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Wavefront sensing reveals optical coherence
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Wavefront sensing is a set of techniques providing effiaie@ans to ascertain the shape of an optical wave-
front or its deviation from an ideal reference. Due to its evitynamical range and high optical efficiency, the
Shack-Hartmann is nowadays the most widely used of thesmsenHere, we show that it actually performs
a simultaneous measurement of position and angular spedfuhe incident radiation and, therefore, when
combined with tomographic techniques previously develddipe quantum information processing, the Shack-
Hartmann can be instrumental in reconstructing the coramleherence properties of the signal. We confirm
these predictions with an experimental characterizatfgpadtially coherent vortex beams, a case that cannot
be treated with the standard tools. This seems to indicatecthssical methods employed hitherto do not fully
exploit the potential of the registered data.

Light is a major carrier of information about the universe may open the door to an assessment of the mutual coherence
around us, from the smallest to the largest scale. Thredunction, which conveys full information on the signal.
dimensional objects emit radiation that can be viewed as com In this paper, we report the first experimental measurement
plex wavefronts shaped by diverse features, such as re&act of the coherence properties of an optical beam with a SH sen-
index, density, or temperature of the emitter. These wavesor. To that end, we have prepared several coherent and in-
fronts are specified by both their amplitude and phase; get, acoherent superpositions of vortex beams. Our strategy can
conventional optical detectors measure only (time-awstag efficiently disclose that information, whereas the commbin S
intensity, information on the phase is discarded. Thisrinfo operation fails in the task.
mation turns out to be valuable for a variety of applicatjons
such as optical testifgimage recover; displacement and Results
position sensin%; beam control and shapi.ﬁ‘é, aswellas ac- SH wavefront sensing. The working principle of the SH
tive and adaptive control of optical systefn® mentionbuta  wavefront sensor can be elaborated with reference tdFig. 1.
few. An incoming light field is divided into a number of sub-

Actually, there exists a diversity of methods for wavefront2P€rtures by a microlens array that creates focal spots, reg
reconstruction, each one with its own pros and 8or&uch istered in a CCD camera. The deviation of the spot pattern
methods can be roughly classified into three categories: (4]0 & reference measurement allows the local direction an-
interferometric methods, based on the superposition of tw@!€S t0 be derived, which in tum enables the reconstruction
beams with a well-defined relative phase; (b) methods baself the wavefront. In addition, the intensity distributiortiin
on the measurement of the wavefront slope or wavefront cuitN€ detector plane can be obtained by integration and ioterp
vature, and (c) methods based on the acquisition of image&tion between the foci.
followed by the application of an iterative phase-retrleala
gorithm?. Notwithstanding the enormous progress that has al-
ready been made, practical and robust wavefront sensihg sti
stands as an unresolved and demanding proiflem i

The time-honored example of the Shack-Hartmann (SH)
wavefront sensor surely deserves a special mehtidts wide
dynamical range, high optical efficiency, white light cajpab
ity, and ability to use continuous or pulsed sources make of
this setup an excellent solution in numerous applications.

The operation of the SH sensor appeals to the intuition, giv-
ing the overall impression that the underlying theory is ob-
vioust?. Indeed, it is often understood in an oversimplified
geometrical-optics framework, which is much the same as as-
suming full coherence of the detected signal. By any means,
this is not a complete picture: even in the simplest instarfice
beam propagation, the coherence features turn out to ke indi
pensablé,

It has been recently suggestéthat SH sensing can be re- FIG. 1. The principle of the SH wavefront sensor. A microlens
formulated in a concise quantum notation. This is more thamrray (MA) subdivides the wavefront\) into multiple beams that
an academic curiosity, because it immediately calls foafe are focused in a CCD camera. Local slope of the wavefront over
plication of the methods of quantum state reconstruéfion each microlens aperture determines the location of the @pdhe

Accordingly, one can verify right away that wavefront seisso  CCD- Red arrows represent normals to the wavefront.
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Unfortunately, this naive picture breaks down when the This quantum analogy provides quite a convenient descrip-
light is partially coherent, because the very notion of a sin tion of the signal: different choices of CCD pixels and/or mi
gle wavefront becomes somewhat ambiguous: the signal hasolenses can be interpreted as particular phase-spaca ope
to be conceived as a statistical mixture of many waveffénts tionsL.

To circumvent this difficulty, we observe that these sensors

provide a simultaneous detection of position and angukecsp SH tomography. Unlike the Gaussian profiles discussed be-
trum (i.e., directions) of the incident radiation. In otheords, ~ fore, in arealistic setup the microlens apertures do natape
the SH is a pertinent example of a simultaneous unsharp podif we introduce the operator§i; = [75;)(7%;|, the measure-
tion and momentum measurement, a question of fundamentglents describing two pixels belonging to distinct apesure
importance in quantum theory and about which much has beeare compatible whenevémij, M;;;] = 0,i # i, which renders
discussedf =12, the scheme informationally incompléfe Signal components

Rephrasing the SH operation in a quantum parlance wilpassing through distinct apertures are never recombingéd an
prove pivotal for the remaining discussion. L@be the co- the mutual coherence of those components cannot be deter-
herence matrix of the field to be analyzed. Using an obmined.
vious Dirac notation, we can writ&(x',x") = (X'|p|x") = Put differently, the method cannot discriminate signals
Tr(p|x')(X"]), where|x) is a vector describing a point-like comprised of sharply-localized non-overlapping compdsien
source located at and Tr is the matrix trace. Thereby, the Nevertheless, these problematic modes do not set any practi
mutual coherence functioB(x’,x”) appears as the position cal restriction. As a matter of fact, spatially bounded n®de
representation of the coherence matrix. As a special casé,e., with vanishing amplitude outside a finite area) have
the intensity distribution across a transversal plane imeso  unbounded Fourier spectrum and so, an unlimited range of
[(x) = Tr(p|x)(x|). Moreover, a coherent beam of com- transversal momenta. Such modes cannot thus be prepared
plex amplitudeJ (x), can be assigned to a kiet), such that  with finite resources and they must be excluded from our con-
U (x) = (x|U). siderations: for all practical purposes, the SH performman

To simplify, we restrict the discussion to one dimension, de formationally complete measurement and any practicadli re
noted byx. If the setup is illuminated with a coherent signal izable signal can be characterized with the present approac
U (x), and thath microlens iAx; apart from the SH axis, this To proceed further in this matter, we expand the signal as a
microlens feels the field) (x — Ax) = (x]exp(—iAxP)|U),  finite superposition of a suitable spatially-unboundedpom
whereP is the momentum operator. This field is truncatedtational basis (depending on the actual experiment, onddho
and filtered by the aperture (or pupil) functiéiix) = (x|A) use plane waves, Laguerre-Gauss beams, etc). If that basis i
and Fourier transformed by the microlens prior to being dedabeled byk) (k=1,...,d, with d being the dimension), the
tected by the CCD camera. All this can be accounted for ircomplex amplitudes aré&(|k) = yi(x). Therefore, the coher-
the form ence matrixo and the measurement operatblg are given

by d x d non-negative matrices. A convenient representation
U'(Apj) = (Alexp(—iApi X)exp(—iAx P)[U), (1)  of M;j can be obtained directly from Eq1(2), viz,

whereX is the position operator and we have assumed that (Mij)mn= Wni(AP;) Ymi(Ap;), )
the jth pixel is angularly displaced from the axis hp;. The
intensity measured at thigh pixel behind theth lens is then
governed by a Born-like rule

whereyn;i(x) is the complex amplitude at the CCD plane of
theith lens generated by the incidenth basis moden,.

This idea can be illustrated with the simple yet relevant ex-
LA AD:) — T Ry 2 ample of square microlense&(x) = rect(x). We decompose
(&%, Apj) = Tr(p| ) (75 |) , 2) the signal in a discrete set of plane waygsx) = exp(—ipkX),

with |75;) = exp(iAx P)exp(iAp X)|A). As a result, each parametrized by the transverse momepa This is just the
pixel performs a projection on the position- and momentumfraunhofer diffraction on a slit, and the measurement matri
displaced aperture state, as anticipated before. IS

Some special cases of those aperture states are particu-/.. _ i ) ; ) i (Pm— Pn)AX;
larly appealing. For pointlike microlenses(x) — &(x) and (7)o = SINC(AP; + Pm)SINAAP; + Pn)€ - @
IT5j) — [x=AX;) (i.e., a position eigenstate): they produce The smallest possible search space consists of two plane
broad diffraction patterns and information about the tvens  waves (which is equivalent to a single-qubit tomography). B
sal momentum is lost. Conversely, for very large microlsnse considering different pixel$ belonging to the same aperture
A(X) — 1 and|m;) — |p=Ap;) (i.e., a momentum eigen- i, linear combinations of only three out of the four Pauli rixatr
state): they provide a sharp momentum measurement with thees can be generated from Hd. (4). For example, a lens placed
corresponding loss of position sensitivity. A most intéires ~ on the SH axis&x = 0) fails to generatey and at least one
situation is when one uses a Gaussian approxim&tiomw  more lens with a differemx; needs to be added to the setup
A(x) = exp(—x2/2), which implies|75j) — |aij), thatis, aco-  to make the tomography complete.
herent state of amplitude;; = Ax; +iAp;. This means that This argument can be easily extended: the larger the search
the measurement in this case projects the signal on a set of cepace, the more microlenses must be used. In this example,
herent states and hence yields a direct sampling of the Husinthe maximum number of independent measurements gener-
distributior?® Q(a) = (a|p|a). ated by the SH detection (gM + 1)d — 3M, for M lenses. A



FIG. 2. Experimental layout for preparing and detecting partially coherent vortex beams. Two independent laser sources, He-Ne at
633 nm (He-Ne) and a laser diode at 635 nm (LD), are coupledsingle-mode fibers (SMF) by fiber couplers (FC). After colition (CO) ,
they are transformed into vortex beams by two differentnéples. The first beam, representing a coherent supeigositiwo vortex modes,

is prepared by a digital hologram imprinted in a spatialfigtodulator (SLM). Unwanted diffraction orders are filtetedan aperture stop
(AS), placed in a 4 system. The second beam is modulated by a vortex phase md3lafie represents a single vortex mode with opposite
phase respect to the first beam. Both beams are incohereixtyl in a beam splitter (BS) and finally detected in a SH se(d).

d-dimensional signal —a spatial qudit— can be characterized
with aboutM ~ d/2 microlenses. This should be compared to
thed quadratures required for the homodyne reconstruction of
a photonic qudf®:24,

Experiment. We have validated our method with vortex
beamé®25  Consider the one-parameter family of modes
specified by the orbital angular momenténv, = {r, ¢|V,) O
&®, where(r,¢) are cylindrical coordinates. In our experi-
ment, the partially coherent signal a b

Ptrue = |V73 - l2\/43> <V,3 - I_2\/43| + :_2L|V3> <V3| (5) . . )

FIG. 3. Experimental CCD signal. Rescaled 8-bit data correspond-
was created; that is, mod¥sz andV_g are coherently super- ing to 7 microlenses placed in a hexagonal geometry, 81-pixels
posed, whilévs is incoherently mixed. Figufld 2 sketches the region, is displayed in both panels. a) Data of the plane waeel for
experimental layout used to generddee (5). Imperfectionisef calibration; b) data of the partially coherent vortex beanEq. (5).
setup and sensor noise makes the actual state to differ frem t Gr€€n squares enclose the data used for the reconstrugtenin-
true state. Calibration and signal intensity scans arepted tensity from the central microlens vanishes due to the pisef a
in Fig.33. phase singularity.

The coherence matrix of the true state is expanded in the
7-dimensional space spanned by the modgswith ¢ €
{—9,-6,—3,0,43,+6,+9}. The resulting matrix elements in terms of dynamical range and resolution, even for fully co
are plotted in Fig 4. herent beams. For example, the high-order vortex beams with
To reconstruct the state we use a maximum likelihood algostrongly helical wavefronts are very difficult to analyzettwi
rithm27:28 whose results are summarized in Fi. 4. The mairthe standard wavefront sensors, while they pose no difficult
features ofye are nicely displayed, which is also confirmed for our proposed approach.
by the high fidelity of the reconstructed st&épuye, p) = The dynamical range and the resolution of the SH tomogra-
Tr[\/\/PPruey/P) = 0.98. The off-diagonal elements detect phy are delimited by the choice of the search sp@kg and
the coherence between modes, whereas the diagonal ones goan be quantified by the singular spectréthof the measure-
the amplitude ratios between them. The reconstructiom®rro ment matrixi;;. For the data in Fid.]4, the singular spectrum
are mainly due to the difference between the true and the agwhich is the analog of the modulation transfer function in
tually generated state. wave optics) is shown in Fi§] 5. Depending on the threshold,
To our best knowledge, this is the first experimental meaaround 20 out of the total of 49 modes spanning the space of
surement of the coherence properties with a wavefront sensd7 x 7 coherence matrices can be discriminated. The modes
The procedure outperforms the standard SH operation, bothutside this field of view are mainly those with significant in
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FIG. 5. Dynamical range of the SH reconstruction.The singular
spectrum{ S} of the data in Fig. 4 (here, sorted and normalized to
the largest singular value) quantifies the sensitivity ef thmogra-
phy setup to the normal modes of the problem (see Methods}. Th
relative strengths of the singular values correspond tor¢letive
measuring accuracy of those modes. The dynamical rangee(dr fi
of view) can be defined as the set of normal modes with singular
values exceeding a given threshold.

FIG. 4. Vortex-beam coherence-matrix reconstruction. Real

0 and imaginaryl] parts of the coherence matrix for the true tgqls of diffraction theory and, consequently, the full 3ias
statepiue (upper panel) and for the reconstructedlower panel). 5 jntensity distribution can be computed. In particukiie

The reconstruction space is hspanned by \;ortexd]jmodes &vﬁdh intensity profile at the focal plane of an imaging system can
{~9,-6,~3,0,43,+6,+9}. The nonzero values dfp ¢,3 an be predicted from the SH measurements. This has been ex-

Op_3 e describe coherences between the mdileg) and |V_3) ! . .
and the phase shift between them. The very small valuesgef e, perimentally confirmed, as sketched in Higj. 7. We prepared

P33, P63 andp_3 3 comes from the incoherent mixing ) and the partially coherent superpositioWy + V_4) (V4 + V_4| +
IV_3 — $V_g). The fidelity of the reconstructed coherence matrix is k|Vo)(Vo|, and characterized by the SH tomography method.
F —0.98. The reconstructed coherence function (upper left) was digi

tally propagated to the focal plane of a lens and the inten-

sity distribution at this plane was calculated (upper figimd
tensity contributions out of the rectangular regions of@i@D  compared with the actual CCD scan in the same plane (lower
sensor. Further improvements can be expected by exploitingght). Excellent agreement between the predicted and mea-
the full CCD area and/or using a CCD camera with more ressured distributions was found.
olution, at the expense of more computational resources for We emphasize that the standard SH operation fails in this
data post-processing. kind of applicatiod®. Indeed, we measured the intensity

and wavefront of the target vortex superposition with a-stan
3D Imaging. Once the feasibility of the SH tomography dard SH sensor (middle left) and propagated the measured
has been proven, we illustrate its utility with an experimen intensity to the focal plane using the transport of inten-
tal demonstration of 3D imaging (or digital propagation) of Sity equatiod"3? (middle right). To quantify the result, we
partially coherent fields. compute the normalized correlation coefficieG{If, ) =

As it is well known'é, the knowledge of the transverse in-

tensity distribution at an input plane is, in general, ndt su
ficient for calculating the transverse profile at other outpu
plane. Propagation requires the explicit form of the mutual
coherence functiofi, at the input to determinig:

loutX) = //; h(x, X ) (x,X") Gin (X, X")dX'dX" . (6)

Herex' (x”) andx are the coordinates parametrizing the in-

put and output planes, respectively, difd,x’) the response k|G, 6. Influence of the spatial coherence on the far-field intensity

function accounting for propagation. distribution. We have considered different mixtures of the modes
The dependence of the far-field intensity on the beam copv,), |V_4), and|Vp) and calculated the associated intensity distribu-

herence propertiesis evidenced in Eig. 6 for coherentigigrt  tion as a Fraunhofer diffraction pattern. (a) fully cohersmperpo-

coherent and incoherent superpositions of vortex beams.  sition [V4 +V_4 +0.4V) (V4 +V_4 + 0.4Vg|; (b) incoherent mixture
Once the coherence matrix is reconstructed, the forlVa)(Val+[V-4){V_4|+0.4)Vo)(Vo|; and (c) partially coherent mix-

ward/backward spatial propagation can be obtained usin§"® [Va +V_4)(Va+V_4| +0.4]Vo) (Vol.
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FIG. 7. Digital 3D imaging. The prediction of the far-field intensity distribution isropared with a direct intensity measurement. The
partially coherent vortex beafW, +V_4) (V4 +V_4| + k|Vo) (Vo| was generated (with a beam diameter of 4.9 mm) with a fixednpeterk
(unknown prior to the reconstruction). . Upper, middle amadr pannels correspond to the SH tomography, standard Sidureament and
direct intensity measurement, respectively. Upper leftalRand imaginary parts of the reconstrucgeth the 7-dimensional space spanned
by the vorticesV, with ¢ € {—6,—4,-2,0,2,4,6}. Upper right. Calculated far-field intensity distributidgm based on the reconstructed
propagated to the focal plane of the leris{ 500 mm). Middle left: Intensity distribution (in arbitranits) and wavefront as measured by
the standard SH sensor. Middle right: Calculated far-fietdrisity distributiorigyq using the standard SH wavefront reconstruction and the
transport of intensity equation included in the sensor (BA%). Bottom left: Schematic picture of the direct intensityaserement at the
lens focal plane. Bottom right: The result of the direct ivstigy measuremerigcp at the focal plane with a CCD camera.

Yiilalo/y/%ii 12/ 50 |§] of the measured intensity with the M(_)reov_er_, although_ the SH has been the thread for our dis-
' ' ' cussion, it is not difficult to extend the treatment to other

prediction: the resultC(lsg, lccp) = 0.47, confirms the in- | 0oe b concore For example, let us consider the recent
ability of the standard SH to cope with the coherence prop- i S
esults for temperature deviations of the cosmic microwave

erties of the signal. This has to be compared with the resu@;ackgrouna“ The anisotropy is mapped as spots on the
for the SH tomographyC(lp, lcco) = 0.89, which supports sphere, representing the distribution of directions of ithe

its advantages. coming radiation. To get access to the position distrilsytio
Discussion the detector has to be moved and, in principle, such a scgnnin

We have demonstrated a nontrivial coherence measuremepfings information about the position and direction sirané-
with a SH sensor. This goes further the standard analysis arR¥Sly: the position of the measured signal prior to detedso
constitutes a substantial leap ahead that might triggeampot delimited by the scanning aperture, whereas the direckien t
tial applications in many areas. Such a breakthrough wouldgnal comes from is revealed by the detector placed at the fo
not have been possible without reinterpreting the SH opersf@l plane. When the aperture moves, it scans the field repeat-
tion as a simultaneous unsharp measurement of position arflly at different positions. This could be an excellent cean

momentum. This immediately allows one to set a fundamenlO investigate the coherence properties of the relict tadia
tal limit in the experimental accurady/ To our best knowledge, this question has not been posed yet.



Quantum tomography is especially germane for this task.  end. In practice, a simpler approach based on the singutatrsim
Finally, let us stress that classical estimation theory hagnalysig® works pretty well.

been already applied to the raw SH image data, offeringan im- Let us decompose thé x d coherence matripp (d is just the

proved accuracy, but at greater computationali’ée”él How- dimension of the search space) and the measurement ojsdfgtor

ever, the protocol used here can be implemented in a verj an orthonormal matrix basfs (k= 1.....d?) [Tr(Tl) = &al,

easy, compact way, without any numerical burden. hamely !

p=>nle M= Z P Tk ()
Methods . i
Partially-coherent beam preparation. Two independent vortex so that the Born rulé[2) can be recast as a system of lineatieqs
beams were created in the setup of [Fiy. 2 with two laser ssurce L — pijr ®)
of nearly the same wavelength: a He-Ne (633 nm) and a dioée las 4 Z k Tk

(635 nm). The output beams were spatialy filtered by coupiliegn
into single-mode fibers. The power ratio between the modess waUpon using a single inde& to label all possible microlens/CCD-
controlled by changing the coupling efficiency. The resgitnodes  pixel combinationsx = {i, j}, Eq. [8) can be concisely expressed in
were transformed into vortex beams by different methods. the matrix form

The statdV_3 — 5V_g) was realized using a digital hologram pre- | =Pr, 9)
pared with an amplitude spatial light modulator (OPTO SLith
a resolution of 1024 768 pixels. The hologram was then illuminated
by a reference plane wave produced by placing the outputiofes
mode fiber at the focal plane of a collimating lens. The diffian
spectrum involves several orders, of which only one costaseful
information. To filter out the unwanted orders, fdptical proces-

wherel is the vector of measured datais the vector of coherence-
matrix parameters and,R = py is the tomography matrix.

Obviously, for ill-conditioned measurements, the recarton
errors will be larger andiice versa By applying a singular value
decomposition to the measurement maRix US VT, Eq. [9) takes
the diagonal form

sor, with a 0.3 mm circular aperture stop placed at the rezl fuane I — sy (10)
of the second lens, was used. The resulting coherent voeix lis ’
then realized at the focal plane of the third lens. wherer’ = VTr andl’ = UTI are the normal modes of the problem

The second bearVz) was obtained trough a plane-wave phaseand the corresponding transformed data, respectively. siftgailar
profile modulation by a special vortex phase mask (RPC Prasipn ~ Values g are the eigenvalues associated with the normal modes, so
Finally, the field in Eq. (5) was prepared by mixing the twotesr the relative sensitivity of the tomography to different mad modes
modes in a beam splitter. is given by the relative sizes of the corresponding singuddues.

During the state preparation, special care was taken toeeaiy ~ With the help of Eqs[{9) and{10), the errors are readily poaed
deviation between the true and target states. This invaivieimiz-  form the detection to the reconstruction. o _
ing aberrations as well as imperfections of the spatiat ligbdulator, Drawing an analogy between Ef.110) and the filtering by ealine

resulting in distortions of the transmitted wavefront. spatially invariant system, the singular spectrugg &d the sum of
the singular value§ Si« are the discrete analogs of the modulation

transfer function and the maximum of the point spread famctie-
spectively. Hence we define the dynamical range (or fieldef/yf
the SH tomography as the set of normal modes with singulaiegal
exceeding a given threshold. The sum of the singular vahesde-
scribes the overall performance of the SH tomography sédpen
some of the singular values are zero, the tomography is fania-
tionally complete and the search space must be readjusted.

SH detection. The SH measurement involved a Flexible Optical ar-
ray of 128 microlenses arranged in a hexagonal pattern. Eeéch
crolens has a focal length of 17.9 mm and a hexagonal apesture
0.3 mm. The signal at the focal plane of the array is detecyea b
uEye CCD camera with a resolution of 64080 pixels, each pixel
being 9.9umx9.9 um in size. Because of microlens array imper-
fections, CCD-microlens misalignment, and aberrationshef 4f
processor (aberrations of the collimating optics are gég), cali-
bration of the detector must be carried out. The holographit of
the setup provided this calibration wave. SH data from tlieredion
wave and the partially coherent beam are shown in[Fig. 3. €aeb
axis position in the microlens array coordinates was aéfLgtith a
Gaussian mode. The detection noise is mainly due to the bauwkd
light, which is filtered out prior to reconstruction.

Far-field intensity. In the experiment on 3D imaging, the partially
coherent vortex beanVa +V_4) (V4 +V_a| + k|Vo) (Vo| was gener-
ated, wherek was a parameter governing the degree of spatial co-
herence. To this end, a coherent mixt\Wg+V_4) (V4 +V_4| was
realized by the digital-holography part of the setup, wheithe zero-
order vortex beaniVp) was prepared by removing the spiral phase
mask. The output diameter of the beam was set to 4.9 mm.
) ) . The measurement was done in three steps. First, the SH sensor
Reconstruction. The reconstruction was done in the (gee Figip)was replaced by alens of 500 mm focal length anfath
7-dimensional space spanned by the, modes with  fie|qintensity was detected at its rear focal plane with a @@Bera
¢ €{-9,-6,-30+3+6+9}. Al in all, 49 real parame- (|ympus F-View I, 1376:1032 pixels, 6.45%mx6.45 um each).
ters had to be reconstructed. The data come from CCD areagecong, the same vortex superposition was subject to therSet
belonglng to7 mlgrolense§ around the beam axis; each oreuof t raphy using the SH sensor (Flexible Optical) and the recoctson
comprise 1k 11 pixels, which means 847 data samples altogetheryt ine coherence matrix in the 7-dimensional subspace sianthe
An iterative maximum-likelihood algorith®$:28 was applied to vorticesV; with ¢ € {—6,—4,—2,0,+2,+4,+6}. Oncep is recon-
estimate the true coherence matrix of the signal. structed, the far-field intensity was computed using Eqv&ere the
focusing is described by the Fraunhofer diffraction resgofunc-
Dynamical range and resolution.The errors of the SH tomography tion. The predicted intensity was found to be in an excelégte-
can be quantified by evaluating the covariances of the paeasef =~ ment with the direct sampling by the Olympus CCD camera. IFina
the reconstructed coherence mafix In the absence of systematic the Flexible Optical SH sensor was replaced by a HASO3 SHdete
errors, the Cramér-Rao lower bod#d® can be employed to that tor. The intensity and wavefront of the prepared vortex bees



measured and the far-field intensity was computed by regptt

the transport of intensity performed by the HASO softwaresdn-

pling was done to match the resolution of the HASO output ® th Contributions

resolution of the Olympus CCD camera. The experiment was conceived by J.R., Z.H. and L.L.S.S and ca

ried out by B.S. The numerical reconstruction was perforrbgd
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