in a fully differentiable manner
using jax.numpy.where().

5. Rediscovery through exploration within fized topologies

To test the capabilities of XLUMINA, we first conduct
the rediscovery the beam shaping as employed in STED
microscopy and the super-resolution technique employing
optical vortices using optical setups with a fixed optical
topology.

STED microscopy: In this instance, we initialize the
system using the optical setup in Extended Data Fig. 4a.
The parameter space corresponds to the 2048 x 2048 pix-
els of the SLM (~ 4 million optical parameters), with
a pixel size of 1.95 um. The loss function corresponds
to equation (2) considering the radial component of the
effective beam, |E,|? + |Ey|? and € = 0.7. We simulate
the stimulated emission depletion effect, using equation
(4) with the efficiency set to = 1. We set-up the Adam
optimizer with a step size of 0.01 and initialize the sys-
tem in a random initial phase mask. The optimization is



terminated if there is no improvement in the loss value
over 500 consecutive iteration steps. This condition is
checked every 100 steps. The system converged into a
pattern alike to the spiral phase in roughly 7 minutes us-
ing a GPU. The phase mask used to compute the refer-
ence experiment and the identified solution are depicted
in Extended Data Fig. 4b. To highlight the doughnut
shape of the depletion beam, we compute the vertical
cross-section of the focused intensity patterns for both
excitation and depletion beams (green and orange lines
in Extended Data Fig. 4c, respectively) and the effec-
tive beam (dotted blue line in Fig. Extended Data Fig.
4c¢). The behavior across the horizontal axis yields sim-
ilar features. In addition, we systematically change the
relative beam intensities as depicted in Extended Data
Fig. 4d. We observe the inverse square root scaling of
the effective beam diameter relative to the intensity ratio
as demonstrated for STED microscopy [10].

While the spiral phase mask features a consistent and
gradual phase variation across the spiral, this progression
is not as evident in the discovered solution. Furthermore,
we would like to emphasize the remarkably low noise con-
tribution on the identified phase pattern. Other solutions
presented noisy phase patterns which failed to achieve the
essential doughnut-shaped depletion beam. Real-world
STED setups demand almost perfect phase patterns and
alignment of components; even minor errors can com-
promise STED. Remarkably, without prior knowledge,
our system detected this sensitivity, converging towards
a smooth phase pattern. Moreover, despite both the exci-
tation and depletion beams being diffraction-limited, the
effective response is sub-diffraction. Such outcomes ac-
centuate the success of XLUMINA in identifying crucial
components intrinsic to STED microscopy.

Sharper focus with optical vortices: In this in-
stance, we initialize the system using the optical setup in
Extended Data Fig. 4e. The parameter space is defined
by two SLMs with a resolution of 2048 x 2048 pixels with
a pixel size of 2.44 pum each, one WP with with variable
phase retardance n and orientation angle 6, and three
distances (~ 8.4 million optical parameters). The loss
function corresponds to equation (2) considering the in-
tensity of the longitudinal component |E,|?, and € = 0.7.
We set-up the Adam optimizer with a step size of 0.03
and initialize the system with random optical parameters
with values between 0 and 1. The stopping condition for
the optimizer is the same as for STED microscopy: the
optimization is terminated if there is no improvement in
the loss value over 500 consecutive iteration steps. This
condition is checked every 100 steps. The phase masks
to simulate the reference experiment and the identified
solution are depicted in Extended Data Figs. 4f and 4g,
respectively. The system converged after roughly 2 hours
using a GPU. The discovered patterns produce an LG5 ;
Laguerre-Gaussian mode, which demonstrates an inten-
sity pattern of concentric rings with a phase singularity in
its center. Surprisingly, XLUMINA found an alternative
way to imprint a phase singularity onto the beam and

15

produce pronounced longitudinal components on the fo-
cal plane. The longitudinal intensity profiles for the refer-
ence and the discovered solution are depicted in Extended
Data Fig. 4h (represented by dotted black and green, re-
spectively). For comparison, we also feature the radial
intensity profile of the diffraction-limited beam (dotted
orange line in Extended Data Fig. 4h). The identified
solution showcases a radial intensity doughnut shape and
surpasses the diffraction limit in the longitudinal compo-
nent demonstrating a spot size slightly larger than the
reference.

6. Rediscovery through exploration of optical topologies

To further prove the capability of XLUMINA to dis-
cover new optical topologies of already existing solutions,
we conduct two optimizations using our quasi-universal
optical setup scheme. The goal is to discover the optical
topology using the available optimizable optical parame-
ters (i.e., distances, beam splitter ratios and wave plate’s
angles).

Crucially, light is detected across six different devices.
Therefore, we compute the loss function at each detector
and the parameter update is driven by the detector that
shows the minimum value of the loss. We conduct this
selection by using a differentiable, smooth approximation
using jax.nn.logsumexp() as:

def softmin(l_det, beta):
return - logsumexp(-beta * 1_det)/ beta,

where 1_det is the array of the loss values corresponding
to each detector and beta is the strength of the modula-
tion.

We first target XLUMINA to discover new topolo-
gies for STED microscopy [10] and Dorn, Quabis and
Leuchs (2003) [25] using a virtual optical table featuring
randomly positioned phase masks displaying fixed (non-
optimizable) phase patterns.

In particular, to rediscover the concept of STED mi-
croscopy, we initialize the 3 x 3 optical setup in Extended
Data Fig. 6a, using light sources emitting linearly po-
larized light of 632.8 nm and 530 nm wavelengths and
four phase masks of 824 x 824 pixel resolution (PM#1 to
PM+#4 in Extended Data Fig. 6a) displaying the fixed
phase patterns depicted in 6b. The parameter space (of
25 optical parameters) is defined by 9 symmetric beam
splitter ratios, 8 distances and 4 wave plates with vari-
able retardance and orientation (BS#1 to BS#9, z1 to zs
and WP#1 to WP#4 in Extended Data Fig. 6a, respec-
tively). The loss function corresponds to equation (2)
considering the radial component of the effective beam re-
sulting from the STED process, |E,|?+|E,|*> and € = 0.5.
We simulate the stimulated emission depletion effect us-
ing equation (4) with the efficiency set to 5 = 1. We set-
up the AdamW optimizer with a step size of 1072 and a
weight decay of 10~%4. The system is initialized with ran-
dom optical parameters with values between 0 and 1. The



optimization is terminated if there is no improvement
in the loss value over 500 consecutive iteration steps.
This condition is checked every 100 steps. The loss value
evolution over the number of iteration steps is depicted
in Extended Data Fig. 9b. The system converged (in
roughly 35 minutes using a GPU) into the topology high-
lighted in Fig. 4a, demonstrating the smallest loss value
in the detector #3. To retrieve the discovered topology,
one can identify the optical path following the light, in
reverse, from the detector #3. First, the beam splitter
BS#9 has 66.4% transmittance, which implies that light
is coming from BS#8 and BS#6. In one hand, BS#8
has a reflectance value of 65.8%, meaning that most of
the light comes from BS#5. On the other hand, BS#6
has a reflectance value of 99.8%, meaning that light also
comes from BS#5 which, in turn, has a transmittance
value of 99.8%. Due to BS#5 being fully transmissi-
ble, light paths can be easily redirected to BS#2 and
BS#4, with transmission values of 99.9% and 92.6%,
respectively. Thus, the Gaussian beam emerging from
source #2 goes through the setup without being modu-
lated and light from source #b5 interacts with phase mask
#2, generating a doughnut-shaped beam in the detector

#3.

To rediscover the physical principle exploited in Dorn,
Quabis and Leuchs (2003) we initialize the 3 x 3 optical
setup in Extended Data Fig. 6b, using light sources emit-
ting linearly polarized light of 632.8 nm wavelength and
four phase masks (of 1024 x 1024 pixel resolution) display-
ing the fixed phase patterns depicted in 6b. The parame-
ter space (25 optical parameters) is defined by 9 symmet-
ric beam splitter ratios, 8 distances and 4 wave plates (re-
tardance and orientation). The loss function corresponds
to equation (2) considering the intensity of the elec-
tromagnetic field’s longitudinal component, |E,|?, and
e = 0.7. We set-up the AdamW optimizer with a step
size of 1072 and a weight decay of 107%. The system
is initialized with random optical parameters with val-
ues between 0 and 1. The optimization is terminated if
there is no improvement in the loss value over 500 con-
secutive iteration steps. This condition is checked every
100 steps. The loss value evolution over the number of
iteration steps is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 9c.
The system converged (in roughly 1 hour using a GPU)
into the topology highlighted in Fig. 4b, demonstrat-
ing the smallest loss value in the detector #3. Alike for
the previous example, we retrieve the discovered topol-
ogy following the light from the detector #3. First, the
beam splitter BS#9 has 58.9% transmittance, which im-
plies that light is coming from BS#8 and BS#6. In one
hand, BS#8 has a reflectance value of 99.9%, meaning
that light comes from BS#5. On the other hand, BS#6
has a reflectance value of 97.0%, meaning that light also
comes from BS#5 which, in turn, has a transmittance
value of 99.9%. Due to BS#5 being fully transmissi-
ble, light paths can be easily redirected to BS#2 and
BS#4, with reflectance values of 99.9% and 96.3%, re-
spectively. Which leads to BS#1 with a transmittance
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value of 99.9%. Thus, the light emerging from sources #1
and #4 interacts, independently, with the phase masks
#1 and #2, respectively, imprinting phase singularities
in the center of the beam generating doughnut-shaped
beams. Light gets ultimately combined before detector
#6.

Importantly, we are not restricted to the use of 3 x 3
optical grids. Thus, we conduct the same optimization
procedure for Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2003) this time
within a 6 x 6 optical system. The obtained results are
depicted in Extended Data Fig. 7. The optical sys-
tem, depicted in Extended Data Fig. T7a, consists of
12 light sources emitting a 635 nm wavelength Gaussian
beam that are linearly polarized at 45° interacting with
36 beam splitters and four phase masks displaying the
fixed phase patterns in Extended Data Fig. 7b. The
loss function corresponds to equation (2) considering the
intensity of the electromagnetic field’s longitudinal com-
ponent, |E,|?, and € = 0.7. We set-up the AdamW opti-
mizer with a step size of 0.05 and a weight decay of 10~%.
The system is initialized with random optical parameters
with values between 0 and 1. The optimization is termi-
nated if there is no improvement in the loss value over
500 consecutive iteration steps. This condition is checked
every 100 steps. The system converged (in roughly 1 hour
using a GPU) into the topology highlighted in Extended
Data Fig. 7c., demonstrating the smallest loss value in
the detector #3. The identified solution displays similar
spot size as the reference (see Extended Data Fig. 7d).

7. Rediscovery through exploration in highly parameterized
systems

We further task XLUMINA to discover new topologies
within larger parameter spaces, this time enabling the
system to optimize the SLMs masks instead of having
fixed phase patterns. The goal here is to discover both
the optical topology using the available optical parame-
ters (i.e., distances, beam splitter ratios and wave plate’s
angles) and the phase patterns to imprint onto the light
beams (i.e., using SLMs).

For this purpose we build the 3 x 3 optical setup de-
picted in Extended Data Fig. 8. It consists of six light
sources emitting linearly polarized Gaussian beams of
wavelengths 650 nm and 532 nm. Three building blocks,
which contain one super-SLM (i.e., two SLMs imprint-
ing independent phase masks to orthogonal polarization
states) and a wave plate separated a distance z, are
placed within the diagonal of the grid (grey boxes in
Extended Data Fig. 8). Light gets ultimately detected
across six detectors. As discussed in the previous sec-
tion, the loss function is computed at each detector, the
parameter update is driven by the device demonstrating
the minimum value. This selection is conducted in a fully
differentiable manner using jax.nn.logsumexp().

We first target XLUMINA to rediscover the concept of
STED microscopy within the general setup in Extended



Data Fig. 8. The parameter space (~ 4 million param-
eters) corresponds to three super-SLMs (i.e., 6 SLMs)
with a resolution of 824 x 824 pixels with a pixel size of
6.06m, three wave plates, eight distances and nine beam
splitter ratios. The loss function corresponds to equa-
tion (2), in this instance considering the radial intensity
of the effective light emerging from the STED process,
|E.|? + |Eyl?, and € = 0.5. We simulate the stimulated
emission depletion effect using equation (4) with the ef-
ficiency set to 8 = 1. We set-up the AdamW optimizer
with a step size of 1072 and a weight decay of 10~2. The
system is initialized with random optical parameters with
values between 0 and 1. The optimization is terminated
if there is no improvement in the loss value over 500 con-
secutive iteration steps. This condition is checked every
100 steps. The loss value evolution over the number of it-
eration steps is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 9d. The
system converged (in roughly 1.3 hours using a GPU)
into the topology highlighted in Fig. 5a, demonstrating
the smallest loss value in the detector #2. The discovered
topology can be identified from the beam splitter ratios
starting from detector #2: BS#6 has 99.9% transmit-
tance, which implies that light is directly is coming from
BS#5. In turn, BS#5 has a reflectance of 99.9% which
redirects light from BS#2, which has a transmittance of
79.9%. This already defines light source #2 as the emit-
ter of the green (excitation) beam. Then, the remaining
light comes from BS#1 which shows a 99.9% reflectance,
meaning that the red light comes from source #1.

To rediscover the concept used in Dorn, Quabis and
Leuchs [25], we initialize the system using the general
setup in Extended Data Fig. 8. This time, however, the
light sources emitting 532 nm wavelength are switched
to emit 650 nm. The parameter space (~ 6.2 million pa-
rameters) corresponds to three super-SLMs (i.e., 6 SLMs)
with a resolution of 1024 x 1024 pixels with a pixel size of
4.8um, three wave plates, eight distances and nine beam
splitter ratios. The loss function corresponds to equa-
tion (2), in this instance considering the intensity from
the longitudinal component of the electric field, |E.|?,
and ¢ = 0.7. We set-up the AdamW optimizer with a
step size of 0.05 and a weight decay of 107°. The sys-
tem is initialized with random optical parameters with
values between 0 and 1. The optimization is terminated
if there is no improvement in the loss value over 500 con-
secutive iteration steps. This condition is checked every
100 steps. The loss value evolution over the number of
iteration steps is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 9e. The
system converged (in roughly 35 minutes using a GPU)
into the topology highlighted in Fig. 5d, demonstrating
the smallest loss value in the detector #6. As for the pre-
vious examples, the discovered topology can be identified
from the beam splitter ratios: starting from detector #6,
BS#9 has 99.9% transmittance, which implies that light
is directly is coming from BS#6. In turn, BS#6 has
a reflectance of 99.9%. This means that light has inter-
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acted with BS#5 and gone through the sSLM and WP.
Then, BS#5 has has a reflectance of 99.9%, which de-
fines the incoming light at BS#2. This, in turn, shows a
99.9% transmittance, meaning that light comes from the
light source #2.

D. Discovery of a new experimental blueprint

Finally, we demonstrate the capabilities of XLUMINA
for genuine discovery. We use the same initial optical
setup in Extended Data Fig. 8. The parameter space (~
4 million parameters) corresponds to three super-SLMs
(i.e., 6 SLMs) with a resolution of 824 x 824 pixels with
a pixel size of 6.06um, three wave plates, eight distances
and nine beam splitter ratios. The loss function corre-
sponds to equation (2), in this instance considering the
total intensity of the effective light emerging from the
STED process, |E,|> + |Ey|? + |E;|?, and € = 0.5. We
simulate the stimulated emission depletion effect using
equation (4) with the efficiency set to 8 = 1. We set-
up the AdamW optimizer with a step size of 1073 and
a weight decay of 1073 and initialize the system with
random optical parameters with values between 0 and
1. The optimization is terminated if there is no im-
provement in the loss value over 500 consecutive itera-
tion steps. This condition is checked every 100 steps.
The loss value evolution over the number of iteration
steps is depicted in Extended Data Fig. 9f. The sys-
tem converged (in roughly 3.8 hours using a GPU) into
the topology highlighted in Fig. 6a, demonstrating the
smallest loss value in the detector #2. The discovered
topology can be identified from the beam splitter ratios
starting from detector #2: BS#6 has 99.9% transmit-
tance, which implies that light is directly is coming from
BS#5. In turn, BS#5 has a reflectance of 99.9% which
redirects light from BS#2, which has a transmittance of
66.2%. This already defines light source #2 as the emit-
ter of the green (excitation) beam. Then, the remaining
light comes from BS#1 which shows a 99.9% reflectance,
meaning that the red light (depletion) comes from source

#1.

VI. DATA AVAILABILITY

Data can be readily generated using the Python script
provided via GitHub at https://github.com/artificial-
scientist-lab/XLuminA.

VII. CODE AVAILABILITY

The produced code and documentation can be found
via GitHub at https://github.com/artificial-scientist-
lab/XLuminA.


https://github.com/artificial-scientist-lab/XLuminA
https://github.com/artificial-scientist-lab/XLuminA
https://github.com/artificial-scientist-lab/XLuminA
https://github.com/artificial-scientist-lab/XLuminA
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Extended Data Fig. 1. Execution time over 100 runs, within a resolution of 2048 x 2048 pixels for the propagation methods of,
in columns, (a) Rayleigh-Sommerfeld, (b) Chirped z-transform, (c¢) Vectorial Rayleigh-Sommerfeld and (d) Vectorial Chirped
z-transform. Times for Diffractio are depicted in blue dots. First row corresponds to the log-scale representation. Times for
XLUMINA on CPU and GPU correspond to green triangles and magenta squares, respectively. Shades denote for the standard
deviations values. Among the minor oscillations of the running times, the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld algorithm behavior stands out.
When running in Diffractio, it shows an increase of the execution time of 0.005 seconds from the first run to subsequent runs.
Similar behavior can be observed for the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld (RS) algorithm in XLUMINA when executing in the GPU. This
time, however, the increase occurs during the first 5 runs, from an first execution time of 0.0047 seconds to stabilize in 0.06
seconds for subsequent runs. This behavior is not present when executing XLUMINA’s RS in the CPU. The origin of this factor
of 10 is still unknown. We believe a further optimization on the RS propagation algorithm will improve the execution time.
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a) Speed-up of XLuminA compared to Diffractio in gradient evaluation time b) Speed-up of XLuminA compared to Diffractio in convergence time
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Extended Data Fig. 2. Speed-up magnitudes of XLUMINA (auto-differentiation) compared to Diffractio (numerical methods)
across different resolutions in (a) single gradient evaluation and (b) convergence time. Numerical differentiation methods are
computed using Diffractio’s optical simulator (blue dots) and auto-differentiation (green triangles for CPU and magenta squares
for GPU) on XLUMINA. Autodiff. outperforms numerical methods in gradient evaluation by up to 4 orders of magnitude when
running on CPU and 5 orders of magnitude when running on the GPU for a resolution of 250 x 250 pixels. In convergence
time, autodiff outperforms numerical methods by almost 3 orders of magnitude in the CPU and 4 orders of magnitude on the
GPU.
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Extended Data Fig. 3. Performance of XLUMINA (auto-differentiation) compared to Diffractio (numerical methods) across
different resolutions and optimizers in (a) single gradient evaluation and (b) convergence time. Data corresponds to the average
time over 5 runs. Numerical differentiation is computed using Diffractio’s optical simulator and the Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-
Shanno (BFGS) optimizer (black dots) and auto-differentiation (triangles for CPU and squares for GPU) on XLUMINA. The
Stochastic-Gradient-Descent (SGD), Adaptive Gradient (AdaGrad), Adaptive moment estimation with weight decay (AdamW)
and Adaptive moment estimation (Adam) correspond to blue (dash-dot line), orange (dotted line), green (dash line) and
magenta (continuous line), respectively. Shaded regions correspond to standard deviation values. The step size is set to 0.1
and is common to all the optimizers. For AdamW, the weight decay is set to 10™*. The stopping condition is common to all
the frameworks: the optimization is terminated if there is no improvement in the loss value (i.e., it has not decreased below
the best value recorded), over 500 consecutive iteration steps. This condition is checked every 100 steps. The use of XLUMINA
with autodiff methods improves the gradient evaluation time by a factor of x2.4 - 10° in the GPU and a factor of x1.2-10* on
the CPU for resolutions of 150 x 150 pixels. This behavior is common to all the tested optimizers (Adam, AdamW, SGD and
AdaGrad). When evaluating the convergence time, the use of Autodiff methods on XLUMINA using the Adam and AdamW
optimizers improve the performance with respect to numerical methods by a factor of x1.1-10* and x6.5 - 10? in the GPU,
respectively, for a resolution of 150 x 150 pixels. The performance of Adam and AdamW in the CPU demonstrates factors
of x5.8-10% and x2.9 - 10!, respectively, for the same resolution. Remarkably, the use of Diffractio with numerical methods
(BFGS) outperforms both AdaGrad and SGD in convergence time. In particular, numerical methods outperform AdaGrad by
a factor of x1.53 in the GPU and x14.14 in the CPU, for a resolution of 150 x 150 pixels. Similar behavior is demonstrated for
SGD: numerical methods outperform it by a factor of x1.50 in the GPU and x43.50 in the CPU, for a resolution of 150 x 150
pixels. Overall, the use of Autodiff methods (in particular, using Adam or AdamW) within GPU-accelerated frameworks is a
more appropriate choice to conduct efficient optimization.
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STED microscopy (Hell and Wichmann, 1994) Sharp focus for a radially polarized light (Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs, 2003)
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Extended Data Fig. 4. Rediscovery of beam-shaping technique as employed in STED microscopy and the super-resolution
technique employing optical vortices to generate a longitudinal sharp focus. (a) Virtual optical setup for Hell and Wichmann
(1994). It consists of two light sources generating Gaussian beams corresponding to the depletion and excitation beams, linearly
polarized in orthogonal directions, with wavelengths of 650 nm and 532 nm, respectively. Within the depletion beam’s optical
path, we place an SLM with a resolution of 2048 x 2048 and a computational pixel size of 1.95 um. After propagating some set
distance, a 0.9 NA objective lens focuses both light beams into the detector screen of 0.05 pm pixel size. The parameter space
for the optimization is defined by the SLM (~ 4.2 million optical parameters). (b) STED spiral phase (Hell and Wichmann,
1994) and discovered phase mask. This solution was found in roughly 7 minutes using a GPU. (c) Radial intensity profile in
vertical beam section: excitation (green), depletion (orange), and super-resolution effective STED beam (discontinuous blue
line). The data corresponding to the original STED spiral phase are indicated with dotted lines. The excitation and depletion
beams are diffraction-limited. The effective response breaks the diffraction limit. Lateral position indicates lateral distance
from the optical axis. (d) Effective beam waist (in pm) as a function of depletion and excitation intensity ratio (Igep/lez). The
fit function corresponds to f(z) = (av/b+x)~!, with r? = 0.99954 with a = 1.367 and b = 1.727. We observe the expected
inverse square root scaling as originally demonstrated in STED microscopy: D = A(2NA\/1 + I/Is.)"". (e) Virtual optical
setup for Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2004). It consists of a light source emitting a 635 nm wavelength Gaussian beam that is
linearly polarized. The original optical elements are replaced by an super-SLM (sSLM), which consists of two SLMs, each one
independently imprinting a phase mask on the horizontal and vertical polarization components of the field. PBS denotes for
polarization beam splitter. Each component of the sSLM has a resolution of 2048 x 2048 pixels and a computational pixel size
of 2.44 pm. Additionally, we place a wave plate (WP) with variable phase retardance n and orientation angle . The beam
then passes through a 0.9 NA objective lens before reaching the detector screen of 0.05 pum pixel size; z1 and zs denote for
distances. The parameter space (~ 8.4 million optical parameters) is defined by the two SLMs, the WP, and the distances. (f)
Phase masks for simulating the reference experiment. The optical parameters for WP are set to 0 and the distances z; and
22 to 40 mm and 3000 mm, respectively. (g) Discovered phase patterns. Discovered optical parameters for WP’s retardance,
orientation, and propagation distances correspond to —1.23 rad, 2.32 rad, 800 mm and 710 mm, respectively. This solution
was identified in roughly 2 hours using a GPU. (h) Normalized longitudinal intensity profile, |E,|?, for Dorn, Quabis, and
Leuchs (2003) and the identified solution (black dotted, and green lines, respectively) and radial intensity profile, I,, of the
diffraction-limited linearly polarized beam (orange dotted line). Lateral position indicates lateral distance from the optical
axis. The spot size is computed as ¢ = (7/4)FWHM,FWHM,, where FWHM denotes for Full Width Half Maximum. The
discovered approach breaks the diffraction limit, demonstrating a similar spot size as the reference. Remarkably, it does not
feature side lobes (indicated with a gray arrow), which can limit practical imaging techniques.
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Extended Data Fig. 5. Computational time (in seconds) for generating the large-scale setup for Diffractio (blue dots) and
XLUMINA across different resolutions on CPU (green triangles) and GPU (magenta squares). For XLUMINA, first run curves
are decorated with triangles and second runs (pre-compiled jitted functions) with stars. The first run of a jitted function
encodes, in an abstract representation, the shape of the arrays (i.e., pixel resolution). If the input shape remains constant, such
abstract structure is re-used and there is no need of re-compiling, which allows to execute the subsequent runs faster. Diffractio
exhibits a notable exponential increase in its computational time, showing running times of almost 6 minutes for a resolution
of 1024 x 1024. When running on CPU, XLUMINA outperforms Diffractio, exhibiting superior scalability in both initial and
subsequent runs. For example, for 1024 x 1024 pixels, XLUMINA operates in nearly half the time (2.5 minutes) required by
Diffractio. This advantage becomes even more pronounced when XLUMINA operates on the GPU, demonstrating a speedup
factor of x59 for a resolution of 1024 x 1024 pixels.
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Extended Data Fig. 6. Topological discovery within a large-scale optical setup. The optical elements corresponding to phase
masks (PM#1 - PM#4) remain fixed during the optimization. The parameter space (25 optical parameters) is defined by
nine beam splitter ratios (BS#1 - BS#9), eight distances (z1 - zs) and four wave plates with variable applied retardance and
orientation). After interacting with a high NA objective lens, light gets detected across six detectors (#1 - #6) with 0.05um
pixel size screen. The parameter update is driven by the camera demonstrating the minimum loss value. (a) Initial virtual
setup for STED microscopy (Hell and Wichmann, 1994). The light sources emit 632.8 nm and 530 nm wavelength Gaussian
beams that are linearly polarized at 45°. (b) Initial virtual optical setup for Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2003). It consists of
six light sources emitting a 632.8 nm wavelength Gaussian beam that are linearly polarized at 45°. (¢) Fixed phase patterns
corresponding to each phase mask placed on super-SLMs (from #1 to #4). The phase mask #1 corresponds to the radial phase
pattern originally used in STED microscopy. Phase mask #2 is the polarization converter demonstrated in Dorn, Quabis, and

Leuchs (2003). Phase mask #3 corresponds to a forked grating of p = 2. Phase mask #4 correspond to horizontal and vertical
gratings.
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Extended Data Fig. 7. Pure topological discovery within a 6 x 6 large-scale optical setup. The optical elements corresponding
to phase masks (PM#1 and PM#2) remain fixed during the optimization. The parameter space is defined by 36 beam splitter
ratios (BS#1 - BS#36), 12 distances (21 - z12) and 2 wave plates with variable applied retardance and orientation). After
interacting with a high NA objective lens, light gets detected across 12 detectors (#1 - #6) with 0.05um pixel size screen. The
parameter update is driven by the camera demonstrating the minimum loss value. (a) Initial virtual setup for Dorn, Quabis
and Leuchs (2003). It consists of 12 light sources emitting a 635 nm wavelength Gaussian beam that are linearly polarized at
45°. (b) Fixed phase patterns corresponding to each phase mask placed on super-SLMs. The phase mask #1 corresponds to the
polarization converter demonstrated in Dorn, Quabis, and Leuchs (2003). Phase mask #2 correspond to horizontal and vertical
gratings. (c) Discovered topology. The minimum value of the loss is demonstrated in detector #3. The beam splitter ratios,
in [Transmittance, Reflectance] pairs correspond to: BS#7 [0.999, 0.001], BS#8 [0.996, 0.004], BS#9 [0.841, 0.159], BS#10
[0.791, 0.209], BS#11 [0.015, 0.984], BS#17 [0.280, 0.720], and BS#18 [0.962, 0.038]. Wave plate’s (in radians) n = 3.13
and 6 = 3.13. Distances (in ¢cm) correspond to z1 = 167.15, zo = 133.78, 23 = 102.45, z4 = 65.06, 25 = 81.97, z6 = 71.99,
27 = 104.96 and z9 = 169.96. (d) Normalized longitudinal intensity profile, |E,|?, for Dorn, Quabis, and Leuchs (2003) and
the identified solution (black dotted, and green lines, respectively). Lateral position indicates lateral distance from the optical
axis. The spot size is computed as ¢ = (7/4)FWHM,FWHM,,, where FWHM denotes for Full Width Half Maximum.
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Extended Data Fig. 8. Virtual optical setup utilized for large-scale discovery. It features light sources that emit Gaussian beams
with wavelengths of 650 nm and 532 nm linearly polarized at 45°. Gray boxes, numbered from (1) to (3), represent the building
units, each comprising one super-SLM (sSLM) and one wave plate (WP). Distances are denoted as z; where ¢ = 1, ..., 8. After
interacting with a high NA objective lens (of NA= 0.9), light gets detected across six detectors (#1 - #6) with 0.05um pixel
size screen. The parameter space (~ 4 million optical parameters) contains three sSLM, four wave plates (WPs) with variable
phase retardance n and orientation angle 6, eight distances and nine beam splitter ratios. To discover the new topologies for
Dorn, Quabis and Leuchs (2003) in Fig. 5d: (1) all the light sources are set to emit 635 nm wavelength, (2) the resolution is set
to 1024 x 1024 pixels with a pixel size of 4.8 pm and (3) the parameter space is of ~ 6.3 million optical parameters (containing
three sSLM, four WPs with variable phase retardance 7 and orientation angle 6, eight distances and nine beam splitter ratios).
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Extended Data Fig. 9. Loss value over iteration steps for the different optical experiments shown in this work. (a) The optical
system used to adjust beam and image sizes (i.e., an optical telescope). This solution was identified in roughly 2.4 hours using
a GPU. This time includes optics simulations and the data loading processes. (b) The virtual optical setup with fixed phase
masks (PM) for the sharper focus employing optical vortices. This solution was identified in roughly 35 minutes using a GPU.
(c) The virtual optical setup with fixed phase masks (PM) for STED microscopy. This solution was identified in roughly 1
hour using a GPU. (d) The virtual optical setup for STED microscopy. This solution was identified in roughly 1.3 hours using
a GPU. (e) The virtual optical setup for the sharper focus employing optical vortices. This solution was identified in roughly
35 minutes using a GPU. (f) The new experimental blueprint. This solution was identified in roughly 3.8 hours using a GPU.
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