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Abstract
Orthonormal bases serve as a powerful mathematical tool in theoretical and experi-

mental optics. However, producing arbitrary optical fields in real-world experiments is
limited by the hardware, which in many cases involves a phase-only spatial light modula-
tor. Since most basis functions also have a varying amplitude component, they cannot be
represented truthfully. We present a general method to construct an orthonormal phase-
only basis, optionally possessing desirable properties like smoothness and symmetry. We
demonstrate the practical benefit of our approach in a wavefront shaping experiment,
achieving a factor 1.5 increase in performance over a non-orthonormal phase only basis.

1 Introduction
Orthonormal basis functions are an indispensable concept in many fields of research and
engineering [1]. In optics, orthonormal basis functions commonly arise as solutions to
wave equations. The archetypal example are the plane waves, which are solutions to the
free space Maxwell’s equations [2] and form the basis of the angular spectrum method
[3]. Other common examples are Laguerre-Gauss and Hermite-Gauss bases, which are
solutions to the paraxial wave equation, and the TE, TM and TEM bases used to analyze
wave propagation in a waveguide [4]. The research field of structured light has recently
seen interesting advancements in the generation of different types of orthonormal basis
functions. However, many of these types of modes require complex modulation to control
both amplitude and phase.

A widely used device to construct arbitrary optical fields is the phase-only spatial light
modulator (SLM). Hence, a natural choice of an orthonormal basis is a phase-only basis, as
these can be trivially displayed on a phase-only SLM. Unfortunately, there are currently very
few options to choose such a basis. Known examples are the Hadamard basis [5] and the
plane-wave basis [6], which are orthonormal on a homogeneously illuminated rectangle, or
those bases mapped to a disk [7, 8].

Here we describe a general method for constructing an orthonormal basis from an
arbitrary set of phase patterns. Our method finds a near-orthonormal basis for any specified
illumination profile, while preserving desirable properties like smoothness and symmetry.
We demonstrate experimentally that this new basis can be used as a drop-in replacement in
a wavefront shaping experiment, achieving a factor of 1.5 higher improvement in the signal
intensity.

This article is composed of three parts. In the first part, we lay down the theoretical
groundwork of our method. In the second part, we apply our method to orthonormalize

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

04
56

5v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
op

tic
s]

  6
 S

ep
 2

02
4



a plane wave basis, and demonstrate the effectiveness of this basis in a wavefront shaping
experiment. In the last part, we illustrate that our method is generally applicable with
a second example: an orthonormal basis based on Zernike modes. The Python code to
produce these results is available on GitHub [9].

2 Theory

2.1 Orthonormality condition
We consider the situation where a phase-only SLM is illuminated with a linearly polarized
beam with field amplitude 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦), with spatial coordinates 𝑥 and 𝑦. We have direct control
over the phase pattern 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) on the SLM. Our goal is to construct a smooth, orthonormal
basis by only varying the phase patterns, based on an existing basis. Additionally, we wish
to maintain 𝑥, 𝑦-symmetries in the basis functions, if any.

Each basis function 𝐸𝑚 is given by: 𝐸𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) exp [𝑖𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦)], where 𝑚 is the
index of the basis function. The inner product of two functions 𝐸𝑚 and 𝐸𝑛 is defined as:

⟨𝐸𝑚 , 𝐸𝑛⟩ =
∬ ∞

−∞
𝐸∗
𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦)𝐸𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦

=
∬ ∞

−∞
𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖(𝜙𝑛 (𝑥,𝑦)−𝜙𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦)) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦

(1)

where ∗ denotes complex conjugation. The beam amplitude 𝐴 is normalized such that
⟨𝐸𝑚 , 𝐸𝑚⟩ = 1. The inner products of all combinations of 𝑚 and 𝑛 form the Gram matrix 𝐺:

𝐺𝑚𝑛 = ⟨𝐸𝑚 , 𝐸𝑛⟩ (2)

For an orthonormal basis, 𝐺 is equal to the identity matrix 𝐼. Thus, our goal is to find a
basis {𝐸𝑚} with 𝐺 as close to 𝐼 as possible.

2.2 Method
To construct an orthonormal basis, we start with an initial set of smooth phase patterns and
a global beam amplitude profile, which together form a non-orthonormal basis.

𝐸𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖𝜙𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦) (3)

The goal is to find an orthonormal basis that somehow maintains smoothness and
symmetry of the initial phase patterns 𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦), while keeping the amplitude profile equal
for each basis function. We do so by applying a smooth coordinate transform 𝑥, 𝑦 → 𝑥′𝑚 , 𝑦′𝑚
to each phase pattern individually, to produce basis functions:

𝐸′
𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖𝜙𝑚 (𝑥′𝑚 ,𝑦′𝑚 ) (4)

The new basis {𝐸′
𝑚} should be as close to orthonormal as possible, while preserving

smoothness. We define the coordinate transformation as two bivariate polynomials:

𝑥′𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥
𝑃∑

𝑝=0

𝑃∑
𝑞=0

𝛼𝑝𝑞𝑚𝑥𝑝𝑦𝑞 (5)
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𝑦′𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑦
𝑃∑

𝑝=0

𝑃∑
𝑞=0

𝛽𝑝𝑞𝑚𝑥𝑝𝑦𝑞 (6)

where 𝑥, 𝑦 are the original coordinates, and 𝑝 and 𝑞 are non-negative integers in the range
[0, 𝑃]. 𝑃 is manually chosen to give the transformation sufficient degrees of freedom,
while keeping the transform smooth. 𝛼𝑝𝑞𝑚 denotes the polynomial coefficients for the
𝑥′ transformation and 𝛽𝑝𝑞𝑚 denotes the polynomial coefficients for the 𝑦′ transformation.
Note that both polynomials contain no offset coefficient, i.e.: 𝑥′(0, 0) = 0 and 𝑦′(0, 0) = 0. If
desired, spatial symmetries in 𝑥 and 𝑦 can be preserved by restricting to even numbers 𝑝
and 𝑞.

Our task now is to find coefficients 𝛼𝑝𝑞𝑚 , 𝛽𝑝𝑞𝑚 that maximize the orthonormality. We
quantify a metric for non-orthonormality 𝒩 as a normalized squared Frobenius norm:

𝒩 =
1
𝑀

∑
𝑚

∑
𝑛

|𝐺𝑚𝑛 − 𝐼𝑚𝑛 |2 (7)

where 𝑀 is the number of modes. A perfectly orthonormal basis has 𝐺 = 𝐼, resulting in
the minimum value of 𝒩 = 0.

One solution to minimize the non-orthonormality𝒩 is with polynomial transforms with
very large coefficients 𝛼𝑝𝑞𝑚 , 𝛽𝑝𝑞𝑚 , which causes very steep phase gradients. Though highly
orthonormal, this is an undesirable solution, as we want to find smooth phase functions.
We avoid this unwanted solution by regularizing the problem. We define a metric for the
phase gradient magnitude:

𝒢 =
1
𝑀

∑
𝑚

∬ ∞

−∞
𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦) ��∇𝜙𝑚(𝑥′, 𝑦′)

��2 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 (8)

where ∇ denotes the gradient with respect to the coordinates 𝑥, 𝑦.
We combine the above two definitions into the following minimization problem:

arg min
all 𝛼𝑝𝑞𝑚 , 𝛽𝑝𝑞𝑚

𝒩 + 1
𝑤2 𝒢 (9)

where 𝑤 is a meta-parameter that represents a tolerable phase gradient in rad/pixel. The
first term helps to improve the orthonormality and the second term helps to find a solution
with low phase gradients. The weight 𝑤 can be tuned to set the importance of finding
a smooth solution. Lower values for 𝑤 will typically result in better orthonormality, but
this can be at the cost of steeper phase gradients. Higher values for 𝑤 will typically result
in smaller phase gradients, but with worse orthonormality. The optimal balance between
these two aspects and the corresponding ideal value of 𝑤, will depend on the application
at hand.

We solve the minimization problem of Eq. 9 with a the non-convex optimization method
AMSGrad [10]. We initialize the coefficients to 𝛼00𝑚 = 𝛽00𝑚 = 1 for all 𝑚, and all other
elements to 0, such that initially 𝐸′ = 𝐸. Our implementation can be found at [9].

3 Orthonormalizing plane waves
In this section, we demonstrate the construction of a smooth phase-only orthonormal basis
with plane waves as initial basis. We will show that the orthonormalized basis can be used
as a drop-in replacement in a wavefront shaping experiment.
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Wavefront shaping is an technique to focus light through scattering media [11]. Al-
though wavefront shaping works with any basis [12], an orthonormal basis is optimal
(please see section 2 of the supplementary materials for more information). Many different
approaches exist to compose a wavefront shaping algorithm [13]. A common approach
is to split the SLM into a part that displays the basis functions, and a part that acts as a
reference [6, 14, 5]. Please see section 4 of the supplementary materials for more details of
our measurement procedure.

To construct an optimal basis for this experiment, we first consider the amplitude profile
at the SLM. Our SLM is illuminated with a Gaussian beam, and imaged onto the back-pupil
of the microscope objective (see supplementary section 1 for a description of the experimen-
tal setup). The objective’s pupil aperture truncates the Gaussian profile, effectively creating
a truncated Gaussian illumination profile, which is often used in microscopy [15]. In our
wavefront shaping algorithm, the SLM active area is divided in two halves, with one half
being used to display the basis functions. Therefore, we are looking for basis functions that
are orthonormal on half of the SLM with the amplitude profile:

𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{
𝐴0 exp

[
− 𝑟2

𝑟2
waist

]
if 𝑟 ≤ 1 and 𝑥 < 0

0 if 𝑟 > 1 or 𝑥 ≥ 0
(10)

where 𝑟 =
√
𝑥2 + 𝑦2, and 𝑟waist is the waist of the Gaussian illumination. 𝑥, 𝑦 and 𝑟waist are

normalized such that the objective’s pupil aperture is at 𝑟 = 1. 𝐴0 denotes the normalization
factor such that ⟨𝐴, 𝐴⟩ = 1.

In this example, we will use an improved version of the wavefront shaping algorithm by
Tao et al. [14]. Originally, this algorithm uses a Hadamard basis with small square segments.
It was already shown that a plane wave basis is more efficient even with strongly scattering
samples [6]. However, neither the Hadamard nor the plane wave basis is orthonormal for a
truncated Gaussian amplitude profile. Therefore, we expect to reach higher signal enhance-
ments using our orthonormalized basis, without modifying the number of measurements
or any other aspect of the wavefront shaping algorithm. (In section 2 of the supplementary
materials we explain why we expect better performance with an orthonormal basis.)

3.1 Constructing the orthonormal basis
As an initial basis we choose plane wave functions that span half of the pupil in 𝑥 and the
whole pupil in 𝑦, as used in Mastiani et al. [6]:

𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) =
(
𝑘(𝑚)
𝑥 𝑥 + 𝑘(𝑚)

𝑦 𝑦
)

(11)

where 𝑥, 𝑦 are normalized coordinates such that the objective’s pupil aperture is at 𝑟 = 1, 𝑘(𝑚)
𝑥

are integer multiples of 𝜋 and 𝑘(𝑚)
𝑦 are integer multiples of 𝜋/2. These values make 𝑒 𝑖𝜙𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦)

orthonormal on the rectangular domain 𝑥 ∈ [−1, 0] and 𝑦 ∈ [−1, 1]. Correspondingly, a
phase gradient with 𝑘(𝑚)

𝑦 = 𝜋/2 shifts the focus in the focal plane by exactly one diffraction
limit 𝜆/(2 NA). For 𝑘(𝑚)

𝑥 , only half the pupil is used, so the diffraction limit is doubled w.r.t.
𝑘(𝑚)
𝑦 .

We limit {𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦)} to the ranges 𝑘(𝑚)
𝑥 ∈ [−4𝜋, 4𝜋] and 𝑘(𝑚)

𝑦 ∈ [−4𝜋, 4𝜋], resulting in
a total of 45 basis functions. Fig. 1a shows the functions of this initial basis. With a
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Figure 1: a. Initial plane wave basis. b. Our new orthonormal basis. Each plot shows a
basis function in the domain 𝑥 ∈ [−1, 0] (horizontal) and 𝑦 ∈ [−1, 1] (vertical). The colors
illustrate the complex valued functions, where the hue represents the phase 𝜙 and the
brightness represents the amplitude 𝐴. Black represents 0 and the maximum brightness
represents the maximum amplitude value. Both bases consist of smooth functions with
relatively low phase gradients. Moreover, the new basis functions approximately preserve
the phase gradient magnitude and direction of the initial basis functions.

non-orthonormality 𝒩 = 0.35, this basis is clearly not orthonormal. This fact can also be
concluded by observing the non-zero off-diagonal elements of the Gram matrix in Fig. 2a.

We initialize the coefficients to 𝛼00𝑚 = 𝛽00𝑚 = 1 and all other elements to 0, such that
initially 𝐸′ = 𝐸. Next, we minimize the error function of Eq. 9 with AMSGrad optimization
[10] in 8000 iterations. We set the phase gradient weight 𝑤 to 2.2 rad/pix, and choose
even powers 𝑞 to preserve the evenness/oddness of the functions in 𝑦. We found that
the ranges 𝑝 = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and 𝑞 = {0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10} were sufficient to reach a non-
orthonormality of 𝒩 = 0.00005. Fig. 2c shows the convergence of the error function. The
error function has converged to a minimum. Fig. 1b shows the new basis functions. As
can be observed, the new basis functions preserve the smoothness and approximate phase
gradient magnitude and direction. Most of all, with 𝒩 = 0.00005, the new basis is almost
perfectly orthonormal. This can also be observed from the new Gram matrix 𝐺 in Fig. 2b,
which is an almost perfect identity matrix.

3.2 Improved wavefront shaping
We now apply our newly constructed orthonormal basis in a wavefront shaping experiment.
Our setup is a 2-photon excitation fluorescence (2PEF) laser-scanning wavefront shaping
microscope. A schematic of the setup can be found in the supplementary materials. Our
sample is a slab of PDMS with a scattering surface and dispersed 500 nm fluorescent beads
inside. The goal of our experiment is to improve the focus, and thus the imaging quality,
beneath the scattering surface of the sample.
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Figure 2: a. Gram matrix of the initial plane wave basis. b. Gram matrix of our new
orthonormal basis. The color plot shows the absolute value of each matrix element. Non-
zero off-diagonal elements indicate non-orthonormality. c. Convergence of minimizing
the error function and its terms: non-orthonormality 𝒩 and the phase gradient magnitude
term 𝒢/𝑤2.
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Figure 3: (a, b, c) Images of 500 nm fluorescent beads, 250 µm beneath a scattering PDMS
surface. (a) without correction pattern. (b) correction using a plane wave basis. (c)
correction with our orthonormal basis. (a, b, c) show line segments through one of the
beads. The signal intensity along these line segments is plotted in (d) for the uncorrected
image (dash-dotted blue), the image corrected with a plane wave basis (dashed orange) and
our orthonormal basis (solid green). (e, f, g) show the pupil fields from the illuminated
SLM for recording image (a, b, c) respectively. The white dashed line indicates the pupil
aperture.
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Figure 4: Signal improvement factor achieved by wavefront shaping with the original plane
wave basis vs our orthonormalized plane wave basis. Both bases have 45 basis functions.
By switching to our basis, the signal improvement factor is increased by a factor 1.5 on
average (least squares fit).

Fig. 3a shows an image of the fluorescent beads, 250 µm beneath the scattering surface.
The beads appear very faintly. We optimize the focus with the wavefront shaping algorithm.
Due to the non-linear 2PEF-feedback, a sharper focus will increase the feedback signal
intensity and signal to noise ratio [16, 17]. Fig. 3bc show the same beads as Fig. 3a, but were
imaged while displaying a phase correction pattern on the SLM. Both corrected images
are significantly brighter than the uncorrected image. Furthermore, the image obtained
with our orthonormal basis (Fig. 3c) is significantly brighter than the image obtained with
the original plane wave basis (Fig. 3b). Fig. 3a,b,c each show a line segment through one
of the beads. The signal intensity along these line segments is plotted in Fig. 3d for the
uncorrected image (dash-dotted blue), the image corrected with a plane wave basis (dashed
orange) and our orthonormal basis (solid green). By switching to our orthonormal basis,
this bead appears over twice as bright.

Fig. 3e,f,g show the field produced by the illuminated SLM when imaging Fig. 3a,b,c
respectively. In these color plots, amplitude is shown as brightness and the phase is shown
as hue. Note that our SLM is a phase-only device. Therefore, we use only the phase of the
measured correction to display on the SLM. On average, the lack of amplitude modulation
results in a factor of 𝜋/4 lower enhancement [18].

The degrees of freedom from the plane wave basis cover a rectangular domain. The
degrees of freedom from our orthonormal basis cover a smaller circular domain (i.e. the
pupil). Therefore, we expect the orthonormalized plane wave basis to be able represent
higher spatial frequencies, and thus more details, inside the circular domain. In agreement,
we see that the correction pattern measured with our orthonormal basis clearly has more
details (Fig. 3g) than the pattern measured with the plane wave basis (Fig. 3f). Essentially,
using the plane wave basis, which is orthonormal on a square domain, wastes measurements
on reconstructing the amplitude profile, including unilluminated sections outside the pupil.
By contrast, no measurements are ‘spent’ on the unilluminated corners when using our
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orthonormal basis, leaving more degrees of freedom for the illuminated pupil.
We have repeated the wavefront shaping measurements on 35 different locations on the

same sample. At each location, we compared the performance of the original plane wave
basis with that of our new orthonormalized plane wave basis. This comparison is shown
in Fig. 4. For every location, our orthonormalized basis performed better than the original
plane wave basis. Our orthonormalized basis increased the average signal improvement
factor by a factor 1.5 (least squares fit).

4 Orthonormalizing fields from Zernike polynomials
In this section, we demonstrate that our method can be applied more generally by con-
structing an orthonormal basis starting from Zernike polynomials. Zernike polynomials
are often used in adaptive optics (AO) [19, 20] for smooth aberration correction. Zernike
polynomials are designed to be orthonormal in the optical path length (OPL). However,
the corresponding fields are proportional to 𝑒 𝑖𝑘OPL and thus are not orthonormal. In the
following section, we will optimize fields from Zernike polynomials for wavefront shaping
with our orthonormalization method.

We will use the following truncated Gaussian amplitude function 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦):

𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{
𝐴0 exp

[
− 𝑟2

𝑟2
waist

]
if 𝑟 ≤ 1

0 if 𝑟 > 1
(12)

This amplitude function is similar to the amplitude function of the previous section, except
that it spans the entire objective pupil instead of half the pupil. This makes it suitable for
wavefront shaping with an external reference field.

Next, we choose the phase functions 𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) of our initial basis as produced with the
first 10 Zernike polynomials:

𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑎𝑚𝑍 𝑗(𝑥, 𝑦) (13)

where 𝑍 𝑗 indicates the 𝑗th Zernike polynomial and 𝑎𝑚 denotes the Zernike coefficient,
which is a real constant. For our initial basis, we pick each Zernike polynomial with 𝑎𝑚 = 2𝜋
and 𝑎𝑚 = −2𝜋, except for the piston function 𝑍1(𝑥, 𝑦) = 1, which we include only once. The
resulting initial basis functions 𝐸𝑚 are shown in Fig. 5a.

Secondly, we want to preserve the spatial symmetries in 𝑥 and 𝑦. Thus, we restrict Eq. 5
and Eq. 6 to even powers only: 𝑝 = 0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 𝑞 = 0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10.

Thirdly, must choose a value for the phase gradient weight 𝑤. We would like to find
a basis with orders of magnitude lower non-orthonormality (as quantified by Eq. 7). Ad-
ditionally, we would like to preserve smoothness. With some trial and error, we find
that 𝑤 = 0.7 rad/pixel gives a reasonable trade-off between non-orthonormality and phase
gradient.

The initial basis functions can be observed in Fig. 5a. Fig. 6a shows the absolute
values of the corresponding Gram matrix. Most off-diagonal elements are significantly
larger than 0, indicating that this initial basis is not orthonormal. Correspondingly, the
non-orthonormality 𝒩 of this initial basis is 0.89.

We minimize Eq. 9 with AMSGrad optimization in 8000 iterations. Fig. 5b shows the
new basis functions. As can be observed, the new basis functions preserve the smoothness
and evenness/oddness in 𝑥 and 𝑦, as can also be seen in the original Zernike modes.
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Figure 5: a. Initial basis of fields from Zernike polynomials. b. A newly constructed
orthonormal basis. Each plot shows a basis function in the domain 𝑥 ∈ [−1, 1] (horizontal)
and 𝑦 ∈ [−1, 1] (vertical). The colors illustrate the complex valued functions, where the
hue represents the phase 𝜙 and the brightness represents the amplitude 𝐴. Just like the
initial basis, the new basis functions are smooth, have small phase gradients, and retain
their evenness and oddness in 𝑥 and 𝑦.
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Furthermore, from Fig. 5b we see that the new basis functions have relatively small phase
gradients. Most of all, they are highly orthonormal. This last fact can be observed from
the new Gram matrix in Fig. 6b, which closely resembles an identity matrix. Our method
managed to lower the non-orthonormality 𝒩 to 0.011 for the new basis.

5 Discussion and conclusion
We have demonstrated a general method that can produce smooth orthonormal phase-only
bases for arbitrary amplitude profiles. We demonstrated our method using two different
initial bases: a plane wave basis and a basis constructed from Zernike polynomials.

We have shown that the orthonormalized plane wave basis can be used as drop-in re-
placement in existing wavefront shaping algorithms. This replacement yields a significant
performance gain: a factor 1.5 larger signal improvement. This improvement comes essen-
tially ‘for free’, as the basis functions can be precomputed and no change in hardware or
number of wavefront shaping measurements is required.

For the basis constructed from Zernike polynomials, we have improved the orthonor-
mality by nearly 2 orders of magnitude, while preserving smoothness and symmetry in x
and y.

In addition to wavefront shaping, another application of our method could be measuring
subsets of the transmission matrix of an optical system.

In summary, we have developed a method to orthonormalize a given set of phase-
only basis functions for a given beam amplitude profile. Our method can reduce the
non-orthonormality by orders of magnitude, and in special cases, yield a polynomial ap-
proximation to a perfect solution. Furthermore, we show that the results of this method
have direct impact on real-world applications, as we improve a wavefront shaping algorithm
by using our orthonormalized basis as a drop-in replacement.
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1 Experimental setup
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Figure 1: Schematic of the experimental setup. M: mirror, BE: beam expander, GM: galvo
mirror, L: lenses with the following focal distances: L1: 100 mm, L2: 200 mm, L3: 150 mm
and L4: 300 mm, BS: 50/50 beam splitter, BD: beam dump, SLM: spatial light modulator,
DM: dichroic mirror, OBJ: Objective, FW: filter wheel, PMT: Photomultiplier tube. Figure
adapted from [1].

Our sample is made by casting PDMS onto a 220 grit optical diffuser, causing the PDMS
sample to have a surface with a controlled roughness. The PDMS has fluorescent beads
dispersed inside (Polysciences Fluoresbrite, plain YG, 500 nm microspheres).

We image the sample in our two-photon excitation fluorescence (2PEF) laser-scanning
microscope (see Fig. 1). We use a titanium-sapphire laser (Spectra-Physics, Mai Tai) as
excitation light source at a wavelength of 804 nm. Two galvo mirrors (GM, Thorlabs
GVS111/M), one for each transverse axis, are conjugated to the spatial light modulator
(SLM, Meadowlark 1920x1152 XY Phase Series) with 4f-systems. The SLM is illuminated
with a Gaussian amplitude profile.

The SLM is conjugated to the back pupil of the microscope objective (Nikon CFI75 LWD
16X W) with a 4f-system. On the back pupil, the Gaussian amplitude profile has a waist
radius of 𝑟waist = 11.8 mm. The back pupil has a radius of 10 mm.
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By changing the beam angle with the galvo mirrors, we can scan the focus in the sample
along the transverse axes. When a fluorescent bead inside the sample is illuminated, it
emits light at a shorter wavelength due to the 2PEF effect. We detect this light with a
photomultiplier tube (PMT, Hamamatsu H7422-40).

We can correct aberrations from the sample’s scattering surface by displaying a phase
correction pattern on the SLM. See Fig. 1 for a full schematic.

2 Wavefront shaping with an orthonormal basis
Although wavefront shaping works with any basis [2], many wavefront shaping algorithms
use an orthonormal or approximately orthonormal basis. In this section we will explain
why orthonormal bases are optimal for wavefront shaping.

Firstly, we recall the equation linking the input and output field of an optical system
through a transmission matrix [3]:

𝐸𝑏 =
𝑁∑
𝑎

𝑡𝑏𝑎𝐸𝑎 (1)

where 𝐸𝑏 indicates the output field elements, 𝑡𝑏𝑎 denotes the elements of the transmission
matrix, and 𝐸𝑎 indicates the input field elements. In matrix form, this becomes:

𝐸b = 𝑇𝐸a (2)

where 𝐸b denotes the output field as a complex vector with 𝑀 elements, 𝐸a denotes the
input field as a complex vector with 𝑁 elements, and 𝑇 denotes the 𝑀-by-𝑁 transmission
matrix for the chosen input and output bases.

Secondly, if we wish to use a different basis for describing the incident field, we may
express this with a change of coordinate matrix 𝐵. The matrix product with 𝑇 forms the
transmission matrix �̂� in the new basis:

�̂� = 𝑇𝐵 (3)

In order to learn more about the implications of 𝐵, we’ll perform a singular value decom-
position (SVD) on it:

�̂� = 𝑇𝐵 = 𝑇 𝑈𝐷𝑉∗ (4)

where 𝑈 and 𝑉 are unitary matrices, 𝐷 is a diagonal matrix containing the singular values
of 𝐵 as its diagonal elements and ∗ indicates the conjugate transpose. We assume, the
medium is strongly scattering. For a strongly scattering medium, 𝑇 is a random matrix.
The matrix product with the unitary matrix𝑈 produces a new random matrix �̃� = 𝑇𝑈 with
the same distribution as 𝑇 [4]. Substitution in Eq. 4 yields:

�̂� = �̃�𝐷𝑉∗ (5)

In wavefront shaping, the ultimate goal is to maximize transmission to a desired output
field 𝐸𝛽. The incident field that achieves this is given by 𝐸𝑎 ∝ 𝑡∗𝛽𝑎 [5, 3]. Hence, we want to
display �̂�∗ on the SLM to produce the output �̂��̂�∗. As 𝑉 is a unitary matrix:

�̂��̂�∗ = �̃�𝐷𝑉∗𝑉𝐷∗�̃�∗ = �̃�𝐷 𝐷∗�̃�∗ (6)
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𝑉∗𝑉 cancels out and therefore doesn’t play a role in the end result of �̂��̂�∗. Thus, we
only need to consider the diagonal matrix 𝐷 to understand the effect of 𝐵 on the expected
performance of our wavefront shaping experiment. In this regard, 𝐷 effectively acts as
an amplitude mask for the input of �̃�: each input field for �̃� gains a factor 𝐷𝑎 . We can
compute the influence of this effective amplitude factor in the same manner we compute
the influence of regular amplitude factors 𝐴𝑎 . For a large number of input modes 𝑁 [6, 7]:

〈|𝛾𝐴 |2〉 = 𝐴𝑎
2

𝐴2
𝑎

(7)

where
〈|𝛾𝐴 |2〉 is the expected fidelity reduction factor due to the amplitude distribution

and 𝐴𝑎 is the amplitude factor of basis function 𝑎. The overline indicates averaging over all
modes 𝑎. From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it follows that 𝐴𝑎

2 ≤ 𝐴2
𝑎 and so

〈|𝛾𝐴 |2〉 ≤ 1.
Similarly: 〈|𝛾𝐵 |2〉 = 𝐷𝑎𝑎

2

𝐷2
𝑎𝑎

(8)

where
〈|𝛾𝐵 |2〉 is the expected fidelity reduction factor due to the choice of basis and 𝐷𝑎𝑎

are the diagonal elements of the SVD of the change of coordinate matrix 𝐵 for that basis.
Lastly, we would like to note the special relation between 𝐷 and the Gram matrix 𝐺. Each
element of the Gram matrix is an inner product of a pair of basis vectors.

𝐺 = 𝐵∗𝐵 (9)

Inserting the SVD of 𝐵 yields:

𝐺 = 𝑈∗𝐷∗𝑉 𝑉∗𝐷𝑈 = 𝑈∗𝐷∗ 𝐷𝑈 = 𝑈∗𝐷2𝑈 (10)

Therefore, 𝐷2
𝑎𝑎 are the eigenvalues of the Gram matrix 𝐺. For an orthonormal basis, 𝐺 is

the identity matrix and 𝐷2
𝑎𝑎 = 𝐷𝑎𝑎 = 1 for all 𝑎. From Eq. 8 it follows that

〈|𝛾𝐵 |2〉 then has
the optimal value of 1. Therefore, an orthonormal basis is the optimal choice of basis.

3 Special case solution for the coordinate transform
In this section, we will explain why orthonormalizing the plane wave basis from Mas-
tiani et al. [8] is a special case of the problem, which has a perfect solution. We will show
that our method has found polynomial approximations to this solution.

Consider the plane wave basis {𝐸𝑚} with a constant amplitude:

𝐸𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖𝜙𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖𝑘
(𝑚)
𝑥 𝑥+𝑘(𝑚)

𝑦 𝑦 (11)

where 𝑚 denotes the basis function index, 𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) is real and describes the phase, and
𝑘(𝑚)
𝑥 are integer multiples of 2𝜋 and 𝑘(𝑚)

𝑦 are integer multiples 𝜋. 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) is the following
rectangularly shaped amplitude function:

𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{

1√
2

if 𝑥 ∈ [−1, 0] and 𝑦 ∈ [−1, 1]
0 otherwise

(12)

3



These values make {𝐸𝑚} orthonormal:

⟨𝐸𝑚 , 𝐸𝑛⟩ =
∬ ∞

−∞
𝐴2

𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖(𝜙𝑛 (𝑥,𝑦)−𝜙𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦)) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 = 𝐼𝑚𝑛 (13)

where 𝐼 denotes the identity matrix.
However, the amplitude profile in our setup is not a rectangular shape, but defined by

the beam amplitude profile 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦). 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) is real and non-negative, and 0 where 𝑥 → ±∞
or 𝑦 → ±∞. As described in the paper, we transform the coordinates for 𝜙𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) to get an
alternative phase function 𝜙𝑚(𝑥′, 𝑦′). These two things give us the new basis function 𝐸′

𝑚 :

𝐸′
𝑚(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖𝜙𝑚 (𝑥′ ,𝑦′) (14)

The corresponding inner products are:

⟨𝐸′
𝑚 , 𝐸

′
𝑛⟩ =

∬ ∞

−∞
𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑒 𝑖(𝜙𝑛 (𝑥′ ,𝑦′)−𝜙𝑚 (𝑥′ ,𝑦′)) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 (15)

Now let’s consider that we choose a coordinate transformation whose Jacobian 𝐽 [9]

𝐽 =
𝜕𝑥′

𝜕𝑥
𝜕𝑦′

𝜕𝑦
− 𝜕𝑥′

𝜕𝑦
𝜕𝑦′

𝜕𝑥
(16)

satisfies the following requirement:

𝐴2
𝑅(𝑥′, 𝑦′) |𝐽 | = 𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦) (17)

If the transformation is one-to-one within the area where 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) > 0 then we may apply
the following substitution [9]:

𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 = 𝐴2
𝑅(𝑥′, 𝑦′) 𝑑𝑥′ 𝑑𝑦′ (18)

We use Eq. 18 to do a change of coordinates for the integral of Eq. 15:

⟨𝐸′
𝑚 , 𝐸

′
𝑛⟩ =

∬ ∞

−∞
𝐴2

𝑅(𝑥′, 𝑦′) 𝑒 𝑖(𝜙𝑛 (𝑥′ ,𝑦′)−𝜙𝑚 (𝑥′ ,𝑦′)) 𝑑𝑥′ 𝑑𝑦′ (19)

This integral is equivalent to Eq. 13 and so ⟨𝐸′
𝑚 , 𝐸

′
𝑛⟩ = 𝐼𝑚𝑛 . Thus, when the coordinate

transform satisfies the differential equation from Eq. 17, it restores perfect orthonormality
for the new amplitude profile 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦).

With this insight, we look at the coordinate transforms found by our method for or-
thonormalizing the plane wave basis from Mastiani et al. [8]. Fig. 2b shows a square grid
(solid black) within the pupil aperture and an arc (dashed blue) of radius 1 indicating the
pupil aperture. Outside the pupil aperture, 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) = 0. Fig. 2a shows the same grid and arc
but with transformed coordinates 𝑥′(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑦′(𝑥, 𝑦). We observe that most transformations
deform the arc to form a path along the rectangular discontinuous boundary of 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦). In
other words, the ‘boundary’ of 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) is transformed to match the ‘boundary’ of 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦).
An exception are the basis functions in the middle row and middle column. These basis
functions have no phase variation in 𝑥 and/or 𝑦. We observe that their corresponding
transformed grids remain unchanged in 𝑥 and/or 𝑦.
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b. Arc and
grid (x, y)

d. A2(x, y)

0.0
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1.0
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a. Transformed arcs and grids (x', y') c. A2
R(x′, y′) | J |

Figure 2: Visualizations of the transformation of each basis function for the plane wave
basis. (a) shows the domain of transformed coordinates 𝑥′ ∈ [−1, 0] (horizontal) and
𝑦′ ∈ [−1, 1] (vertical), where each subplot has its own transform. Blue dashed curve: a
curve with transformed coordinates (𝑥′, 𝑦′), for which the original coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦) form
an arc with radius 1. Black solid curves: transformed grid formed with transformed grid
points (𝑥′, 𝑦′). Their original grid points (𝑥, 𝑦) lie within a radius of 1. (b) shows a non-
transformed version of the arc and grid. (b, c, d) show the domain 𝑥 ∈ [−1, 0] (horizontal)
and 𝑦 ∈ [−1, 1] (vertical). (c) For each transformation, 𝐴2

𝑅(𝑥′, 𝑦′) |𝐽 | is shown, where 𝐴𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦)
is the rectangularly shaped amplitude function. (d) The amplitude profile squared 𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦).
In (c, d), the white dashed line indicates the objective’s pupil aperture. Outside this pupil
aperture, 𝐴(𝑥, 𝑦) = 0.
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Next, we will test if the transformations found by our method satisfy the requirement
of Eq. 17. As the transformation found by our method 𝑥′(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝑦′(𝑥, 𝑦) are two bivariate
polynomials, 𝐽 can be computed according to the basic derivative rules for polynomials.
With this, we have computed both the left-hand side (Fig. 2c) and right-hand side (Fig. 2) of
Eq. 17 for each transformation. As can be observed, within the pupil (white dashed line),
most plots of 𝐴2

𝑅(𝑥′, 𝑦′) |𝐽 | are very similar to the plot of 𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦). This strong similarity
means that Eq. 17 approximately holds for the transformations found by our method. In
other words, our method has found polynomial approximations to a transformation that
restores perfect orthonormality. Exceptions are again the plots in the middle row and
middle column. These basis functions have no phase variation in 𝑥 and/or 𝑦.

In conclusion, in the special case when the initial basis is orthonormal for a different
amplitude profile, there exists an ideal coordinate transformation that achieves perfect or-
thonormality for a desired amplitude profile. The plane wave basis is such a special case,
and our method has found polynomial approximations to this ideal coordinate transforma-
tion.

4 Iterative dual reference wavefront shaping
We use the dual reference wavefront shaping algorithm [8] with a 2PEF feedback signal.
Using a 2PEF feedback signal from an aberrated focus means that the signal is not well
localized, which prevents selecting a single location as target. Still, it is possible to converge
to a single localized target and form a sharp focus by iterative wavefront shaping [10]. The
downside is that this limits the algorithm to measuring one target at the same time. In other
words, we measure a one-row transmission matrix, which corresponds to one correction
pattern for our one target location in the sample.

We implement an iterative version of the dual reference algorithm. In short, we perform
the following steps in our measurement procedure:

1. We record an image with the laser scanning microscope. Due to aberrations, this
image is blurry, but it is still possible to see the approximate locations of features in
the image.

2. We select the brightest feature in the image. We adjust the scanner settings to zoom
to the region of interest (ROI), with the feature centered and the size of the ROI on the
order of the diffraction limit.

3. We divide the SLM in two parts of equal size. We’ll call them side A and side B.

4. We use side A to display the phase patterns and produce the orthonormal fields.

5. We keep side B flat and use it as a reference field.

6. We display several phase-stepped versions of each phase pattern on side A while
keeping side B static.

7. With each phase step, we record the intensity inside the region of interest. This allows
us the reconstruct the relation between the input phase pattern and output field (i.e.
the corresponding transmission matrix element) using phase stepping interferometry
[3].
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8. When all phase patterns have been displayed, we have measured the transmission
matrix (which has one row) for this side of the SLM.

9. The transmission matrix is defined in our chosen basis. In order to create a usable
correction pattern, we transform the transmission matrix row to SLM coordinates and
conjugate it.

10. We repeat steps 6-7 but with two changes: side A and B switch roles, and we use the
newly computed transmission matrix to display a correction pattern on the reference
side; a ‘shaped reference’.

11. We repeat steps 6-10 two more times, but now we use a shaped reference every time
for both sides. We do 6 iterations in total (3 per side).

12. Finally, we compute the transmission matrix for the entire SLM, transform it to SLM
coordinates, and display it on the SLM.

13. We set the scanner to image a large field-of-view and record the final image.

14. We move the sample with a motorized stage to bring a new sample location in the field
of view. We repeat steps 1-13 at the new location in the sample. We have measured
?? locations in total in the same sample.

For further details on the wavefront shaping algorithm, please see [11].
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