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Abstract

Thermonanophotonics, i.e. the study of photothermal effects in optical nanoantennas, has recently attracted
growing interest. While thermoplasmonic structures enable a broad range of applications, from imaging and
optofluidics devices to medical and photochemical systems, dielectric nanoantennas open new opportunities
for thermo-optical modulation and reconfigurable metasurfaces. However, computing both photo-thermal and
thermo-optical effects in large arrays of nanoantennas remains a challenge. In this work, we implement a
fast numerical method to compute the temperature increase of multi-dimensional arrays of optical antennas
embedded in a uniform medium, accounting for self-heating, collective heating as well as thermo-optical effects.
In particular, we demonstrate scalable computation of temperature in 3D networks with 105 particles in less
than 1 hour. Interestingly, by explicitly considering the role of discrete nanoparticles on light attenuation and
photothermal conversion, this approach enables the optimization of complex temperature profiles in 3D arrays.
Importantly, we compute for the first time the impact of thermo-optical effects beyond the single nanoantenna.
Our results show that collective heating contributions amplify these effects in multi-dimensional arrays of both
Silicon and Gold nanospheres, highlighting the importance of considering them in photothermal calculations.
Overall, the proposed method opens new opportunities for the rapid assessment of complex photothermal effects
in arrays of optical nanoantennas, supporting the development of advanced thermonanophotonic functionalities.

keywords: thermonanophotonics, thermoplasmonic, nanoantennas, dielectric nanoresonators, thermo-optical
effects
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1 Introduction

The intense and strongly localized photothermal ef-
fects generated by resonant illumination of nanoanten-
nas have been attracting a fast-growing interest in the
last two decades. Nanoheat sources based on plasmonic
nanoparticles have indeed been employed in a growing
number of applications such as photothermal cancer ther-
apy [1], nanosurgery [2], drug delivery [3], photoacoustic
imaging [4], phase transitions [5][6], optofluidics [7] and
photochemistry [8]. Recent studies have also shown that
thermoplasmonic heating of bulk materials can have sig-
nificant advantages for the synthesis of polymer powders
[9], for curing resins [10], for the self-healing of polymers
and glasses [11][12][13] as well as for contactless actuation
[14] [15] [16]. Interestingly, photothermal effects in di-
electric nanoantennas (e.g. silicon) have also become the
subject of intense research recently, thanks to the possi-
bility of achieving photothermal modulation of the opti-
cal response via thermo-optical effects [17][18][19][20][21].
Overall, thermonanophotonics is thus a growing research
area that offers promising opportunities for a wide range
of applications [22][23].

However, computing and engineering a specific tem-
perature profile within a multi-dimensional, and in par-
ticular three dimensional (3D), array of resonant nanopar-
ticles remains challenging. Indeed, even in the absence
of strong light scattering or electromagnetic coupling be-
tween neighboring nanoantennas, the final temperature
depends on the interplay of optical absorption in each
nanoparticle, i.e. self-heating, and heat diffusion, i.e.
collective heating. In 3D systems, self-heating is also af-
fected by light attenuation (Figure 1a). This, in turn,
depends on the optical properties of the nanoantennas
and their spatial arrangement. Hence, the photothermal
response of the entire array, which can consist of thou-
sands of elements, must be in principle computed. Nu-
merical methods (e.g. COMSOL) face significant chal-
lenges in this regard and cannot be used for fast screen-
ing or optimization. In fact, micro- or millimeter-scale
computational volumes containing nanometer scale heat
sources result in large meshes and long computational
times. A Green-dyadic method [24] was proposed and
widely applied, in particular for calculating the temper-
ature profile of two-dimensional (2D) arrays of plasmonic
nanoparticles. Also, analytical expressions were derived
to estimate the global peak temperature increase within
multi-dimensional arrays [6][25] while a non-dimensional
parameter was defined to rapidly identify photothermal
regimes dominated by self-heating or collective heating
effects [25][26], resulting in highly peaked and smooth
temperature profiles, respectively. However, despite in-

teresting applications [10][27][6], 3D arrays have only
been optimized for cases dominated by collective heat-
ing effects. In fact, in this condition the Beer-Lambert
law can be used to estimate light attenuation while a
volumetric heat source [28] resolves the complexity of
accounting for discrete light absorbers. Yet, this ap-
proach cannot be employed when self-heating effects are
significant (e.g. strong light intensity, sparse nanopar-
ticles). Thus, a broader analysis of the photothermal
behaviour of 3D arrays is still missing. Importantly,
thermo-optical effects, which depend on the local temper-
ature, alter the absorption cross-section of each nanoan-
tenna in an array differently (Figure 1b,c), affecting
the overall temperature profile in a complex manner.
This does occur both in semiconducting nanoantennas
(e.g. Si, Figure 1c) and in metallic nanostructures
(e.g. Au, Figure 1b). However, thermo-optical ef-
fects have been largely ignored in thermoplasmonic ap-
plications [29] and, more broadly, they have never been
considered in the modelling of multi-dimensional arrays.
Hence, there remains a need for fast approaches to the
calculation of photothermal and thermo-optical effects
in multi-dimensional arrays of dielectric and plasmonic
nanoantennas.

In this work, we report a fast numerical method to
compute the temperature increase of multi-dimensional
networks of plasmonic or dielectric nanoparticles embed-
ded in a uniform solid medium, illuminated by a monochro-
matic light beam (Figure 1a). In particular, our ap-
proach leverages a combination of Mie theory and heat-
diffusion equations to determine the temperature increase
at the location of each nanoparticle (local maxima) as
well as in-between nanoparticles (local minima). Im-
portantly, we introduced an energy-conservation based
approach, equivalent to the Beer-Lambert law in bulk
uniform media, that accounts for the intensity atten-
uation along the propagation direction due to discrete
nanoabsorbers. Thus, going beyond existing solutions
[25][26],[28], the proposed method rapidly calculates lo-
cal extrema of temperature across large multi-dimensional
array (105 particles in less than 1 hour). The obtained
values can be also interpolated on specific planes of in-
terest to visualize the photothermal response of the sys-
tem. In particular, we can trace the transition from
a self- to a collective-heating dominated regime for a
3D array of gold nanospheres together with the role of
physical parameters such as pitch, illumination intensity
and thermal conductivity. Uniquely, by considering a
temperature-dependent absorption cross-section of each
nanoantenna, our method straightforwardly accounts for
thermo-optical effects in these multi-dimensional arrays,
without any sensible increase in the required compu-
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Figure 1: System Definition and Input Optical Prop-
erties a) A homogeneous 3D dispersion of optical
nanoantennas (diameter d) embedded in a non-absorbing
solid medium (thermal conductivity kSRM ) is approxi-
mated with a cartesian network of nanoantennas (pitch
Px, Py, Pz). The network is excited by a light beam
of radius Rbeam and uniform intensity I0, propagating
along the z-direction. Accounting for the intensity de-
cay (I(z)) and thermo-optical effects, the model deter-
mines both self-heating (qi,j,k) and collective heating
(qdiff ) contributions to the temperature of each nanoab-
sorber, finally interpolating the spatial temperature pro-
file. b) Thermo-optical effect on the absorption efficiency
of a gold nanosphere with R = 26nm and c) a silicon
nanosphere with R = 33nm .

tational time and capacity. Specifically, we show that
for both Gold and Silicon nanospheres, under typical
laser-level illumination (0.5 GW

m2 ), neglecting thermo-
optical effects can lead to an overestimation of the lo-

cal temperature by several tens of degrees. Interestingly,
we also observe that, due to the growing importance of
collective heating effects, the impact of thermo-optical
changes on absorption is amplified for higher dimension-
ality arrays. Overall, the proposed method enables, for
the first time, a rapid analysis and optimization of both
photo-thermal and thermo-optical effects in large multi-
dimensional arrays of plasmonic and dielectric nanoan-
tennas alike. While further developments are needed to
account for diverse nanoantenna geometries as well as
multi-scattering events, we expect that the proposed al-
gorithm will play an important role in the engineering of
multi-dimensional arrays with tailored temperature pro-
files for thermonanophotonic applications[30][31].

2 Results and Discussion

We address the general case of a homogeneous 3D
dispersion of optical nanoantennas embedded in a non-
absorbing solid medium and excited by a light beam
of radius Rbeam and uniform intensity I0, propagating
along the z-direction (Figure 1a). In the studied system
all nanoantennas are identical, each being characterized
by a scattering and an absorption cross-sections, σext
and σabs, respectively. Considering the case of spheri-
cal nanoparticles, we use Mie theory [25][26][17] to an-
alytically calculate these optical cross-sections (see for
example (Figure 1b,c) . Other analytical or numer-
ical approaches (e.g. Gans theory [32], discrete dipole
calculations [33]) can be used to extend the proposed
methodology to more complex nanoantenna geometries.
The nanospheres are arranged in a network consisting of
Nx, Ny, Nz elements along each Cartesian axis. For each
dimension, we also define a lattice parameter νx,y,z such
that Nx,y,z = 2νx,y,z + 1. As a result, each nanopar-
ticle in the array is associated with a triple of integers
(i, j, k) ∈ [−νx, νx]× [−νy, νy]× [1, 2νz + 1]. Similarly to
previous works, we finally assume that electromagnetic
coupling can be neglected, i.e. nanospheres are sepa-
rated by center to center distances Px, Py, Pz that are
at least ten times larger than the nanosphere radius R
[25][26][34].

As previously discussed, the photothermal response
of a multi-dimensional array depends on heat generation
within each nanosphere, qi,j,k = σabsIk, where Ik is the
intensity in the kth plane of the network normal to the
propagation beam, as well as heat diffusion across the
system. In order to explicitly consider discrete nanoab-
sorbers, we write an energy balance for the beam before
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and after each normal plane, obtaining:

Ik = I0(1− σabsNxNy
πR2

beam

)k (1)

This expression, which is analogous to the Beer-Lambert
law, is rigorously valid if scattering is negligible com-
pared to absorption. Yet, dominant forward scattering in
nanospheres extends its validity to larger nanoresonators
(Supplementary Note 1).

As a result, the temperature increase of each nanopar-
ticle in the network due to its own power absorption
(so called self-induced temperature [25][26]), can be ex-
pressed as:

∆T si,j,k =
qi,j,k
4πκR

=
σabsI0

4πkSRMR
(1− σabsNxNy

πR2
beam

)k (2)

where kSRM is the thermal conductivity of the host medium.
Yet, the total temperature increase of each nanores-

onator is equal to:

Ti,j,k = T0 + ∆T si,j,k + ∆T ci,j,k (3)

where the temperature increase of each nanosphere due
to the thermal energy contribution of its neighbors (so
called collective temperature) can now be expressed as:

∆T ci,j,k =
I0

4πkSRM

2νz+1∑
l=0

νx∑
m=−νx

νy∑
n=−νy

(1− σabsNxNy

πR2
beam

)k√
((m− i)Px)2 + ((n− j)Py)2 + ((l − k)Pz)2

(m,n, l) 6= (i, j, k) (4)

Therefore, using Eqns (2) (3) (4) we can compute the
temperature at the position r in the multi-dimensional
network by first calculating the temperature increase for
each nanosphere, which is inversely proportional to |ri,j,k−
r|, and then summing up all the contributions with the
initial temperature. Importantly, we observe that cal-
culating only the local maxima and minima of temper-
ature in the network, corresponding to the location of
each nanoabsorber and the mid-way point between ab-
sorbers, respectively, is sufficient to retrieve critical in-
formation on the heating regime (self versus collective)
as well as the range of temperatures to which the ma-
terial will be subject to. For example, the computed
temperature at the location of each nanoabsorber for
a [5x5x5] network of gold nanoparticles (R = 10nm,
Px=y=z = 400nm, kSRM = 0.19W/m2K), illuminated
with an intensity I0 = 1GW/m2, clearly shows the ex-
pected temperature localization close to the center of the

network (Figure 2c). As we discuss next, this discrete
approach is computationally efficient and is thus well-
suited to rapidly investigate the photothermal response
of multi-dimensional arrays, including 3D systems. Ad-
ditionally, we note that ordered networks of nanoparti-
cles can be considered a valid representation of random
homogeneous dispersions, broadening the applicability of
this approach beyond regular nanostructures. Nonethe-
less, the code can also be adapted to account for disor-
dered dispersion. (Supplementary Note 2).

Let’s now consider an isotropic 3D network (Nx =
Ny = Nz) of gold nanoparticles (R = 10nm) embedded
in a thermally conductive medium (kSRM = 30W/m2K)
and illuminated with a low intensity of I0 = 1kW/m2,
comparable to solar irradiation [28]. We also consider
three inter-particle distances, P = 100nm, P = 700nm
and P = 3µm, corresponding to a dense (c = 1015cm−3),
sparse (c = 1012cm−3) and very sparse (c = 1010cm−3)
distribution, respectively. In order to follow the evolu-
tion from a self- to a collective-heating dominated behav-
ior, we vary the total number of particles in the network
(Ntot) and, for each case, we compute the mean temper-
ature ratio:

<
∆T s

∆T c
>=

∑νx
i=−νx

∑νy
j=−νy

∑2νz+1
k=0

∆T s
i,j,k

∆T c
i,j,k

Ntot
(5)

In agreement with previous literature ([6] and [28]), we
observe (Figure 2a) that: (i) collective heating effects
increase with the number of nanoparticles; (ii) wider
inter-particle separation enhances the self-heating contri-
bution for the same number of irradiated nanoparticles.
Specifically, we see that for the dense distribution (blue
curve), self-heating effects on average contribute more
than 10% only if the illumination is highly localized (i.e.
less than < 103 particles, equivalent to a beam diameter
of 1µm or smaller). On the other hand, for the sparse
distribution (red curve), they still account for more than
10% of the temperature increase up to 104 nanoparticles
(i.e. beam diameter up to 15µm). For the case of 103

nanoparticles and P = 100nm, we further explore the pa-
rameter space and consider the combined effects of illu-
mination intensity and thermal conductivity of the solid
medium (Figure 2b). Interestingly, we observe that,
although self-heating effects are small compared to col-
lective ones, under intense illumination (1GW/m2) and
for low thermal conductivities, this contribution results
in a mean temperature increase < ∆T s > of more than
10K. Depending on the application, this contribution
might be important, despite being less than 10% of the
total temperature increase. Overall, low intensity and
large illumination areas (i.e. uniform solar irradiation)
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of 3D dispersions result in dominant collective heating ef-
fects that can be treated with a uniform heat source, as
recently proposed [28]. On the other hand, illumination
conditions resembling laser irradiation (sub-mm beam di-
ameter and high intensities, > 500MW/m2 ) require a
more detailed analysis of the temperature profile, which
can be performed efficiently with the proposed method.

Figure 2: Photothermal Effects in 3D Networks and
Model Benchmarking a) Mean ratio of self- and collec-
tive heating contributions to temperature (see Eq. 5)
for a 3D isotropic network of increasing size (Ntot =
NxNyNz = N3

x) as a function of inter-particle distance
Px,y,z, b) Mean self-heating induced temperature in-
crease of 103 nanoresonators with Px,y,z = 100nm em-
bedded in different media for increasing illumination in-
tensity, c) Steady-state temperature of a [5x5x5] network
of gold nanospheres (R = 10nm, Px=y=z = 400nm ) em-
bedded in a medium with kSRM = 0.19W/m2K and illu-
minated with an intensity I0 = 1GW/m2 d) Computa-
tional time comparison between COMSOL and the pro-
posed model for solving 3D isotropic networks of increas-
ing size, e) Comparison between COMSOL (red curve)
and the model interpolation (blue curve) for the temper-
ature profile along z (see dashed line inc) and f) on the
first xy plane (see shaded area in c).

In order to benchmark the proposed method, we used
COMSOL to perform coupled electromagnetic and ther-
mal calculations of isotropic 3D networks of gold nano-
spheres of increasing size and with physical parameters
as in Figure 1a (Supplementary Note 3). In addition to
significant problems with smooth convergence, the finite
element method requires more than one hour of compu-
tation for a [7x7x7] network. Additionally, on a desk-
top computer with a 8-core Intel Xeon W-2145 CPU
(3.7GHz) and a 128 GB RAM, we could not solve for
networks larger than [9x9x9] elements. On the other
hand, with the same computational power, the proposed
method could compute an array of more than 105 nanopar-
ticles in approximately 70 min (Figure 2d), greatly ex-
panding our capability to investigate and optimize pho-
tothermal effects in large multi-dimensional systems. We
also leveraged COMSOL simulations to test the assump-
tions of our model by changing the nanosphere diam-
eter and separation (Supplementary Note 3). We con-
firmed that if the extinction cross-section is dominated
by absorption (R < 40nm for Au nanospheres) and elec-
tromagnetic coupling can be neglected (P > 10R), the
model is in excellent agreement with finite element method
calculations.

In order to minimize the computation time, the method
focuses only on the local maxima/minima of temperature
in the array. Thus, for subsequent visualization of the
temperature profile in every point on an arbitrary plane
or cut line of the network, we use an interpolation of
these values, constrained by a radially decaying tempera-
ture profile in the vicinity of each nanoabsorber. Figure
2e shows the temperature profile along a z-axis cut-line
in the center of the 3D array, computed with COMSOL
(red curve) and obtained interpolating the discrete tem-
perature values (blue curve). We note that the proposed
approach is very accurate in predicting the local maxima
while it slightly underestimates the local minima. Fig-
ure 2f additionally show the temperature isocontours
on the first plane of the same network, calculated with
COMSOL and interpolated from the model, respectively.
Despite a reduced accuracy in the regions between each
particle, the estimated temperature profile is consistent
with the FEM results, with the peak values being in ex-
cellent agreement. Thus, our method enables a consis-
tent representation and analysis of photothermal effects
in multi-dimensional arrays.

In particular, this approach makes it possible to com-
pute the temperature profile of extended 3D arrays of
nanoparticles, including both collective and self heat-
ing contributions, without resorting to the uniform heat
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source approximation. As a case study, we consider gold
nanoparticles (R = 10nm) embedded in a 50µm thick
slab of low thermal conductivity material, such as PMMA
(k = 0.19W/m2). The interparticle spacing is Px =
Py = Pz = 200nm, equivalent to a concentration c =
3.6 · 1020cm−3. A uniform laser beam with total power
1µW and diameter 0.567µm (i.e. I0 ≈ 4GW/m2 ) is in-
cident on the array. Thus the particles involved in the
photothermal effect form an array consisting of [Nx, Ny,
Nz] = [3x3x125] elements. Figure 3a shows the temper-
ature profile of the central line of nanoparticles along the
propagation direction, consisting of a continuous back-
ground, due to collective heating, and clear temperature
peaks, due to self-heating. Interestingly, because of the
drop in intensity along the propagation direction, the
relative contribution of self-heating, defined as the aver-
age of ∆Ts/∆Tc at each plane xy, decreases deeper into
the array (black line). Indeed, the considered case has a
thickness which is larger than the penetration depth, δ,
defined as the position where the intensity of the beam is
I0
Ik

= e−1. For a homogeneous dispersion of nanoanten-

nas in solid media, the effective medium approach [28]
leads to:

δEM = (cσabs)
−1 (6)

A similar expression can be obtained from Equation 1 by
considering that in our case we modeled the system as a
discrete medium

δDM = −Pzln(1− σabsNxNy
πRbeam2

) (7)

If we define the concentration of the illuminated nanoan-
tennas as follow

c =
Ntot
VIll

=
NxNyNz
AbeamNzPz

=
NxNyNz

πRbeam2NzPz
(8)

we can reformulate Equation 7 as

δDM = −Pzln(1− σabscPz) (9)

As shown in Figure S3 the two models for the intensity
drop (and thus the penetration depth) are equivalent.
Yet, the derived expression can account explicitly for in-
homogeneous spacing along different spatial directions,
in particular along the propagation direction (Pz) with
respect to the others.

To observe the effect of the nanoparticle spacing on
the temperature profile, we first increase only Px and Py
from 200nm to 700nm, while keeping the total incident
power constant. As shown in Figure 3b, by changing
the spacing in x and y the temperature along z becomes
more uniform. While the magnitude is primarily affected

by the reduction in intensity, the temperature profile has
changed due to the reduction of the collective heating
contribution, that is strongly dependent from the inter-
particle distance. This is also confirmed by the nearly
constant contribution of self-heating (< ∆Ts

∆Tc
>≈ 30%) at

all z. The sparser distribution in fact exhibits a penetra-
tion depth that is larger than the thickness of the layer. It
is important to remark that the calculated temperature
profiles intrinsically assume a Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion and are thus applicable to situations where convec-
tive effects are neglected. This entails that the nanoan-
tennas are not close to an interface but rather surrounded
by enough medium to reach the boundary condition by
simple conduction. If the thickness of this network is in-
creased along z beyond the penetration depth (3x3x1111
network), a temperature profile similar to the reference
case is obtained (Figure 3c). Yet, the contribution of
the self-heating remains higher than in the first case, due
to the wider separation between the nanoparticles. In-
terestingly, we also note that, close to the front and back
edges of the network, the self-heating contribution in-
creases due to the reduction in the number of nearest
neighbors. Overall, we observe that the interdependence
of the nanoparticle separation (i.e. concentration) on the
light attenuation as well as on the relative contribution
of self and collective heating can give rise to interesting
temperature profiles.

Finally, the proposed method allows to seamlessly ac-
count for self-induced thermo-optical effects in multi-
dimensional arrays. These indeed consist in a change of
the complex refractive index of a nanoresonator due to
photothermal dissipation. As recently discussed, in Sili-
con this leads to a spectral shift of the optical resonance
(Figure 1c) and ultimately results in off-resonance op-
eration conditions, which considerably impact the final
temperature increase of the nanoresonator [17]. Thus,
thermo-optical effects must be accounted for by introduc-
ing a temperature-dependent absorption cross-section for
each nanoantenna in the network σabs,ijk(Ti,j,k) [17]. To
consider these effects, we modify Equation 1 to consider
that, due to thermo-optical effects, the nanoresonators
within the network can have different absorption cross
sections (for more details Supplementary Note 2)

Ik = I0

k∏
l=1

(1−
∑νx
i=−νx

∑νy
j=−νy σabs,ijk(Ti,j,k)

πR2
beam

) (10)

where σabs,ijk is the absorption cross section associated
with the particle [i, j, k]. Then, by modifying Equa-
tions (2) (3) (4) accordingly and by introducing an iter-
ative loop for the temperature calculation, the proposed

6



Figure 3: Light Propagation and Temperature Profile
a) Temperature profile (red curve, left axis) and rela-
tive contribution of self- versus collective heating (black
curve, right axis) along z for illumination with Plaser =
1µW of gold nanoparticles (d = XX) arranged in a
[3x3x251] network with Px,y,z = 200nm, b) a [3x3x251]
network with Px,y,z = 700nm (stronger self-heating) and
c) a [3x3x111] network with Px,y,z = 700nm. The in-
set shows a zoom-in of the peaks of temperature due to
self-heating.

method is capable of including this effect. Specifically,
based on literature data for the material refractive in-
dex, we first compute a temperature-dependent absorp-
tion cross-section matrix for the studied nanoantennas
(Figure 1b,c). A theoretical or semi-empirical model
[35] could also be implemented to broaden the tempera-
ture range and the library of materials. Next, the imple-
mented solver computes the temperature of all particles
in the network as illustrated previously, using the room
temperature absorption cross-section for all nanoanten-
nas. Then, the absorption cross section for each nano-
resonator in the network is updated based on the ob-
tained values, σabs,ijk(Ti,j,k). Finally the new tempera-
tures are computed and the process is repeated until the
standard error of the difference in temperatures of the
nanoparticles between the iteration s and s + 1 is be-
low 10−4 or the absorption cross section for each nano-
resonators of the network has been updated to the maxi-
mum temperature available in the database storing mea-
surements of the complex refractive index at different
temperatures.

To demonstrate the importance of this phenomenon,
we have studied the thermo-optical effects in 3D net-
works of Au and Si nanospheres in solid media (kSRM =
0.19W/m2). The refractive index n and the extinction
coefficient k for the materials at different wavelengths
and temperatures have been retrieved from literature
[36][37]. For this study, we have optimized the radius
of the nanoantennas to yield the highest absorption ef-
ficiency (i.e. σabs

Ageom
) for both materials (Supplementary

Note 4). We thus consider Au nanospheres with R =
26nm, whose absorption efficiency as a function of tem-
perature is shown in Figure 1b It can be observed that
in this case temperature-dependent changes in refractive
index n and extinction coefficient k reduce the absorp-
tion efficiency at the plasmon resonance (λ = 543nm at
25 [◦C]). Hence, as the nanosphere heats up, the ab-
sorbed power diminishes and so-does the resulting tem-
perature. Therefore, a temperature overestimation is ex-
pected if thermo-optical effects are not included in the
calculation, which is typically the case for thermoplas-
monic studies. Similar conclusions can be obtained for
the case of Si nanospheres. Figure 1c, indeed reports
the absorption efficiency spectrum for a R = 33nm Si
nanosphere. In this case, thermo-optical effects result in
both a red-shift and a reduction of the peak in absorp-
tion efficiency. Thus, under monochromatic irradiation,
initially at the resonance wavelength (λ = 397nm), most
Si nanosphere will eventually operate off-resonance, ab-
sorbing less power than at room temperature.

While changes in the absorption efficiency directly
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affects the self-heating contribution to the total temper-
ature increase, the indirect impact of thermo-optical ef-
fects on the collective heating contribution is expected
to grow as the number of nearest neighbors increases.
Thus, the dimensionality of the system must be taken
into account. We considered 1-dimensional [Nxx1x1], 2-
dimensional [NxxNyx1] and 3-dimensional [NxxNyxNz]
networks with the same number of total elements (Ntot)
and we calculated the maximum overestimation in tem-
perature if thermo-optical effects are not considered. It
is important to note that for network the intensity has
been set to I0 = 50MW/m2, such that the maximum
temperature reached in the system would not exceed the
temperature range in the dataset for the temperature
dependent complex refractive index of the material (add
max value for Au and Si). Figure Figure 4a and 4b
show that the maximum overestimation in temperature
increases both with the total number of nanoparticles
and the array dimensionality. This confirms the criti-
cal interplay between thermo-optical effects and collec-
tive heating, which depends on the number of nanores-
onators (i.e. Ntot) and the closeness of the nearest radi-
ating neighbors.

To showcase the impact of thermo-optical effects on
the spatial temperature profiles we computed a [5x5x5]
network of Au nanospheres with Px,y,z = 520nm irradi-
ated with λ = 543nm and I0 = 0.5 [GW/m2]. In this
sparse network, self-heating dominates the local temper-
ature increase. Figure 4c shows the temperature dif-
ference obtained for each particle in the network when
solving without/with thermo-optical effects. We observe
a significant overestimation of the temperature for all
nanosphere in the array, ranging from 18K closer to the
edges and deeper in the network to 30K near the cen-
ter of the network, where collective heating effects are
strongest. A similar trend can be observed for a [5x5x5]
network of Si nanospheres with Px,y,z = 660nm irradi-
ated with λ = 397nm and I0 = 0.5 [GW/m2] (Figure
4d).

Considering that proposed thermo-nanophotonic ap-
plications of dielectric nanoresonators often rely on pre-
cise phase modulation while thermo-plasmonic device ap-
plications rely on target temperature values, a reliable
calculation of the local temperature is critical for the
overall device functionality. Therefore, if experimentally
measured values or models for refractive index n and the
extinction coefficient k of the a material are available, the
implemented solver is strongly recommended in order to
account for thermo-optical effect and to obtain more ac-
curate prediction of the magnitude of the temperature
increase within a multi-dimensional array.

Figure 4: Impact of Thermo-optical Effects on the Pho-
tothermal Response of Arrays of Nanoantennas a) Maxi-
mum temperature overrestimation due to thermo-optical
effects for 1D - [1x1xNtot] (blue curve), 2D - [Nx x
Ny x 1] (red curve) and 3D - [Nx x Ny x Nz] (yel-
low curve) networks of gold nanosphere with R = 26nm
and Px,y,z = 520nm under illumination at λ = 543nm
and I0 = 50MW/m2; b) Same as (a) but for networks
of silicon nanopsheres with R = 33nm and Px,y,z =
660nm illuminated at λ = 397nm and I0 = 50MW/m2;
c) Spatially dependent temperature overestimation due
to thermo-optical effects in a 5x5x5 network of gold
nanospheres with R = 26nm and Px,y,z = 520nm un-
der illumination at λ = 543nm and I0 = 500MW/m2;
d) same as (c) for silicon nanospheres with R = 33nm
and Px,y,z = 660nm illuminated at λ = 397nm and
I0 = 500MW/m2.

3 Conclusions

In conclusion, in this work we have demonstrated a
new solver to model photothermal and thermo-optical
effects in multi-dimensional arrays of plasmonic and di-
electric nanoantennas embedded in solid media. Extend-
ing the capability of previous approaches [25][26][28], our
model calculates the intensity drop along the propaga-
tion direction while resolving individual nanoabsorbers.
Thus, it can be used to solve for 1D, 2D as well as 3D ar-
rays, seamlessly taking into account the role of nanopar-
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ticle spacing (i.e. concentration) on light absorption as
well as self- and collective heating effects. Importantly,
thanks to its efficient implementation, the model outper-
forms FEM calculations, breaking the limit of the pos-
sible number of simulated nanoparticles while retaining
excellent accuracy. Furthermore, by uniquely including a
temperature dependent absorption cross-section for each
nanoantenna in the array, the proposed methods avoids
overestimation of the local temperatures due to thermo-
optical effects. Overall, it is a fast and accurate tool that
enables the the optimization of photo-thermal effects in
multi-dimensional arrays towards a variety of thermo-
nanophotonic applications. For example, we believe that
an optimized design of 3D arrays could be interesting
for realizing thermally-driven self-healing of polymers,
glasses and other amorphous materials. In such systems,
local temperature gradients could be optimized to min-
imize the nanoparticle concentration in the medium by
balancing the intensity of the beam and the inter-particle
distance, while in parallel reaching the local tempera-
ture needed for the self-healing of the material. Further-
more, the local temperature profile could be controlled
to not surpass a specific upper limit, such as e.g. the
melting or glass transition temperature point, in order
to avoid altering the desirable properties of the medium
material post-healing. This material property-driven op-
timization could be expanded to and combined with a
material-quantity driven optimization towards reduced
material aging after healing and global material econ-
omy. Furthermore, by leveraging multi-layer structures
with different nanoparticle concentrations, it would be
possible to take advantage of the temperature profile tun-
ability based on the independent control of the spacing
along the xy and z directions. This could be exploited
for optimizing the temperature profile for light-actuation
devices or in photoelectrochemical systems. Finally, by
leveraging computationally-efficient methods to compute
the extinction of more complex nanoantennas and ac-
count for multi-scattering effects [30][31], the proposed
approach could be expanded to the design of thermally
reconfigurable metasurfaces. Thus, the proposed method
introduces a rapid analysis method that will support the
development of functional thermo-nanophotonic devices.
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