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Abstract: A convolutional neural network (CNN) is useful for overcoming the trade-off between
generation speed and accuracy in the process of synthesizing computer-generated holograms
(CGHs). However, methods using a CNN have limited applicability as they cannot specify the
propagation distance when synthesizing a hologram. We developed a distance-adaptive CGH
generator that can generate CGHs by specifying the target image and propagation distance, which
comprises a zone plate encoder stage and an augmented HoloNet stage. Our model is comparable
to that of prior CNN methods, with a fixed distance, in terms of performance and achieves the
generation accuracy and speed necessary for practical use.

1. Introduction

Computer-generated holography (CGH) [1] is a promising technology for reconstructing fully
three-dimensional images, with potential applications in the fields of augmented reality and
virtual reality. Key applications of this technique include holographic near-eye displays [2–4]
and holographic projectors [5–7]. Compared with conventional near-eye displays, holographic
near-eye displays achieve higher spatial resolution and make it easier to perceive depth cues.
Holographic projectors could potentially be made considerably smaller than conventional ones
because they do not require lenses. To utilize CGH in such displays, highly accurate holograms
need to be generated in real-time. Additionally, they should adapt to various propagation
distances (i.e., the distance between the hologram and reconstructed image) because they can
vary depending on the wearer and/or circumstances.

Since Gabor invented the concept of holography [8], a wide range of methods to generate CGH
have been proposed. Initial efforts were focused on enhancing the accuracy of two-dimensional
CGH using iterative calculations. For example, the Gerchberg and Saxton algorithm [9] is
a classical approach, and gradient descent methods have been proposed by Zhang et al. [10],
Chakravarthula et al. [11], and Peng et al. [12]. While iterative methods can generate accurate
CGH, there is a significant trade-off between the generation time and the accuracy of the
reconstructed image. Generating CGH in real-time with iterative methods usually compromises
reconstructed image accuracy. While single calculation methods like direct phase addition and
correction (DPAC) [2] offer an alternative, they lack the precision of iterative techniques. Neither
iterative nor single calculation methods achieve a PSNR above 30 dB or exceed 30 fps.

Considering these circumstances, methods employing a convolutional neural network (CNN)
have begun to attract attention [13]. An early attempt to generate CGH using a CNN was
demonstrated by Horisaki et al. [14], where a simple U-Net [15] was used. Wang et al. constructed
a new CNN model called Y-net for CGH generation and successfully achieved improvements
in accuracy [16]. Peng et al. proposed a parameterized network model called HoloNet [12],
which was further improved by Dong et al. in 2023 [17]. Yu et al. also introduced a CNN model
for generating high quality 2D holograms [18]. Shi et al. developed CNN models for 3D CGH
generation with a high accuracy [19, 20]. These reported CNN-based methods overcome the
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trade-off between CGH generation speed and accuracy.
However, a method for generating CGH that transcends this trade-off and accommodates

various propagation distances has yet to be explored. Although CNN models have addressed the
trade-off for a fixed propagation distance, they cannot generate CGH for multiple propagation
distances in real-time, because they need to be re-trained whenever the propagation distance
changes. Shui et al. [21] have demonstrated a CNN that can adapt to various distances within a
range of 0.3 m to 0.32 m; with 20 discrete steps within the range; however, the variable range is
limited and the number of steps is low. A range of adjustments on the order of 0.1 m is reasonably
expected in holographic projectors, and there is a need to examine CNN models that adapt to
such ranges with finer resolution.

To address this issue, we propose a distance-adaptive CGH generator, which is a CNN model
that can accept not only the desired target image but also the propagation distance as inputs,
generating a CGH that reproduces a high-precision image when reconstructed at the given
propagation distance. We assessed the suitability of various CNN models for our study and
discovered that some models could produce CGH with the same accuracy as conventional ones,
even with propagation distances changing at over 100 points within a range of more than 0.1 m.

As detailed in Methods section, this distance-adaptive CGH generator comprises two stages.
Although this design is not flawless and future research may develop single-stage models,
none have been identified yet. Thus, this paper serves as an initial step in the research of
distance-adaptive CGH generation.

2. Methods

2.1. Principle of CGH Generation

CGH is based on the principle of light diffraction [22]. When coherent, uniform-amplitude light
filed is incident on a phase-only spatial light modulator (SLM), it is modulated by a CGH pattern
𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦). This modulated light field then propagates to a screen positioned at a distance 𝑧 from the
SLM, following the propagation function 𝑓𝑧 . For 𝑓𝑧 , the band-limited angular spectrum method
was used [23]:

𝑓𝑧 (𝜙) =
∬

F (𝑒 𝑗 𝜙 (𝑥,𝑦) )𝐻 ( 𝑓𝑥 , 𝑓𝑦)𝑒 𝑗2𝜋 ( 𝑓𝑥 𝑥+ 𝑓𝑦 𝑦)𝑑𝑓𝑥𝑑𝑓𝑦 , (1)

𝐻 ( 𝑓𝑥 , 𝑓𝑦) = 𝐻 𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟 · 𝑒
𝑗2𝜋𝑧

√︃
1
𝜆2 −( 𝑓 2

𝑥+ 𝑓 2
𝑦 )
, (2)

𝐻 𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟 =

{
1 𝑓 2

𝑥 + 𝑓 2
𝑦 < 1

𝜆2

0 otherwise
, (3)

where F is the Fourier transform, 𝑒 is the Napier number, 𝑗 is the imaginary unit, 𝑘 is a wave
number, and 𝑓𝑥 and 𝑓𝑦 are spatial frequencies. Using 𝑓𝑧 , the amplitude distribution of the
reconstructed image 𝑎̂𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 on the screen is denoted as 𝑎̂𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 = | 𝑓𝑧 (𝜙) |. CGH synthesis
is the process of determining the optimal 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) that minimizes the difference between the
reconstructed image 𝑎̂𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 and the desired target image amplitude distribution 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 .

2.2. Architecture of Distance-Adaptive CGH Generator

Our aim is to develop a distance-adaptive CGH generator 𝐺 (see Fig. 1), a CNN that inputs a 2D
target image 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 and a propagation distance 𝑧, and synthesizes a CGH 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) optimized for
distance 𝑧. Using 𝐺, 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) is expressed as 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐺 (𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 , 𝑧). Hence, our objective is to



Zone Plate
Encoder

(Distance Encoder)

Update Weights

0.2m

Target Image Amplitude (𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡)

Zone Plate (φzp )

Propagation 
Distance (𝑧)

Augmented
HoloNet

(CGH Generator)

CGH (φ)

Reconstruction Image Amplitude 
( ො𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡)

L

Calculate Loss
( 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡, ො𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 2

2)

Distance-Adaptive
CGH Generator (𝐺)

Propagation 
(𝑓𝑧)

Fig. 1. How the CNN learns the weights. When the target image and propagation
distance are given, the zone plate encoder first generates a zone plate that serves as
an input for the CNN providing a CGH as a single-image output. Then, the accuracy
between the image reproduced by diffraction calculations at the given propagation
distance and that at the given target image. Based on this result, the weights of the
CNN are computed.

solve the following optimization problem:

𝑚𝑖𝑛
𝐺

L(𝐺) = L(𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 , 𝑎̂𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 )

= L(𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 , | 𝑓𝑧 (𝜙) |)
= L(𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 , | 𝑓𝑧 (𝐺 (𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 , 𝑧)) |),

(4)

where L is a loss function, and we used the mean-squared error (MSE). The process of solving
this optimization problem can be decomposed into two steps: determining the architecture of 𝐺
and training 𝐺 according to Eq. (4).

Various neural networks can satisfy this objective. One approach is use of conditional
generative adversarial networks (cGANs). Gradlow et al. [24] and Kang et al. [25] proposed
methods for synthesizing CGH using cGANs. Although these methods appear to align with our
objective by linking the propagation distance with the latent vector, but they have not effectively
demonstrated high-quality 2D image reproduction. Conversely, U-Net based models [12,18] have
successfully synthesized CGH with PSNR surpassing 30 dB, yet they cannot directly process
scalar propagation distance.

We proposed a U-Net based model capable of managing propagation distance as 𝐺. To develop
such a model, we decided to compose 𝐺 from two components: a distance encoder and a CGH
generator. The distance encoder converts a scalar propagation distance into a 2D image, as U-Net
models only accept images as inputs. The CGH generator, an enhanced U-Net model, utilizes the
target image and the encoded propagation image to produce CGH.

Various combinations of distance encoders and CGH generators exist. We used a zone
plate encoder for distance encoder, and augmented HoloNet for CGH generator because this
combination recorded good accuracy empirically. We documented the results of different
combinations in the supplemental material.



2.3. Zone Plate Encoder

We devised a zone plate encoder to serve as one of the distance encoders for encoding a scalar
propagation distance into a 2D image. A zone plate is a well-known CGH for point light sources.
Despite its simple shape consisting of several concentric circles, the spacing between the lines
changes according to the distance 𝑧 between the reconstructed image and SLM, making it suitable
for representing diffraction phenomena. 𝜙𝑧𝑝 is the output of the zone plate encoder, which is the
zone plate corresponding to the propagation distance 𝑧:

𝜙𝑧𝑝 (𝑥, 𝑦) = arg( 𝑓𝑧 (𝑎𝑝𝑙)), (5)

where 𝑎𝑝𝑙 denotes the amplitude distribution of the point light source. The value of the central
point of 𝑎𝑝𝑙 is 1, and all other regions are 0. arg(𝑥) represents the angle of the complex number
𝑥, and 𝑓𝑧 is the band-limited angular spectrum method defined in Eq. (1).

2.4. Augmented HoloNet

The CGH generator must accept two images as input and produce a CGH 𝜙. We propose an
augmented HoloNet, which achieves the highest accuracy in our experiments. HoloNet [12], a
CNN model by Peng et al., generates CGH and, despite having fewer parameters than a 10-layer
U-Net, improves PSNR by 10 dB. We modified the target phase generator, one of HoloNet’s two
U-Nets, to accept two inputs (see Fig. 2) and adjusted the propagation distance in the diffraction
calculation to match the distance 𝑧 used for the zone plate. Additionally, we increased the number
of layers in both the target phase generator and phase encoder to develop a more versatile model
than the original HoloNet.

2.5. Training the CNN

In the training process, 3,450 images from the DIV2K [26] and Flickr2K [27] training datasets
were used. For validation, 100 images from the DIV2K validation datasets were used. Although
the original HoloNet was trained using only 800 images from DIV2K, we increased the number
of training images in this study to capture a greater variety of matching patterns between the
images and the propagation distance 𝑧.

To ease the training process, the propagation distance 𝑧𝑛 is randomly selected from a total of 𝑛
candidates arranged at equal intervals 𝛽𝜆 from 𝑧0 to 𝑧𝑚𝑎𝑥 , where

𝑧0 = 𝑑 + 𝛼𝜆, (6)

𝑧𝑛 = 𝑧0 + 𝑛𝛽𝜆. (7)

The value of 𝛼 is case-dependent; we chose a value of 1
2 in this study because it produced good

results empirically. The detailed reason for this choice is discussed in Section 4.3. The range
of possible values is determined by the value of 𝛽. In this study, we adopt 𝑑 = 0.2, 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 99,
𝛽 = 2000.(𝑧99 ≈ 0.3 m). In the results section, we also describe the changes in accuracy when 𝑑,
𝑛, and 𝛽 values are altered. As optical parameters to evaluate numerical reconstruction images,
we use 𝜆 = 520nm, with an SLM pitch size of 6.4 um and an SLM resolution of 1024 × 2048,
consistent with HoloNet implementation. All propagation distances meet Nyquist frequency
requirements.

We used MSE as the loss function in this study and employed the Adam optimizer [28], with
consistent values of 𝛾 = 10−4, 𝛽1 = 0.99, 𝛽2 = 0.999, 𝜖 = 10−8, and 𝜆′ = 0 throughout the
training process. 𝛾 is the learning rate, and 𝜆′ is the weight decay.

In all cases, regardless of the model or input generation method used, 30,000 training iterations
were conducted. Validation was performed every 50 iterations, and the PSNR values were
recorded. All training and evaluation processes were executed using a Tesla V100 SXM2 graphics
processing unit, Python 3.7.13, and Pytorch 1.13.1.
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Fig. 2. Schematic representation of the augmented HoloNet. Based on the input
received in Channels A and B, the phase generator predicts the phase distribution
of the target. The complex amplitude distribution on the target plane is calculated
using the predicted phase distribution and the amplitude distribution of the target.
This is diffracted through 𝑓𝑧 , as defined by Eq. (1), to predict the complex amplitude
distribution on the SLM plane, from which the optimal phase distribution on the SLM
plane is predicted. Note that 𝑧 in 𝑓𝑧 is the same as that used when calculating Channels
A and B. The blue, orange, green, yellow gray arrows represent 4 × 4 convolution
and ReLU, 3 × 3 convolution, 1 × 1 convolution, 3 × 3 up-convolution and ReLU, and
concatenation, respectively.

3. Results

3.1. Numerical Results

We trained and evaluated a distance-adaptive CGH generator, with results depicted in Fig. 3.
The average PSNR value over iterations was 28.63 dB. Our model demonstrated stable accuracy
across all trained target distances (Fig. 4), without showing higher accuracy for specific distances,
indicating no overfitting. The average PSNR value over 100 distances was 28.64 dB.

The results comparing the CGH generation runtime and accuracy of our method with other
CGH generation methods are illustrated in Fig. 5. Our method exhibited high accuracy relative to
existing methods. Additionally, generation speeds exceeding 60 fps were achieved, indicating its
capability for high-speed generation. The PSNR and runtime for each point were averaged over
10,000 combinations, comprising 100 distance patterns and 100 validation images. Numerical
reconstruction images for each model are shown in Fig. 6. Notably, in our implementation, Eq.
(2) is pre-calculated for the number of distance patterns beforehand, but this pre-calculation time
is excluded from the runtime, as discussed in the Discussion section.

3.2. Experimental Results

We assessed our model’s accuracy under physical conditions through a CGH reconstruction
experiment using a Thorlabs-EXULUS-4K1 SLM (3.74 µm pitch size) and a 517.9 nm wavelength
laser. The model was tuned accordingly, and the CGH resolution was set to 2048 × 1024, projected
onto the SLM’s central part. A SONY 𝛼7II camera captured the reconstructed images. The
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the CGH generation runtime and accuracy between the proposed
and existing methods. The values for each point use the average of the conditions when
the CGH is generated using a total of 10,000 sets consisting of 100 distance patterns
and 100 validation images.

①
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0.2 m
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SGD

0.25 m 0.3 m

29.58 28.85 27.78

21.19 23.09 23.88

32.87 31.78 31.50

Fig. 6. Results of the reconstruction simulation using the output CGH, obtained by
inputting images from the validation dataset into each model pattern after 30,000
iterations of training.



optical setup is shown in Fig. 7. To alter the propagation distance, we repositioned the camera.
Fig. 8 displays optical reconstruction images at propagation distances of 0.2, 0.25, and 0.3 m

using DPAC, SGD, and our method. Our reconstructed images exhibited less blurriness compared
to DPAC and higher contrast and clarity than SGD. The accuracy of the reconstructed images
remained consistent despite varying propagation distances, indicating that our model effectively
met the objective.

CMOS

Laser

Collimate 
Lens

Beam
Splitter

Polarizer

SLM
We changed the propagation distance. 

Fig. 7. Optical setup used in the experiment: Light emitted from a laser source is
collimated by a lens, modified, and incident on the SLM. The light modulated by the
SLM travels a propagation distance 𝑧 to reach the CMOS sensor.

①

Ours

0.2 m

DPAC

SGD

0.25 m 0.3 m

Fig. 8. Optical CGH reconstruction generated using Ours, DPAC, and SGD methods at
propagation distances of 0.2, 0.25, and 0.3 m.



Fig. 9. Comparison of PSNR between patterns with varying numbers of training
distances and varying as starting and ending positions. All patterns employed learning
data after 30,000 iterations. Evaluations were performed solely on the distances
included within 100 learning points, even when there were 1,000 learning distances.

3.3. Model Versatility

To investigate the limitation of this model, the propagation distance to be trained was varied, and
the accuracy of CGH generation was evaluated. The results are shown in Fig. 9. Focusing on
points where the propagation distance is 0.2 m or more, we observed that when the number of
propagation distances to be learned increased tenfold, the accuracy dropped by an average of
0.3 dB. Moreover, extending the propagation distance decreased the accuracy. However, in all
instances, the PSNR recorded was above 25 dB, suggesting that our proposed method remains
better even when compared with techniques such as DPAC. The accuracy drops sharply at points
less than 0.2 m; however, it has been confirmed that the same phenomenon occurs at this distance
with both DPAC and HoloNet [12].

To verify the model’s versatility, we tested its accuracy using green (520 nm), red (638 nm),
and blue (450 nm) wavelengths. We validated 10,000 pairs of images and propagation distances.
The average PSNR values for red, green, and blue were 27.20, 28.64, and 27.52 dB, respectively.
Reconstructed images for each color and propagation distance are shown in Fig. 10. These results
indicate the model’s effectiveness across multiple wavelengths.

4. Discussion

4.1. Performance of the Proposed Model

As described in the Results section, our model can maintain the PSNR at an average of 28.64
dB even when the propagation distance changes. This is considered a sufficient result, as
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Fig. 10. Comparison of CGH reconstruction images for each wavelength and distance.
After completing 30,000 iterations of training for each wavelength, the CGH was
generated by providing the target image and propagation distance.

it is comparable to that of other CNNs developed for generating CGH. However, only four
combinations of distance encoder and CGH generator were tested in this study. It is possible that
the accuracy could be further improved using other models. Furthermore, a study has emerged
that significantly improves the precision of HoloNet [17], suggesting that by applying these
findings, it would be possible to enhance accuracy further.

The decline in accuracy below 0.2 m is problematic for this model, despite its universality in
propagation distance. Although the stochastic gradient descent (SGD) method does not exhibit
this issue, it has been observed in the HoloNet model, indicating that suitable optimization could
maintain accuracy within this range. However, accomplishing this with the HoloNet model is
challenging, warranting future research to develop a solution.

We trained and evaluated by varying the propagation distance from 0.2 m to 0.5 m, with a
maximum range of 0.3 m. In practical CGH applications, the propagation distance variation may
exceed 0.3 m, making performance unpredictable. CGH accuracy is generally influenced by
all factors: light wavelength, SLM pitch size, and propagation distance. Accuracy could vary
significantly with different parameter substitutions.

4.2. Effects and Solution for Misalignment Between Simulation Environments and
Psychical Systems

Our model was trained in an ideal simulation environment, assuming constant light amplitude on
every SLM pixel, no aberrations in the optical system, and lossless light propagation. Real-world
optical systems inevitably deviate from these ideal conditions, which we believe causes the lower
quality of reconstructed images in physical experiments compared to simulations for all models,
including ours, DPAC, and SGD. Despite these discrepancies, the optical reconstructed images
remained recognizable, suggesting that models trained under ideal conditions can tolerate some
error. To address this, camera-in-the-loop training, as demonstrated by Peng et al. [12], can be
utilized. However, we did not implement this in our study, as we believe the goal of generating
distance-adaptive CGH has been adequately achieved.



Fig. 11. Accuracy of our proposed method (P4) when the value of 𝛼 is changed. Eleven
patterns of 𝛼 values, − 3

4 , − 1
2 , − 1

4 , − 1
8 ,− 1

16 , 0, 1
16 , 1

8 , 1
4 , 1

2 , and 3
4 , were adopted as

training targets. The values of 𝛽, 𝑑, and 𝑛 of Eq. (7) were 200,000, 0.2, and 99 for
each alpha, resulting in a total of 1,100 points used as training propagation distances.
Although all 1,100 points are targeted for both learning and evaluation, the points
presented in this figure are only 𝑧0 for each 𝛼.

4.3. Purpose of Choosing the Propagation Distance

As shown in Section 2.5, the propagation distance used in this study was randomly selected from
regular interval discretization to ease the training process. We found that there are propagation
distances 𝑧′ at which the PSNR decreases significantly. Even when the same discretization step
𝛽 is used, the performance varies depending on the initial starting point, 𝑧0 (i.e., 𝛼 defined at
Eq.(6)). For example, Fig. 11 describes our model accuracy when it was trained with 1,100
points defined by changing the 𝛼 values in eleven patterns (𝛼 = − 3

4 , − 1
2 , − 1

4 , − 1
8 ,− 1

16 , 0, 1
16 , 1

8 , 1
4 ,

1
2 , 3

4 ). This indicates that the PSNR decreases significantly only when 𝛼 approaches 0 (𝑧′ mod
𝜆 = 0). In this case, it is preferable to use 𝛼 = 1

4 , 1
2 or 3

4 . In our experiments, we found that 𝛼
is influenced by the pitch size of the SLM, and particular care must be taken when changing
it. Owing to this limitation, the discretization step cannot be less than 1𝜆 order to avoid low
PSNR steps. For holographic projectors, applications do not require < 1𝜆 distance adjustments.
However, it is worth noting that distance selection is an important process in CNN training.

4.4. Caching of Band-Limited ASM Kernels

As mentioned in Section 3.1, this study cached the diffraction calculation kernel corresponding
to the propagation distance to be trained, which corresponds to Eq. (2). This is considered an
appropriate implementation, assuming that in Peng et al. [12], where the propagation distance
is fixed, the kernel is calculated once and then reused in subsequent calculations. Using this
method, as the number of propagation distances to be learned increases, more time is required
for pre-computation. If there are 100 distance patterns, this takes approximately one minute.
However, in actual products, it is unlikely that the distances that need to be accommodated would
change frequently; therefore, the frequency of performing this pre-computation is presumed to
be very low. Hence, the execution time of this pre-computation should not pose a significant
problem.



4.5. Anticipated Application

As mentioned in the introduction, potential applications of this study include holographic
projectors [5–7] and holographic near-eye displays [2–4]. Unlike conventional projectors, the
positions of the screen and holographic projector may change frequently depending on the usage
scenario. However, it is challenging to adapt to such situations using CGH generation methods
that do not allow the propagation distance to be specified.

In our study, as demonstrated in the Results section, such issues did not arise within the tested
range of distances. Holographic near-eye displays are expected to be worn by many people. In
this case, it would be desirable to adjust the position of the reconstructed image appropriately
according to the wearer’s facial shape and the content being displayed. As previously mentioned,
our study enables changing the propagation distance at 1𝜆 intervals, which we believe satisfies
this requirement.

Moreover, a highly accurate and real-time CGH generation method that can specify the
propagation distance is also desired in the field of acoustic holography. The versatile CGH
generation using the CNN employed in this study may contribute to this field [29, 30].

5. Conclusion

In this study, we developed a CNN that outputs high-precision CGHs despite specifying the
propagation distance as an input. Although some models successfully added CNN models to add
conditions, we believe that this is an important study that directly converts optical parameters
to images and validates the range of effective conditions. This suggests the possibility of
freely modifying other parameters using similar methods. A future challenge is to develop a
general-purpose CNN model that can adapt to changes in other optical calculation parameters,
such as wavelength and pitch size, as well as to human eye aberrations.
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