
1

Rigorous and efficient diffraction modeling between
arbitrary planes by angular spectrum rearrangement
YIWEN HU1,†, XIN LIU1,†,*, SHI FENG2, XU LIU1, AND XIANG HAO1,3,4,*

1College of Optical Science and Engineering, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China
2Department of Pathology, The First Affiliated Hospital, School of Medicine, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310003, China
3Jiaxing Key Laboratory of Photonic Sensing & Intelligent Imaging, Jiaxing 314000, China
4Intelligent Optics & Photonics Research Center, Jiaxing Research Institute Zhejiang University, Jiaxing 314000, China
†Equal contributors
*Corresponding authors: haox@zju.edu.cn, liuxin2018@zju.edu.cn

Compiled December 11, 2023

In computational optics, numerical modeling of diffrac-
tion between arbitrary planes offers unparalleled flex-
ibility. However, existing methods suffer from the
trade-off between computational accuracy and efficiency.
To resolve this dilemma, we present a novel approach
that rigorously and efficiently models wave propaga-
tion between two arbitrary planes. This is achieved by
rearranging the angular spectrum of the source field,
coupled with linear algebraic computations. Notably,
our method achieves comparable computational effi-
ciency to the control method for both scalar and vec-
torial diffraction modeling, while eliminating nearly all
numerical errors. Furthermore, we selectively merge the
angular spectrum to further enhance the efficiency at the
expense of precision in a controlled manner. Thereafter,
the time consumption is reduced to at most 3% of that
before merging.
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The simulation of wave propagation between arbitrary
planes has greatly enhanced the versatility of computational
optics, yielding important benefits in diverse fields such as mi-
croscopy [1], holography [2–4], and optical tweezers [5]. When
dealing with diffraction modeling between parallel planes, sev-
eral algorithms that combine the angular spectrum method and
fast Fourier transform (FFT) prove useful in achieving both
high computational accuracy and efficiency [6–8]. However,
it becomes more challenging for the non-parallel planes, as the
(spatial-) frequency coordinate cannot be directly linked with
the desired spatial counterpart using Fourier transform. This
limitation imposes constraints on the flexibility of computational
optics.

Recently, several solutions have been developed, which can
be roughly categorized into two groups. The first category com-
bines conventional FFT with angular spectrum interpolation [9–
11], allowing for comparable efficiency to that of the parallel
case. However, the transform between two uniform frequency
domains introduces interpolation errors and fails in large angles

due to the additional Jacobian [9]. Alternatively, the second
category involves directly calculating the diffractive field using
nonuniform FFT algorithms without explicit interpolation [4, 12],
partially warranting computational accuracy. However, it is of-
ten tens of times slower compared to conventional FFT and still
suffers from numerical errors due to inherent interpolation [13].

To resolve this dilemma, in this letter, we present a novel
approach for wave propagation modeling between two arbi-
trary planes. Our method involves a reorganization of the an-
gular spectrum from a uniform frequency domain to a nonuni-
form one, obviating interpolation. Subsequently, a matrix-based
Fourier transform is applied to enable flexible but efficient com-
putations. Additionally, our method also allows a trade-off
between precision and efficiency, providing a solution for flex-
ible optimization of performance. We validated our approach
both in scalar and in vectorial diffraction modeling scenarios.

Here, we simulated the scalar and the vectorial diffraction
with the scalar angular spectrum method (SASM) [7] and its
vectorial extension (VASM) [14–16], respectively. While SASM
and VASM differ in the treatment of light polarization and are
preferred for optical systems with different numerical aper-
tures (NAs), they share the same fundamental interpretation
of diffraction—the propagation of the angular spectrum.

The diffraction modeling process, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a),
comprises three distinct steps. First, the field defined on the
source plane (ξ, η) undergoes a transformation into the fre-
quency domain kr =

(
kx, ky, kz

)T, yielding the angular spec-
trum (T represents transpose). Next, the angular spectrum is
projected onto a new coordinate system kt = (ku, kv, kw)

T, de-
pending on the intersection angle (θ, ϕ) between the two planes.
Herein, θ and ϕ denote the polar and the azimuthal angles, re-
spectively, within the spherical coordinate system. Last, the
diffractive field on the observation plane (u, v) is computed as
the Fourier transform of the angular spectrum. Note that the
transformation from the source field to the frequency domain
is different in SASM and VASM, as detailed in Supplement 1,
Sections 1–2.

The geometric relation between kr and kt follows kt =
Rkr, where R is the rotation matrix [Supplement 1, Eq. (S4)].
Here we reasonably assume that the source ξη, the observa-
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Fig. 1. Wave propagation between two arbitrary planes. (a)
Coordinate transformation, where the uv plane can be viewed as
the xy plane that undergoes two successive rotations. The first
rotation involves it rotating around the z-axis by an angle of ϕ,
and the second one involves the resulting one rotating around
the v-axis by an angle of θ. (b) Principles of our method.

tion uv, and the kxky planes are all uniformly sampled. As

kz =
√

k2 − k2
x − k2

y, where k = 2πn/λ0 is the wavenumber in
medium with the refractive index n and the vacuum wavelength
λ0, kz is nonuniformly sampled, indicating that the angular spec-
trum in kt space is nonuniformly distributed when the source
and the observation planes are not parallel. The major catch is to
accurately and efficiently calculate the diffractive field from the
nonuniformly distributed angular spectrum. Notably, kt may
include many duplicated sampling points along the ku and kv
axes. By rearranging the duplicated ones to the same coordinate
points, a new coordinate system can be established [Fig. 1(b)].
This process is termed angular spectrum rearrangement.

To calculate the diffractive field on (u, v) plane from the an-
gular spectrum in kt space, we employ the matrix triple product
(MTP) as a flexible but efficient two-dimensional Fourier trans-
form [17, 18], which can handle the case of nonuniform sampling
without interpolation and enables arbitrary selection of the sam-
pling intervals and areas without zero-padding. This process
can be described by

E (u, v) = Ω (v, kv) F (ku, kv)Ω (u, ku) , (1)

where E and F are the optical fields on the observation plane and
the corresponding angular spectrum, respectively. Notably, F is a
sparse matrix when the observation plane is tilted. Such a matrix
retains the potential to be further compressed. As a result, the
memory consumption can be reduced by matrix transformations
in subsequent arithmetic processing. Ω (u, ku) = exp

(
iKT

uU
)

and Ω (v, kv) = exp
(
iVTKv

)
, where Ku, Kv, U, and V are the

coordinates, represented by row vectors, in the frequency and
spatial domain, respectively. Assisting with the MTP algorithm,
our approach demonstrates the capacity to accurately and ef-
ficiently calculate the diffractive field from the nonuniformly
distributed angular spectrum.

To establish the efficacy of our method, we conducted a com-
parative analysis of the numerical results obtained from our
approach and a control (Ctrl) method that entails combining
the FFT with angular spectrum interpolation [10, 11]. In Ctrl
method, we replaced the vanilla FFT with a generalized variant
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Fig. 2. Simulation results of scalar diffraction. (a) The amplitude
As and the phase Φs distribution on the source plane. (b) The
calculated intensity and the phase of the diffractive fields of GT
(left column), our method (middle column), and the Ctrl one
(right column), respectively. Note that a common linear phase
term, induced by the intersection angle, is removed for visualiza-
tion. (c) The deviations of the results between the two methods
and GT, which are computed by direct subtraction. (d) and (e)
are the time consumption and the error of the two methods as a
function of intersection angles. The error function is defined by
Supplement 1, Eq. (S24). (f) The volumetric intensity distribution
of the diffractive field, where the observation plane is colored in
blue. (g) and (h) are the time consumptions as a function of the
samples on the source and the observation planes, denoted by
Ns and No, respectively. (i) The errors of the two methods as a
function of Ns.

known as the chirp-Z transform to overcome the sampling con-
straint between the spatial and frequency domains [6, 17, 19].
The ground truth (GT) is derived from a naive point-by-point
integration method [17]. The light wavelength utilized in our
simulations is 785 nm. All simulations were executed by MAT-
LAB on a personal computer equipped with an Intel i5 10400F
CPU and evaluated with timeit function.

We first demonstrated our method on scalar diffraction. The
field on the source plane is set to be slightly random to avoid any
computational ambiguity and then superposed with a 0-π bi-
nary phase to produce some noticeable features in the diffractive
field [Fig. 2(a)]. The dimensions of the source and the obser-
vation planes are 6.39 mm × 6.39 mm and 2.56 mm × 2.56 mm,
respectively. The propagation distance is 50 mm.

We investigated the diffractive field on the observation
plane with a randomly selected angle pair (θ, ϕ) = (50◦, 30◦)
[Fig. 2(b)]. The position of the observation plane and the volu-
metric intensity distribution obtained through the integration
method, as a reference, are depicted in Fig. 2(f). Both the source
and the observation planes are sampled with 512 × 512 points.
In contrast to the Ctrl one, our method exhibits almost identi-
cal results since erroneous points, due to interpolation, are not
introduced [Fig. 2(c)]. We further quantified the computational
accuracy and efficiency at different angles. As illustrated in
Fig. 2(d), the time consumption of our method is sensitive to
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Fig. 3. Simulation results of vectorial diffraction. (a) The polarization Pp, the amplitude Ap, and the phase Φp distribution on the pupil
plane. The pseudo color for polarization visualization denotes ellipticity. (b) The calculated intensity and the phase of the z-polarized
component, and the total intensity, of GT (left column), our method (middle column), and the Ctrl one (right column), respectively. The
counterparts of x- and y-polarized components are available in Supplement 1, Section 4A. (c) The deviations of the results between the
two methods and GT. (d) The volumetric intensity distribution of the diffractive field, where the observation plane is colored in blue.
(e) and (f) are the time consumption and the error of the two methods as a function of angles. (g) and (h) are the time consumptions
as a function of the samples on the pupil and the observation planes, denoted by Np and No, respectively. (i) The errors of the two
methods as a function of Np.

angles, reaching the minimum when θ and ϕ are equal to 0°, 90°,
or 180°. This is attributed to the tremendous number of dupli-
cated elements of ku and kv at these angles, which leaves us the
space to maneuver a tighter angular spectrum matrix by rear-
rangement. Apart from these angles, the duplicated elements
are much fewer, resulting in a looser matrix and longer computa-
tion time. Nevertheless, our method demonstrates the ability to
exactly derive results at arbitrary angles, as depicted in Fig. 2(e).
In contrast, although the Ctrl one exhibits relatively less and
consistent time consumption due to the same samples in (ku, kv)
as in

(
kx, ky

)
, it introduces unacceptable errors with a peak of 7.2

at θ = 90◦. We are aware that the errors are induced not only by
interpolation but also by Jacobian determinant (Supplement 1,
Section 1C).

The samples also impact computational efficiency, i.e., more
samples slow down the computation. In detail, the integration
method is the slowest among the methods [Fig. 2(g) and (h)].
Its computational efficiency is slightly affected by the intersec-
tion angle, as it determines the sampling requirement in the
frequency domain. Meanwhile, the angle also determines if our
method can be faster than the Ctrl one, aligning with the findings
depicted in Fig. 2(d). Fig. 2(i) presents the relation between the
samples of the source plane and the errors, indicating the ability
of our method to consistently yield exact results. However, the
Ctrl method suffers from fatal errors when the observation plane
is tilted, especially in the orthogonal case due to the Jacobian.
To further validate our method, we conducted diffraction mod-
eling of two additional representative source fields: one with a
Gaussian amplitude and a 0-π binary phase, and another with a
Gaussian amplitude and a thin-lens phase with a circular aper-
ture (Supplement 1, Section 3). Remarkably, all results presented
here are reserved.

We further demonstrated our method on vectorial diffraction,
which is more effective in calculating the tightly focused field
formed by a high-NA objective lens (e.g., NA = 1.35 and n =
1.406). Similarly, the incident field on the entrance pupil of the
objective lens includes slightly random polarization, amplitude,
and phase, to represent a general situation [Fig. 3(a)].

The optical field on the observation plane is calculated at
(θ, ϕ) = (130◦, 30◦) [Fig. 3(b)], with the location in the volumet-
ric intensity distribution depicted in Fig. 3(d). Note that here
only the z-polarized component is visualized since it is a rep-
resentative feature of a high-NA optical system. The samples
on the pupil and the observation planes (3.1 µm × 3.1 µm) are
128 × 128 and 100 × 100, respectively. Similar to the scalar one,
our method yields exact results, regardless of the angle [Figs. 3(c)
and (f)]. In contrast, the Ctrl one exhibits unacceptable errors
of 8.7. Besides, it features a symmetric distribution as shown
in Fig. 3(f), which arises from the fact that the two observation
planes coincide when their θ are complementary and ϕ are 0◦

and 180◦, respectively. Similar to the scalar case, the time con-
sumption of our method is sensitive to angles, unlike the Ctrl
one [Fig. 3(e)]. Yet, even in the worst case, the time consump-
tion of our method is less than 0.1 seconds, which satisfies the
requirements of most practical applications.

We also evaluated the performance of three methods as a
function of the samples, and the trends generally align with
that of the scalar diffraction [Fig. 3(g) and (h)]. Meanwhile,
the error of the Ctrl method gradually reduces as the samples
increase, indicating that interpolation stands as the primary
source of error in the vectorial case [Fig. 3(i)]. To further quantify
our method, another representative demonstration, in which
the incident field carries a vortex phase, is provided in Supple-
ment 1, Section 4B. In addition, we also examined our method
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in computer-generated holography between non-parallel planes
(Supplement 1, Section 5), which is a representative application
of diffraction modeling.

As mentioned above, unlike our method, the Ctrl one suf-
fers from errors induced both by interpolation and by Jacobian.
To reveal the interpolation influence, we compared the angu-
lar spectrums before and after the coordinate transformation,
demonstrating that the interpolation gives rise to considerable
errors for the Ctrl method. The detailed analysis is available in
Supplement 1, Section 6.

Although our method guarantees exact results, its compu-
tational efficiency is not always promising. To partially solve
this problem, we can sacrifice precision in a controlled way for
computational efficiency. To accomplish this, we merge the an-
gular spectrums that are located at similar ku or kv [Fig. 4(a)],
which are identified by a threshold. Specifically, these angular
spectrums in the red and the yellow boxes are superposed with
different weights, respectively, yielding only one element at one
ku or kv position. This process can be interpreted by approximat-
ing angular spectrums, i.e., plane waves, in similar directions to
one certain direction. It allows a much tighter angular spectrum
matrix, as shown at the bottom of Fig. 4(a). By tuning the thresh-
old, we can flexibly control the computational precision and
efficiency. The detailed method is referenced in Supplement 1,
Section 7.

To verify this strategy, we examined the time consumption
of our method as a function of error in both scalar and vecto-
rial diffraction models. Herein, we kept the parameters and
the samples consistent with those previously mentioned. As
demonstrated in Fig. 4(b), the time consumption of our method
diminishes progressively as the error increases, reaching min-
imum with the minimum samples of angular spectrum. Here
we specify the minimum samples of angular spectrum to match
those of the source plane, thereby mirroring the Ctrl method. Im-
portantly, the trade-off between precision and efficiency remains
consistent at different angles in scalar and vectorial diffraction.
For scalar diffraction, as the error increases from 0 to 0.2, the time
consumption diminishes to only 3 % of the original. For vecto-
rial diffraction, when the error increases from 0 to 1.4 × 10−5, the
time consumption drops to 15 % of the original. Assuming the
maximum acceptable error σmax is 0.01, our method can manage
to fulfill this condition by weighing the time consumption and
error. In contrast, the Ctrl method, whether applied to scalar or
vectorial diffraction, consistently fails to bring down the error
below the threshold at different angles, even though its time

consumption is comparable to our minimum time consumption.
Thus, our strategy effectively achieves a notable acceleration
within an acceptable error margin. Furthermore, we compared
errors and time consumption of the two methods as a function of
the samples of the angular spectrum, yielding similar outcomes
(Supplement 1, Section 7A and 7B).

In conclusion, our study has demonstrated accurate and effi-
cient diffraction modeling between arbitrary planes. It proves
applicable for both scalar and vectorial diffraction models. Com-
bined with the MTP algorithm, our approach overcomes the
numerical limitations and exhibits high efficiency for observa-
tion planes that are parallel or orthogonal to the source plane.
For the more general cases, we have also presented a mitigation
strategy that allows for a flexible trade-off between precision
and efficiency. Furthermore, with the potential for leveraging ad-
vanced parallel computing technologies, our method provides
access to further acceleration. Our development represents an
important step towards flexible, accurate, and efficient computa-
tional optics.
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