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Abstract

As a two-dimensional planar material with low depth profile, a metasurface can generate non-classical phase
distributions for the transmitted and reflected electromagnetic waves at its interface. Thus, it offers more flexibility to
control the wave front. A traditional metasurface design process mainly adopts the forward prediction algorithm, such
as Finite Difference Time Domain, combined with manual parameter optimization. However, such methods are time-
consuming, and it is difficult to keep the practical meta-atom spectrum being consistent with the ideal one. In addition,
since the periodic boundary condition is used in the meta-atom design process, while the aperiodic condition is used
in the array simulation, the coupling between neighboring meta-atoms leads to inevitable inaccuracy. In this review,

representative intelligent methods for metasurface design are introduced and discussed, including machine learning,
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physics-information neural network, and topology optimization method. We elaborate on the principle of each
approach, analyze their advantages and limitations, and discuss their potential applications. We also summarise recent
advances in enabled metasurfaces for quantum optics applications. In short, this paper highlights a promising direction
for intelligent metasurface designs and applications for future quantum optics research and serves as an up-to-date

reference for researchers in the metasurface and metamaterial fields.

1 Introduction

Electromagnetic (EM) wave front modulation has important significance in both scientific researches and
industrial applications. It is highly demanded in classical information processing [1], [2], telecommunication [3], [4],
military applications [5], [6], imaging systems [7], [8], and their quantum counterparts [9]-[11]. Traditionally,
dielectric materials-based devices were used to control EM waves, including lenses and deflectors [12]-[14]. However,
conventional dielectric materials have limited choices of dielectric constants. In addition, large dimensions and
complex shapes are required to accumulate enough propagating phase to realize targeted functions [15], [16].

In recent years, two-dimensional (2D) planar materials, known as metasurfaces, have solved challenging
problems encountered by traditional optical devices. Metasurfaces have artificially tunable EM responses. The
modulation of EM waves is achieved by arranging meta-atoms (pixel unit cells of a metasurface) in a predefined order
[17]-[38]. The principle is to use the sharp phase variation of the transmitted or reflected wave on the metasurface
with the designed structure to effectively control the EM wavefront [39], [40]. After Yu et al. proposed the generalized
Snell's law [38], metasurface researches started to flourish and various metasurface devices with different
functionalities emerged consistently [41]-[56]. A traditional metasurface design relies on the forward prediction
methods: Finite Element Methods or Finite Difference Time Domain Methods are used to predict the optical properties
[57]-[58]. Normally, a unit cell is simulated with a periodic boundary. Then more unit cells are combined to form a
large area system. Such a process is time-consuming, and the designed meta-atoms are difficult to achieve ideal optical
responses. Due to the use of periodic boundary conditions in meta-atom design and aperiodic boundary conditions in
the array simulation process, the mutual coupling between different meta-atoms causes unavoidable inaccuracy.

Before we discuss the intelligent optimization techniques for metasurface designs, the traditional methods derived
from fundamental laws of physics are introduced in detail as following, which is understandable by logic. The general

design process for a metasurface device consists of two steps. The first step is the metasurface unit cell design.



Afterwards, one fills in the discrete metasurface pixels by unit cells with different response including phase, amplitude
or other EM properties of a wave [59]. There are several typical mechanisms for metasurface unit cell design. The
earliest method is called propagating phase metasurface [60]. The mechanism of propagating phase unit cell is to
change EM resonance of the unit cell by adjusting the size of the metal structure that introduces a phase change. This
mechanism works on the condition of linear polarization wave. Later on, Pancharatnam-Berry (PB) phase metasurface
is proposed [61], which is another mechanism for unit cell design working on circularly polarized waves. The phase
change is only related to the rotation angle of unit cell and has thus nothing to do with size. Generally, the additional
phase shift of the PB phase unit cell is twice the rotation angle of structure. In design of a PB phase unit cell, according
to the PB theory, one generally designs a unit cell structure to achieve phase difference of 180° under the radiation of
two orthogonally linear polarization waves. In 2013, Pfeiffer and Grbic proposed Huygens’ metasurface to realize

perfect transmission with impedance matching theory [62]. The basic theory is as following. One considers the total

field on both sides of a metasurfaceis E and H . Then, equivalent electric current Js and equivalent magnetic current
M; on the interface of the metasurface are excited. The surface electric impedance Z. and surface magnetic impedance
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If the transmission amplitude is 1, we derive R=0, and T=e"¥_ Then, the condition of a high transmission for Huygens’
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Metasurface is determined by Z, = Z—O . In other words, as long as one carefully designs Z. and Z, of the metasurface,
m

full transmission can be realized [63]. Recently, an interesting metasurface with Anomalous Generalized Brewster
Effect (AGBE) is proposed by Fan et al. and Luo et al. [64], [65]. For Brewster Effect, when TM polarized wave (its

magnetic field being perpendicular to the plane of incidence) is incident from vacuum to dielectric with permittivity



e, the Brewster’s angle g is arctan /&, where there is no reflection. However, if a dielectric layer with an

appropriate surface impedance Rs is coated on a well-designed metasurface, the reflection-less phenomenon can be

realized for different angles, which is called Generalized Brewster Effect (GBE). The relationship between Rsand
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previous isotropic dielectric is changed into anisotropic dielectric with permittivity eee=cq (perpendicular to refraction

impedance of free space. For a refracted wave, refraction angle 6, is determined by 6, = arcsin( ). Then, the

direction), and &pa (parallel to refraction direction). In this case, the refraction and reflection phenomena remain the
same as before. However, if we switch the incident wave from left side of normal (8i>0) to right side of normal (6i<0),
according to the reciprocity principle, the reflection is the same as before, which is determined by Rs. While the
refraction angle is not only dominated by &g, but also epa. This interesting phenomenon is called Anomalous
Generalized Brewster Effect (AGBE). By carefully designing Rs of a metasurface and permittivity of dielectric, we
can control Brewster’s and refraction angle. Another metasurface proposed by Chu et al. is the random-flip
metasurface [66]. Such a metasurface consists normally of two types of unit cells, which have the same shape and size,
but arranged in space inversion positions. The main mechanism behind this metasurface is the reciprocity principle
and local space inversion. For demonstration, the Chu et al. designed a metasurface that realizes diffusive reflection
while keeping distortion-free transmission. The choice of materials also plays an important role in metasurface designs,
which relies on the specific applications and the desired properties of a metasurface, such as operating wavelength,
polarization sensitivity, and the level of loss. Generally speaking, metasurfaces are made of subwavelength size metal
or dielectric structures. For visible and near-infrared applications, dielectric materials such as Silicon and Titanium
Dioxide are often used because of their low loss at those wavelengths compared with metals. For mid- to far-infrared
applications, gold and silver are usually used because of their strong resonant property. In microwave applications,
metal, such as copper, and high refractive index dielectric materials are normally used because the loss of metal is
quite low in microwave band. In other words, the choice of materials for a metasurface depends on different
wavelength applications and should keep a balance between material properties such as conductivity, permittivity, and

loss.



In a metasurface intelligent design, a commonly used method is the genetic algorithm [51]. However, for multi-
parameter problems, solving with the genetic algorithm requires complex computational processes and is time
consuming. In addition, with the increased number of parameters, the computational time will increase exponentially.
Alternatively, an intelligent metasurface design combining with forward and reverse algorithms offers a solution to
overcome the above-mentioned problems encountered by traditional metasurfaces [67], [68]. Compared with
traditional optimization algorithms, machine learning can predict unknown problems by learning complex
relationships between model variables and optical properties from large known datasets. This strategy can significantly
reduce the computational time of a metasurface design by providing a more comprehensive and systematic
optimization for metasurface properties [69], [70]. Additionally, by using deep optics and photonics theory, (e.g.,
Rigorous Coupled Wave Analysis, RCWA) with advanced optimization algorithms (e.g., automatic differentiation,
AD), parameters are adjusted and re-evaluated to approach the final goal more efficiently [71], [72]. This method is
called topology optimization. We make some comparisons between these methods in terms of physical accuracy,
computational time, and degrees of freedom.

In general, to improve the precision of network predictions, machine learning is often applied to simple and fixed
metasurface structures, where certain structural parameters are treated as variables [69], [70], [73]-[78]. The precision
of the results is directly dependent on the precision of the numerical algorithms used, such as the Finite Element
Method (FEM) or Finite-Difference Time-Domain (FDTD), as well as the size of the dataset. Additionally, the inverse
design of metasurface structures using machine learning methods may result in non-unique solutions, where the same
input may produce different outputs during the training process. To address these limitations, physics-informed neural
networks can be employed to accurately predict the EM response of metasurface structures by incorporating physical
laws, such as Maxwell's equations and boundary conditions of EM fields, during training [67], [68], [79]-[83]. The
network can find the optimal solution by learning the laws of physics. Furthermore, optimization techniques, such as
dynamically adjusting the weights, can be used to improve the calculation precision. Topology optimization, the
design of the size and shape of the structure within a given space, can also be employed to improve precision [71],
[72], [84]-[89]. It considers physical laws, optimization goals, and constraints, such as fabrication precision, and finds
a local optimal solution when combined with an optimization algorithm. This method has the highest precision when

the physical model is accurate during optimization.



The computational time consumed by machine learning is primarily determined by the size of the data set, the
complexity of the metasurface structure, and the number of optimization parameters [69], [70], [73]-[78]. Typically,
the computational time can be reduced without compromising the precision of the results, by reducing the size of the
required training data set, simplifying the structure, and decreasing the number of optimized parameters. Consequently,
the majority of the computational time is concentrated on collecting data sets and training networks. However, this
approach may also result in a limited number of design parameters, leading to a reduction in the diversity of structure
designs. Physics-informed neural networks, on the other hand, establish a framework based on mathematical and
physical methods [67], [68], [79]-[83]. Compared to machine learning methods, they can use fewer data samples to
train networks with better generalization capabilities and adjust more structure parameters. This approach not only
reduces time loss but also increases the degree of freedom in structure design. The computational time consumed by
the topology optimization method is primarily focused on the execution of Generalized Updating Procedures (GUP),
which includes optical theory and optimization algorithms, such as gradient descent algorithms [71], [72], [84]-[89].
Therefore, compared to the two previous methods, this one can more quickly approach the optimum. Additionally,
this method allows for arbitrary arrangements in space, resulting in the highest degree of freedom in structure design.
We give mainly the qualitative comparison here. For further work in this field in the future, specific numerical
comparison among these methods needs to be discussed in detail.

The methods discussed above have significantly expanded the possibilities for metasurface designs and have led to
notable improvements in performance. A flowchart of the metasurface design process, including principles, fabrication,
experimental conditions, and applications, is illustrated in Figure 1. This paper focuses primarily on the recent
developments in intelligent metasurface design methods, including machine learning, physics-informed neural
networks, and topology optimization. The advantages and limitations of these various methods are analyzed and
discussed in detail. We also present recent advances in quantum optics applications enabled metasurfaces before the
conclusion section. Thus, this review paper aims to provide a timely summary of recent developments in metasurface

design and offers new perspectives for future metasurface designs and applications.
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Figure 1. Overview of representative tasks for a metasurface, including (a) vortex generation, reuse with permission

Cleaning/packing - Other tests

for ref. [120], Copyright @ 2022 Song, N. T. et al. (b) light absorption, reuse with permission for ref. [121], © 2019
Optical Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement, (c) focusing lens, reuse
with permission for ref. [122], Copyright @ 2017, Wang, S. M. et al. (d) light refraction, reuse with permission for
ref. [123], Copyright @ 2021, Ji, W. Y. et al. Laser & Photinics Reviews published by Wiley-VCH GmbH. Besides,
the figure also includes metasurface simulation principle, fabrication technics, testing conditions, and typical
metasurface applications (€) imaging system, reuse with permission for ref. [7], Copyright @ 2019 Fan, Z. B. et al. (f)
communication system, reuse with permission for ref. [124], Copyright @ 2020 Zhao, H. T. et al. (g) radar system,
reuse with permission for ref. [125], Copyright @ 2022 Wan, X. et al. Advanced Intelligent Systems Published by
Wiley-VCH GmbH. and (h) quantum optics, reuse with permission for ref. [9], Copyright © 2021, Springer Nature

Limited.
2 Results (recent advances in metasurface design and analysis)

In this section, we address various approaches and case studies pertaining to the optimization of techniques for
designing metasurface-based optical devices. We analyze their underlying principles and methods, and classify them

into three main categories, which will be discussed in the subsequent sections.

2.1 Machine learning for metasurface design



2.1.1 Basic principle

The basic principle flowchart of machine learning approach for metasurface design is illustrated in Figure 2. The
general design process is as follows: for a simple cylindrical structure, data sets of EM response can be obtained using
forward solver algorithms with a variety of parameter combinations as an input. These data sets can then be used to
train a deep neural network, which can calculate the EM response when provided with the input. This is referred to as
a forward network. Through the same training process, an inverse network is also obtained. The inverse network
differs in that the input is the desired response, and the output is the geometry parameters of the structure. The

optimized solutions can also be evaluated using forward solver algorithms to determine if the response is acceptable

[73]-[78].
3, Get data sets 4, Predict of EM response
Forward Solver Algorithms Deep Neural Networks Forward Network|
2, Input parameters 5, Training
Optimized Solutions Inverse Network
7, Output Parameters 6, Input desired Response

1, Define the problem

Figure 2 The flowchart steps of basic principle of machine learning for metasurface design: define the problem, collect
data sets, pre-process data, train the model, validate the model, train inverse network, input desired response, iterate

and optimization, and achieve desired performance.

2.1.2 Cases and approaches

In 2019, An et al. proposed a deep learning method for optimizing the optical response of metasurface structures.
This method was found to be more accurate and efficient than conventional techniques [70]. Additionally, it
represented the first successful application of machine learning to model 3D structures. However, it should be noted
that this method is limited to simple, fixed structures, as demonstrated in Figure 3(a). For complex structures, an

increase in input size parameters results in a significant reduction of optimization time and accuracy, limiting the



degree of freedom. In addition, this work lacks experimental validation of the theoretical and simulation results.
Therefore, further researches are needed to establish its validity. In the same year, Zhang et al. proposed a binary
coded metasurface structure optimized by machine learning [76], as depicted in Figure 3(b). This structure possesses
a higher degree of freedom than the previous work [70], allowing for the use of a large dataset to train the network.
Consequently, the network exhibits a high phase response accuracy and rapid optimization speed. The authors [76]
also provided experimental validation of the feasibility of their method. However, this work is limited in its focus on
coding optimization for unit cell structures and does not provide a design or strategy for array optimization.
Furthermore, while the sample works in the microwave band, which allows for easy fabrication of binary coding
structures, conversion to the optical band would be hindered by limitations in manufacturing accuracy, making
experimental implementation of this method challenging. Later, in 2021, Jiang et al. demonstrated that deep neural
networks can predict not only phase, but also group delay for meta-atoms operating in the visible light band [69]. The
deep neural network used in this work is illustrated in Figure 3(c). However, if there is a significant deviation in the
desired phase spectrum or the spectrum is complex, there will be an inherent error between the network-trained
spectrum and the test spectrum, as calculated by the forward solver. In 2022, Ma et al. proposed an innovative approach
of designing a multi-functional metasurface by incorporating an optimization algorithm and machine learning in the
near-infrared band [77]. The method proposed by Ma et al. allows for multiple functions from a single metasurface to
approach the physical limitations. The maxima number of functions that a metasurface can perform is limited by
several factors: including physical size, manufacture techniques, coupling between meta-atoms, material loss, and so
on. If the area of the metasurface is smaller, the number of resonators which can be designed in one meta-atom period
is less, which limits the number of functions. The fabrication techniques used to create resonators also have influence.
For example, electron-beam lithography can define highly complex resonator shape, which ensures high precision of
the structure. The coupling between neighboring meta-atoms limits the number of the functions because it causes
interference between different resonators, which has influence on the functions. Metasurfaces are usually made of
metal or dielectric materials with a high refractive index, which can cause large absorption or scattering loss. This
factor also influences the functions. The design process is illustrated in Figure 3(d). The authors [77] also conducted
experiments and demonstrated their strategy successfully. In the same year, Lin et al. also employed a combination of

machine learning and optimization algorithm to optimize all the meta-atoms in a metasurface array in the microwave



band [78]. This approach was used to design a retroreflector and a sample was fabricated. It was then effectively

demonstrated through an experiment.
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Figure 3. Cases and approaches of machine learning for a metasurface design. (a) Illustration of a metasurface model
in the solver. (b) Schematic diagram of binary coded meta-atom and the comparison phase between predicted results
by deep learning and simulated results, reuse with permission for ref. [76], © 2018 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH &
Co. KGaA, Weinheim. (c) Schematic diagram of framework for deep neural network, reuse with permission for ref.
[69], © 2021 Optical Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement. (d)
Flowchart of optimization design of EM response by combining machine learning and optimization algorithm, reuse
with permission for ref. [77], © 2022 Wiley-VCH GmbH. (e) Flowchart of retroreflector 2-bit array structure design
optimized by machine learning, reuse with permission for ref. [78], © 2022 Optical Society of America under the

terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement.

2.1.3 Analysis and Conclusion

The strategy to apply machine learning for metasurface design involves the initial creation of a large "library™ of
potential metasurface designs, followed by the simulation of each design's response using a numerical solver.
Subsequently, classical search methods are employed to traverse the library and identify the desired metasurface
parameters. This traditional approach is inefficient as well as time-consuming. The machine learning techniques
discussed in this section still necessitate the use of a numerical solver to generate training data, but this represents a
one-time cost. Once trained, the networks can predict metasurface parameters without the need for further utilization
of a numerical solver.

A prevalent issue in the application of general neural network frameworks to metasurface design is the lack of
rigor in enforcing the correctness of physics solutions or the manufacturability of discovered parameters. As
demonstrated in [69], these frameworks may yield negative parameters, which have no physical significance. This
limitation can be addressed through the use of classical constrained optimization frameworks. It is important to
eliminate the results that are technically infeasible through validation using numerical solvers. The following methods

discussed in this review aim to address this issue.

2.2 Physics-informed neural networks for metasurface design

2.2.1 Basic principle

The basic principle for physics-informed neural networks is to add information on the physics laws, such as Maxwell’s
equations or some other partial differential equation (PDE), into neural networks. The operation can be realized by

incorporating PDE governing data set into a loss function of framework. Detailed information and theory are referred



to the second paragraph of section 2 (Physics-informed neural networks) in [67]. We illustrate a flowchart of physics-
informed neural networks for metasurface design in Figure 4. A multi-pillar meta-atom structure, which has a complex
design and multiple parameters, results in a greater degree of freedom compared to previous methods. Data sets are
obtained by simulating the structure through a forward solver, but with the incorporation of physics laws such as
Maxwell's Equations and EM boundary conditions into the neural networks, the required data set size is reduced,
leading to a significant reduction in computational time [79]-[83]. The remaining design process is consistent with the

machine learning method.

3, Data Sets 5, Training

Forward Solver Algorithms Physics-Informed Neural Networks Back-propagation
Network

4, Physics Laws and Loss Function

2, Input
Parameters

6, Input Desired EM properties

Output Geometry

7, Refine Input Parameters

1, Define the problem

Figure 4 The flowchart steps of basic principle of Physics-Informed Neural Networks for metasurface design: define
the problem, create the training data, define physics principle and loss function, define the PINN architecture, validate
the network, train backpropagation networks, input desired EM response, iterate the design process, and obtain desired

metasurface designs.

2.2.2 Cases and approaches

In 2020, Chen et al. utilized a combination of neural networks and partial differential equations, specifically the
Helmholtz equation, for metasurface design, the method of which is referred as Physics-Informed Neural Networks
[67]. The aim of this work was to use a single cylinder to replace an array of small cylinders, as shown in the first
column of Figure 5(a). The goal was to achieve the same electric field response from both objects when a plane wave
is incident upon them. As shown in the second column of Figure 5(a), the electric field distribution of the small
cylinder array is depicted for a wavelength of 2.1 wm when the wave is incident from left to right. The authors then

utilized Physics-Informed Neural Networks to optimize a single cylinder to replace the array. The third column of



Figure 5(a) shows the predicted electric field distribution of the single cylinder, with an error of 2.82% compared to
the desired pattern in the second column. This method allows for a reduction in computational time and simplifies the
training process, making it useful in the design of invisible cloaks.

In 2022, Tang et al. proposed an approach of incorporating physical guidance and explanation within recurrent
neural networks for time response of optical resonances [79]. In this work, A recurrent neural network (RNN) is a
kind of neural network (ANN) which is designed to process sequential data, such as time sequence data. RNN
processes sequences of inputs and use the information from previous inputs to predict the output. Optical resonance
is @ phenomenon that occurs when light interacts with a structure, which makes it resonant at a certain frequency.
Physics-guided and physics-explainable neural networks are a type of neural network framework that is designed to
include physical principles or knowledge into the framework and training process. This method can improve the output
accuracy and interpretability because it is consistent with known physics laws or principles. In the first column of
Figure 5(b), periodic monolayer graphene stripe structures are expected to produce resonance when a THz wave is
incident on it. Then, one can observe time-domain signals. Here, physics-guided and physics-explainable neural
networks are adopted to predict the full-length time-domain response, as shown in the second column of Figure 5(b).
The input sequence is only 7% of full sequence. With this prediction, they are able to derive the resonant frequency
of resonant structures. Additionally, they can obtain more information in the frequency domain by applying the Fourier
transform, as depicted in the third column of Figure 5(b). This approach reduces significantly the time required for

data collection.

Similarly, Khatib et al. proposed a framework called Deep Lorentz Neural Networks (DLNN) for metamaterials
design [68], which is specifically used to model the behavior of EM waves in all-dielectric metamaterials. The DLNN
is based on the Lorentz model, which describes how the electric and magnetic properties of a material change in
response to an EM field. A schematic of working principle of framework is shown in Figure 5(c). The DLNN is trained
by using a dataset from simulated EM wave propagation in all-dielectric metamaterials. Then, it is able to learn
physical properties of these materials and predict their behavior according to different inputs. The authors [68] proved
that DLNN can accurately predict the behavior of all-dielectric metamaterials with different conditions, such as
changing in frequency, polarization, and angle of incidence. By comparing conventional Deep Neural Networks and

Lorentz Neural Networks, the authors demonstrate that the latter requires less training data to achieve the same target



with less errors. Furthermore, physics-informed neural networks have great universality and generalizability for

solving a wide range of optical problems and creating physics models.

Later, Chen et al. updated their physics-informed neural networks with Maxwell equations [83]. It is important
to note that the proposed method can predict a 3D distribution of permittivity in an unknown target using near-field
data sets. As an example, Figure 5(d) illustrates the cross-sectional plane of the electric field distribution of Ey, Ey, and
E; (real part) as determined by the finite element simulation method. This information is utilized to train neural
networks, which are subsequently combined with wave equations to enable the retrieval of 3D permittivity information
from electric field information. This achievement is significant as it allows for the extraction of information from 3D
objects, which are more commonly encountered in realistic scenarios. As such, this method has potential applications

in fields such as near-field microscopy and medical imaging.
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Figure 5. Cases and approaches of Physics-informed neural networks for metasurface design. (a) First column:
Schematic diagram of original cylinder array. Second column: Electric field distribution of cylinder array when the
plane wave is incident from left to right for the wavelength of 2.1 um. Third column: Electric distribution of single
cylinder predicted by networks, reuse with permission for ref. [67], © 2020 Optical Society of America under the
terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement. (b) First column: Graphene resonant structure. Second column:

The comparison of electric field prediction and target signal in time-domain. Third column: The comparison of



transmission amplitude prediction and target signal in frequency-domain, reuse with permission for ref. [79],
Copyright © 2022, Yingheng Tang et al, under exclusive licence to Springer Nature America, Inc. (c) Schematic
diagram Lorentz Neural Networks, reuse with permission for ref. [68], © 2022 Wiley-VCH GmbH. (d) Top left, top
right and bottom left: the plane cross sections of electric field distribution of E,, Ey, and E; (real part). Bottom right:
3D permittivity information extracted by physics-informed neural networks, reuse with permission for ref. [83],
Copyright © 2022, Chen, Y. Y. This article is distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license.

2.2.3 Analysis and Conclusion

The previous discussions demonstrate that physics-informed neural networks possess a high speed, accuracy, and
degree of freedom, and overcome limitations imposed by training data. Additionally, this framework is readily
applicable to the problem of recovering geometrical parameters of metasurfaces for a desired EM response. However,
it is important to note that a disadvantage of this framework is that a single trained physics-informed neural network
cannot be applied to multiple similar inverse problems, requiring retraining for each individual case. Nevertheless,
alternative methods that may be equally effective and more efficient without the use of machine learning techniques

will be discussed in the following section.

2.3 Topology Optimization for metasurface design

2.3.1 Basic principle

A flowchart of the topology optimization process for metasurface design is illustrated in Figure 6. The process
commences with an initial structure and associated parameters, denoted as xi. The EM response of the structure is then
computed using advanced optical theories such as the rigorous coupled-wave analysis (RCWA) method [71], [72]. A
loss function, L, is subsequently determined by comparing the current EM response to the desired EM response. The
gradient of the loss function with respect to the parameters x; is then determined using gradient algorithms such as
automatic differentiation [71]. This gradient information is utilized to update the structure's parameters x; in the
direction that minimizes the loss function. The process is repeated until the loss function reaches its minimum value.

The final output is the optimized set of parameters x; for the desired structure.
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Figure 6 Flowchart steps of basic principle of topology optimization for metasurface design: define the problem, input
parameters, make sure desired EM response, calculate loss function, calculate gradient of loss function, update and

output parameters, iterate the design process, get desired design.

2.3.2 Cases and approaches

In 2019, Lin et al. proposed the use of RCWA method for topology optimization of multi-layer metasurface structures
[84]. RCWA is a mathematical approach that is used to analyze and calculate the EM response of multi-layer, periodic
structures, making it well-suited for metasurface analysis. Additionally, it has the advantage of highly efficient
computation. After obtaining the EM response information of the structure, the authors [88] applied the adjoint method
to perform the optimization. As a pure physics-based method, they obtained thousands of degrees of freedom for meta-
atoms, which is much more than what achieved using the previous methods. They successfully designed a metalens,
as shown in Figure 7(a), but due to the complex structure and high degree of freedom, it is difficult to fabricate such
a lens. While the concept is promising, it is currently infeasible to experimentally implement multi-layer, nano-scale
structures. In the same year, Phan et al. designed large-area lenses with Aperiodic Fourier Modal Method (AFMM)
for finite-sized, isolated devices [85]. Firstly, the authors divided a lens into several small sections for ease of
calculation. The curve phase profiles are then linearized for each part, as illustrated in Figure 7(b). For every section,
it is composed of aperiodic pillar structures. Importantly, the authors creatively propose an AFMM, which combines
a solver for periodic systems and perfectly matched layers. A metasurface with pillar structures can be expressed as a

distribution of the permeability and permeability on the surface plane. Then, Stratton-Chu integral equation is used to



compute the radiation field in all of space. After optimization, the authors can get the desired field distribution. Also
considering the coupling between the edge of neighboring sections, they add a gap of at least 0.2A between neighboring
sections, thereby reducing the coupling between sections. At last, a series of methods adopted above lead to designing
a highly efficient lens with high NA. In 2021, Colburn et al. employed the rigorous coupled-wave analysis (RCWA)
method in conjunction with automatic differentiation (AD) to optimize metasurface parameters [71]. The overall
process is similar to the one that is depicted in Figure 6. AD can be applied to any sequential calculation procedure,
but it is complex and involves a series of basic operations. By utilizing the chain rule, the differential coefficient of
the complex procedure can be calculated once the differential coefficient for each basic operation is determined.
Additionally, the use of parallel calculation on GPUs further increases the speed compared to the adjoint method. An
example of designing a lens with several elliptical resonator meta-atoms is shown in the first column of Figure 7(c).
As the iteration number increases, the learning curve of focus efficiency improves, as depicted in the second column
of Figure 7(c). The normalized electric field intensity in the focal plane is presented in the third column. In the same
year, Xu et al. employed RCWA with a multi-object adjoint-based approach to optimize the discrete geometric phase
metasurface [89]. Having followed optimization, the discrete structure becomes a continuous structure and the
efficiency is significantly improved. The final optimized refractor array and intensity distribution of the electric field

are illustrated in Figure 7(d).
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Figure 7. Cases and approaches of topology for metasurface design. (a) Metalens designed by topology optimization
method and the focus effect of simulation results for the metalens, reuse with permission for ref. [84], © 2019 Optical
Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement. (b) First column: Conventional
lens with curve phase profile. Second column: The topology optimized lens with separated sections and linearization
phase profile. Third column: Comparison of optimization time between full device and linear sections varying against



device size, reuse with permission for ref. [85], Copyright @ 2019 Phan, T. et al. (c) First column: Meta-atom with
several elliptical resonators in designing a lens. Second column: The learning curve of focus efficiency varying against
iteration. Third column: The normalized electric field intensity in focal plane, reuse with permission for ref. [71],
Copyright @ 2021 Colburn, S. et al. (d) Left: Topology optimized structure of a metasurface array. Right: Real part
of electric field distribution of the refractor, reuse with permission for ref. [89], © 2021 Optical Society of America

under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement.

2.3.3 Analysis and Conclusion

Based on the previously discussed works, it is evident that in recent years the most effective strategy for
metasurface optimization has been through the use of topology optimization methods, which leverage advanced AD
formulations or apply high-performance computing techniques. These methods are highly flexible, performant,
accurate, fast, and offer a large degree of freedom. The choice of strategy is largely dependent on a specific application.
In conclusion, to effectively handle highly complex metasurfaces, a physics-informed neural network can be employed
by incorporating elements from these topological optimization approaches, such as the use of the efficient RCWA

method, or the implementation of high-performance parallel architecture for training.
2.4 Metasurfaces for quantum optics applications

Since the introduction of metasurface concepts, various devices and applications have emerged rapidly, including
metasurface antennas [30], [56], radar cross-section modification [29], specialized beam generation [40], [41], active
metasurfaces [90], and metasurfaces for quantum optics. In recent years, quantum optics research, as an emerging
field, have experienced significant expansion and hold important prospects for applications in areas such as quantum
computation, communication, storage, sensing and fundamental quantum physics research [91]-[95]. Metasurfaces
are predicted to play a crucial role in the future quantum photonics technology. In this section, we highlight several

recent advances in the applications of metasurfaces for quantum optics.

In 2018, Wang et al. proposed the use of flat metasurfaces as a replacement for conventional bulk components to
achieve non-classical multiphoton interference [91]. The authors reconstructed one photon and two photon states using
a polarization-insensitive detector, as shown in Figure 8(a). The experiment demonstrated the feasibility of controlling
multi-photon quantum states using a metasurface. Subsequently, Georgi et al. presented a quantum system that could
entangle and disentangle two photon spin states using a metasurface, as shown in Figure 8(b) [92]. The performance

of this system was found to be superior to that of conventional optical elements. In 2020, Zhou et al. proposed a



polarization-entangled photon source that could function as an optical switch for edge detection mode, as shown in
Figure 8(c) [93]. When the photon is in the "switch OFF" or "switch ON" state, the imaging shows a solid or an
outlined cat, respectively. In 2022, Gao et al. demonstrated a multi-channel metasurface being capable of transforming
polarization-entangled photon pairs [94]. Additionally, it was shown that using two metasurfaces could enable even
more channels for entangled photon pair distribution, which holds immense potential for applications in quantum
information processing. The intelligent methods discussed in previous sections can improve the performance, accuracy,
and speed of a metasurface design, which could potentially be the next-generation design strategy for quantum optics

devices.
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Figure 8. Cases of a metasurface for quantum optics applications. (a) Schematic of quantum state reconstruction with

a nanostructured metasurface, reuse with permission for ref. [91], Copyright © 2018 Wang, K. et al. some rights



reserved; exclusive licensee American Association for the Advancement of Science. No claim to original U.S.
Government Works. (b) Schematic of entanglement and disentanglement of two photons states with a metasurface,
reuse with permission for ref. [92], Copyright @ 2019 Georgi, P. et al. (¢) Schematic of a metasurface functioning as
an optical switch for the optical edge detection mode. When the photon indicates the switch OFF state, the imaging is
a solid cat. When the photon indicates the switch ON state, the imaging is an outlined cat, reuse with permission for
ref. [93], Copyright © 2020 The Authors, some rights reserved; exclusive licensee American Association for the
Advancement of Science. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. Distributed under a Creative Commons
Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY). (d) Schematic of two metasurfaces for multi-channel quantum entangle distribution
and transformation, reuse with permission for ref. [94], Copyright @ 2022 Gao Y. et. al., PRL, 129, 023601, 2022.
American Physical Society, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.023601.

3 Discussion

In this review, multiple important methods on intelligent design for metasurfaces are elaborated. These methods will
become the effective methods for metasurface and metamaterial design in the future and have obvious advantages in
physical accuracy and computational time. We give a comparison between forward and backward inverse designs of
a metasurface in detail in Table 1. For more examples of using machine learning, physics-informed neural network,
and topology optimization method, the readers are referred to [96]-[100]. Furthermore, the methods above can be
extended to the design for other optical devices [101], such as photonic crystals [102]-[106], optical cavities [107]-
[110], and integrated photonic circuits [111]-[115]. Intelligent metasurfaces are a rapid development direction and

have important application prospects in several new revolutionary fields, especially in the field of quantum optics [9]-

[11].
Table 1 The comparison between forward and backward inverse design of metasurfacce.

Design Method Algorithm Physical Accuracy Computational cost
Forward Design Finite Element Method, Only forward solver is difficult | Artificial design and
Strategy Finite Difference Time to achieve results consistent optimization is time-
[56]-[58] Domain with ideal optical expectations. | consuming.

Machine Learning Machine Learning Pre-existing numerical forward | The cost is derived from
[69], [70], [73]-[78] | Combined with solver produces physically the training and depends
Numerical Solver Method | accurate solutions. on the training data size,
which is one-time cost.
Physics-Informed Neural Network Combined | The existence of solution Less cost, since physical
Neural Networks with Physical Laws behind | cannot be presupposed and laws restrict the space of
[67], [68], [79]-[83] | Physics Process depends on physical problem. admissible solutions to a
manageable size.




Topology Rigorous Coupled Wave The physical predictions of The fastest of one

Optimization Analysis Combined with numerical forward solver are iteration of gradient
[71], [72], [84]-[89] | Algorithmic accurate, which is the strongest | descent is less than others,
Differentiation promise of physical accuracy. | so the cost is the least.

Besides academic interests, metasurfaces have emerged as a promising technology with diverse potential applications
in industry. Metamaterials have shown remarkable properties such as anomalous reflection, wavefront manipulation,
and polarization control. These unique features enable metasurfaces to revolutionize conventional optics and provide
innovative solutions for a wide range of industrial applications [116]. In the near future, metasurfaces can be used to
enhance the performance of sensors [117], antennas, large sensor arrays, and solar cells, leading to a higher optical
efficiency and sensitivity. They can also be used in imaging and holography, providing high-resolution imaging and
3D display capabilities. Furthermore, metasurfaces can be integrated into various devices and systems to improve their
functionalities. Therefore, the potential to transform metasurfaces to industrial applications is enormous, and further

researches in this field are expected to open new possibilities for their practical implementation [118], [119].

Conflict of interests

All authors declare no conflict of interests.

Contributions

W. Ji and J. Chang wrote the manuscript (equal contribution) with the help of H. Xu, J. Gao, S. Grdblacher, P. Urbach

and A. Adam.

Reference

[1] Cui, T.J.etal. Information entropy of coding metasurface. Light: Science & Applications 5, 16172 (2016).

[2] Wu, H. T. et al. Harmonic information transitions of spatiotemporal metasurfaces. Light: Science &
Applications 9, 198 (2020).

[3] Bonod, N. Large-scale dielectric metasurfaces. Nature Materials14, 664-665 (2015).

[4] Wang, Z. et al. Integrated photonic metasystem for image classifications at telecommunication wavelength.
Nature Communications 13, 2131 (2022).

[5] Zzhu, H. Z.etal. Multispectral camouflage for infrared, visible, lasers and microwave with radiative cooling.



Nature Communications 12, 1805 (2021).

[6] Qiu, Y. C. et al. Fundamentals and applications of spin-decoupled Pancharatnam—Berry metasurfaces.
Frontiers of Optoelectronics 14, 134-147 (2021).

[7] Fan, Z. B. et al. A broadband achromatic metalens array for integral imaging in the visible. Light: Science
& Applications 8, 67 (2019).

[8] Zheng, G. X. et al. Metasurface holograms reaching 80% efficiency. Nature Nanotechnology 10, 308-312
(2015).

[9] Solntsev, A. S. et al. Metasurfaces for quantum photonics. Nature Photonics 15, 327-336 (2021).

[10] Stav, T. et al. Quantum entanglement of the spin and orbital angular momentum of photons using
metamaterials. Science 361, 1101-1104 (2018).

[11] Kan, Y. H. et al. Metasurface-enabled generation of circularly polarized single photons. Advanced
Materials 32, 1907832 (2020).

[12] Saeidi, C. et al. Wideband plasmonic focusing metasurfaces. Applied Physics Letters 105, 053107 (2014).

[13] Aghanejad, I. etal. Design of high-gain lens antenna by gradient-index metamaterials using transformation
optics. IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 60, 4074-4081 (2012).

[14] Parimi, P. V. et al. Photonic crystals: Imaging by flat lens using negative refraction. Nature 426, 404 (2003).

[15] Zhang, N. et al. Compact high-performance lens antenna based on impedance-matching gradient-index
metamaterials. IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 67, 1323-1328 (2019).

[16] Smith, D. R. et al. Gradient index metamaterials. Physical Review E 71, 036609 (2005).

[17] Arbabi, A. et al. Dielectric metasurfaces for complete control of phase and polarization with subwavelength
spatial resolution and high transmission. Nature Nanotechnology 10, 937-943 (2015).

[18] Faraji-Dana, M. S. et al. Compact folded metasurface spectrometer. Nature Communications 9, 4196
(2018).

[19] Arbabi, A. et al. Planar metasurface retroreflector. Nature Photonics 11, 415-420 (2017).

[20] zZhang, S. Al empowered metasurfaces. Light: Science & Applications 9, 94 (2020).

[21] zZhang, X. Y. et al. Controlling angular dispersions in optical metasurfaces. Light: Science & Applications
9, 76 (2020).

[22] Chen, S. Q. et al. Empowered layer effects and prominent properties in few-layer metasurfaces. Advanced



Optical Materials 7, 1801477 (2019).

[23] Jiang, Q. et al. When metasurface meets hologram: principle and advances. Advances in Optics and
Photonics 11, 518-576 (2019).

[24] Xu, H. X. et al. Polarization-insensitive 3D conformal-skin metasurface cloak. Light: Science &
Applications 10, 75 (2021).

[25] McClung, A. et al. At-will chromatic dispersion by prescribing light trajectories with cascaded
metasurfaces. Light: Science & Applications 9, 93 (2020).

[26] Sun, S. L. et al. Electromagnetic metasurfaces: physics and applications. Advances in Optics and Photonics
11, 380-479 (2019).

[27] Xu, H. X. et al. Chirality-assisted high-efficiency metasurfaces with independent control of phase,
amplitude, and polarization. Advanced Optical Materials 7, 1801479 (2019).

[28] Deng, L. G. et al. Malus-metasurface-assisted polarization multiplexing. Light: Science & Applications 9,
101 (2020).

[29] Yuan, F. et al. RCS reduction based on concave/convex-chessboard random parabolic-phased metasurface.
IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 68, 2463-2468 (2020).

[30] Xie, P. et al. Wideband RCS reduction of high gain Fabry-Perot antenna employing a receiver-transmitter
metasurface. Progress in Electromagnetics Research 169, 103-115 (2020).

[31] Chen, S. Q. et al. Phase manipulation of electromagnetic waves with metasurfaces and its applications in
nanophotonics. Advanced Optical Materials 6, 1800104 (2018).

[32] Wang, C. et al. Superscattering of light in refractive-index near-zero environments. Progress in
Electromagnetics Research 168, 15-23 (2020).

[33] Xu, H. X. et al. Interference-assisted kaleidoscopic meta-plexer for arbitrary spin-wavefront manipulation.
Light: Science & Applications 8, 3 (2019).

[34] He, S. L. et al. High performance UHF RFID tag antennas on liquid-filled bottles. Progress in
Electromagnetics Research 165, 83-92 (2019).

[35] Cheng, Y. Z., Li, W. Y. & Mao X. S. Triple-band polarization angle independent 90° polarization rotator
based on Fermat's spiral structure planar chiral metamaterial. Progress in Electromagnetics Research 165,

35-45 (2019).



[36] Cai, T.etal. Ultrawideband chromatic aberration-free meta-mirrors. Advanced Photonics 3, 016001 (2020).

[37] Xu, H. X. et al. Deterministic approach to achieve full-polarization cloak. Research 2021, 6382172 (2021).

[38] Yu, N. F. et al. Light propagation with phase discontinuities: generalized laws of reflection and refraction.
Science 334, 333-337 (2011).

[39] Yu, N. F. et al. F. Flat optics with designer metasurfaces. Nature Materials 13, 139-150 (2014).

[40] Zhang, K. et al. A review of orbital angular momentum vortex beams generation: from traditional methods
to metasurfaces. Applied Sciences 10, 1015 (2020).

[41] Bao, Y. J. etal. A minimalist single-layer metasurface for arbitrary and full control of vector vortex beams.
Advanced Materials 32, 1905659 (2020).

[42] Khaidarov, E. et al. Control of LED emission with functional dielectric metasurfaces. Laser & Photonics
Review 14, 1900235 (2020).

[43] Zhang, C. B. et al. Helicity-dependent multifunctional metasurfaces for full-space wave control. Advanced
Optical Materials 8, 1901719 (2020).

[44] Wang, L. et al. Ultrasmall optical vortex knots generated by spin-selective metasurface holograms.
Advanced Optical Materials 7, 1900263 (2019).

[45] Lu, C. C. et al. Topological rainbow concentrator based on synthetic dimension. Physical Review Letters
126, 113902 (2021).

[46] Chaplain, G. J. et al. Topological rainbow trapping for elastic energy harvesting in graded su-schrieffer-
heeger systems. Physical Review Applied 14, 054035 (2020).

[47] Jiménez, N. et al. Rainbow-trapping absorbers: Broadband, perfect and asymmetric sound absorption by
subwavelength panels for transmission problems. Scientific Reports 7, 13595 (2017).

[48] Tsakmakidis, K. L. et al. Ultraslow waves on the nanoscale. Science 358, eaan5196 (2017).

[49] Tsakmakidis, K. L., Boardman, A. D. & Hess, O. Trapped rainbow’ storage of light in metamaterials.
Nature 450, 397-401 (2007).

[50] Presutti, F. & Monticone, F. Focusing on bandwidth: achromatic metalens limits. Optica 7, 624-631 (2020).

[51] Ji, W. Y. et al. High-efficiency and ultra-broadband asymmetric transmission metasurface based on
topologically coding optimization method. Optics Express 27, 2844-2854 (2019).

[52] Aieta, F. et al. Multiwavelength achromatic metasurfaces by dispersive phase compensation. Science 347,



1342-1345 (2015).

[53] Yang, J. et al. Broadband planar achromatic anomalous reflector based on dispersion engineering of spoof
surface plasmon polariton. Applied Physics Letters 109, 211901 (2016).

[54] Yang, J. et al. 2D achromatic flat focusing lens based on dispersion engineering of spoof surface plasmon
polaritons: broadband and profile-robust. Journal of Physics D: Applied Physics 51, 045108 (2018).

[55] Fathnan, A. et al. Achromatic Huygens’ metalenses with deeply subwavelength thickness. Advanced
Optical Materials 8, 2000754 (2020).

[56] Li, H. P. et al. Phase- and amplitude-control metasurfaces for antenna main-lobe and sidelobe
manipulations. IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 66, 5121-5129 (2018).

[57] Cai, T. et al. High-performance bifunctional metasurfaces in transmission and reflection geometries.
Advanced Optical Materials 5, 1600506 (2017).

[58] Cai, T. et al. High-efficiency and full-space manipulation of electromagnetic wave fronts with metasurfaces.
Physical Review Applied 8, 034033 (2017).

[59] Ni, X. J. et al. Broadband light bending with plasmonic nanoantennas. Science 335, 427 (2011).

[60] Sun, S. L. et al. Gradient-index meta-surfaces as a bridge linking propagating waves and surface waves.
Nature Materials 11, 426-431 (2012).

[61] Chen, X. Z. et al. Dual-polarity plasmonic metalens for visible light. Nature Communications 3, 1198
(2012).

[62] Pfeiffer, C. et al. A. Metamaterial Huygens’ surfaces: tailoring wave fronts with reflectionless sheets.
Physical Review Letters 110, 197401 (2013).

[63] Chu, H. C. et al. Invisible surfaces enabled by the coalescence of anti-reflection and wavefront
controllability in ultrathin metasurfaces. Nature Communications 12, 4523 (2021).

[64] Fan, H. Y. et al. Brewster metasurfaces for ultrabroadband reflectionless absorption at grazing incidence.
Optica 9, 1138-1148 (2022).

[65] Luo, J. et al. Ultra-broadband reflectionless Brewster absorber protected by reciprocity. Light: Science &
Applications 10, 89 (2021).

[66] Chu, H. C. et al. Diffuse reflection and reciprocity-protected transmission via a random-flip metasurface.

Science Advances 7, eabj0935 (2021).



[67] Chen, Y. Y.etal. Physics-informed neural networks for inverse problems in nano-optics and metamaterials.
Optics Express 28, 11618-11633 (2020).

[68] Khatib, O. et al. Learning the physics of all-dielectric metamaterials with deep Lorentz neural networks.
Advanced Optical Materials 10, 2200097 (2022).

[69] Jiang, L. et al. Neural network enabled metasurface design for phase manipulation. Optics Express 29,
2521-2528 (2021).

[70] An,S. etal. A deep learning approach for objective-driven all-dielectric metasurface design. ACS Photonics
6, 3196-3207 (2019).

[71] Colburn, S. et al. A. Inverse design and flexible parameterization of meta-optics using algorithmic
differentiation. Communications Physics 4, 65 (2021).

[72] Rumpf, R. C. Improved formulation of scattering matrices for semi-analytical methods that is consistent
with convention. Progress in Electromagnetics Research. B 35, 241-261 (2011).

[73] Huang, M. et al. Machine—learning-enabled metasurface for direction of arrival estimation. Nanophotonics
11, 2001-2010 (2022).

[74] Koziel, S. et al. Machine-learning-powered EM-based framework for efficient and reliable design of low
scattering metasurfaces. IEEE Transactions on Microwave Theory and Techniques 69, 2028-2041 (2021).

[75] Naseri, P. et al. A generative machine learning-based approach for inverse design of multilayer
metasurfaces. IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 69, 5725-5739 (2021).

[76] Zhang, Q. et al. Machine-learning designs of anisotropic digital coding metasurfaces. Advanced Theory and
Simulations 2, 1800132 (2019).

[77] Ma, W. et al. Pushing the limits of functionality-multiplexing capability in metasurface design based on
statistical machine learning. Advanced Materials 34, 2110022 (2022).

[78] Lin, H. et al. Machine-learning-assisted inverse design of scattering enhanced metasurface. Optics Express
30, 3076-3088 (2022).

[79] Tang, Y. H. et al. Physics-informed recurrent neural network for time dynamics in optical resonances.
Nature Computational Science 2, 169-178 (2022).

[80] Chen, Z. et al. Physics-informed learning of governing equations from scarce data. Nature Communications

12, 6136 (2021).



[81] Ma, W. et al. Deep learning for the design of photonic structures. Nature Photonics 15, 77-90 (2021).

[82] Jenkins, R. P. et al. Establishing exhaustive metasurface robustness against fabrication uncertainties
through deep learning. Nanophotonics 10, 4497-4509 (2021).

[83] Chen, Y. Y. et al. L. Physics-informed neural networks for imaging and parameter retrieval of photonic
nanostructures from near-field data. APL Photonics 7, 010802 (2022).

[84] Lin, Z. et al. Topology optimization of freeform large-area metasurfaces. Optics Express 27, 15765-15775
(2019).

[85] Phan, T. et al. High-efficiency, large-area, topology-optimized metasurfaces. Light: Science & Applications
8, 48 (2019).

[86] Yang, J. J. et al. Topology-optimized metasurfaces: impact of initial geometric layout. Optics Letters 42,
3161-3164 (2017).

[87] Wang, E. W. et al. Robust design of topology-optimized metasurfaces. Optical Materials Express 9, 469-
482 (2019).

[88] Lin, Z. et al. Overlapping domains for topology optimization of large-area metasurfaces. Optics Express
27, 32445-32453 (2019).

[89] Xu, M. F. et al. Topology-optimized catenary-like metasurface for wide-angle and high-efficiency
deflection: from a discrete to continuous geometric phase. Optics Express 29, 10181-10191 (2021).

[90] Shaltout, A. M. et al. Spatiotemporal light control with active metasurfaces. Science 364, eaat3100 (2019).

[91] Wang, K. et al. Quantum metasurface for multiphoton interference and state reconstruction. Science 361,
1104-1108 (2018).

[92] Georgi, P. et al. Metasurface interferometry toward quantum sensors. Light: Science & Applications 8, 70
(2019).

[93] Zhou, J. X. et al. Metasurface enabled quantum edge detection. Science Advances 6, eabc4385 (2020).

[94] Gao, Y. J. et al. Multichannel distribution and transformation of entangled photons with dielectric
metasurfaces. Physical Review Letters 129, 023601 (2022).

[95] Guo, J. et al. Active-feedback quantum control of an integrated, low-frequency mechanical resonator.
ArXiv 2304.02799 (2023).

[96] Raissi, M., Perdikaris, P. & Karniadakis G. E. Physics-informed neural networks: A deep learning



framework for solving forward and inverse problems involving nonlinear partial differential equations.
Journal of Computational Physics 378, 686—707 (2019).

[97] Ghorbani, F. et al. Deep neural network-based automatic metasurface design with a wide frequency range.
Scientific Reports 11, 7102 (2021).

[98] Shi, X. et al. Metasurface inverse design using machine learning approaches. Journal of Physics D: Applied
Physics 53, 275105 (2020).

[99] Lin, Z. et al. Topology-optimized multilayered metaoptics. Physical Review Applied 9, 044030 (2018).

[100] Cheng, G. et al. Topology optimization of the azimuth-rotation-independent polarization conversion
metasurface for bandwidth enhancement. Optics Express 30, 41340-41349 (2022).

[101] Chang, J., et al. Detecting telecom single photons with 99.5— 2.07+ 0.5% system detection
efficiency and high time resolution. APL Photonics 6, 036114 (2021).

[102] Borel, P. I. et al. Topology optimization and fabrication of photonic crystal structures. Optics
Express 12, 1996-2001 (2004).

[103] Swartz, K. E. et al. Topology optimization of 3D photonic crystals with complete bandgaps. Optics
Express 29, 22170-22191 (2021).

[104] Yan, Y. et al. Photonic crystal topological design for polarized and polarization-independent band
gaps by gradient-free topology optimization. Optics Express 29, 24861-24883 (2021).

[105] Christiansen, R. E. et al. Designing photonic topological insulators with quantum-spin-Hall edge

states using topology optimization. Nanophotonics 8, 1363-1369 (2019).

[106] Jensen, J. S. et al. Topology optimization for nano-photonics. Laser & Photonics Reviews 5, 308-
321 (2011).
[107] Albrechtsen, M. et al. Nanometer-scale photon confinement in topology-optimized dielectric

cavities. Nature Communications 13, 6281 (2022).

[108] Lin, Z. et al. Topology optimization of multi-track ring resonators and 2D microcavities for
nonlinear frequency conversion. Optics Letters 42, 2818-2821 (2017).

[109] Wang, F. W. et al. Maximizing the quality factor to mode volume ratio for ultra-small photonic
crystal cavities. Applied Physics Letters 113, 241101 (2018).

[110] Liang, X. D. et al. Formulation for scalable optimization of microcavities via the frequency-



averaged local density of states. Optics Express 21, 30812-30841 (2013).

[111] Hammond, A. M. et al. Phase-injected topology optimization for scalable and interferometrically
robust photonic integrated circuits. ACS Photonics 10, 808-814 (2023).

[112] Watanabe, Y. et al. Broadband waveguide intersection with low-crosstalk in two-dimensional
photonic crystal circuits by using topology optimization. Optics Express 14, 9502-9507 (2006).

[113] Lebbe, N. et al. Robust shape and topology optimization of nanophotonic devices using the level
set method. Journal of Computational Physics 395, 710-746 (2019).

[114] Yasui, T. et al. Design of three-dimensional optical circuit devices by using topology optimization
method with function-expansion-based refractive index distribution. Journal of Lightwave Technology 31,
3765-3770 (2013).

[115] Chang, J. et al. Nanowire-based integrated photonics for quantum information and quantum sensing.

Nanophotonics 12, 339-358 (2023).

[116] Gu, T. et al. Reconfigurable metasurfaces towards commercial success. Nature Photonics 17, 48-
58 (2023).
[117] Gan, Y. et al. Low noise MgB: hot electron bolometer mixer operated at 5.3 THz and at 20 K.

Applied Physics Letters, 119, 202601 (2021).

[118] Neshev, D. N. et al. Enabling smart vision with metasurfaces. Nature Photonics 17, 26-35 (2023).

[119] Zhang, S. Y. et al. Metasurfaces for biomedical applications: imaging and sensing from a
nanophotonics perspective. Nanophotonics 10, 259-293 (2020).

[120] Song, N. T. et al. Broadband achromatic and polarization insensitive focused optical vortex
generator based on metasurface consisting of anisotropic nanostructures. Frontiers in Physics 10, 846718
(2022).

[121] Ji, W. Y. etal. Three-dimensional ultra-broadband absorber based on novel zigzag-shaped structure.

Optics Express 27, 32835-32845 (2019).

[122] Wang, S. M. et al. Broadband achromatic optical metasurface devices. Nature Communications 8,
187 (2017).
[123] Ji, W. Y. et al. Highly efficient and broadband achromatic transmission metasurface to refract and

focus in microwave region. Laser & Photonics Reviews 16, 2100333 (2022).



[124] Zhao, H. T. et al. Metasurface-assisted massive backscatter wireless communication with
commodity Wi-Fi signals. Nature Communications 11, 3926 (2020).
[125] Wan, X. et al. Joint radar and communication empowered by digital programmable metasurface.

Advanced Intelligent Systems 4, 2200083 (2022).



