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ABSTRACT

The correction of quasi-static wavefront errors within a coronagraphic optical system will be a key challenge to
overcome in order to directly image exoplanets in reflected light. These quasi-static errors are caused by mid
to high-order surface errors on the optical elements as a result of manufacturing processes. Using high-order
wavefront sensing and control (HOWFSC) techniques that do not introduce non-common path aberrations,
the quasi-static errors can be corrected within the desired region of interest designated as the dark hole. For
the future Habitable Worlds Observatory (HWO), HOWFSC algorithms will be key to attaining the desired
contrasts.

To simulate the performance of HOWFSC with space rated processors, optical models for a 6 m class space-
borne observatory and a coronagraph have been developed. Phenomena such as the Talbot effect and beamwalk
are included in the simulations using combinations of ray-based modeling and end-to-end propagation techniques.
After integrating the optical models with the embedded processors, simulations with realistic computation times
can be performed to understand the computational hardware performance that will be needed to maintain the
desired contrasts. Here, the details of the optical models are presented along with the HOWFSC methods
utilized. Initial results of the HOWFSC methods are also included as a demonstration of how system drifts will
degrade the contrast and require dark hole maintenance.

1. INTRODUCTION

At the recommendation of the Astro2020 decadal survey, NASA was advised to pursue a Habitable Worlds
Observatory (HWO) equipped with a coronagraph capable of detecting exoplanets at 1E-10 contrast levels.1

The Nancy Grace Roman Coronagraph Instrument will be a vital technology demonstration for the HWO
coronagraph as it will utilize high-order wavefront sensing and control (HOWFSC) methods in order to reach
contrasts on the order of 1E-8. To do so, the Roman Coronagraph will utilize a ”set-and-forget” HOWFSC scheme
involving ground-in-the-loop operations. However, this scheme will likely be unfeasible for the HWO coronagraph
due to the higher sensitivity to drifts in the optical system at better contrasts. This means both reaching and
maintaining the 1E-10 contrast will likely require HOWFSC iterations on time scales on the order of seconds to
minutes.2 To accomplish this, a continuous HOWFSC scheme will have to be implemented to perform dark hole
maintenance. This scheme will require embedded processors capable of performing the HOWFSC computations
within the coherence time of the coronagraphic speckles.

Because flight hardware can be ”frozen” up to 10 years in advance of the mission launch, work has begun on
implementing these HOWFSC algorithms on radiation hardened-processors to assess their performance, identify
computational bottlenecks, and evaluate the impact on the performance of the instrument. To accomplish the
third goal, we have implemented a framework for modeling a potential HWO coronagraph and simulating optical
disturbances such as beamwalk. Here, the details of the optical models are presented while the methodology
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and implmentation of HOWFSC algorithms on space-rated processors is presented in Belsten et al.3 Currently,
the only HOWFSC algorithms being investigated are pair-wise probing (PWP) and electric field conjugation
(EFC).4

2. TELESCOPE MODEL

To begin with, a nominal design for an off-axis three mirror anastigmat (TMA) telescope was created with
Zemax to serve as a baseline for what a HWO could look like. This model is loosely based on the LUVOIR-B
prescription in that it contains a similar net focal ratio of about F/36 and a similar primary mirror focal ratio
of about F/3.5 However, the total pupil diameter has been shrunk from the 8.4m for LUVOIR-B to 6.5m.
Additionally, an unobscured circular pupil is assumed unlike the hexagonally segmented pupil of LUVOIR-B.
Note that this telescope is not completely optimized for diffraction limited imaging over a large FOV that will
be desired for a HWO, but merely serves as a general architecture for the optical models required. As details
about the HWO become available, this model will be updated to be more accurate.

Figure 1: This depicts the nominal design of the 6.5m class telescope currently being used for these optical
models. The telescope is assumed to use a TMA architecture such that it can have a wider field of view to serve
multiple instruments. Here, the field traced in green is designated as the coronagraph input as it has the smallest
incident angles on the optics.

Using the raytrace model, a Fresnel model of the telescope is constructed using POPPY as the backend
propagation software.6 This model allows for the surface roughness of the telescope optics to be taken into
account when performing the complete optical propagation including the coronagraph. But prior to including
the WFE from each surface, the Fresnel model is validated by comparing the footprint diameter of each optic
with the calculated footprint from the raytrace model. Additionally, the wavefront at M4 is analyzed to ensure
it is a reimaged pupil as is expected from the Zemax design. Finally, the PSF of the Fresnel model is validated
by computing the expected resolution of the telescope with the wavelength and F-number and comparing this
resolution with the PSF result of the Fresnel model.
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Figure 2: Using POPPY, a Fresnel model of the telescope is constructed to propagate the effects from high-
order surface roughness errors. Here, the image to the left is a PSF from the Fresnel model without the WFE
contributions. The overlay of the circles at 1.22λ/D , 5.22λ/D , and 10.22λ/D demonstrate that the Fresnel
model is in agreement with the expected resolution computed using the F-number from the raytrace model. The
PSF to the right is the result after including each surface’s WFE contribution.

Using POPPY’s StatisticalPSDWFE functionality, WFE maps are pre-computed for each optic in the tele-
scope model. At the moment, the RMS WFE from the surface roughness of M1-M4 is 40nm, 20nm, 20nm and
15nm respectively. The current PSD of each surface is defined with a simple power law that has an index of
-2.75, but this PSD will be updated in the future with more realistic parameters. These pre-computed WFEs
are then used to simulate the effects of beamwalk on M2 and M3. Given M1 and M4 are pupils, beamwalk is
not considered for these optics. Additionally, because M4 is a relayed pupil, we assume it can act as FSM such
that beamwalk from pointing errors can be neglected on downstream optics. To implement the beamwalk, the
footprint shift on M2 and M3 is assumed to be linear with respect to pointing error, so the Zemax model is
used to compute the shift per milliarcsecond of pointing error. These values are found to be 0.084micron/mas
and 0.908micron/mas for M2 and M3 respectively. Similar to Mendillo et al.,7 the WFE maps for each surface
are shifted by the appropriate values with subpixel precision. For this model, scipy.ndimage.shift (or the CuPy
equivalent) are used. Figure 3 illustrates the difference in WFE for each optic for 15mas of pointing error as well
as the difference in the final pupil of the telescope computed by performing the propagation with and without
the shifted WFEs.

3



Figure 3: Here, the difference in WFE on both M2 and M3 are are illustrated in the top row after computing
the beamwalk induced by 15mas of pointing error. In the bottom row are the differences in both the exit pupil’s
amplitude and OPD after computing the effect of beamwalk and comparing with the nominal exit pupil wavefront
(no pointing error).

3. CORONAGRAPH MODELS

To perform the HOWFSC experiments with a space-rated processor in the loop, additional Fresnel models have
been created to simulate images from a ”true” coronagraph. This Fresnel model also uses POPPY for the backend
propagation and runs on a standard PC that will be used to compute the ”true” images while the HOWFSC
algorithm running on the space-rated processor will use the images to compute DM commands that are fed back
to the coronagraph model. While computations are performed on the processor, system drifts can be simulated
in both the telescope and coronagraph Fresnel models to evaluate the impact of compute times. At the moment,
there are no relay optics included in the design because beamwalk or other drifts from these optics are assumed
to be negligible given they are after the FSM/M4. This allows the coroangraph model to be slightly simplified
such that the wavefront of the telescope exit pupil is computed and directly injected into the coronagraph model
rather than being propagated through relay optics.

Here, only a simple vortex coronagraph is considered as VVCs have previously been considered for a HabEx
mission.8 Because our telescope model does not include any segmentation, the coronagraph model does not
include any apodization or DM assistance for the vortex, although, an additional pupil plane where an apodizer
may be placed is included so the model may be updated in the future. Figure 4 illustrates the fundamental
optical train of the coronagraph model. Here, the deformable mirrors (DMs) are being modeled using the fast
convolution method described in Will et al.9 To numerically model a vortex phase mask, the same method
described in Krist et al8 is being used. When implementing this in a Fresnel model using POPPY, the model is
separated into two segments. The first propagates from the entrance pupil of the coronagraph to the focal plane
where the vortex will be located. At this point, the propagation through POPPY is ended and an FFT is used
to compute the pupil plane wavefront from the focal plane data. Now, the vortex is numerically applied with
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additional FFTs and MFTs which output the wavefront at a pupil plane after the vortex. Angular spectrum
propagation is then used to back propagate the pupil wavefront to an OAP that would collimate the beam coming
from the vortex mask. A surface roughness map is applied to this wavefront and angular spectrum is used to
propagate back to the pupil. This data now acts as the wavefront at the Lyot stop, so POPPY is again used to
propagate from the Lyot stop through the rest of the optical train and to the image plane.

Figure 4: This figure depicts the main optical components being used for the vortex coronagraph. The input
WFE at the entrance pupil of the coronagraph is computed using the Fresnel model of the telescope and injected
into the coronagraph model.

With the Fresnel model acting as the true coronagraph, a compact/Fraunhofer model is also created using
FFTs and MFTs for the implementation of HOWFSC algorithms. The pre-vortex WFE is then computed with
the Fresnel model and injected into the compact model. In reality, phase retrieval techniques would be used to
measure the WFE of an instrument and inject the measurement into the model, but no phase retrieval method
has currently been implemented. Figure 5 presents a comparison of the Fresnel model PSFs and coronagraphic
images with the injected WFE. Because the pre-FPM errors are more significant to the coronagraph, the residual
surface errors after the FPM are ignored in this compact model. Nonetheless, the morphology of the PSF and
speckles in the compact model demonstrates agreement with the Fresnel model, so it acts as a well calibrated
model for HOWFSC.
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Figure 5: Here, the images in the top demonstrate a comparison of the PSF from the Fresnel model of the coron-
agraph and the PSF from the Fraunhofer model. In the bottom row is a similar comparison with coronagraphic
images of each model. The morphology of the PSFs and coronagraphic images demonstrate the agreement be-
tween the two models.

For most HOWFSC algorithms, the computational complexity will be dependent on the number of actuators
(or DM modes) being utilized and the number of pixels in the focal plane within the desired control region.
To evaluate the performance of processors for varying actuator counts, two configurations of this coronagraph
model are created. The first assumes smaller 34x34 actuator DMs while the second uses 68x68 actuator DMs.
The larger DM model assumes the same actuator spacing, but the pupil diameter is doubled to account for the
higher actuator count. The detector sampling in each model is assumed to be 5 microns, but the final imaging
focal length is also doubled for the model with larger pupils such that the pixelscale is 0.354λ/D in each. Table
1 contains the details of each models pupil sizes and actuator counts while Figure 6 illustrates the difference
in potential control regions with the higher actuator count. Both models will be used when evaluating the
processors to understand how the performance will scale with more actuators and larger control regions.

Table 1: The assumptions for the two DM configurations being considered for the HOWFSC implementation are
presented here.

Small DM model Large DM model
Actuators across DM 34 68
Total Actuator Count 2× 952 2× 3720
Actuator Spacing 0.3mm 0.3mm
Pupil Size at DM 9.6mm 19.2mm
Actuators Across Pupil 32.0 64.0
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Figure 6: The images here demonstrate the control regions for each DM configuration being considered using
a waffle command to produce speckles at the edges of each potential control region. Note that here, D is the
diameter of Lyot stop, which is undersized from the geometric pupil diameter.

4. HOWFSC SIMULATIONS

Currently, the primary HOWFSC methods being considered for dark hole creation and maintenance are standard
EFC and PWP. Two additional HOWFSC methods will be implemented in the future including modal PWP
demonstrated by Pogorelyuk et al.10 for more efficient dark hole maintenance along with the Jacobian-free
algorithmic differentiation EFC introduced by Will et al.11 For now, the models discussed above are used to
perform EFC and illustrate why dark hole maintenance will be necessary, particularly for the 1E-10 contrasts.

For simplicity, only monochromatic EFC is implemented, but this will be expanded to broadband EFC in the
future. Figures 7 and 8 illustrate an example of why using a HOWFSC method for dark hole maintenance will
likely be necessary. Here, EFC is originally used to create a dark hole assuming a perfectly stable telescope. This
allows us to generate a dark hole with 1E-10 contrast in just 18 iterations. One noteworthy point is that due to
the large WFEs assumed in the telescope optics, the Jacobian was relinearized after 9 iterations in order to reach
the final contrasts indicated in the figures. After the initial EFC loop is completed, a pointing error of 15mas
was injected into the telescope model. The effect of beamwalk on M2 and M3 was then computed and injected
into the coronagraph model to assess the contrast degradation this level of pointing error would induce assuming
no other dynamics in the coronagraph system. As a result of this beamwalk, the contrast degrades by about
an order magnitude with each DM configuration. However, the new speckles can be corrected with additional
iterations of EFC. For the models being used here, each DM configuration utilized 3 more EFC iteration to
re-converge to 1E-10 contrast. It should be noted that contrast degradation from beamwalk and other drifts in
the coronagraph system will also depend on the quality of each optic’s surface roughness as the better each optic
can be polished, then larger drifts can be tolerated.
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Figure 7: Using the Fraunhofer model of for each DM configuration of the coronagraph, EFC is used to produce
a dark hole. In the top row are the solutions for the 34x34 DMs and the bottom row are the solutions with the
68x68 DMs. Each of the solutions are generated after 18 iterations of EFC using a single relinearization after 9
iterations.

Figure 8: In the top row are the images from each coronagraph model if we assume the telescope pointing drifts
by 15mas (x + y). Here, the contrast in each dark hole degrades by about 1E-9 solely from the beamwalk on
M2 and M3. In the bottom row, 3 additional iterations of EFC are used to correct the drift in the speckles and
re-obtain the 1E-10 contrast with each DM configuration.
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

While a set-and-forget HOWFSC scheme is possible for more moderate contrast goals, the extreme contrast
requirement of the HWO will require much more frequent dark hole maintenance with HOWFSC techniques due
to drifts within the optical system. These drifts will have to be corrected on time scales equivalent to or smaller
than the lifetime of the speckles in order for the HOWFSC maintenance to operate as intended. Here a framework
has been developed to model various configurations and parameters of a 6.5m class telescope and coronagraph
to evaluate the impact of HOWFSC computation times. As more details become available about potential
HWO concepts including telescope design, coronagraph modes, and quality of optical surfaces, the models here
will be updated to include the more accurate parameters. Future experiments with space-rated processors in-
the-loop will also implement various other dynamics such as DM creep and slow shifts of coronagraph optics.
These experiments will yield results informing the mission about how fast HOWFSC will need to run for various
conditions and what the computational bottlenecks for HOWFSC will be.
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