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Complex Waveguide Supermode Analysis of
Coherently-Coupled Microcavity Laser Arrays

Pawel Strzebonski

Abstract—Coherently coupled microcavity lasers have desirable
properties for emerging applications. We use 2-dimensional com-
plex refractive index waveguide modeling of 2-element photonic
crystal vertical cavity surface emitting laser arrays to analyze their
supermodes. The complex modal effective indices are used in turn to
calculate the complex coupling coefficient between the laser array
elements. An analysis of the effects of array design parameters, such
as photonic crystal period, fill-factor, or confinement, to engineer
the coupling coefficient for the desired properties is given and
example designs for 850 nm arrays are presented.

Index Terms—Laser modes, optical coupling, phased arrays,
semiconductor laser arrays, vertical-cavity surface emitting lasers
(VCSEL).

1. INTRODUCTION

OHERENTLY coupled 2-element arrays of photonic crys-
C tal vertical cavity surface emitting lasers (VCSELSs) have
been shown to exhibit novel dynamic properties such as in-
creased small-signal modulation bandwidth [1], [2], enhanced
digital data transmission [3], and reduced intensity noise and
harmonic distortion [4]. When coherently coupled, the photonic
crystal VCSEL arrays emit into non-Hermitian supermodes [5]
that exhibit beam steering [6] and exceptional points [7]. The
enhancements to the modulation performance are attributed to
photon-photon resonance effects [3], driven by the field beating
of array supermodes.

Coherently coupled arrays of lasers, whether VCSELs [8]
or distributed feedback lasers [9], are often characterized by
a coupling coefficient that quantifies the coupling between the
optical fields in the individual cavities. The coupling coefficient
has been calculated using a variety of different methods, in-
cluding analytical analysis of coupled mode equations [10] or
perturbation-based methods [11]. Supermode analysis of arrays
of identical waveguides has linked the coupling coefficients to
the difference in the modal propagation constants of the array
supermodes [12]. This provides an intuitive link between the
array waveguide structure and supermodes, and the coupling
coefficient and the photon-photon resonance effects that it de-
scribes.
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The effect of waveguide design parameters (in the context
of arrays of VCSELs) on the coupling coefficent has been
previously studied using analytical methods [10] as well as
numerical array supermode analysis [13]. However, these past
analyses have been limited in the scope of VCSEL array de-
sign parameters that can be effectively evaluated, due to ei-
ther difficulty in analytically modeling some parameters or the
use of 1-dimensional (1D) effective waveguide structures. We
build on past numerical supermode analysis by extending it to
2-dimensional (2D) complex refractive index structures. Two
dimensional models are a more accurate simulation of physi-
cal structures and design parameters, and the use of complex
refractive index enables the calculation of complex coupling
coefficients. The imaginary part of the coupling coefficient rep-
resents the gain difference between the elements, which dictates
which of the nearly degenerate supermodes is dominant [5]. We
recently reported a technique to experimentally measure both
the real and imaginary components of the coupling coefficient
using simultaneous measurements of output power, near-field
intensity, and far-field profile [14], [15]. In this work we will
focus on a 2D waveguide model corresponding to 2 x 1 photonic
crystal VCSEL array structures and evaluate the effects of a few
key design parameters on the complex coupling coefficient.

II. THEORY AND METHODS
A. Modes, Coupling, and Photon-Photon Resonance

Coherently coupled operation in VCSEL arrays occurs when
the individual laser cavities do not operate with their fields
confined to an individual cavity, but rather a coherent optical
supermode whose field spans across multiple cavities. However,
rate equation and modulation analysis of coherently coupled
VCSEL arrays model such systems as individual cavities with
their own carrier and photon reservoirs, the latter being linked
via a coupling coefficient, x [16], [17]. This coupling coefficient
can be derived from array supermode analysis, as the coupling
coefficient is proportional to the difference in the propagation
constants for a pair of array supermodes [13].

The array supermodes can be characterized by a modal field
and a modal effective index, neg. The modal effective index is
related to the mode propagation constant [18]

27Tneff
= — 1
=5 M
where Ag is the free-space wavelength for the mode. In the

simple case of an array of two identical waveguides the coupling
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Fig. 1. Refractive index structure for a waveguide model for a typical 2 x 1
array of photonic crystal VCSELSs.

coefficient can be simply derived from the difference in the
propagation constants of the array supermodes. Throughout this
work all of the waveguide models are composed of two identical
waveguides. The coupling coefficient (in spatial units) for a pair
of modes is [13]:

A TAneg
Rspatial = 7 = *o )

The photon-photon resonance frequency is related to the beating
between the modal fields and can be related to the coupling
coefficient. The coupling coefficient in temporal units [14]

Rtemporal = UgRspatial X UpKspatial (3)

where v, and v, are the group and phase velocities. As the modal
effective indices can be complex (in the case of waveguides with
loss or gain), the propagation constant and coupling coefficients
can be likewise complex.

B. Photonic Crystal VCSEL Array Model and Mode-Solving

The photonic crystal VCSEL arrays studied here have two
laser cavities which are defined by missing-hole defects in a
triangular lattice of etched holes introduced in the top distributed
Bragg reflector (DBR) mirror. The etched photonic crystal
holes provide transverse optical confinement, while electrical
confinement is provided by a ion-implant aperture within the
missing-hole defect region. Arrays of cavities are created by
multiple adjacent missing-hole defects (not along a lattice axis,
but rather along the direction between two lattice axes), and
by shrinking the holes between the cavities (these shrunk holes
have radii reduced to half of the regular hole radius) [2]. The
injection aperture is assumed to be the circle that is tangent to the
surrounding etched holes The 2-element array that is analyzed
is illustrated in Fig. 1.

For modeling the VCSEL arrays as 2D waveguides, we start
by determining the refractive index values for our model. At a
wavelength of 850 nanometers undoped GaAs has a complex
index n ~ 3.5708 4 0.02426: [19]. However, our structure is a
GaAs/AlGaAs cavity defined by a pair of doped DBR mirrors
which would imply a lower real index value (as AlGaAs has
a lower index than GaAs) and higher imaginary component
(as higher carrier concentrations would increase free-carrier
absorption). Past work using a simplified cylindrical step-index
optical fiber waveguide model for a single cavity has assumed
a real index value of 3.5 and would use a cladding imaginary
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TABLE I
DESIGN/SIMULATION PARAMETERS FOR FIG. 1 AND CORRESPONDING
SIMULATIONS. THE PERIOD VARIES BETWEEN 2-3 pum
AND PITCH BETWEEN 0.5-0.7

Parameter: Symbol: Value:

Wavelength Ao 850 nanometers

Bulk index TUbulk 3.5+ 0.02378:¢
Index suppression | An O Nuppression 0.005

Cavity gain ~ 0.0004302

Core index Necore 3.495 — 0.00043027%

Hole index Tlhole 2 4 0.02378:¢

PhC period A 2.5 pm

PhC fill-factor FF 0.6

index value of 0.05 to model all of the losses in the cladding
layers [20] (this value incorporates all losses, both material
and photonic crystal effects). We assume that the same real
index value of 3.5 from [20] but will use an imaginary index
value estimated from [19]. We correspondingly scale down the
complex index of GaAs for an assumed bulk complex index
value of n ~ 3.5 4+ 0.02378¢ (assuming that additional losses
due to doping are negligible and that the effect of the AlGaAs
layers decreases the imaginary index in proportion to the real
index). The photonic crystal etch regions will have lowered
effective refractive index in our model as part of the DBR stack
is replaced by air. We assume that the real component of index
is 2 and that the imaginary component remains the same for
a complex etch-hole index value of n ~ 2 + 0.02378:. Under
injection, the laser cavity (defined by the ion implant aperture)
will be index antiguiding with an index suppression that is
estimated to be An = 0.005 relative to the bulk index value
due to carrier-dependent index-shift effects [21]. Furthermore,
the injection produces gain. We estimate the gain coefficient
using typical values of the mirror and internal loss coefficients
[18] as approximately 63.6 cm™! giving a complex core index
of n ~ 3.495 — 0.0004302.

Having defined a 2D waveguide index structure (key design
parameters are summarized in Table I), we proceed to solve for
the array modes (for a free-space wavelength of 850 nanometers)
using a finite difference method solver of the scalar Helmholtz
waveguide equation [18]. For index-confined laser cavities, solv-
ing for the modal effective index allows determination of the
threshold mode. However, for anti-guided laser cavities, it is
appropriate to rank the modes based on their confinement factor
(fraction of modal power contained within the cavity) [22]. Thus
for the antiguided supermodes, it is important to solve for a
greater number of modes (including both bound and unbound
modes) and select the modes whose confinement factor shows
a significant portion of the modal power within the cavity [13],
[22]. In addition, expanding the simulation domain to include
more periods of the photonic crystal improves the mode-solver
convergence to the confined modes. In Fig. 2(a) we plot the
modal confinement factor I' for the first 20 modes, as well as
the modal effective indices in Fig. 2(b). While the first two
modes (by real modal effective index) have very high confine-
ment factor in Fig. 2(a), the next couple modes have negligible
confinement and Fig. 2(b) shows they also have large imaginary
index compenent indicating spurious mode solutions.
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Fig. 2. Mode simulation results for a typical 2 x 1 array of photonic crystal

VCSELs (waveguide structure illustrated in Fig. 1).

Once the waveguide supermodes are found (along with their
modal effective indices), the two supermodes with the highest
confinement factor are used in the subsequent analysis. The
modal intensity profiles for these two modes are nearly identical
as the difference between the two is primarily in the phase (one
modal field has in-phase lobes while the other has out-of-phase
lobes). The coupling coefficient for the array is calculated using
the modal effective index values for the two modes with highest
modal confinement factors in accordance to Equations (2) and
(3). This analysis is repeated for a variety of waveguide struc-
tures while varying design parameters to explore their effects
on the modes and modal properties in the next section. The
approximate index values used in our model are sufficient to
demonstrate trends.

III. DESIGN PARAMETER SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Having modeled the supermodes of the 2-element VCSEL
array, we can now do the same while varying the design pa-
rameters to explore the influence of design and choices on the
modes and coupling. The parameters we will focus on will
be the photonic crystal lattice period, the “fill-factor” (ratio of
the etch-hole diameter to the lattice period), etch-hole index
(presumed to be related to the depth of the photonic crystal etch),
and index suppression in the cavity (presumed to be related to
the injection current). Throughout this Section, we will take
the array illustrated in Fig. 1 and defined by the parameters
in Table I and perturb it by varying a single design parameter.
Moreover, we depict the trends of each parameter using the same
minimum/maximum plot scale for each figure.

A. Photonic Crystal Lattice Period

First, we consider in Fig. 3 the effects of increasing the pho-
tonic crystal lattice period. Analyzing the confinement factors
for the two modes under investigation reveals that increasing the
period increases the confinement but decreases the difference in
confinement factor and thus the modal discrimination between
the two modes as illustrated in Fig. 3. This is expected as
increasing the lattice period increases the cavity diameter, and
increasing waveguide size tends to decrease the modal discrim-
ination.

Analyzing the complex coupling coefficient for the super-
modes, plotted in Fig. 4, we find that both the real and complex
terms show a decreasing trend as the period is increased. As
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the imaginary component is related to the degree of modal
discrimination between the modes, we can expect the decreasing
trend with increasing period. Increasing the period and thus
separation between cavities will tend to shift modal effective
indices closer in value to each other, explaining the trend in the
real component in Fig. 4(a).
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B. Photonic Crystal Fill-Factor

Fig. 5 depicts how the fill-factor influences the VCSEL array
properties. Fig. 5(a) shows that increasing the fill-factor tends to
decrease the confinement factor, as expected as increasing the
fill-factor increases the etch-hole size and decreases the cavity
size. The modal discrimination term shows slightly more com-
plicated behavior, as the confinement factor difference decreases
with increasing fill-factor until a fill-factor of 0.675, at which
point it starts to increase. Note the overall variation is relatively
minor in Fig. 5(b) compared to Fig. 3(b).

Fig. 6 reveals that neither the real or imaginary component
of the coupling coefficient for the two supermodes exhibits
monotonic relation with the photonic crystal fill-factor. The real
component appears to increase the closer the fill-factor is to
0.625, and the imaginary component appears to decrease the
closer it is to a fill-factor of 0.675.

C. Photonic Crystal Hole Etch

The photonic crystal hole index shows simpler intuitive
trends, as illustrated in Fig. 7. Lowering the hole index effec-
tively lowers the effective index of the waveguide, increasing the
transverse optical confinement. This is in agreement with pre-
vious analysis of single element photonic crystal VCSELSs [20].
The modal discrimination between the two array modes seems to
have a similar dependence on the hole index, with lowered hole

Fig.9. The maximal modal confinement and the confinement factor difference
as a function of cavity index suppression.

index increasing the difference in modal confinement factors.
However, the degree of variation is very small in comparison to
the variation due to either lattice period or fill-factor.

The hole index however, has very little influence on the
coupling coefficients (Fig. 8).

D. Cavity Index Suppression

The influence of the cavity index suppression on confinement
and confinement difference is depicted in Fig. 9. Increasing
the index suppression in each element increases the antiguiding
nature of the cavity, lowering the confinement factor and modal
discrimination, albeit with moderate effect for both.

Varying the cavity index suppression also creates opposite
trends in the real and imaginary components of the coupling
coefficient, as seen in Fig. 10. Increasing the index suppres-
sion increases the real component and decreases the imaginary
component.

E. Correlation Analysis

The previous sensitivity analysis was focused on single vari-
able perturbations to a presumed “typical” waveguide structure.
However, these design parameters may have similar trends
across the larger, higher dimensional design space. To explore
this, we randomly generate a set of 200 waveguide structures
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within the larger design space (where each of the previously var-
ied parameters is uniformly sampled over the same range of val-
ues used in the preceding analysis, namely 2 < A < 3 um, 0.5 <
FF < 0791 < §R(nhole) < 37 and 0 < Nsuppression < 1072) and
calculate the modal properties as previously discussed. We can
then calculate the (Pearson) sample correlation coefficients be-
tween the design parameters and modal performance parameters
for this set of simulations. The correlation coefficient between

a pair of variables X, Y is [23]:

COI'(X, Y) _ Zz(xl__ x)(yz — y) _ (4)
\/Zz(x’t - 5”)2\/21(3/1 —9)?
The linear correlation analysis comes with numerous limitations,
namely weak correlation does not preclude non-linear rela-
tionships (such as those in Fig. 6) or mixed-variable relations.
However, strong correlation (correlation magnitude values near
one) should be indicative of a general trend [23].
Fig. 11 illustrates the coefficient of correlation between all of
the array design parameters that are analyzed (photonic crystal
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period, fill-factor, etch hole index, and cavity index suppression)
and the resulting supermode performance metrics (confinement
factor, confinement factor difference, and the real and imaginary
components of the coupling coefficient). The key takeaways
from this analysis are that the photonic crystal period shows
a strong positive correlation with the confinement factor and
strong negative correlation with confinement factor difference
and magnitude of the real and imaginary coupling coefficient.
The photonic crystal fill-factor shows a weak positive correlation
with the real coupling coefficients, and weak negative correlation
with the confinement factor, confinement factor difference, and
real coupling coefficient. The etch hole index and index sup-
pression show minimal correlation with most of the supermode
metrics, except for index suppression which shows moderate
positive correlation with the real coupling coefficient.

We can try to fit a polynomial model to estimate the cou-
pling coefficient values as functions of the design parameters
under study. Using mixed selection of variables [23] where
we iteratively select a set of polynomial terms below a certain
order (eg 2 or 3) that give the greatest improvement in R? and
remove terms as they become insignificant based on the t-value,
we find that we can estimate the imaginary component of the
coupling coefficient for the random structure modeling dataset.
A simple model using using only the photonic crystal period and
fill-factor, |r;] ~ —1.9 x 1012 + 1.0 x 10'2A + 1.5 x 10'2FF
—5.2 x 10" AFF — 1.3 x 10 A? (where &; is in Hz and A
in micrometers), will fit the modeling dataset with R? ~ 0.94
(R? is the coefficient of determination, for which a value of 0
indicates model is no better predictor than the average value
and a value of 1 indicates perfect model). We can similarly
model the real component of the coupling coefficient, but
now including the index suppression, to get |x,| ~ —5.7 X
101 4+ 2.8 x 10" A + 2.1 x 10'3An +1.1 x 10*?FF — 7.2 x
102 AnA — 4.1 x 10'* AFF, with R? ~ 0.95.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have modeled 2 x 1 photonic crystal VCSEL arrays and
calculated the array supermodes in order to analyze the effects of
the array design parameters on the complex coupling coefficient.
Although our models are not predictive of absolute coupling
coefficient values, the sensitivity analysis determines which pa-
rameters are important for VCSEL array designs. Modifying the
geometric parameters of the photonic crystal lattice, such as the
lattice period or etch hole fill-factor, have the strongest effect on
the coupling coefficient. Parameters related to refractive index,
such as the etch hole index (related to etch depth) or cavity index
suppression (related to carrier injection) have relatively smaller
influence on the coupling coefficient, with the hole index having
the weakest influence. As the lattice period and fill-factor vary,
the real and imaginary components of the complex coupling
coefficient also vary but with differing trends and thus should en-
able separate engineering of the real and imaginary components
of the coupling coefficient. Future work to refine our model with
comparison to experimental measurements will enable further
tailoring of the array parameters to engineer desired optical or
dynamical properties.



1700306

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

[3]

(6]

(71

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

REFERENCES

S. T. M. Fryslie, M. P. T. Siriani, D. F. Siriani, M. T. Johnson, and K.
D. Choquette, “37-GHz modulation via resonance tuning in single-mode
coherent vertical-cavity laser arrays,” IEEE Photon. Technol. Lett., vol. 27,
no. 4, pp. 415-418, Feb. 2015, doi: 10.1109/1pt.2014.2376959.

S. T. M. Fryslie et al., “Modulation of coherently coupled phased pho-
tonic crystal vertical cavity laser arrays,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Quan-
tum Electron., vol. 23, no. 6, Nov./Dec. 2017, Art. no. 1700409, doi:
10.1109/jstqe.2017.2699630.

H. Dave et al., “Digital modulation of coherently-coupled 2 x 1 vertical-
cavity surface-emitting laser arrays,” IEEE Photon. Technol. Lett., vol. 31,
no. 2, pp. 173176, Jan. 2019, doi: 10.1109/1pt.2018.2888806.

H. Dave, Z. Gao, S. T. M. Fryslie, B. J. Thompson, and K. D. Choquette,
“Static and dynamic properties of coherently-coupled photonic-crystal
vertical-cavity surface-emitting laser arrays,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Quan-
tum Electron., vol. 25, no. 6, Nov./Dec. 2019, Art. no. 1700208, doi:
10.1109/jstqe.2019.2917551.

Z. Gao, S. T. M. Fryslie, B. J. Thompson, P. S. Carney, and K. D.
Choquette, “Parity-time symmetry in coherently coupled vertical cav-
ity laser arrays,” Optica, vol. 4, no. 3, pp. 323-329, Feb. 2017, doi:
10.1364/optica.4.000323.

M. T. Johnson, D. F. Siriani, M. P. Tan, and K. D. Choquette, “Beam
steering via resonance detuning in coherently coupled vertical cavity laser
arrays,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 103, no. 20, Nov. 2013, Art. no. 201115,
doi: 10.1063/1.4830432.

Z. Gao, B. J. Thompson, H. Dave, S. T. M. Fryslie, and K. D. Choquette,
“Non-hermiticity and exceptional points in coherently coupled vertical
cavity laser diode arrays,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 114, no. 6, Feb. 2019,
Art. no. 061103, doi: 10.1063/1.5083084.

Z.Gao, B.J. Thompson, H. Dave, and K. D. Choquette, “The complex cou-
pling coefficient of coherent VCSEL arrays,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Semicond.
Laser Conf., Sep. 2018, pp. 1-2, doi: 10.1109/is1c.2018.8516184.

E. Kapon, A. Hardy, and A. Katzir, “The effect of complex coupling
coefficients on distributed feedback lasers,” IEEE J. Quantum Electron.,
vol. QE-18, no. 1, pp. 6671, Jan. 1982, doi: 10.1109/jqe.1982.1071364.
H.-J. Yoo, J. R. Hayes, and Y.-S. Kwon, “Analysis of coupling coefficient
between two vertical cavity surface emitting lasers for two-dimensional
phase-locked array,” Electron. Lett., vol. 26, no. 13, pp. 896-897, 1990,
doi: 10.1049/e1:19900585.

J. Katz, E. Kapon, C. Lindsey, S. Margalit, and A. Yariv, “Coupling coef-
ficient of gain-guided lasers,” Appl. Opt., vol. 23, no. 14, pp. 2231-2233,
Jul. 1984, doi: 10.1364/20.23.002231.

E. Kapon, J. Katz, and A. Yariv, “Supermode analysis of phase-locked
arrays of semiconductor lasers,” Opt. Lett., vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 125-127,
Apr. 1984, doi: 10.1364/01.9.000125.

Z. Gao, D. Siriani, and K. D. Choquette, “Coupling coefficient in antigu-
ided coupling: Magnitude and sign control,” J. Opt. Soc. Amer. B, vol. 35,
no. 2, pp. 417-422, Jan. 2018, doi: 10.1364/josab.35.000417.

Z. Gao, *“ Non-hermitian aspects of coherently coupled vertical cavity
laser arrays,” Ph.D. dissertation, Univ. Illinois at Urbana-Champaign,
Aug. 2018. [Online]. Available: http://hdl.handle.net/2142/101491

H. Dave, Z. Gao, and K. D. Choquette, “Complex coupling coefficient
in laterally coupled microcavity laser diode arrays,” Appl. Phys. Lett.,
vol. 117, no. 4, Jul. 2020, Art. no. 041106, doi: 10.1063/5.0014468.

Z. Gao, M. T. Johnson, and K. D. Choquette, “Rate equation analysis and
non-hermiticity in coupled semiconductor laser arrays,” J. Appl. Phys.,
vol. 123, no. 17, May 2018, Art. no. 173102, doi: 10.1063/1.5022044.

H. Dave, “Enhanced digital modulation of coherently coupled vertical
cavity laser arrays: Theory and application,” Ph.D. dissertation, Univ.
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, May 2019. [Online]. Available: http://hdl.
handle.net/2142/107925

L. A. Coldren, S. W. Corzine, and M. L. Masanovié¢, Diode Lasers and
Photonic Integrated Circuits. Wiley, New York, USA, Mar. 2012, doi:
10.1002/9781118148167.

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

IEEE JOURNAL OF SELECTED TOPICS IN QUANTUM ELECTRONICS, VOL. 28, NO. 1, JANUARY/FEBRUARY 2022

K. Papatryfonos et al., “Refractive indices of MBE-grown AlxGa(1-x)as
ternary alloys in the transparent wavelength region,” AIP Adv., vol. 11,
no. 2, Feb. 2021, Art. no. 025327, doi: 10.1063/5.0039631.

D. F. Siriani, P. O. Leisher, and K. D. Choquette, “Loss-induced con-
finement in photonic crystal vertical-cavity surface-emitting lasers,” IEEE
J. Quantum Electron., vol. 45, no. 7, pp.762-768, Jul. 2009, doi:
10.1109/jqe.2009.2013124.

D. F. Siriani and K. D. Choquette, “Implant defined anti-guided vertical-
cavity surface-emitting laser arrays,” IEEE J. Quantum Electron., vol. 47,
no. 2, pp. 160-164, Feb. 2011, doi: 10.1109/jqe.2010.2068278.

B. J. Thompson, Z. Gao, S. T. M. Fryslie, and K. D. Choquette, “Mode
engineering in linear coherently coupled vertical-cavity surface-emitting
laser arrays,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Quantum Electron., vol. 25, no. 6,
Nov./Dec. 2019, Art. no. 1701205, doi: 10.1109/jstqe.2019.2950799.

G. James, D. Witten, T. Hastie, and R. Tibshirani, An Introduction to Sta-
tistical Learning. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2013, doi: 10.1007/978-
1-4614-7138-7.

Pawel Strzebonski received the B.S. degree in 2016
in electrical engineering and the M.S. degree in elec-
trical and computer engineering in 2018 from the
University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, Urbana,
IL, USA, where he is currently working toward the
Ph.D. degree in electrical and computer engineering.
His main research interests include computational
methods for the design and characterization of various
photonic devices, including photonic crystal VCSEL
arrays and photonic crystal surface emitting lasers.

Kent D. Choquette (Fellow, IEEE) received the B.S.
degrees from the University of Colorado Boulder,
Boulder, CO, USA, and the M.S. and Ph.D. de-
grees in materials science from the University of
Wisconsin-Madison, Madison, WI, USA. He held a
Postdoctoral appointment with AT&T Bell Laborato-
ries, Murray Hill, NJ, USA, and then joined Sandia
National Laboratories, Albuquerque, NM, USA. In
2000, he joined the Electrical and Computer Engi-
neering Department, University of Illinois at Urbana-
Champaign, Champaign, IL, USA, and is currently

the Able Bliss Professor of engineering. He leads the Photonic Device Research
Group, which pursues the design, fabrication, characterization, and applications
of semiconductor vertical-cavity surface-emitting lasers, photonic crystal light
sources, nanofabrication technologies, and hybrid integration techniques. He
has authored more than 300 technical publications and five book chapters, and
presented numerous invited talks and tutorials at international conferences.

From 2000 to 2002, he was an IEEE Photonics Society Distinguished Lecturer.
He is a Fellow of the Optical Society, SPIE, and American Association for the
Advancement of Science. He is the Past President of the IEEE Photonics Society.
Dr. Choquette was the recipient of the 2016 SPIE Technology Achievement
Award, the 2012 OSA Nick Holonyak Jr. Award, and the 2008 IEEE Photonics
Society Engineering Achievement Award.


https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/lpt.2014.2376959
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jstqe.2017.2699630
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/lpt.2018.2888806
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jstqe.2019.2917551
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/optica.4.000323
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4830432
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5083084
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/islc.2018.8516184
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jqe.1982.1071364
https://dx.doi.org/10.1049/el:19900585
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.23.002231
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ol.9.000125
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/josab.35.000417
http://hdl.handle.net/2142/101491
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0014468
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5022044
http://hdl.handle.net/2142/107925
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781118148167
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0039631
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jqe.2009.2013124
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jqe.2010.2068278
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/jstqe.2019.2950799
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7138-7


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


