“Even if each FDTD run isfast,
don’t you still need many runs
to do optimization?”
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Does this mean that “innovation
IS dead” in nanophotonics?

>
No, we’re likely to always need a
modular approach to _|'>
complicated systems... > —L’ > —
—
>

...using a combination of
ling techniques.

Plus, anything that extends a
designer’s intuition — either by
approximate methods or with the
same engine as the computer
optimizes with —is incredibly useful,

The importance of good initial design
points cannot be overstated.


http://www.ece.mcmaster.ca/faculty/georgieva/papers/AVM_FDTDfinalID1750.pdf>



