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Super-resolution far-field ghost imaging via compressive sampling
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For classical source, the uncertainty relation involving the product of conditional variances in po-
sition and momentum limits the imaging resolution of optical system. Based on ghost imaging (GI)
and compressive sampling (CS) theory, an imaging approach called ghost imaging via compressive
sampling (GICS) with thermal light is reported. For the first time, a super-resolution image with
high quality is obtained in the far field by GICS reconstruction. Physical principle of GICS and the
resolution limit of conventional imaging, GI and GICS are also discussed.
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Physically, super-resolution is realized when much
more image details can be extracted from a low-resolution
image cased by Abbe-Rayleigh Diffraction Limit (ARDL)
of optical system. The past decades have seen numer-
ous efforts to achieve imaging resolution beyond that of
ARDL. The main direction of research alining to break
this limit seeks to exploit the evanescent components con-
taining fine detail of the electromagnetic field distribution
at the immediate proximity of the object [1, 2, 3, 4, 5].
However, super-resolution obtained by evanescent wave
is only achieved in the near field, for example scanning
near-field optical microscopy (SNOM) [1, 2] and negative
refractive index imaging [4, 5]. Recently, ghost imaging
(GI), which is based on two-photon interference and can
nonlocally image an object by transmitting pairs of pho-
tons through a test and a reference paths, respectively
[22, 23], has realized sub-wavelength Fourier-transform
imaging with both entangled source and thermal source
[7, 8] and can enhance the imaging resolution via N th-
order intensity correlation of light fields [9]. In infor-
mation science, exploiting the optical transfer function
of known imaging system, although modern digital im-
age processing technique can also improve the image’s
resolution by the approaches such as deconvolution, an-
alytical continuation and so on, the improvement de-
gree of the image is restricted by the signal-to-noise ratio
[10, 11, 12, 13].

In the far field, for conventional imaging based on
single-photon interference, the resolution of imaging sys-
tem is determined by the receiving system’s numeri-
cal aperture while by the transmitting aperture in the
case of scanning imaging [13], and quantum resolution
limit of single-photon imaging depends on the uncer-
tainty principle [14]. Quantum entangled two-photon
pairs provide perfect correlation both in photon position
and in momentum and has verified experimentally the
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR)-type inequalities, thus
GI with entangled photons can achieve high spatial res-
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olution simultaneously in the near and in the far fields
[16, 17, 18, 19]. Compared with entangled source, GI
with thermal light is subject to an uncertainty relation
involving the product of conditional variances in position
and momentum [15] and presents more potential in prac-
tical applications [22, 23, 24, 25], but we can only obtain
high spatial resolution in the near field. Recently, com-
pressive sampling (CS) theory, which is based on random
orthogonal projection measurements, has asserted that
one can recover certain signals and images from far fewer
samples or measurements than traditional methods use
[26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32] and CS reconstruction also
offers great potential for better resolution over classical
imaging [32]. However, for CS theory, the test detector
should collect all the intensity from the object, thus the
test detector is usually fixed in the near field relative to
the object. In practical imaging applications, it is impos-
sible to collect all the intensity from the object especially
when the test detector is located in the far field, but the
complete image of an object can still be realized by GI
even if the test detector is a single pointlike detector and
fixed in the far field [18, 22, 23, 24]. So combining the
characteristic of GI and perfect property of CS theory, an
image with high resolution may be quickly obtained by
ghost imaging via compressive sampling (GICS). In this
letter, super-resolution far-field GICS with thermal light
is investigated, both its physical principle and resolution
limit are also discussed.

Fig. 1 presents experimental schematic for far-field
GICS with thermal light. The thermal source S, which
is obtained by passing a focused laser beam (with the
wavelength λ=650nm and the source’s transverse size
D) through a slowly rotating ground glass disk [23],
is divided by a beam splitter into a test and a refer-
ence paths. In the test path, low spatial-frequency in-
formation transmitted through a double-slit (slit width
a=100µm, slit height h=500µm and center-to-center sep-
aration d=200µm) is collected by a detector Dt. In the
reference path, the light propagates directly to a CCD
camera Dr. Moreover, except that both the object and
the CCD camera Dr are fixed in the far field relative

to the source (namely z > 2D2

λ
), the detector Dt, rela-
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FIG. 1: Schematics of far-field ghost imaging with thermal
light by compressive sampling.

tive to the object, is also located in the far field (namely

z1 > 2d2

λ
).

By optical coherence theory [20], the intensity distri-
bution on the detection plane at a certain time s is:

Is(x, y) =

∫

dx1

∫

dy1

∫

dx2

∫

dy2Es(x1, y1)E
∗

s (x2, y2)

×h∗(x, y;x2, y2)h(x, y;x1, y1).(1)

where Es(x1, y1) denotes light field on the source plane
at a certain time s, h(x, y;x1, y1) and h∗(x, y;x2, y2) are
the impulse function of optical system and its phase con-
jugate, respectively.
Exploiting two-photon interference [20, 21, 22], we can

obtain the correlation function between two paths:

∆G(2,2)(xr , yr;xt, yt) = |

∫

dx1

∫

dy1

∫

dx2

∫

dy2

×G(1,1)(x1, y1;x2, y2)h
∗

r(xr , yr;x1, y1)ht(xt, yt;x2, y2) |
2
.(2)

where G(1,1)(x1, y1;x2, y2) is the first-order correlation
function on the source plane, ht(xt, yt;x2, y2) is the im-
pulse function in the test path whereas h∗

r(xr, yr;x1, y1)
denotes phase conjugate of the impulse function in the
reference path.
Based on the work described by Ref. [23], after the

integral of xt and yt, then the correlation function for GI
can be represented as

∆G(2,2)(xr , yr) =

∫

dxt

∫

dyt∆G(2,2)(xr , yr;xt, yt)

∼

∫

dx′

∫

dy′ |T (x′, y′)|
2
sin c2[

D

λz
(xr − x′)]

× sin c2[
D

λz
(yr − y′)]. (3)

where T (x, y) and D, respectively, are the object’s
transmission function and the source’s transverse size,

sin c(x) = sin(πx)
πx

and sin c(y) = sin(πy)
πy

. From Eq. (3),

using the intensity correlation measurements, the best
resolution of GI is determined by the size of the speckle
placed on the object plane (namely ∆xs ≈

λz
D
), which has

already been demonstrated experimentally in Ref. [23].

For GI, a single pointlike detector far from the ob-
ject in the test path has record the complete object’s
information and random intensity distribution from the
thermal source is registered by the CCD camera Dr. Al-
though two-photon coherence effects are a quantum phe-
nomenon and not cased by the statistical correlation of
the intensity fluctuations, they are observed in the in-
tensity fluctuations [6]. And using the intensity correla-
tion measurements in time-space domain, the image of
an object can be reconstructed by scanning the position
of the photons on the CCD camera Dr. However, the
intensity correlation measurements is still based on clas-
sical “point-by-point” scanning measurements thus has
low image extraction efficiency, which is similar to con-
ventional imaging. By the fundamental principle of quan-
tum mechanics, because quantum state is collapsed by
quantum orthogonal measurements (or general measure-
ment), quantum effect can be observed and high image
extraction efficiency can be achieved especially for entan-
gled multi-photon pairs. Interestedly, random orthogo-
nal measurements in time domain, for example CS the-
ory, have also proved mathematically that “global ran-
dom” measurements have much higher image extraction
efficiency than “point-by-point” scanning measurements
[26, 27, 28, 29, 30]. GI originates from statistical proper-
ties of indistinguishable photons and the object’s image
can be reconstructed by random measurements of light
field in the reference path, which means that GI may also
be quickly reconstructed by random orthogonal measure-
ments.

For the schematic of GICS shown in Fig. 1, the mea-
surement matrix A for CS theory can be obtained by se-
quences of intensity distributions recorded with the CCD
camera Dr in the reference path. Because each of the
speckle fields registered by the CCD camera Dr is ran-
dom and any two of them is independent, the property of
incoherence sampling among the m vectors of matrix A is
obviously satisfied. Similarly, the observation vector y for
CS theory is corresponded to the sequence of intensities
registered by the test detector Dt. Thus, physically, GI
has perfectly described the process of CS theory. If the
speckle field which impinges on the object is described by
Ir(x, y) and Br denotes the intensity recorded by the test
detector Dt, then GICS can be reconstructed by solving
the following convex optimization program [30]:

|TGICS| = |T ′| ; subject to : min
x

1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

Br −

∫

dx

∫

dy

× Ir(x, y) |T
′(x, y)|

2
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ τ

∥

∥

∥
|T ′(x, y)|

2
∥

∥

∥

1
, ∀r = 1 · · ·m.(4)

where τ is a nonnegative parameter, ‖V ‖2 denotes the
Euclidean norm of V , and ‖V ‖1 =

∑

i |υi| is the ℓ1 norm
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of V . Moreover,

Ir(x, y) ∝

∫

dx1

∫

dy1

∫

dx2

∫

dy2Er(x1, y1)E
∗

r (x2, y2)

× exp{−
2jπ

λz
[(x1 − x2)x+ (y1 − y2)y]}

× exp{
jπ

λz
(x2

1 + y21 − x2
2 − y22)}.(5)

Br =

∫

dxt

∫

dytIt(xt, yt) ∝

∫

dx1

∫

dy1

∫

dx2

∫

dy2

×

∫

dx′

∫

dy′
∫

dx′′

∫

dy′′Er(x1, y1)E
∗

r (x2, y2)

×T (x′, y′)T (x′′, y′′) exp{
jπ

λz
[(x1 − x′)2 − (x2 − x′′)2]}

× exp{
jπ

λz
[(y1 − y′)2 − (y2 − y′′)2]} sin c[

L1

λz1
(x′ − x′′)]

× sin c[
L1

λz1
(y′ − y′′)] exp{

jπ

λz1
[(x′2 − x′′2) + (y′2 − y′′2)]}.(6)

and |TGICS| is the object’s transmission function recov-
ered by GICS reconstruction algorithm, L1 is effective
collecting aperture of the test detector Dt.
Figs. 2-3, respectively, present experimental results

for the images recovered via GI and GICS reconstruc-
tions in different collecting areas L1×L1 and in different
distances z1 using the schematic shown in Fig. 1. For
the GICS reconstruction, we have utilized the gradient
projection for sparse reconstruction (GPSR) algorithm
[30] and τ=0.005 in Eq. (4). From Eq. (3), the reso-
lution of ghost images recovered by GI reconstruction is
restricted by diffraction effect of the source’s aperture,
which is also demonstrated in Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 3(a).
However, ghost images with the resolution beyond that
of 1

6 ARDL (Fig. 2(c-e)) and 1
15 ARDL (Fig. 3(b-d)) can

be obtained by GICS reconstruction. From Eq. (6) and
Fig. 2(a), the aperture of the test detector is equivalent
to a low-pass filter. As the collecting areas of the detec-
tor Dt is increased or the distance between the object
and the detector Dt is decreased, then more high spa-
tial frequencies from the object are collected by the test
detector, so the quality of GICS will be enhanced (Fig.
2(c,e) and Fig. 3(b-d)). These results can be explained
by Eqs. (4-6) because the quadratic term in Eq. (4) will
be close to zero as the increase of L1 or the decrease of
z1. But the imaging quality can be also improved by in-
creasing the acquisition numbers even if only low spatial-
frequency information from the object is collected by the
detector Dt (Fig. 2 (a,d)). However, the object’s im-
age can not be recovered by GI reconstruction because
the size of the speckle fixed on the object plane is much
larger than the center-to-center separation of the object
(Fig. 2 (b) and Fig. 3(a)). Moreover, because Ir(x, y) in
Eq. (4) is similar to the microprobe of SNOM and the
minimum resolved scale of optical system is determined
by the microprobe, the resolution of GICS is closely re-
lated to the resolution of the CCD camera Dr, which is
also demonstrated in Fig. 2(c-e).

(a) (b) (c)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(e)(d)

FIG. 2: Experimental reconstruction of a double-slit
(100×100pixels) in different collecting areas with z=1200mm,
z1=500mm and D=0.6mm when the size of the speckle placed
on the object plane is lc=1280µm. (a) The intensity distribu-
tion on the test detector plane; (b) GI reconstruction; (c,d)
and (e) are GICS when the resolution of the CCD camera Dr

is 1 pixel and 5 pixels, respectively (with 2000 realizations for
(a-c) and 500 realizations for (e); using 5000, 3000, and 2000
measurements for (d-1,2,3), respectively). The collecting ar-
eas of the test detectorDt with the sizes L1×L1 shown in (1-3)
are 1.6mm×1.6mm, 3.2mm×3.2mm, and 6.4mm×6.4mm.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 3: Experimental results of the same double-slit recov-
ered via GI and GICS reconstructions in different distances
z1 with z=1200mm and D=0.25mm when the size of the
speckle placed on the object plane is lc=3120µm (using 20000
measurements). (a) GI reconstruction; (b-d) are GICS with
z1=180mm, 90mm and 10mm, respectively when the resolu-
tion of the CCD camera Dr is 2 pixels and the collecting area
of the test detector Dt is 6.4mm×6.4mm.

For two-photon systems, because of the uncertainty
relation, pairs of photons having a perfect classical cor-
relation in momentum (or position) cannot exhibit any
correlation in position (or momentum), thus the quantum
resolution limit of GI with thermal light is determined by
the uncertainty relation involving in the inequality for
independent particles [15, 16, 17]. Different from classi-
cal correlation, entangled two-photon pairs exhibit both
momentum-momentum and position-position EPR-type
correlations, then the uncertainties of momentum and po-
sition can be independent of each other and indefinitely
small, even zero, so entangled two-photon systems can
overcomeARDL and generates superresolved images [16].
Here, by GICS reconstruction with thermal light, super-
resolution images beyond the resolution of 1

6 ARDL can
still be obtained even if ARDL cased by both limited
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transmitting aperture and constrained receiving numeri-
cal aperture of optical system are much larger than the
characteristic scale of the object (Figs. 2 and 3). Most
importantly, the resolution (< 1

15 ARDL) of GICS shown
in Fig. 3(b-d) can break through that of quantum diffrac-
tion limits (∼ 1

4π ARDL) of both conventional imaging
and GI with thermal light, which obviously violates the
uncertainty relation for independent particles. Moreover,
for GI, the image of an object is nonlocally achieved by
classical “point-by-point” scanning measurements of pho-
tons in the reference path, which is similar to conven-
tional imaging. Thus the image extraction efficiency for
both conventional imaging and GI is low because they are
all based on the principle of single-photon collapse. Dif-
ferent from conventional imaging and GI, GICS is based
on “global random” measurements, which means that
multiple photons are simultaneously collapsed by single
measurement, so we can obtain high image extraction
efficiency and GICS can be considered as multi-photon
imaging (at least two photons in the reference path for
every measurement). However, lots of physical questions
should be further investigated. For example, are the more
the photons obtained in the reference path for every mea-
surement, the higher the image extraction efficiency is?

What are the differences between GICS with quantum
source and GICS with classical source? Moreover, what
are the uncertainty relation and the quantum resolution
limit for GICS? And random orthogonal measurements
are classical or quantum measurements?
In conclusion, we formulated a novel-band imaging the-

ory called GICS, which is the result of combining quan-
tum optics with information theory. Based on GICS
reconstruction, super-resolution ghost images in the far
field can be obtained even if the test detector only col-
lect low-frequency information from the object. Further-
more, our experimental results show that the imaging
resolution obtained by GICS can break through that of
quantum diffraction limits of both single-photon imaging
and two-photon imaging with thermal light. In practi-
cal applications, GICS is very useful to imaging in the
long-wavelength radiation band and in the far field, mi-
croscopy, astronomy and so on.
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