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Abstract: Inverse design of optical components based on adjoint sensitivity analysis has the
potential to address the most challenging photonic engineering problems. However existing
inverse design tools based on finite-difference-time-domain (FDTD) models are poorly suited for
optimizing waveguide modes for adiabatic transformation or perturbative coupling, which lies at
the heart of many important photonic devices. Among these, dispersion engineering of optical
waveguides is especially challenging in ultrafast and nonlinear optical applications involving
broad optical bandwidths and frequency-dependent anisotropic dielectric material response. In
this work we develop gradient back-propagation through a general purpose electromagnetic
eigenmode solver and use it to demonstrate waveguide dispersion optimization for second
harmonic generation with maximized phase-matching bandwidth. This optimization of three
design parameters converges in eight steps, reducing the computational cost of optimization by
~100x compared to exhaustive search and identifies new designs for broadband optical frequency
doubling of laser sources in the 1.3—1.4 pm wavelength range. Furthermore we demonstrate that
the computational cost of gradient back-propagation is independent of the number of parameters,
as required for optimization of complex geometries. This technique enables practical inverse
design for a broad range of previously intractable photonic devices.

1. Introduction

Inverse design methods based on adjoint sensitivity analysis have been demonstrated as a promising
toolkit for photonic design [1], enabling tunable high performance devices through optimization
of complex designs with large numbers of parameters. These techniques generally rely on
gradients of electromagnetic models calculated using the adjoint method with a computational
cost that is independent of the number of optimized parameters. A variety of mature software tools
exist for inverse design of optical devices based on differentiable finite-difference-time-domain
(FDTD) [2, 3] and finite-difference-frequency-domain (FDFD) models [4]. These have been
used to optimize light scattering between fixed input and output modes [5-8] for a wide range of
applications but are poorly suited for optimization of the modal dispersion of optical resonances
and waveguide modes.

Modeling of waveguide mode fields and modal dispersion is ubiquitous and indispensable in
integrated photonics. Many important design problems, especially those involving adiabatic or
perturbative coupling of waveguide modes require differentiable mode solving for compatibility
with sensitivity analysis and inverse design. The efficiency of nonlinear optical interactions
are particularly sensitive to dispersion [9-11] because coupling is achieved over large optical
bandwidths and long propagation lengths. Various approaches to modal dispersion optimization
have been demonstrated, including neural networks [12-15], model order reduction [16],
automatic differentiation [17-21], and others [22-25]. None of these simultaneously support
arbitrary, non-periodic waveguide cross sections and account for dielectric material anisotropy
and frequency-dependence, limiting their general utility for photonic design.

Surprisingly, optimization of dispersion-related objective functions with only two or three
geometry parameters can be computational expensive. For example second harmonic generation
(SHG) or three-wave mixing involve frequencies that span at least one octave. This wide



optical bandwidth, coupled with material birefringence often requires a large number of modes
to be modeled (>10) for each set of geometric parameters and wavelengths. The underlying
material anisotropy also necessitates solving the Helmholtz Equation with tensor-valued dielectric
constants and introduces mode degeneracies which can frustrate numerical convergence. Finally,
the broadband nonlinear phenomena considered here are extremely sensitive to small changes
in geometry — a fact that has driven the development of adaptive fabrication strategies in thin
film lithium niobate (TFLN) on insulator waveguides [26,27] — necessitating the use of a
fine discretization mesh and a large number of simulations for brute-force optimization of the
geometry!. Indeed, the existing literature on SHG bandwidth optimization only considers
two [9] or three [28,29] waveguide geometry parameters (eg. width, thickness, and etch
depth). Additional design parameters are easily accessible experimentally (eg. upper and lower
cladding thickness and side-wall angle) but have not been considered because of the exponential
scaling of computational effort. Clearly a more efficient approach to optimization is required.
Here, differentiable mode solvers with gradient-based optimization are shown to make such
dispersion-related optimization problems tractable. This class of inverse design tools efficiently
manages the sensitivity to geometry by using parameter gradients to adaptively step through
geometric parameters even in the presence of strong material dispersion and anisotropy. As we
demonstrate below, these gradients are calculated efficiently for a large number of parameters by
exploiting automatic differentiation. Our implementation enables incorporation of waveguide
mode solutions as a modular component in larger differentiable models, including concurrent
evaluation of mode solutions at multiple frequencies for time-efficient broadband dispersion
optimization.

In Section 2 we describe the implementation of gradient backpropagation through a fully
vectorial plane-wave expansion mode solver compatible with anisotropic and frequency-dependent
dielectric materials. In Section 3 we demonstrate its application to waveguide dispersion
optimization for nonlinear optical applications. In Section 4 we describe the performance and
scaling of our differentiable mode solver. Finally in Section 5 we summarize our results and
discuss future work.

2. Implementation

The workflow for inverse design of waveguides with optimized modal dispersion is depicted in
Fig. 1(a)-1(c). First a function is defined mapping input design parameters to dielectric tensor
values on a discretized spatial grid. An example of such parametric waveguide design is shown in
Fig. 1(a). The computational steps we used to numerically model and optimize waveguide modes
for a desired dispersion are schematically depicted in Fig. 1(b). We use desired modal properties
illustrated in Fig. 1(c) such as effective index, group velocity (or group index) and group velocity
dispersion (GVD) at target optical frequencies to determine optimal waveguide designs. To
achieve this we supplied with the value and sensitivity to design parameters of an objective
function quantifying a desired dispersion property to a generic optimization algorithm [30].
Allowing the optimization algorithm to iteratively update design parameters in a feedback loop
rapidly improved the cost function, typically converging on a local optimum after only a handful
of iterations. The sequence of calculations comprising a single iteration is shown in Fig. 1(d)-1(k)
and described below.

IWe consider the design problem discussed in Section 3. On a conventional workstation (16 cores, 3 GHz clock
speed, 32 GB RAM) robustly solving the Helmholtz Equation for fundamental and second harmonic TEqy modes in
isotropic media would require 10's (4 modes), however the corresponding simulations with anisotropic materials require
60s (12 modes). A coarse sweep of waveguide geometry parameters (20 widths x 20 thicknesses X 10 etch depths)
considering SHG of a single wavelength requires 67 hours (48000 modes) if solved in serial, or 8 hours with 8 mode
solvers running concurrently. This increases linearly with wavelengths and exponentially with parameters.






2.1. Parametric Geometry and Materials

To model resonant modes of a dielectric waveguide we write a function mapping a set of shape
and material parameters to dielectric tensor values at each spatial grid point in our simulation.
Figure 1(d) illustrates a geometry instantiated through a constructive geometry library [31] which
provides parametric shape primitives to programatically generate waveguide geometries as lists
of shapes with assigned bulk materials.

We implement an interface for arbitrary models of material dielectric tensors as a function of
frequency and other parameters, such as temperature, alloy concentration, and orientation. The
first and second derivatives w.r.t frequency of all material bulk dielectric tensors, de/dw and
d’e/dw?, are calculated using a computer algebra package [32]. These derivatives are later used
in the calculation of group velocity and group velocity dispersion. Analytic pre-computation is
inexpensive, improves numerical precision, and reduces the burden on later auto-differentiation
steps.

2.2. Dielectric Smoothing

Once a geometry is specified and material dielectric tensors are computed, the dielectric
distribution must be smoothed across geometric/material boundaries, seen in Fig. 1(e). This
ensures that the resonant frequencies and mode fields of electromagnetic eigenmode solutions
vary smoothly with design parameters [33], and corrects for spatial discretization errors to first
order. We implement the anisotropic dielectric smoothing algorithm developed by Kottke, et
al. [34] to calculate values of the smoothed dielectric tensor, here denoted &, and extend the
algorithm to calculate first and second frequency derivatives of the smoothed tensor. Near a
dielectric interface with surface normal 7i between materials with dielectric tensors £ and &5,

£=R; [T_l (rT(Rgis;,) +(1- r)T(RgEzRﬁ))] Rg (1)

where R} is a rotation matrix mapping between the grid axes and a coordinate frame with the
first coordinate along the local surface normal of the material interface 7, r is the fill fraction of
material 1 in the grid pixel or voxel, and 7(&) and 7~!(7) are 3x3 matrix-valued functions of 3x3
matrices derived in [34]. The operator R is constructed as a function of 7 by ortho-normalization
of successive cross products
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which is a differentiable function of 7 as long as i is not parallel to Z. For 3D models a
generalized form Eq. 2 can be used to be continuous for all 72 [35]. Equations 1-2 define a
differentiable map from r, 71, £; and &; to &,

vec(&) = Fas(vec(r, i, €1, &2)) 3

where vec(...) denotes flattening into a vector. We use a computer algebra system [32] to
analytically compute and pre-compile functions for the Jacobian and Hessian matrices Jz and
H ; of the function Fz in Eqn. 3. With these we calculate the first two frequency derivatives of
the smoothed dielectric tensor d&/dw and d*>&/dw? at each spatial grid point as functions of the
bulk dielectric tensors £; and &, and their first two frequency derivatives

dé/dw =J s )

d*&/dw?* =vT H 91 + J 5%, (5)



where V| and v, are vectors containing the first and second derivatives of the material dielectric
tensors w.r.t frequency and zeros corresponding to r and 7i which are frequency independent,

vy =vec(0, [0,0,0], de1 /dw, dey | dw)) (6)
¥, =vec(0, [0,0,0], d*e1 /dw?, d*e>/dw?)) (7

Moving forward we will refer to the smoothed dielectric tensor simply as & to simplify notation.

2.3. Electromagnetic Eigenmode Solver

Our differentiable electromagnetic mode solver is adapted from the plane-wave expansion
algorithm in the open-source MIT Photonic Bands (MPB) [36] software package. The algorithm
leverages discrete Fourier transforms (DFTs) [37] to efficiently apply curl and dielectric tensor
operations to the electromagnetic mode field in reciprocal and real space, respectively. We
used the Julia programming language [38] to implement a matrix-free discretized Helmholtz
operator and used generic iterative solvers based on Krylov subspace methods [39—41] for partial
eigen-decomposition to solve for a specified number of approximate eigenvector-eigenvalue
pairs. Our primary motivation for using Julia was compatibility with automatic differentiation,
discussed below in Sec. 2.5. In this work we focus on laterally confined waveguide modes,
but the following analysis does not require this assumption. For reasons discussed below it is
most convenient to solve Eq. 9 with periodic boundary conditions, despite the fact that we are
interested in dielectric waveguide geometries which are not periodic in the dimensions transverse
to the propagation axis (here the x — y plane).

We consider a Helmholtz Equation for the magnetic field H,, of an electromagnetic waveguide
mode propagating in the +Z direction (along the waveguide axis), parameterized by dielectric
tensor values &(x, v, z) at each point on a regular spatial grid {x;, y;, zi} and a wave vector k%
with magnitude k&

M(k,e)H, = wﬁHn 3

The Helmholtz operator M consists of two curl operations sandwiching multiplication by the

inverse dielectric tensor 1.

M(k,e) = [Vx] [e7"] [Vx] )

Expressing the mode field and curl operators in a plane wave basis we have

M(k,&)hy = [CTe™'C] Ity = w}in (10)

where h,, is the projection of H,, onto transversely polarized plane wave components at each
reciprocal lattice point and C represents the fused DFT, Cartesian-to-transverse projection,
and curl operators. The electromagnetic Helmholtz equation as expressed in Eq. 10 enables
computationally efficient approximate numerical eigenmode solutions [36]. In many dispersion
engineering applications it is important to account for the dependence of the dielectric tensor £
on optical frequency w. In this case the Helmholtz equation becomes a nonlinear eigenproblem
with an eigenvalue-dependent operator.

M (k, &(wy)) Hy = w?H,. (11)

Solutions to Eq. 11 are found by iteratively solving Eq. 10 using a Newton method to update k.
We will refer to Eq. 10 as the “fixed-k” eigenproblem and Eq. 11 as the “fixed-w” eigenproblem.
Supporting derivations and the definition of H,, /,, and C are available in Supplement 1. For
mode sorting and subsequent calculations, we transform £, to a real-space electric field mode E,,
as shown in Fig. 1(f).



2.4. Modal Group Velocities, GVDs and the Objective Function

To calculate frequency dispersion relationships such as shown in Fig. 1(g) we derive AD-compatible
expressions for the frequency derivatives of the modal index. The modal group index is calculated
as the ratio between Poynting flux and energy density in mode volume [42]. We express the
modal group index in terms of the plane-wave basis fields as

wﬁ + %wn > ﬁ; [CJﬁS’1 j—f)s"C] hn
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12)
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where % is the first frequency derivative of the smoothed dielectric tensor defined in Eq. 4.

The modal group velocity dispersion (GVD) GVD,, = dgf;" can also be computed from a single
mode solution using the adjoint field corresponding to group index and the second frequency
derivative of the smoothed dielectric tensor, %, defined in Eq. 5. Expressions for the GVD are
derived in Supplement 1. Group index and GVD values calculated directly from a single mode
solution avoid numerical error from finite difference approximation [43] and can be optimized
using fewer total eigen- and adjoint problem solutions.

In the final step of the forward calculation we compute an objective function quantifying the
waveguide performance. The objective function can depend in an arbitrary way on the calculated
mode fields and dispersion quantities as well as the input parameters and intermediate quantities
such as the dielectric function.

2.5. Automatic Differentiation

Efficient calculation of the objective function value and gradient is highly desirable when
optimizing of objective functions in high-dimensional parameter spaces [43]. The standard
Julia automatic differentiation framework provides extensive compatibility with native Julia
functions [44], enabling convenient compiled gradient computations of arbitrary user-defined
functions.

We defined “pullback” functions for the fixed-k and fixed-w Helmholtz eigen-problems using
the adjoint method to map partial derivatives with respect to mode fields and wave vector
magnitudes back to partial derivatives w.r.t the optical frequency, dielectric tensor elements, and
material dispersion at each spatial grid point (the Helmholtz operator parameters), described
in Sec. 2.6. These custom AD rules enable differentiation of cost functions with arbitrary
dependence on mode solutions. They do not require adjustment or re-definition when the mode
simulation or cost function is modified. We note that an AD-compatible constructive geometry
package is available in Julia [31], enabling propagation of gradients w.r.t the dielectric function
(Fig. 1(j)) to gradients in the shape parameters (Fig. 1(k)).

2.6. Adjoint Sensitivity Analysis

To provide an unbroken chain of derivatives to map sensitivities between the objective function
and input parameters, we apply the adjoint method to solutions of Eq. 11. We begin by following
the approach of [45] to derive the adjoint problem for the fixed-k Helmholtz equation, then extend
this derivation to the fixed-w Helmholtz equation. The sensitivities of the objective function
with respect to the wave vector magnitude k£ and smoothed permittivity € for the linear problem
are given by
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where /., is the adjoint mode field shown in Fig. 1(h) and where we have used the simplifying
transformations
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where each g; is a reciprocal lattice point in the plane wave basis. We introduce the nonlinearity
of Eq. 11 through an equality constraint (see Supplement 1) and differentiate to find
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as in Eq. 13 and requires calculation of the adjoint field. Using Eqs. 15-17 we define a

{g—i, g—i} = {()_g a_g} pullback map for gradient back-propagation through the fixed-w

Owy’ O
eigenproblem.

3. Optimization of Second Harmonic Conversion Bandwidth

To demonstrate the utility of this design approach we explore the optimization of an etched TFLN
waveguide for maximized second harmonic generation (SHG) phase-matching bandwidth. We
chose this design goal because broadband simultaneous phase matching of optical three-wave
mixing in TFLN waveguides is of great interest for a wide range of applications [9, 28, 46-55].
In this example the rib waveguide geometry is parameterized by core width, core thickness
and normalized etch fraction. The phase mismatch between fundamental and second harmonic
quasi-TEgy modes is assumed to be compensated by periodic poling of the TFLN [56]. We
perform the optimization purely based on the desired group indices and calculate the required
poling period from the corresponding phase indices. This is practical because inverting the
TFLN domains has no impact on the linear dielectric polarizability of LiNbO3 and hence the
optimized modal dispersion. To lowest order the bandwidth of the phase-matched SHG process is
inversely proportional to the modal group velocity mismatch between first and second harmonic
frequencies.

Aw < |ng 20 — ng.o| (19)






approach for optimization of waveguide dispersion. These results are presented in Supplement 1.
We note that our SHG bandwidth optimizations centered at 1.95 pm (Fig. 2(b)) and 2.03 pm
(Fig. S1(g)) reach 3 dB bandwidths of 78 nm and 70 nm respectively for a 1 cm interaction length,
which is comparable to the 110 nm bandwidth recently experimentally demonstrated in a 6 mm
exhaustive-search-optimized TFLN waveguide [9] (~67 nm for 1 cm length).

3.2. Broadband Optimization

Single-frequency SHG bandwidth optimizations showed limited perforamce at design wavelengths
shorter than 1.6 pm (see Fig. S1 in Supplement 1). In this wavelength range higher order modal
dispersion terms tend to be large in magnitude and limit SHG bandwidths to smaller values
even when the fundamental and second-harmonic modes have matched group velocities. To
achieve larger SHG QPM bandwidths at shorter wavelengths we re-cast the design problem as a
minimax optimization [57,58]. The minimax SHG bandwidth optimization attempts at each step
to minimize the largest magnitude group velocity mismatch computed at a discrete set of optical
frequencies wj. This approach has been demonstrated to improve optimization results for other
types of multi-frequency photonic design problems [3,59]. An epigraph formulation is used to
achieve this with a differentiable cost function. In this form the a dummy variable ¢ is introduced
and a set of differentiable inequality constraints c¢;(x, ) are enforced as the cost function g(x, t)
is optimized w.r.t the design parameters x.

glx, )=t

(21
s.t. ci(x,t) = |ng,2wi —Ng w|—t<0

We ran separate minimax SHG bandwidth optimizations using sets of three regularly spaced
fundamental optical frequencies with center fundamental wavelengths of 1325 nm, 1350 nm ,
1375 nm and 1400 nm. The results of these minimax dispersion optimizations are shown in Fig. 3.
In each case a broadband phase matching condition is found in the allowed parameter range.
The optimized designs have SHG QPM full-width-half-max bandwidths ranging approximately
40-150nm (6-25THz) for 1 cm interaction lengths, 30—100x larger than the corresponding
values for bulk PPLN.

Our optimized designs have SHG QPM bandwidths similar to or exceeding previously published
results [9,28,29] (6-25 THz for 1 cm interaction length) at shorter wavelengths where material
dispersion makes the design problem more challenging.

The benefit of the multi-frequency approach for broadband dispersion engineering is highlighted
in Fig. 2(c). In single-frequency optimizations shown in Fig. 2(b) and Fig. S1 the GVM (the slope
of Ak) at the target wavelength was routinely driven to negligible levels near the precision limit
of the simulation (|ng 20, — g, | < 1075), but the curvature of Ak and higher-order dispersion
mismatch terms were uncontrolled. In contrast the minimax-optimized designs reach more
moderate GVM magnitudes at the target wavelength (|ng 20, — g, 0| = 1073) but the curvature
and higher order dispersion of Ak are simultaneously minimized around the target wavelength,
further enhancing the simultaneous phase matching bandwidth. To our knowledge these designs
represent the shortest wavelength broadband SHG phase matching conditions predicted in a TFLN
platform and the first for the 1.3—1.4 pm wavelength range, where the commercial availability
of tunable and swept laser sources [60,61] as well as fiber amplification [62, 63] make efficient
broadband SHG highly desirable.

4. Performance and Accuracy

We performed a series of numerical experiments to study the performance and accuracy of our
differentiable mode solver. We defined a parametric waveguide ridge geometry with a variable
number of parameters N, determining a smooth surface morphology, as shown in the inset of









Table 1. Comparison of Waveguide Dispersion Engineering Approaches

Work Oitrl)rglrlg;(t:lhon gg ;)(Iitzfo[l;/\f;? Materials Geometry Definition
Anisotropy  Dispersion

Talenti, et al. [16]  k - p reduced model o(1)¢ No No 1-parameter PhC
Castello, et al. [23] Hellmann-Feynman o(1) No No Limited Param.
Minkov, et al. [17] Auto-Diff. o(1) No No Limited Param.
Vial and Hao [21] Auto-Diff. o(1) Partial? No Binary Topology
Hameed, et al. [24] Trust Region Algo. O(N?) Yes No Limited Param.
This Work Auto-Diff. o(1) Yes Yes Arbitrary Param.

Table 1. Abbreviations: Automatic differentiation (“Auto-Diff.”), Trust-Region
Algorithm (“Trust Region Algo.”), Limited parameterization (“Limited Param.”),
Arbitrary Parameterization (“Arbitrary Param.”), Photonic Crystal (“PhC”),
Hellmann-Feynman Theorem (“Hellmann-Feynman™). “Limited parameterization”
geometries are, for example, the position and size of holes in a PhC or the width and
height of a rectangular waveguide. In contrast, “arbitrary parametization” allows for
any geometrical shape which can be described by a finite number of input parameters.
We describe “limited” and “arbitrary” parametrizations based on what is reported in
each work; these may not be fundamental to the approach. Additionally, we consider
inclusion of “dispersion” to be explicit use of material information to determine spectral
derivatives without finite differences in frequency.

“Only geometries parameterized in 1 variable are supported, then O(1) 3D FDTD
solves are required; additionally ~ 100s of (fast) reduced model solves are performed.
b Anisotropic materials supported for uniaxial materials with z-oriented anisotropy.

Table 1 compares this work with several previous demonstrations of inverse design for dispersion
engineering. While many are based on similar frameworks, none support the dispersive and
anisotropic materials, limiting their relevance to key nonlinear optical applications. Furthermore,
our approach back-propagates gradients w.r.t both the eigenvalues and eigenvectors (mode fields),
a limitation of [23].

5. Conclusion

In summary we have demonstrated a differentiable electromagnetic eigenmode solver suitable
for a wide variety of modeling and design applications and applied it to optimize waveguide
geometries for maximal SHG phase matching bandwidth. We demonstrated optimized designs
for broadband SHG in TFLN waveguides in the 1.3—1.4 pm wavelength range, enabling widely
tunable visible light sources based on commercially available infrared lasers. Our results for
a practical waveguide dispersion optimization with three parameters demonstrate a ~100-fold
reduction in the number of required mode solutions compared to commonly used exhaustive
search approaches. To enable this we have derived the adjoint problem and back-propagation
equations for waveguide mode solutions accounting for frequency-dependent and anisotropic
dielectric materials and sub-pixel smoothing. We believe this is the first mode solver capable of
back-propagating gradients with respect to mode fields and effective indices, group indices and
GVDs calculated from single eigenmode solutions. In this work we focused on 2D waveguide
cross-section models, however the solver and the adjoint method described in our paper also
applies to 3D eigenmode models.

This type of differentiable mode solver can be modularly combined with FDTD, eigenmode
expansion (EME) and multi-physics models to enable optimizable end-to-end models of integrated
photonic and optoelectronic components and systems. Our work enables application of inverse



design methods to a wide variety of integrated photonic design problems based on waveguide
mode models.
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Inverse Design for Waveguide
Dispersion with a Differentiable Mode
Solver: supplemental document

In this supplementary information we derive the adjoint sensitivity equations and other relevant
equations used for the modal dispersion optimization discussed in the main text. These equations
can be implemented and approximately solved in a variety of numerical computing languages
with basic linear algebra functionality.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the following we describe the differentiable electromagnetic mode solver implemented for this
work. The forward (primal) calculation of waveguide mode fields and wave numbers closely
follows [1]. The adjoint method for sensitivity analysis of eigen-mode solutions follows [2].
The modified adjoint problem for the case of a frequency-dependent dielectric tensor and the
equations relating frequency and dielectric tensor element sensitivities to the adjoint field were
derived as part of this work.

As discussed in the main text, sub-pixel smoothing of the dielectric tensor near material
interfaces (¢ — £) is required for models of waveguide modes to be smoothly differentiable with
respect to geometry parameters [3, 4]. The following sensitivity analysis of mode fields and modal
dispersion with respect to dielectric tensor element values does not require or assume dielectric
smoothing. Here we will refer to the dielectric tensor data and its frequency derivatives as ¢,
;—(f) and %. The calculations presented in the main text used smoothed tensor data for these
variables.

We first consider the eigenmode solution and gradient back-propagation for the case of a
frequency-independent dielectric function in Sections 2 and 3, respectively. We generalize this
result to the case where dielectric function is frequency-dependent in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. THE HELMHOLTZ EIGENPROBLEM IN A PLANE WAVE BASIS

We consider a Helmholtz Equation for the magnetic field Hy, of the n-th electromagnetic waveguide
mode propagating in the +2Z direction (along the waveguide axis), parameterized by dielectric
tensor values ¢(x, y, z) at each point on a regular spatial grid {x;, yi, zi } and a wave vector kZ with
magnitude k

M(k, e)Hp = w2 Hy (S1)

The Helmbholtz operator M consists of two curl operations sandwiching multiplication by the
inverse dielectric tensor e 1.

M(k ) = [V x] [871.} [V x] (S2)

In this work we focus on waveguide modes propagating along Z and confined in the transverse
dimensions, but the analysis that follows is straightforward to generalize to any eigenmode
solutions of the electromagnetic Helmholtz Eqaution. For reasons discussed below it is most
convenient to solve Eq. S2 with periodic boundary conditions, despite the fact that we are
interested in dielectric waveguide geometries which are not periodic in the dimensions transverse
to the propagation axis (here the x — i plane). In practice we can approximate dielectric waveguide
geometries which are not periodic in the transverse dimensions by simulating sufficiently large
spatial extents Dx and Dy that evanescent fields decay to negligible levels at the x— and y—
boundaries and by including vacuum gaps to stifle coupling across transverse boundaries.

The Helmholtz operator can be efficiently applied to mode field data by computing the curl
operations in a plane wave basis (i.e. in reciprocal space). The change of basis between real-space
field data with Cartesian vector components to plane wave basis field data with transverse vector
components is comprised of two steps. First a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) is performed on
each Cartesian vector component, resulting in a reciprocal space Cartesian vector field H] at each
reciprocal lattice point j



H = F-H (S3)
Hi,x
Z Hl’y 62ni§j‘fi (54)
i
Hi,z

Hj

where F in Eq. S3 represents the DFT linear operator specified by Eq. S4. Next the Cartesian
reciprocal space field Hj is projected onto a pair of orthonormal basis vectors {1, f3j} transverse
to each wave vector 7; in the plane wave basis

7 = k2 + 3 (S5)
ity i Hix
hp= 7 A (S6)
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The transverse basis vectors {1, fij } are chosen systematically

—

R axTj

o= (S7)
‘{ZX ]’

. ﬁ]X‘ﬁ]

i = L (S8)
’n]-xv]-‘

for some arbitrary Cartesian seed vector 4. The k — {n% i, Nl j} mapping in Egs. S7 & S8 is

smooth and differentiable w.r.t k as long as @ }f ¥}, the so-called “gimbal lock” case which we
ignore for now. The curl acts locally in reciprocal space, swapping and scaling each pair of
transverse vector components

Vxhj = ﬁjxhj (S9)
_ o B i (S10)
~lg| o] [Fs
Eq. S1 can be expressed in the plane wave basis as
[C*flc] in = Wi (S11)

where C represents the fused DFT, Cartesian-to-transverse projection, and curl operators
defined in Eqgs. S4, S6 & S10, respectively.

c = Fw _Oaj ‘i" (512)
el o

Approximations of one or more electromagnetic modes of a dielectric structure described by &
can be found using an iterative algorithm for partial eigen-decomposition of Eq. S11, such as a
conjugate gradient method. For the purpose of dispersion optimization it is useful to view this
partial eigen-decomposition as a mapping {k, ¢} — {wn, fzn}. Away from modal degeneracies
where wn (k) = wm (k) for some mode indices m # n, this mapping is smooth and differentiable.



3. GRADIENT BACK-PROPAGATION THROUGH SOLUTIONS OF THE LINEAR
HELMHOLTZ EQUATION

We now consider the case where an electromagnetic mode of interest with frequency w;, and
mode field h, has been found as described in Sec. 2 and a downstream objective function

g(..., wn, hn, ...) depending on wr and Jin has been computed, along with the gradient components
of the objective function w.r.t wn and hin, a%g and ;iq .

as “back-propagation” in the machine learning literature, can be accomplished with manually

This last step, commonly referred to

written gradient functions or by automatic differentiation (AD). 6373 and ?Tg can be efficiently

mapped to gradients w.r.t the parameters determining Eq. S11, 3—‘2 and %%’ using the adjoint-field

method [2]. The plane-wave-basis adjoint field /1, corresponding to gradients w.r.t the n' mode

solution 2 and % is calculated according to

ohn
- - 09 -
Fian = Fano + 5 5in (S14)
where /1 is the solution to
21] 7, 7 rt] (98 '
[M - wnl] Tiano = [1 - hnhn] = (515)
n

Eq. S15 can be solved approximately using a slightly modified version of the same “matrix-free”
implementation of M used to solve for /1, and w3 and an iterative method (eg. GMRES). We note
that the bracketed term on the right-hand-side of Eq. S15 is a projection onto the space of plane
wave basis mode fields orthogonal to /i, (also the null space of M — wﬁl] )-

The outer product of /1, with /i, gives the gradient of the objective function w.r.t matrix
elements of the Helmholtz operator M

0 I
ﬁ = it (S16)

Rather than explicitly computing aa—ﬁ,[, we can use Eq. 516 to derive formulas for g—‘g and '3—‘5
in terms of /1),,. The gradients for the operator components of M as written in Eq. S11 can be
computed from standard matrix-derivative results[5].

. og
First we compute 3

B8 1098 ot
s, = & CouCle (817)
= e tChyhictet (S18)
E-E} (519)

where E, is the real space modal electric field corresponding to /in

En e 1Chy (S20)

e 1 [V x Hyp] (S21)

and E+, is the analogous “adjoint electric field” corresponding to /1y,

En = ¢ TChyp (S22)

Note the dielectric tensor operator in Eqn. S22 is the adjoint of the corresponding term in
Eqn. S20 for the modal electric field. This is irrelevant for models with Hermitian e which neglect
dielectric loss or gain.

98
Next we compute 5&

B8 1. (08\ | 408
= e 1Chahtt, +e TChy It (S24)
= Enhl 4 Enlth (S25)



We back-propagate g—g gradient components to % and % using the definition of C
] 177
(Eqn. S13)

9 R N
sy = [Exln+ £ L]‘ LU”] (26)
% —Tr ([Enfzf\n—i-ﬁ»nfzﬂ [-; m]»]T> (527)

Finally % is computed by back-propagating % and % through Egs. S5, S7 & S8 and
] 177

e )

7 dw?

adding awz =

9 _ 9g dwq
ok ~ dwl ok

( Vi1l +m]Zvj)

with ag,](" = 2wn aé‘;(“ = 2% computed according to the Hellmann-Feynman theorem[1]

2 roMp,
dwy = @ (S29)
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¥ ifhn
where ’fi(k: is similar to C (Eq. S13) but with the curl operator [1_5 + gj] x replaced by Zx
0 1 0
dcC L
TEoF1 0 o [y oay) (831)
0 0 0

Equations S19 & S28 provide the pullback map { ai; aa[,g } =

gradient components through the the mode solution map {k, e} — {wn, hn}. Defining a function
computing this pullback map as a custom rule for an AD framework enables reverse-mode
differentiation of arbitrary objective functions that depend on waveguide mode fields and effective
indices. As usual for adjoint method sensitivity analysis, the cost (per mode) of back-propagation
through the mode solver is similar to the cost of finding that mode on the forward pass and does
not scale with the number of parameters.

{ zf, a—} for back-propagating

4. NONLINEAR (FIXED-w) EIGENPROBLEM

In this work we are concerned with the value and derivatives of the modal eigenvalue dispersion
(%, %,m). In practice we need to account for the frequency dependence of the dielectric tensor
e(w) to compute these quantities accurately over frequency ranges comparable to the optical
frequency itself ( %" ~ 1). When the dielectric tensor ¢ is frequency-dependent, the eigenproblem

in Eq. S1 becomes nonlinear.

M (k,&(wn)) Hn = wpHy (S32)
Eq. S32 can be solved iteratively for the unknown wave vector magnitude k with fixed

eigenvalue w? and dielectric tensor ¢(w) using the Newton method. The k approximation
is updated after each Newton step according to

ow

ki1 =ki — el

(w* - w}) (533)

-1
where the eigenvalue gradient w.r.t k for fixed ¢, a—“;{’ , is calculated using Eqn. S30. The
€

solution of this nonlinear eigenproblem accounting for dielectric dispersion maps {w, e} —

{kn, fin}.



5. GRADIENTS FOR NONLINEAR (FIXED-w) EIGENPROBLEM

Equation S32 can be understood as the combination of Eq. S1 with an additional constraint
enforcing equality between the n-th eigenvalue w2 and the square of a target input frequency w.

L, w,e(w)) = eigvals (M (k,e(w —w- =0 34
k gval k LW (S34)
Differentiating Eq. S34 gives the following relationships between partial derivatives
ak of\ T of
ok dw?
= o (536
ok
= ﬁEnE; (S37)
9g _ 0dg ok | dg Oohn
3 T okdw? i 902 (538)
_ [og . 0g ohy] ok
= {ak S Bk} e (539)
g  0dgok  9g Oy
de  0koe ' ok, O (540)
_0g [ 9k dw? dg (9hy 9k dw?
= % (ﬁ?) o Wﬁ?) (541)
_ [9g , 9g ohy] Ok dw?
= [ﬁ o W} 32 9 (542)
dg dw?
T (549
where ;lf % in Eq. S39 is computed using the same adjoint method described for the fixed-k

case and is equivalent to Eq. 528 with the first term (% ag;;) set to zero. Equations S39 & S43

provide the pullback map for the fixed-w eigenproblem { g—‘g, ;;i } —> { 3678'“, '3—‘5 } in terms of the

pullback map for the fixed-k eigenproblem (Equations S19 & S28).

6. MODAL GROUP INDEX

We calculate the modal group index as the ratio of the integrated modal Poynting flux along the

direction of propagation (here ) P = [, S -2 dA and the modal electromagnetic energy density
per unit length W = [, U dA [6]

ngn — S = Al W JyUdA (S44)
& Ugn ow P fA S.2dA
Where S is the Poynting flux density
S=ExH (545)

and U is the electromagnetic energy density including frequency-dependent dielectric and
magnetic susceptibilities

12 d(we)
2 ow

@) g (S46)

- E
+ dw

N[~

(S47)



S and U can be calculated at each real space grid point from the modal electric and magnetic fields.
Comparing with Eq. S30, we identify the sums in the discretized plane wave basis corresponding
to these integrals

8M~
P=wn Y h—=- T (548)
W =Y itCte ! { + @;—Z} ¢~ 1Cln (S49)
=w? + % Zfzf‘ {C+S_1%S_1C} hin (550)

Where in Eqns. 549 & S50 we assume the time-averaged electric and magnetic energy integrated
over the mode are equal ([ E-D= S H - B) and that the frequency dependence of the magnetic

susceptibility is negligible (Z—(’: = 0). Thus the modal group index can also be calculated directly
in the plane wave basis as

wﬁ + %wanﬁ [ +£*1ﬁs*1C} Tin

Ngn = (S51)

wn Ehn ak

7. MODAL GROUP VELOCITY DISPERSION

The modal group velocity dispersion (GVD) is a quantity of central interest in dispersion
engineering applications. Efficient differentiable calculation of modal GVD is thus valuable
for dispersion optimizations. The GVD of the n-th mode

dngn  d*|kn|
GVD, = 788 £5 (S52)

can be approximated by finite difference in frequency

Hgn(w+0w/2) — ngn(w —dw/2)

GVDy(w) = o

(S53)

however sensitivity analysis of GVDs calculated this way requires forward calculation and
back-propagation through two independent eigenmode solutions. These redundant computations
introduce excess numerical error due to uncorrelated finite errors in the independent eigenmode
solutions.. The modal GVD can also be calculated by automatic differentiation using the adjoint
method derived above for back-propagation through the eigenmode solution. Using this approach
subsequent sensitivity analysis and optimization of GVDs and GVD-dependent quantities
requires nested automatic differentiation which is error-prone and often infeasibly resource
intensive for problems of this size and complexity.

We calculate this derivative without automatic differentiation — it is more efficient to solve
an adjoint equation from Eq. S51 parameterized only in w. This method of GVD calculation
allows subsequent application of automatic differentiation for sensitivity analysis of the GVD
w.r.t geometric/material design parameters and is more efficient and accurate than alternative
differentiable GVD calculation approaches based on finite differences in optical frequency.

We first calculate partial derivatives of the modal group index (Eq. S51) with respect to
frequency w, the mode wave vector magnitude k, and field in, the dielectric tensor ¢ and

its first frequency derivative 42

oMgn  w

dw P (559
a:;: — % <%c*s*1 ;w “1Clip + ngnC'e *”Zk)h the (S56)
agi'“ -~ _% {%flc;q mct +ngns*1cd§: 1} (S57)



on w PO
gn W 1 tet,—1
3(de/dw) ZPE Chph,C'e (S58)
where h.c. refers to Hermitian conjugate. We find ‘;kE by differentiating Eq. S31 with respect to
k
) 0 1 0
d-C . N
- d d
o =F|-1 0 of [4 4] (859)
0 0 O
where £ T and follow from Egs. S5, S7 & S8
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The modal GVD is the total derivative of the modal group index with respect to frequency.
We calculate this in terms of the partial derivatives in Eqs. S54-S58 and the first two frequency

2
derivatives of the dielectric tensor j‘fj and (d B

on IMNgn Oh ong n dk
_9gn gn 9hn gn Okn
GVDn =35 +< i > ks ow
N Ongn N Ingn Ikn N Ongn ohn | de ongn d2e
¢ okn de = O de | dw d(de/dw)” (dw)?

(S62)

My n Ol Mg n n Mg n
;If' aa(’f)“ a”]f g{’f}n and + are calculated from "g (Eq. S55) and "g

(Eq. S56) using the adjoint method descrlbed m Sectlons 3 & 5. Note that the last two terms in
Eq. S62 imply sums over Frobenius inner products between 3 x 3 matrices at each spatial grid
point.

a”gn ahn a”gn akn

where

8. SHG BANDWIDTH OPTIMIZATION

Figure S1 shows eight independent optimizations of LiNbOj3 rib waveguide geometry for
maximized SHG QPM bandwidth for fundamental vacuum wavelengths between 1.7-2.2 ym.
In each optimization the square magnitude of the group velocity mismatch (GVM) between
fundamental and second harmonic waves at a different target fundamental wavelength was used
as the cost function. All optimizations were initiated from the same nominal waveguide geometry
parameters. Figure Sle demonstrates significant improvement over 10-30 steps for every target
wavelength. Periodic poling, depicted in the inset, reverses the sign of the second order nonlinear
polarizability x@) to compensate for mismatched phase velocities of fundamental and second
harmonic waves. The first frequency derivative of the poling period required for SHG QPM is
proportional to GVM, and is thus minimized near the target wavelength in these optimizations.
This is shown in Figure S1f. Poling does not affect linear optical dispersion and thus the poling
period can be chosen freely after modal dispersion optimization.

9. GVD OPTIMIZATION

Figure S2 shows twenty independent optimizations of LiNbO3 rib waveguide geometry for
maximized SHG QPM bandwidth for fundamental vacuum wavelengths between 1.2-2.3 ym. In
each optimization the square magnitude of the TE( g modal group velocity mismatch (GVD) at a
different target wavelength was used as the cost function. These calculations were performed
using normalized units (vacuum light speed cp=1) so that optical frequencies and modal wave
vectors have units of yum~! and the GVD is unitless. All optimizations were initiated from the
same nominal waveguide geometry parameters. Figure Sle shows a reduction in the square
magnitude of the GVD by 2-6 orders of magnitude over 12-30 steps for every target wavelength.
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Fig. S1. Optimization of partially-etched LiNbO3 rib waveguide geometry for maximized
second harmonic generation (SHG) quasi-phase-matching (QPM) bandwidth with quasi-TEq o
modes. a Waveguide cross section showing the three geometry parameters used for
optimization: rib top width, full (unetched) thickness of the LiNbOj3 core, and partial etch
depth in the rib cladding expressed as a fraction of the full LiNbO3 layer thickness. b-e
Variation of optimized geometry parameters and the cost function during optimizations of
SHG QPM bandwidth at several target wavelengths. The cost function is the square magnitude
of the modal group velocity mismatch (GVM) between fundamental and second harmonic
waves at a target fundamental wavelength. f Poling period for quasi-phase-matched SHG at
the target (dots) and nearby wavelengths (dashed lines) in optimized waveguide geometries
for each target wavelength. g Relative SHG transfer functions (filled traces) and FWHM phase
matching bandwidths (dots) of optimized waveguide geometries for each target wavelength.
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Fig. S2. Optimization of partially-etched LiNbOj3 rib waveguide geometry for zero quasi-TEq o
modal group velocity dispersion at target wavelengths between 1.2-2.3 ym. a-c Variation

of optimized geometry parameters (width, thickness and etch depth) during optimizations
modal GVD at each target wavelength. d Evolution of the cost function during optimization at
each target wavelength. The cost function in each optimization was the square magnitude

of the modal group velocity dispersion (GVD) at the target wavelength. e GVD spectra of
each optimized waveguide geometry. In each case modal GVD at the target wavelength is
approximately zero.



