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Pixelation occurs in many imaging systems and limits the spatial resolution of the acquired im-
ages. This effect is notably present in quantum imaging experiments with photon pairs, in which
the number of pixels used to detect coincidences is often limited by the sensor technology or the
acquisition speed. Here, we introduce a pixel super-resolution technique based on measuring the full
spatially-resolved joint probability distribution (JPD) of spatially-entangled photon pairs. Without
shifting optical elements or using prior information, our technique doubles the pixel resolution of the
imaging system and enables retrieval of spatial information lost due to undersampling. We demon-
strate its use in various quantum imaging protocols, including quantum illumination, entanglement-
enabled quantum holography, and in a full-field version of N00N-state quantum holography. Our
JPD super-resolution technique will benefit any full-field imaging system limited by the sensor spa-
tial resolution, including all already established and future photon-pairs-based quantum imaging
schemes, bringing these techniques closer to real-world applications.

Acquiring high-resolution images over a large field of
view is essential in most optical imaging applications. In
this respect, the widespread development of digital cam-
eras made of millions of pixels has strongly contributed
to create imaging systems with large space-bandwidth
products. In classical imaging, it is therefore mainly the
imaging systems with strong spatial constraints that suf-
fer from pixelation and undersampling, such as lensless
on-chip microscopes [1, 2]. However, this effect is very
present in quantum imaging schemes where it severely
hinders the progress of these techniques towards practi-
cal applications.

Quantum imaging systems harness quantum proper-
ties of light and their interaction with the environment
to go beyond the limit of classical imaging or to imple-
ment unique imaging modalities [3]. Of the many ap-
proaches, imaging schemes based on entangled photon
pairs have turned out to be among the most promis-
ing. Proof-of-principle demonstrations range from im-
proving optical resolution [4, 5] and imaging sensitiv-
ity [6–8] to the creation of new imaging protocols, such
as ghost imaging [9, 10], quantum illumination [11–13]
and quantum holography [14, 15]. Contrary to classi-
cal imaging, photon-pairs-based imaging systems operate
by measuring photon coincidences between many spa-
tial positions of the image plane in parallel (except from
induced-coherence imaging approaches [16–18]). In prac-
tice, this process is much more delicate than forming
an intensity image by photon accumulation and there-
fore requires specific photodetection devices. Although
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such a task was originally performed with raster-scanning
single-photon detectors [9], today most implementations
use single-photon sensitive cameras such as electron mul-
tiplied charge coupled devices (EMCCD) [19, 20], in-
tensified complementary metal-oxide-semiconductor (iC-
MOS) [21] and single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD)
cameras [22].

EMCCD cameras are the most widely used devices
for imaging photon-pair correlations thanks to their high
quantum efficiency, low noise and high pixel resolution.
However, these cameras suffer from a very low frame rate
(„100 fps) due to their electronic amplification process
operating in series and therefore require very long acqui-
sition times („10 hours) to reconstruct correlation im-
ages [12, 13, 15, 23]. Using a smaller sensor area or a
binning technique can reduce the acquisition time, but
at the cost of a loss in pixel resolution. By using an
image intensifier, iCMOS cameras do not use such slow
electronic amplification processes and can therefore reach
higher frame rates („1000 fps). However, so far these
cameras have only enabled correlation images with rela-
tively small number of pixels (and still several hours of ac-
quisition), mostly because of their low detection efficiency
and higher noise level [21, 24]. Finally, SPAD cameras
are an emerging technology that can detect single pho-
tons at low noise while operating at very high frame rate
(up to 800 kfps). However, most devices available on
the market are not yet suitable for photon pair imaging
because of their low quantum efficiency („20%), low fill
factor („50%) and small resolution („1000 pixels). For
example, the commercial SPAD camera that currently
has the highest pixel resolution only has 32 ˆ 64 pixels
(MicroPhotonDevice) [25].

It is clear from the above analysis that nearly all
sensor technologies currently used in photon-pairs-based
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Figure 1. Experimental results of JPD pixel super-
resolution. (a) Experimental setup. Light emitted by a
diode laser (405 nm) illuminates β-barium borate (BBO) crys-
tal with a thickness of 0.5 mm to produce spatially-entangled
pairs of photons by type I SPDC. Long-pass and band-pass
filters at 810 ˘ 5nm (BPF) positioned after the crystal re-
move pump photons. A two-lens system f1 ´ f2 images the
crystal surface onto an object t, that is itself imaged onto the
EMCCD camera by another two-lens system f3 ´ f4. t is a
grid-shaped amplitude object with a five-pixel period. (b)
Intensity image. (c) Sum-coordinate projection of the JPD
P`pr

`
q after filtering. (d). Spatial frequency spectrum of

the intensity image (red curve) and sum-coordinate projec-
tion (blue curve) obtained by a discrete Fourier transform
and averaging aver the x-axis. Spectral curves (blue and red)
are normalised to the intensity of their respective zero-order
peak. 5.106 frames were acquired to retrieve (b,c) in approx-
imately 13 hours of acquisition.

imaging experiments suffer from a poor pixel resolution,
either directly when the technology does not have
cameras with enough pixels or indirectly when the
experiment can only operate in a reasonable time with
a small number of pixels. In these systems, objects
are therefore often undersampled, resulting a loss of
spatial information and the creation of artefacts in the
retrieved images. Here, we demonstrate a quantum
image processing technique that doubles the pixel reso-
lution of any imaging sensor used in photon-pairs-based

imaging schemes. Our technique harnesses the large
dimensionality of the measured spatial joint probability
distribution (JPD) of photon pairs to reconstruct
correlation images composed of twice as many pixels
as the camera used to measure it. We demonstrate the
method in three common photon-pairs-based imaging
schemes: two quantum illumination protocols using (i)
a near-field illumination configuration with an EMCCD
camera [12] and a (ii) far-field configuration with a
SPAD camera [26], and (iii) one entanglement-enabled
holography system [15]. In addition, we use our JPD
pixel super-resolution method in (iv) a full-field version
of N00N-state quantum holography, a scheme that
has only been demonstrated so far using a scanning
approach [6]. Note that we refer to our technique as
’pixel super-resolution’ to avoid confusion with the term
’super-resolution’ describing imaging techniques capable
of overcoming the classical diffraction limit.

JPD pixel super-resolution technique. Fig-
ure 1.a describes the experimental setup used to
demonstrate the principle of our technique. In this
scheme, spatially entangled photon pairs produced by
type-I SPDC in a thin β-barium Borate (BBO) crystal
illuminate an object t using a near-field illumination
configuration (i.e. the output surface of the crystal is
imaged onto the object). The object is then imaged
onto an EMCCD camera. In our experiment, t is a
horizontal square-modulation amplitude grating. The
recorded intensity image is shown in Figure 1.b. In the
zoomed area, it is clear that the image is pixelated. This
pixelation results in a loss of object spatial information,
confirmed when analysing the spatial spectrum of the
image (Figure 1.d, red curve). The spectrum shows
only the first two harmonics at 0.2 cycles/pixel and
0.4 cycles/pixel; all harmonics higher than the Nyquist
frequency of 0.5 cycles/pixel are not resolved, and their
associated information is lost.

Using an EMCCD camera, one can also measure the
spatially-resolved JPD of photon pairs Γpr1, r2q by iden-
tifying photon coincidences between any arbitrary pair
of pixels r1 and r2 using a method described in [27].
In practice, the information contained in the JPD can
be used for various purposes. For example, it was used
in pioneering works with EMCCD cameras to estimate
position and momentum correlation widths of entangled
photons pairs in direct imaging of the Einstein-Podolsky-
Rosen paradox [19, 20]. In the experiment here, display-
ing the diagonal component of the JPD, Γpr, rq, recon-
structs an image of the object. Indeed, assuming an ideal
imaging system and near-perfect spatial correlations be-
tween photons [28], the JPD can be approximated as

Γpr1, r2q “ |tpr1qtpr2qδpr1 ´ r2q|
2

(where δ is a Dirac
delta function), resulting in a diagonal image propor-
tional to the object shape i.e. Γpr, rq “ |tprq|4. Such a
diagonal image is the quantity that is conventionally mea-
sured and used in all photon-pairs-based imaging schemes
using a near-field illumination configuration [5, 12, 23, 29]
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Figure 2. Spatial frequency analysis of images of a square-wave amplitude grating with different periods, produced
using a spatial light modulator (SLM) operating in amplitude modulation (graings shown in insets). The spatial frequency
spectrum of the intensity (red curves) and sum-coordinate projection (blue curve) images of gratings are shown, with periods
of (a) 3 pixels, (b) 2 pixels and (c) 1.6 pixels. Each spectrum is obtained by performing a discrete Fourier transform and
averaging aver the x-axis. All spectral curves (blue and red) are normalised to the intensity of their respective zero order peak.
2.5.107 frames were acquired to retrieve intensity image and JPD in each case in approximately 20 hours of acquisition. More
details in Methods.

(see section 7 of supplementary document).
Interestingly, there is another way to retrieve an image

of the object without using the diagonal component of
the JPD. For that, one can project the JPD along its
sum-coordinate axis, achieved by integrating Γ:

P`pr
`q “

ż

Γpr, r` ´ rqdr “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t

ˆ

r`

2

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

4

, (1)

where P` is defined as the sum-coordinate projection
of the JPD and r` is the sum-coordinate variable.
Each value P`pr

`q is obtained by adding all the values
Γpr1, r2q located on an anti-diagonal of the JPD defined
by r1 ` r2 “ r`. The essential point in Eq. 1 is the
presence of a scaling factor 1{2 in the spatial variable:
in a discrete space, this indicates that P` is an image
of the object sampled over twice as many points as the
number of pixels of the sensor. The consequence is pixel
super-resolution and the ability to retrieve lost spatial
information due to undersampling.

To understand the underlying principle of our ap-
proach, it is essential to realize that the JPD is a 4D
object containing much richer information than a conven-
tional 2D intensity image. In particular, the JPD con-
tains correlation information not only between photons
detected at the same pixel on its main diagonal Γpr, rq,
but also correlation information about photons detected
between nearest-neighbour pixels on the 8 other diag-
onals directly above and bellow the main diagonal i.e.
Γpr, r˘ exq, Γpr, r˘ eyq and Γpr, r˘ ex˘ eyq (where ex

and ey are the unit pixel vectors in transverse directions
x and y, respectively). The 9 total diagonals are equiv-
alent to 9 low-resolution images acquired by shifting the
sensor by half of a pixel in the two transverse directions.
Using an analogy with the shift-and-add technique [30],
a high-resolution image is then retrieved from the diag-
onals by performing the integration in Equation 1 (see

section 2 of the supplementary document).

In practice, calculating directly P` from the the mea-
sured JPD results in an image that is dominated by noise,
in which the object is not visible (see Figure 6.a in Meth-
ods). Indeed, experimentally measured JPD correlation
values are noisy, and all the noise from each diagonal
adds up in the integration in Equation 1, ultimately pro-
ducing a noise of greater variance that dominates the
signal in the final image. To solve this issue, we apply
a filtering technique to the JPD to remove the weakest
correlation values that have a negligible contribution in
the final image. By doing so, we also remove the noise as-
sociated with these values and significantly improve the
quality of the final image. This filtering technique does
not require prior information of the object nor the source.
After filtering, the calculated sum-coordinate projection
P` is normalised to remove the so-called ’motion error
artefact’ (see Methods). In the case of the experiment
in Figure 1.a, by filtering the JPD, we effectively set to
zero all correlation values except those in the main di-
agonal and the off-centre diagonals that are kept. Fig-
ure 1.c shows the resulting sum-coordinate projection of
the measured JPD after filtering. It reveals the grating
amplitude with an increased pixel resolution compared
to the direct intensity image. Figure 1.d shows the spa-
tial frequency spectrum of the image projected along the
x-axis (blue curve) and confirms that our approach re-
trieves additional spatial information content (harmonics
at 0.6 cycles/pixel and 0.8 cycles/pixel) that cannot be
resolved by the conventional intensity measurement.

Experimental results with different grating periods,
ranging from 3 to 1.6 pixels are shown in Figures 2.a-
c. These results further confirm that our technique
retrieves spatial information content of an object that
is not visible in the intensity image, even in the case
where the first harmonic has a higher frequency than
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Figure 3. Results in quantum illumination imaging. (a) Experimental setup for quantum illumination in a near-field
configuration. Photon pair source and the EMCCD camera are the same as those used in Figure 1.a. A two-lens system
f5 ´ f6 images the crystal surface onto an object t1, that is in turn imaged onto the EMCCD camera by a single-lens imaging
system f7. An object t2 is inserted and illuminated by a spatially filtered light-emitting diode (LED) and spectrally filtered at
810 ˘ 5 nm. Images of both objects are superimposed on the camera using a beam splitter (BS). t1 and t2 are negative and
positive amplitude USAF resolution charts, respectively. (b) Intensity image. (c) Sum-coordinate projection of the filtered
JPD P`pr

`
q. 6.106 frames were acquired to retrieve intensity image and JPD in approximately 20 hours of acquisition. (d)

Experimental setup for quantum illumination in a far-field configuration. Light emitted by a pulsed laser (347 nm) illuminates
a BBO crystal (1 mm thickness) to produce spatially entangled photon pairs (694 nm) by type-I SPDC. After the crystal, pump
photons are filtered out by a BPF at 694 ˘ 10 nm. A lens f8 is used to Fourier-image photon pairs onto a reflective object
t3, that is then imaged onto the SPAD camera by a two-lens system f9 ´ f10. Another laser (633 nm) illuminates an object
t4 that is also imaged onto the camera using a BS. t3 is a cat-shape reflective object and t4 is a transmission object with the
same cat-shape, positioned so that the cat shapes overlap on the sensor. (e) Intensity image. (f) Minus-coordinate projection
of the filtered JPD P´pr

´
q. 107 frames were acquired to retrieve the intensity image and JPD in approximately 7.5 hours of

acquisition.

the Nyquist limit of 0.5 cycles/pixel (Figure 2.c). In
this latter case, we also observe the presence of an
aliased frequency peak in the intensity spectrum at 0.39
cycles/pixel (red curve), which is expected when an
image is undersampled. Note also that a similar peak
appears at the same position in the JPD projection
image (blue curve), that is however not predicted by
Equation 1. This small residual frequency peak (25%
of the first harmonic at 0.61 cycles/pixel) is an artefact
originating from imperfections in the JPD measured
with an EMCCD camera [27] (see Methods). The
experimental results obtained in Figure 1 and 2 are in
very good accordance with simulations (see section 3 of
supplementary document).

Applications to quantum illumination. We
demonstrate our technique on two different experimental
schemes based on quantum illumination protocols
described in [12] and [26]. In the first implementation
(Figure 3.a), an amplitude object t1 is illuminated by
photon pairs and imaged onto an EMCCD camera using
a near-field imaging configuration. Simultaneously,
another object t2 is illuminated by a classical source
and also imaged on the camera. The intensity image,
Figure 3.b, shows a superposition of both quantum and
classical images. The goal of this protocol is to segment

the quantum object and therefore retrieve an image
showing only object t1 illuminated by photon pairs,
effectively removing any classical objects or noise. Using
our image processing method, we achieve such a task
and simultaneously retrieve a pixel super-resolved image
of t1 (Figure 3.d).

In the second quantum illumination protocol, an ob-
ject t3 (a reflective amplitude object) is illuminated us-
ing a far-field configuration and its image is measured
with a SPAD camera (Figure 3.d). Another object t4
(a transmission object with the same shape as t3) is il-
luminated by a classical source and also imaged on the
SPAD camera. Objects are positioned so that they over-
lap exactly on the camera, as shown in the intensity im-
age in Figure 3.e. In such a far-field configuration, it
is important to understand that information of the JPD
is concentrated around the anti-diagonal because photon
pairs are spatially anti-correlated in the object plane [31].
Consequently, an image of t3 can then be retrieved by
displaying the main anti-diagonal component Γpr,´rq.
Such an anti-diagonal image is the quantity that is con-
ventionally measured and used in all photon-pairs-based
imaging schemes using a far-field illumination configura-
tion [13, 15, 26] (see section 7 of supplementary docu-
ment). In this case, the JPD pixel super-resolution tech-
nique must be adapted by using the minus-coordinate
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Figure 4. Results in entanglement-enabled quan-
tum holography.(a) Experimental setup. Light emitted by
a laser diode at 405 nm and polarized at 45˝ illuminates a
stacked BBO crystal pair (0.5 mm thickness each) whose op-
tical axes are perpendicular to each other to produce pairs of
photons entangled in space and polarization by type-I SPDC.
After the crystals, pump photons are filtered out by a band
pass filter at 810˘ 5nm. A lens f11 is used to Fourier-image
photon pairs onto an optical plane where an SLM with a
phase object t6. A two-lens imaging system f12 ´ f13 is
then used to image the SLM and the object onto two dif-
ferent parts of an EMCCD camera. A polarizer (P) at 45˝

is positioned before the camera. (b) Photo of the birefrin-
gent object used in the experiment (section of a bird feather).
(c) Spatial phase of the object reconstructed by combining
four anti-diagonal images Γpr,´rq measured for four phase
shifts t0, π{2, π{2, 3π{4u programmed by the SLM. (d) Spa-
tial phase of the same object reconstructed from four minus-
coordinate projections P´pr

´
q. 2.5.106 frames were acquired

to retrieve intensity image and JPD in each case in approx-
imately 17 hours of acquisition. White scale bar is 1 mm.

projection P´ of the filtered JPD in place of the sum-
coordinate projection P` to retrieve the high-resolution
image (Figure 3.f). Even though this image has a bet-
ter pixel resolution, we also observe that it has a lower
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and the presence some hori-
zontal dark stripe artefacts. These effects are due to the
poor quantum efficiency (2.6%) and fill-factor (10.5%) of

the SPAD camera. In addition, note that the object ap-
pears twice in the image (the vertical cat-shape and its
rotated symmetric copy), which is a known consequence
of using a far-field illumination configuration [15, 26] (see
Methods).

Application to quantum holography. We now
demonstrate our technique on two different experimental
quantum holography schemes. The first protocol under
consideration was demonstrated in [15] and its experi-
mental configuration is described in Figure 4.a. Pairs of
photons entangled in space and polarisation illuminate
an SLM and a birefringent phase object t6 positioned
in each half of an optical plane using a far-field illu-
mination configuration. The object and SLM are then
both imaged onto two different parts of an EMCCD cam-
era. The object is a section of a bird feather (Fig. 4.b).
The SLM is used to compensate for optical aberrations
and implement a four phase-shifting holographic pro-
cess by displaying uniform phase patterns with values
t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u (see Methods). In the original proto-
col, four different images are obtained for each step of
the process by measuring the anti-diagonal component
Γpr,´rq of the JPD. These images are then combined
numerically to reconstruct the spatial phase of the bire-
fringent object (Figure 4.c). Using our new JPD pixel
super-resolution approach, the four images are now ob-
tained from the minus-coordinate projection of the JPD
and recombined to retrieve a phase image with improved
spatial resolution (Figure 4.d).

The second protocol is a full-field version of a
N00N-state holographic scheme based on photon pairs
(N=2) [6]. N00N states provide phase measurements
with N-times better sensitivity than classical hologra-
phy [7]. As shown in Figure 5, photon pairs entangled
in space and polarisation pass through an SLM and
illuminate a birefringent object t7. In this case, we
use a near-field configuration and the object, SLM
and EMCCD camera are all positioned in conjugate
image planes. In our experiment, t7 is a checkerboard
birefringent phase pattern composed of 9 square areas
with different phase values (Figure 5.b). The SLM is
used to perform a phase-shifting holographic process at
four phase values t0, π{4, π{2, 3π{4u. Sum-coordinate
projections of four filtered JPDs are measured at each
step of the process and then combined to reconstruct the
object phase image (see Methods) shown in Figure 5.c.
This image has better pixel resolution than the phase
image of the same object retrieved using an equivalent
classical holographic system, shown in Figure 5.d.
Furthermore, it is worth noting that phase values in the
image retrieved using photon pairs are twice those of
the object and the classical phase image, as expected
for N00N-state holography and also as demonstrated in
previous scanning-based imaging approach with N00N
states [6, 7]. In addition to preserving this sensitiv-
ity enhancement, our full-field version of N00N-state
holography then also provides a better pixel resolution,
an advantage that could only be matched with the



6

scanning version by increasing the acquisition time by
at least a factor of four. The range of applications can
be extended to non-birefringent phase objects by using
birefringent plates, as done in differential interference
contrast microscopy [32, 33].

Conclusion. We have introduced a pixel super-
resolution technique based on the measurement of a
spatially-resolved JPD of spatially-entangled photon
pairs. This approach retrieves spatial information
about an object that is lost due to pixelation, without
shifting optical elements or relying on prior knowledge.
We demonstrated that this JPD pixel super-resolution
approach can improve the spatial resolution in already
established quantum illumination and entanglement-
enabled holography schemes, as well as in a full-field
version of N00N-state quantum holography, using
different types of illumination (near-field and far-field)
and different single-photon-sensitive cameras (EMCCD
and SPAD). Our approach has the advantage that it
can be used immediately in quantum imaging schemes
based on photon pairs, and even in some cases by
only reprocessing already acquired data. In addition,
our approach can also be implemented in any classical
imaging system limited by pixelation, after substituting
the classical source by a source of entangled photon pairs
with similar properties. Indeed, contrary to classical
pixel super-resolution techniques, such as shift-and-add
approaches [30], wavelength scanning [34] and machine-
learning-based algorithms [35], our JPD super-resolution
approach has the strong advantage that it does not
require displacing optical elements in the system or
having prior knowledge about the object being imaged.
Our JPD pixel super-resolution approach can therefore
benefit all quantum and classical imaging applications
in which the spatial resolution is limited by the camera
pixel size.

(a)

Laser 

*

Paired
BBO

BPF

EMCCD
 

t7 f19f18f17f16SLM

P

f15f14

45°

(b)

x (a.u.)

y 
(a

.u
.)

-1

-1
1

0
2
π

Ph
ase (rad

)

y+
 (

p
ix

el
s)

1
2
0

-1
2
0

20-20

-8
0

-4
0

x+ (pixels) 120-120

(c)

1

y 
(p

ix
el

s)
6
0

-6
0

x (pixels) 60-60

(d)

10-10

-4
0

-2
0
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holography. (a) Experimental setup. Pairs of photons en-
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birefringent phase pattern composed of 9 squared areas with
different phase values uniformly distributed in r0, 2πs created
using another SLM. (c) Spatial phase image obtained by com-
bining four sum-coordinate projections P`pr

`
q measured for

four different phase shifts t0, π{4, π{2, 3π{4u programmed by
the SLM. (d) Spatial phase of the same object reconstructed
by classical holography after replacing the source of photon
pairs by a laser at 810 nm and 45˝ polarisation and measuring
four intensity images measured for four different phase shifts
t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u. 2.107 frames were acquired to retrieve the
JPD in each case in approximately 30 hours of acquisition.
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METHODS

Experimental layouts. Experiment in Figure 1.a:
BBO crystal has dimensions of 0.5 ˆ 5 ˆ 5 mm and is
cut for type I SPDC at 405 nm with a half opening
angle of 3 degrees (Newlight Photonics). It is slightly
rotated around horizontal axis to ensure near-collinear
phase matching of photons at the output (i.e. ring
collapsed into a disk). The pump is a continuous-wave
laser at 405 nm (Coherent OBIS-LX) with an output
power of approximately 200 mW and a beam diameter
of 0.8˘0.1 mm. A 650 nm-cut-off long-pass filter is used
to block pump photons after the crystals, together with
a band-pass filter centred at 810 ˘ 5 nm. The camera
is an EMCCD (Andor Ixon Ultra 897) that operates at
´60˝C, with a horizontal pixel shift readout rate of 17
MHz, a vertical pixel shift every 0.3 µs, a vertical clock
amplitude voltage of `4V above the factory setting and
an amplification gain set to 1000. It has a 16µm pixel
pitch. Exposure time is set to 2 ms. The camera speed
is about 100 frames per second (fps) using a region of
interest of 100ˆ100 pixels. The two-lens imaging system
f1´f2 in Fig. 1.a is represented by two lenses for clarity,
but is composed of a series of 6 lenses with focal lengths
45 mm - 75 mm - 50 mm - 150 mm - 100 mm - 150
mm. The first and the last lens are positioned at focal
distances from the crystal and the object, respectively,
and the distance between two lenses in a row equals the
sum of their focal lengths. Similarly, the second two-lens
imaging system f3 ´ f4 in Figure 1.a is composed of a
series of 4 consecutive lenses with focal lengths 150mm -
50 mm - 75 mm - 100 mm arranged as in the previous
case.
Experiment in Figure 3.a: Laser, camera and photon-
pairs source are the same than in Figure 1.a. Exposure
time is set to 6 ms. The two-lens imaging system f5´ f6
is composed of two lenses with focal lengths 35 mm and
75 mm. The single-lens imaging system f7 is composed
of one lens with focal length 50 mm positioned at a
distance of 100mm from both objects and the camera.
The same setup was used in [12].
Experiment in Figure 3.d: BBO crystal has dimensions
5 ˆ 5 ˆ 1mm cut for type-I SPDC at 355nm with a
half opening angle of 3 degrees (Newlight Photonics).
It is slightly rotated around horizontal axis to ensure
near-collinear phase matching of photons at the output
(i.e. ring collapsed into a disk). The pump is the third
harmonic at 347 nm of a femtosecond pulsed laser with
100 MHz repetition rate, 80 mW average power and
beam-diameter of approximately 0.5 mm (Chromacity).
The SPAD camera is the SwissSPAD2 [36]. It has a
total of 512ˆ 512 pixels, a fill-factor of 10.5%, a photon
detection efficiency of 2.6%, a pixel pitch of 16.83 µm
and a frame rate of 370 fps. The Fourier-imaging system
f8 is composed of one lens with focal length 45 mm.
The two-lens imaging system f9 ´ f10 is composed of
two lenses with focal lengths 100 mm and 50 mm. The
same setup was used in [26].

Experiment in Figure 4.a: The paired set of stacked
BBO crystals have dimensions of 0.5 ˆ 5 ˆ 5 mm each
and are cut for type I SPDC at 405 nm. They are
optically contacted with one crystal rotated by 90
degrees about the axis normal to the incidence face.
Both crystals are slightly rotated around horizontal and
vertical axis to ensure near-collinear phase matching
of photons at the output (i.e. rings collapsed into
disks). The pump laser and camera are the same than
in Figure 1.a. A 650 nm-cut-off long-pass filter is used
to block pump photons after the crystals, together with
a band-pass filter centred at 810 ˘ 5 nm. The SLM is a
phase only modulator (Holoeye Pluto-2-NIR-015) with
1920 ˆ 1080 pixels and a 8 µm pixel pitch. For clarity,
it is represented in transmission in Figure 4.a, but was
operated in reflection. Exposure time is set to 3 ms.
The camera speed is about 40 frame per second using
a region of interest of 200 ˆ 200 pixels. The single-lens
Fourier imaging system f11 is composed of a series of
three lenses of focal lengths 45 mm - 125 mm - 150 mm.
The first and last lenses are positioned at focal distance
from the crystal and the object-SLM plane, respectively,
and the distance between each pair of lenses equals
the sum of their focal lengths. The two-lens imaging
system f12 ´ f13 is in reality composed by a series of 4
lenses with focal lengths 150 mm - 75 mm - 75 mm -
100 mm. The first and the last lens are positioned at
focal distances from respectively the SLM-object and
the camera, respectively, and the distance between two
lenses in a row equals the sum of their focal lengths.
The same setup was used in [15] and in section 5 of the
supplementary document.
Experiment in Figure 5.a: Laser, camera, SLM, filters
and photon-pairs source are the same than in Figure 4.a.
The two-lens imaging system f14 ´ f15 is composed of
a series of 4 lenses with focal lengths 45 mm - 75 mm
- 50 mm - 150 mm. They are arranged so that the
first and last lenses are positioned at focal length from
the crystal and the SLM, respectively, and the distance
between each pair of lenses equals the sum of their
focal lengths. The two-lens imaging system f16 ´ f17
is composed of two lenses with focal lengths 100 mm
and 150 mm. Similarly, the second two-lens imaging
system f18 ´ f19 in Figure 1.a is in reality composed
of a series of 4 lenses with focal lengths 150mm -
50 mm - 75 mm - 100 mm, arranged as for f14 ´ f15.
More details in section 6 of the supplementary document.

JPD measurement with a camera. Γpr1, r2q,
where r1 and r2 are positions of camera pixels, is mea-
sured by acquiring a set of N ` 1 frames tIlulPrr1,N`1ss

using a fixed exposure time and then processing them
using the formula:

Γpr1, r2q “
1

N

N
ÿ

l“1

rIlpr1qIlpr2q ´ Ilpr1qIl`1pr2qs (2)

In all the results of our work, N was on the order
of 106 ´ 107 frames. However, it is essential to note
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that not all the JPD values can be directly measured
using this process. When using an EMCCD camera,
(i) correlation values at the same pixel, i.e. Γpr, rq,
cannot be directly measured because Equation 2 is
only valid for different pixels r1 ‰ r2 [27], and (ii)
and correlation values between vertical pixels, i.e.
Γpr, r ˘ kyeyq (where ky is an integer that defines
the position of a pixel above or bellow r), cannot be
measured because of the presence of charge smearing
effects. To circumvent this issue in practice, these values
are interpolated from neighbouring correlation values of
the JPD i.e. rΓpr, r ` exq ` Γpr, r ´ exqs{2 Ñ Γpr, rq
and rΓpr, r ˘ kyey ` exq ` Γpr, r ˘ kyey ´ exqs{2 Ñ

Γpr, r ˘ kyeyq, as detailed in [5]. As a result, the gain
in resolution along the x-axis in the experiments using
near-field imaging configurations (Figure 1.a, 3.a, 6.a) is
not optimal. However, it is important to note that the
gain in pixel resolution along the y-axis is not affected
by this interpolation technique. Therefore, the spectral
analyses performed in Figures 1 and 2 are also not
impacted because the grid-objects used are horizontal
(no spectral component on the x-axis) and all the
resulting spectral curves are obtained by summing along
the x-axis. In addition, this interpolation also does not
affect experiments using far-field illumination configura-
tions in Figures 3.d and 5.a because the JPD diagonals
do not contain any relevant imaging information (that
is in the JPD anti-diagonals). More details are provided
in [27] and in section 1 of the supplementary document.

JPD pixel super-resolution in far-field illumina-
tion configuration. When an object is illuminated by
photon-pairs using a far-field illumination configuration
(i.e. the crystal is Fourier-imaged on the object), the
JPD super-resolution technique must be adapted and the
sum-coordinate projection P` cannot be used to retrieve
the high-resolution image. Indeed, assuming an ideal
imaging system and near-perfect spatial correlations
between photon pairs [28], the JPD measured by the
camera using a far-field illumination configuration can
be written as:

Γpr1, r2q “ |tpr1qtpr2qδpr1 ` r2q|
2
, (3)

where δ is a Dirac delta function. Information about
the object can then be retrieved by displaying the
anti-diagonal component of the JPD i.e. Γpr,´rq “
|tprq|2|tp´rq|2. Γpr,´rq is the quantity that is conven-
tionally measured and used in all photon-pairs-based
imaging schemes using a far-field illumination configu-
ration [13, 15, 26]. Interestingly, it is also possible to
retrieve information about the object by integrating the
JPD along its minus-coordinate axis:

P´pr
´q “

ż

Γpr, r` r´qdr “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t

ˆ

r´

2

˙

t

ˆ

´r´

2

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

, (4)

where P´ is defined as the minus-coordinate projection
of the JPD and r´ is the minus-coordinate variable.

Each value P´pr
´q is obtained by adding all the values

Γpr1, r2q located on a diagonal of the JPD defined
by r1 ´ r2 “ r´. An essential point in Eq. 4 is the
presence of a scaling factor 1{2 in the spatial variable.
In a discrete space, it means that P´ is an image of
the object sampled over twice as many points as the
number of pixels of the sensor. In theory, calculating the
minus-coordinate projection of the JPD can therefore
achieve pixel super-resolution and potentially retrieved
lost spatial information of undersampled objects. How-
ever, it is important to note that the JPD anti-diagonal
Γpr,´rq and minus-coordinate projection P´ images are
not directly proportional to |tprq| as in the near-field
configuration, but to |tprq||tp´rq|, which does not always
enable to retrieve |t| without ambiguity. In works using
a far-field illumination configuration, this problem is
solved by illuminating t with only half of the photon
pairs beam (i.e. tpx, y ď 0q “ 1). The object then
appears in double in the retrieved image (object and its
symmetric), but no information is lost.

JPD filtering. Figure 6.a shows the sum-coordinate
projection P´ calculated using equation 1 from the
unfiltered JPD measured in Figure 1.a. This image is
very noisy and does not reveal the object. To solve this
issue, a filtering method is applied and consists in setting
to 0 all values of the JPD that have a negligible weight
(i.e. values close to zero) so that their associated noise
does not contribute when performing the integration.
To perform this selection efficiently, correlation values
with the lowest weights are not selected individually
but by groups. To distinguish these groups, we must
differentiate the two cases of an object illuminated by
photon pairs using (i) a near-field illumination config-
uration (Figures 1.a, 3.a and 5.a) and (ii) a far-field
configuration (Figures 3.d and 4.a).
Near-field configuration: Using a near-field illumina-
tion configuration, each group corresponds to all the
correlation values located in a specific JPD diagonal
Γpr, r ` r´q, where r´ defines the position of the
diagonal. To assess the weights of the different JPD
diagonals, the minus-coordinate projection of the JPD
(noted P´) is calculated using the integration defined
in Eq. 4. Each value P´pr

´q is the sum of all the
correlation values Γpr1, r2 ` r´q located on the diagonal
defined by r1 ´ r2 “ r´ and therefore provides a direct
estimation of the corresponding diagonal weight. For
example, Fig. 6.b shows the minus-coordinate projection
obtained using the JPD measured in the experiment
of Fig. 1.a. We observe that only a small number
of diagonals (values around the center in P´) have
significant weights, while all the others are almost zero.
By applying a threshold, only the highest values of P´
are kept, which in the case of the experiment in Fig. 1.a
corresponds to keeping values of the main JPD diagonal
Γpr, rq (i.e. center pixel of P´) and those of the 8 other
diagonals directly above and bellow i.e. Γpr, r ˘ exq,
Γpr, r ˘ eyq and Γpr, r ˘ ex ˘ eyq (direct-neighbour
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around the center pixel in P´). After filtering the JPD,
the integration in Eq. 1 is performed and a normalisation
process is used (see next Methods section) to retrieve
the low-noise high-resolution image shown in Fig. 1.c.
Far-field configuration: Using a far-field illumination
configuration, the process is the same as in the near-field
configuration described above after inverting the roles
played by the minus-coordinate P´ and sum-coordinate
P` projections. In this configuration, the JPD sum-
coordinate projection P` enables to assess the weights of
the different group of correlations values associated with
specific JPD anti-diagonals. For example, Figure 6.c
shows P` measured using the experiment in Figure 4.a,
in which a peak of correlation is well visible. By
applying a threshold on this image, only the highest
values of P` are kept (i.e. those in the correlation peak),
which corresponds to keeping values of the main JPD
anti-diagonal Γpr,´rq (i.e. pixel at the center of the
peak) and those of the 8 other anti-diagonals directly
above and bellow i.e. Γpr,´r ˘ exq, Γpr,´r ˘ eyq and
Γpr, r˘ ex˘ eyq (i.e. pixel surrounding the center of the
peak). After filtering the JPD, the integration in Eq. 4 is
performed and a normalisation process is used (see next
Methods section) to retrieve a low-noise high-resolution
image.
Symmetric roles of P` and P´: We underline that
both the sum-coordinate P` and minus-coordinate P´
projections of the JPD are used in both near-field and
far-field configurations, but their roles are different. In
a near-field configuration, P´ is first calculated from the
measured JPD to apply the filtering process, and then
P` is calculated to retrieve the high-resolution image
from the filtered JPD. In a far-field configuration, P`
is first calculated from the measured JPD to apply the
filtering process, and then P´ is calculated to retrieve
the high-resolution image from the filtered JPD. More
details are provided section 4 of the supplementary
document.

Normalisation. Figure 6.d shows the sum-coordinate
projection P` directly calculated from the filtered JPD
measured in the experiment in Figure 1.a. We observe
that this image has an artefact taking the form of
inhomogeneous horizontal and vertical stripes. This
artefact is very similar to this commonly observed in
shift-and-add super-resolution techniques [30] and is
often refereed as a ’motion error artefact’. In our case,
it originates from the approximation made when sub-
stituting the integration in Equation 1 by a summation
in a discrete space to calculate P`, and also from the
JPD filtering. Using an analogy with the shift-and-add
technique, our problem is equivalent to a situation
in which the different shifted low-resolution images
were measured using sources with different averaged
intensity during the first step of the process. Then,
when these low-resolution images are recombined into a
high-resolution one (second step of shift-and-add), the
artefact appears in the resulting image because some
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Figure 6. (a) Sum-coordinate projection of the JPD P`pr
`
q

measured in the experiment in Figure 1.a without filtering.
(b) Minus-coordinate projection image of the JPD P´pr

´
q

measured in the experiment in Figure 1.a without filtering.
(c) Sum-coordinate projection of the JPD P`pr

`
q measured

in the experiment in Figure 4.a without filtering. (d) Sum-
coordinate projection of the JPD P`pr

`
q measured in the

experiment in Figure 1.a after filtering and before normalisa-
tion.

pixels placed next to each others were not acquired using
the same intensity. In practice, the most basic way to
remove this artefact is to normalise each low-resolution
image by its total average intensity, so that neighbouring
pixels in the high-resolution image are at the same
level. We use such a normalisation approach in our
work by dividing all values of the non-zero diagonals
in the filtered JPD by their spatial average value i.e.
Γpr, r ` r´q Ñ Γpr, r ` r´q{

ř

r Γpr, r ` r´q, where r´

identifies a specific JPD diagonal. After normalisation,
Figure 1.c is obtained. In the case of far-field illumi-
nation, the same normalisation is applied to the values
of the non-zero anti-diagonals in the filtered JPD i.e.
Γpr,´r` r`q Ñ Γpr,´r` r`q{

ř

r Γpr,´r` r`q, where
r` identifies a specific JPD anti-diagonal.
In some cases, such as in Fig. 4.f, the artefact is
reduced but still visible in the resulting image even after
normalisation. The persistence of this artefact is due
the fact that the anti-diagonals are not only different in
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terms of their average intensity (that can be corrected
by normalisation), but they are also different in terms
of their spatial shape. By analogy to shift-and-add, a
similar artefact would be present if the different shifted
low-resolution images were measured using sources of
light with different distribution of spatial intensity.
In the experiment shown in Figure 4.d, the difference
in spatial shape of the JPD anti-diagonals originates
from the poor quality of the SPAD camera sensor, in
particular from its very low fill-factor (10.5%), that can
create spatial inhomogeneities in the coincidence values
measured for different pair of pixels depending on how
the sensor is positioned relative to the source and the
object. To further reduce this artefact, one could use
more complex normalisation algorithms, such as L1

or L2 norms minimisation approaches [37] and kernel
regression [38], that are commonly used in shift-and-add.

Full-field N00N-state quantum holography.
In the holographic process used in full-field N00N-state
holography (Fig. 5.a), different JPDs are measured for
different uniform phase values programmed on the SLM.
For each phase value α, the sum-coordinate projection of
the JPD (noted Pα`) is proportional to 1`cosp2∆θ´2αq,
where ∆θ “ θH ´ θV with θH (resp. θV ) the horizontal
(resp. vertical) phase component of t7. To reconstruct
the phase image (Figure 5.c), JPD projections measured
for four phases α P t0, π{4, π{2, 3π{4u are recombined us-

ing the formula: argrP 0
`´P

π{2
` `ipP

π{4
` ´P

3π{4
` qs “ 2∆θ.

To retrieve the classical phase image (Fig. 5.d), the
photon pair source is first substituted by a collimated
laser beam at 810nm and polarized at 45˝. Then, as
conventionally done in quantitative phase imaging [39],
four intensity images (noted Iα) are measured for four
different constant phase value programmed on the SLM
α P t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u and combined using the formula
argrI0´ Iπ` ipIπ{2´ I3π{2qs “ ∆θ to retrieve the spatial
phase of the object θ. More details are provided section
6 of the supplementary document, including images of
JPD projections measured for each phase value and a
description of the equivalent classical holography experi-
ment used to retrieved the phase image shown in Fig. 5.d

Residual aliased peak in the JPD projec-
tion. As detailed in [27], the use of Eq. 2 to measure
the JPD with an EMCCD camera is not perfect and a
residual background B is also retrieved i.e. Γpr1, r2q`B.
This background originates from the fluctuations of the
EMCCD camera gain during the acquisition process. B
is proportional to αIpr1qIpr2q ` βpIpr1q ` Ipr2qq ` γ,
where α, β and γ are constant experimental parameters,
and Iprq is the intensity value at pixel r. In most
experiments, B is negligible compared to Γ and is just
ignored. However, when performing the experiment
with a high-frequency grid-shaped object of period 1.6
pixels (Fig. 2.c), most of the information in Γ is lost (all
harmonics ą 1 cycles/pixel are cut in the blue curve)
while some low frequency content of the intensity image

(red curve), including in particular the aliased peak at
0.39 cycles/pixel, are still retrieved. These asymmetric
losses level the ratio between Γ and B in favour of B,
making the aliased peak at 0.39 cycles/pixel in the blue
curve (due to B) a bit more visible relative to this at
0.61 cycles/pixel (due to Γ). More details are provided
section 1 of the supplementary document.
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Supplementary
document

I. DETAILS ON THE JOINT PROBABILITY
DISTRIBUTION (JPD) MEASUREMENT

This section provides more details about the measure-
ment of the spatially resolved JPD of photon pairs using
a Electron Multiplied Charge Coupled Device (EMCCD)
or single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD) camera. Fur-
ther theoretical details can be found in [27], [5] and [26].

A. JPD measurement.

EMCCD ans SPAD cameras can be used to reconstruct
the (a) intensity distribution Iprq and (b) the spatial joint
probability distribution Γpr1, r2q of photon pairs, where
r, r1 and r2 are positions of pixels. To do that, the
camera first acquires a set of N ` 1 frames tIlulPrr1,N`1ss

using a fixed exposure time and without using a threshold
in the case of EMCCD camera. Then:

(a) The intensity image is reconstructed by averaging
over all the frames:

Iprq “
1

N

N
ÿ

l“1

Ilprq (5)

(b) The JPD is reconstructed by performing the fol-
lowing substation:

Γpr1, r2q “
1

N

N
ÿ

l“1

Ilpr1qIlpr2q ´
1

N

N
ÿ

l“1

Ilpr1qIl`1pr2q

(6)

Under illumination by the photon pairs, intensity corre-
lations in the left term of Equation 6 originate from de-
tections of both real coincidences (two photons from the
same entangled pair) and accidental coincidences (two
photons from two different entangled pairs), while inten-
sity correlations in the second term originate only from
photons from different entangled pairs (accidental coinci-
dence) because there is zero probability for two photons
from the same entangled pair to be detected in two suc-
cessive images. A subtraction between these two terms
leaves only genuine coincidences, that are proportional
to the spatial JPD of the pairs.

B. Interpolation of some JPD values measured
with an EMCCD camera.

Using an EMCCD camera, not all correlation values of
the JPD can be measured using Equation 6, in particular
those (a) at the same pixel i.e. Γpr, rq and (b) and those
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Figure 7. Interpolation of JPD values when using
EMCCD camera. (a) Conditional image Γpr1, r2q for a
reference pixel r1 “ p´5, 3q directly obtained from the JPD
measured in the experiment described in Figure 1.a without
interpolating the pixel values. (b) Same conditional image
obtained after interpolating the diagonal values Γpr, rq of the
measured JPD. (c) Same conditional image obtained after
interpolating all the values Γpr, r ˘ kyeyq of the measured
JPD, where ky is an integer that correspond to an arbitrary
number of vertical pixel above or bellow r, and ey is the unit
vector pixel in the y-axis.

between vertical neighbouring pixels i.e. Γpr, r ˘ eyq

(where ey is the unit pixel vector in transverse direction
y):

(a) As demonstrated in theory in [27], Equation 6 is
not valid for r1 “ r2. For example, Figure 7.a
shows a conditional image Γpr1, r2q for a reference
pixel r1 “ p´5, 3q obtained from the JPD mea-
sured in the experiment described in Figure 1.a of
the manuscript using Equation 6. In this image, we
observe that the value at r2 “ r1 is more than 103

times brighter than the other images values, con-
firming that this value is wrong. In practice, this
issue is solved by interpolating all the values in the
diagonal Γpr, rq using neighbouring correlation val-
ues on the same row: rΓpr, r`exq`Γpr, r´exqs{2 Ñ
Γpr, rq (ex is the unit pixel vector in transverse di-
rection x). Figure 7.b shows the conditional image
Γpr1, r2q for r1 “ p´5, 3q obtained after interpolat-
ing the pixel value at r2 “ r1. More details in [5].

(b) However, we still observe in Figure 7.b the pres-
ence of artefacts in the values at positions r2 “
r1 ˘ kyey, where ky is an integer that defines the
position of a pixel above or bellow r1. These
artefacts are due to cross-talk between pixels lo-
cated on the same column of the EMCCD camera,
originating from the so-called charge smearing ef-
fect [5]. In practice, these values are interpolated
using neighbouring correlation values on the same
row: rΓpr, r ` exq ` Γpr, r ´ exqs{2 Ñ Γpr, rq and
rΓpr, r ˘ kyey ` exq ` Γpr, r ˘ kyey ´ exqs{2 Ñ
Γpr, r˘ kyeyq. Figure 7.c shows the resulting con-
ditional image Γpr1, r2q for r1 “ p´5, 3q after in-
terpolating the pixel values.
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C. Interpolation of some JPD values measured
with an EMCCD camera.

Similar issues are encountered when measuring the
JPD with a SPAD camera, as shown in Figure 3.d of the
manuscript. (a) Equation 6 is not valid for r1 “ r2 and
therefore cannot be used to measure the main diagonal
Γpr, rq. (b) The presence of cross-talk between neigh-
bouring pixels of the SPAD camera also corrupt the val-
ues in the 8 other diagonals Γpr, r˘ex˘eyq. In practice,
this problem can be solved by setting all these values to 0
and using another configuration than a near-field illumi-
nation configuration to perform imaging. In Figure 3.d
of the manuscript, we did that by using a far-field illumi-
nation so that the image information content is located
in the anti-diagonal components of the JPD and not on
its diagonals. More details in [26].

D. Residual term in the measured JPD using
EMCCD camera.

The use of Equation 6 to measure the JPD with an EM-
CCD camera is not perfect and a residual background B
is also retrieved: Γpr1, r2q ` B. This problem is studied
in [27]. This background term originates from the fluctu-
ations of the EMCCD camera gain during the acquisition
process, for example due to temperature drifts and varia-
tions in the high voltage clock amplitude. B is a complex
term proportional to αIpr1qIpr2q`βpIpr1q` Ipr2qq` γ,
where Iprq is the intensity value at pixel r, and α, β and γ
are constant experimental parameters depending on the
mean and variance values of the camera gain and elec-
tronic noise. In practice, B is often negligible compared
to Γ and can be ignored in most experiments. However,
because Γ and B do not have the same spatial frequency
content, spatial filtering effects can create asymmetric
losses and level these two terms in favor of B. In partic-
ular, it is the case in Figure 2.c of the manuscript where
spatial frequency contents are filtered asymmetrically by
pixellation.

II. JPD PROJECTIONS IN A PIXELATED
SPACE.

In the experiments shown in our work, the measured
JPDs Γ takes the form of a 4-dimensional matrix con-
taining pMY ˆMXq

4 elements, where MY ˆMX corre-
sponds the size of the illuminated region of the camera
sensor. An element of the matrix is written Γpr1, r2q,
where r1 “ x1ex ` y1ey and r2 “ x2ex ` y2ey are the
spatial coordinates of two pixels. These coordinates are
discrete: xi P r1,MX s and yi P r1,MY s (where i “ 1 or
2). In our work, the information content of Γ is analysed
using two types of projections:

1. In theory, the sum-coordinate projection is defined

as:

P`pr
`q “

ż

Γpr, r` ´ rqdr. (7)

In practice, it is calculated using the discrete space
formula:

P`pr
`q “

MX
ÿ

x“1

MY
ÿ

y“1

Γpr, r` ´ rq. (8)

where r “ xex ` yey. It represents the proba-
bility of detecting pairs of photons generated in
all symmetric directions relative to the position
r` “ x`ex ` y

`ey.

2. In theory, the sum-coordinate projection is defined
as:

P´pr
´q “

ż

Γpr, r` ` rqdr. (9)

In practice, it is calculated using the discrete space
formula:

P´pr
´q “

MX
ÿ

x“1

MY
ÿ

y“1

Γpr, r´ ` rq. (10)

where r “ xex ` yey. This represents the prob-
ability for two photons of a pair to be detected in
coincidence between pairs of pixels separated by an
oriented distance r´ “ x´ex ` y

´ey.

III. SIMULATIONS OF THE JPD PIXEL
SUPER-RESOLUTION TECHNIQUE

A. Near-field illumination configuration.

Figure 8 shows a 1D simulation illustrating the prin-
ciple of our technique when using a near-field illumina-
tion configuration. In such a simple imaging configura-
tion, described in Figure 8.a, a thin type-I BBO crys-
tal is illuminated by a collimated blue pump laser to
produce spatially-entangled photon pairs. Crystal sur-
face, object (grid-shape) and camera are positioned in
the same optical plane. In this simulation, photon-pairs
are considered to be strongly correlated in space [28]:

Γpx1, x2q « |tpx1qtpx2qδpx1 ´ x2q|
2
, where δ is a Dirac

delta function. Figure 8.b shows the JPD of photon-pairs
measured without the object. The JPD is 2D-matrix be-
cause the imaging system is 1D. The intense diagonal
visible in the JPD is a clear signature of the near-perfect
position correlations between photon pairs. After insert-
ing the object, the diagonal of the JPD becomes modu-
lated by the object shape (Figure 8.c). Figure 8.d shows
the JPD after pixellation. Figure 8.e shows the JPD
sum-coordinate projection, obtained by summing corre-
lation values along the anti-diagonals. This projection
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Figure 8. Simple illustration of JPD pixel super-
resolution using a near-filed illumination configura-
tion. (a) 1D scheme for imaging with spatially-entangled
photon pairs using a near-field illumination configuration.
Crystal surface, object and camera are positioned in the same
optical plane. (b) JPD without object. (c) JPD with object.
(d) JPD with object after pixellation. (e) Sum-coordinate
projection of the JPD. (f) Minus-coordinate projection of the
JPD.

enables to retrieve a pixel super-resolved image of the
object i.e. |tpx{2q|2. Figure 8.f shows the JPD minus-
coordinate projection, obtained by summing correlation
values along the diagonals. This projection shows an in-
tensity correlation peak and is used in our work to select
diagonals with the highest weights in the JPD filtering
process (see section IV).

B. Far-field illumination configuration.

Figure 9 shows a 1D simulation illustrating the prin-
ciple of our technique when using a far-field illumina-
tion configuration. In this simple configuration, de-
scribed in Figure 9.a, a thin type-I BBO crystal is
illuminated by a collimated blue pump laser to pro-
duce spatially-entangled photon pairs. The crystal sur-
face is Fourier-imaged onto the object, that is imaged
onto the camera. In this simulation, photon-pairs are
considered to be strongly correlated [28]: Γpx1, x2q «

|tpx1qtpx2qδpx1 ` x2q|
2

(where δ is a Dirac delta func-
tion). The object has a grid shape is positioned in only
half of the optical plane (the other half is empty). Fig-
ure 9.b shows the JPD of photon-pairs measured without
the object. The JPD is a 2D-matrix because the imaging
system is 1D. The intense anti-diagonal visible in the JPD
is a clear signature of the strong momentum correlations
between photon-pairs. After inserting the object, we ob-
serve that each half of the JPD anti-diagonal become
modulated by the object shape (Figure 9.d). Figure 8.d
shows the JPD after pixellation. Figure 8.e shows the
JPD sum-coordinate projection, obtained by summing
correlation values along the anti-diagonals. This projec-
tion shows a intensity correlation peak and is used in our
work to select anti-diagonals with the highest weights
in the JPD filtering process (see section IV). Figure 8.f
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Figure 9. Simple illustration of JPD pixel super-
resolution using a far-filed illumination configuration.
(a) 1D scheme for imaging with spatially-entangled photon
pairs using a far-field illumination configuration. Crystal sur-
face is Fourier-imaged onto the object positioned in one half
of the optical plane. Object is imaged on the camera. (b)
JPD without object. (c) JPD with object. (d) JPD with
object after pixellation. (e) Sum-coordinate projection of the
JPD. (f) Minus-coordinate projection of the JPD.

shows the JPD sum-coordinate projection, obtained by
summing correlation values along the diagonals. This
projection enables to retrieve a pixel super-resolved im-
age proportional to |tpx{2q||tp´x{2q|2. Because the ob-
ject is positioned in only one half of the beam, the result-
ing image contains two copies of the pixel-super-resolved
image.

C. 1D simulations of JPD pixel super-resolution.

1D simulations were performed by adapting the in-
tegral formalism of entangled photon pairs propagation
provided in [28] to a matrix formalism computed with
Matlab. Figure 10 shows simulated images of a grid-
shape object (5 pixels period) obtained using a pixelated
sensor and a near-field illumination configuration. Simu-
lation parameters have been chosen to match those used
in the experiment shown in Figure 1.a of the manuscript.
Pixellation effect is well visible by eye when comparing
the ground-truth object (Figure 10.a) to the intensity
image (Figure 10.b). Figure 10.c shows the JPD sum-
coordinate projection providing a better pixel resolution
than the intensity image. Such a better resolution is
confirmed when comparing the spatial frequency spec-
trum of both images in Figure 10.d. Indeed, the JPD
projection spectrum (blue curve) contains harmonics at
0.6 cycles/pixel and 0.8 cycles/pixel, that are absent in
the intensity image spectrum (red curve). These simula-
tion results are in very good accordance with the exper-
imental results obtained in Figure 1 of the manuscript.
Figure 11 shows 1D simulations of spatial spectra cal-
culated from images obtained with grid-shape objects of
different periods. Simulation parameters have been cho-
sen to be close to those used in the experimental results
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Figure 10. 1D simulation of JPD pixel-super-
resolution. (a) Ground-truth image of a grid-shape object
with 5 pixels period (no pixellation). (b) Intensity image of
the object acquired using a pixelated sensor and a near-field
illumination configuration. (c) Sum-coordinate projection of
the JPD acquired using a pixelated sensor and a near-field il-
lumination configuration. (d) Spatial spectrum of the inten-
sity (red curve) and sum-coordinate projection (blue curve)
calculated by discrete Fourier transform. Simulation parame-
ters have been chosen to match those used in the experiment
shown in Figure 1.a of the manuscript.

shown in Figure 2 of the manuscript. These spectra fur-
ther confirm that the JPD sum-coordinate projection en-
ables to retrieve spatial information that are not present
in the intensity image, even in the case where the first
harmonics has a higher frequency than the Nyquist fre-
quency (Figure 11.c). These simulation results are in very
good accordance with the experimental results obtained
in Figure 2 of the manuscript. We however observe two
small differences in Figure 11.c compared to Figure 2.c
of the manuscript: (i) the absence of the residual first
order aliased peak in the JPD projection curve and (ii)
the presence of a second order aliased peak at 0.7 cy-
cles/pixel. (i) is explained by the fact that the simu-
lation do not use Equation 6 to produce the JPD and
therefore does not contain the residual background term
B at the origin of the first order aliased peak in Figure 2.c
of the manuscript (see section I). (ii) is explained by the
fact that no optical frequency cut-off is considered in the
simulation, while it exists in the experiment. Such an
optical cut-off causes a more rapid decrease of the higher
harmonics in the experiment compared to the simulation,
and therefore of their corresponding aliased peaks. The
second order aliased peak is then too weak to be visible
in the experimental spectrum shown in Figure 2.c, but is
visible in the simulated spectrum shown in Figure 11.c.

IV. DETAILS ON JPD FILTERING

The JPD filtering method consists in setting to 0 val-
ues of the JPD that have a negligible weight (i.e. values
close to zero) so that their associated noise do not con-
tribute when performing the integration to calculate the
JPD projection. To perform this selection efficiently, cor-
relations values with the lowest weights are selected by
groups. As explained in Methods, selecting these groups
of correlation values require to differentiate the two cases
of an object illuminated by photon pairs using (i) a near-
field illumination configuration (Figures 1.a, 3.a and 5.a
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Figure 11. 1D simulations of spatial frequency spec-
tra obtained from grid-shape objects with different
periods. Spatial frequency spectrum of intensity image (red
curve) and sum-coordinate projection (blue curve) obtained
by imaging grid-shape object with period of (a) 1{0.35 « 2.9
pixels, (b) 1{0.5 “ 2 pixels and (c) 1{0.65 « 1.5 pixels. Simu-
lation parameters have been chosen to be close to those used in
the experimental results shown in Figure 2 of the manuscript.

of the manuscript) and (ii) a far-field configuration (Fig-
ures 3.d and 4.a of the manuscript). In this section, we
will describe step-by-step the filtering process in the case
of the near-field illumination configuration. The same
process can then be used in the far-field case by invert-
ing the roles of P´ and P`.

A. Image of a JPD diagonal average values.

First, the minus-coordinate projection of the JPD
(noted P´) is calculated using Equation 10. Each
value P´pr

´q is the sum of all the correlation val-
ues Γpr1, r2 ` r´q located on the diagonal defined by
r1 ´ r2 “ r´ and therefore provides a direct estima-
tion of the corresponding diagonal average weight. Fig-
ure 12.a shows the minus-coordinate projection obtained
using the JPD measured in the experiment of Figure 1.a
of the manuscript (only the center area of 10ˆ10 pixels is
shown). We observe that only a small number of diago-
nals (pixels around the centrer) have significant weights,
while all the others are almost zero.

B. Thresholding.

Second, a threshold T is applied to the minus-
coordinate projection to select only the strongest val-
ues of P´ and their associated diagonals in the JPD. If
T “ 0 (no threshold), all JPD values are kept and the
resulting JPD sum-coordinate projection is very noisy
(Figure 12.e, same as Figure 6.a of the manuscript). If
T “ 2% of the image maximum value, only the diagonals
associated with the values located in the area delimited
by the blue line in Figure 12.d are kept, resulting into a
sum-coordinate projection with less noise (Figure 12.f).
For the higher threshold values of T “ 10% (Figure 12.c)
and T “ 50% (Figure 12.d), the noise in the correspond-
ing JPD sum-coordinate projection shown in Figure 12.g
and h is further reduced. In this case, the best quality im-
age is obtained using T “ 50% (Figure 12.g), which cor-
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Figure 12. JPD filtering. (a) Minus-coordinate projec-
tion of the JPD measured in the experiment described in
Figure 1.a of the manuscript before filtering (centred zoom
of 30 ˆ 30 pixels). (b) JPD minus-coordinate projection ob-
tained after using a threshold T “ 2% of the maximum. Val-
ues of the JPD diagonals associated with pixel values out-
side the blue line are set to zero. (c) JPD minus-coordinate
projection obtained after using a threshold T “ 10% of the
maximum. (d) JPD minus-coordinate projection obtained
after using a threshold T “ 10% of the maximum. (e) JPD
sum-coordinate projection obtained without filtering. (f)
JPD sum-coordinate projection obtained after filtering with
threshold T “ 2% of the maximum. (g) JPD sum-coordinate
projection obtained after filtering with a threshold T “ 10%
of the maximum. (h) JPD sum-coordinate projection ob-
tained after filtering with a threshold T “ 50% of the maxi-
mum.

responds to keeping only the correlations values of main
JPD diagonal Γpr, rq (i.e. center pixel of P´) and those
of the 8 other diagonals directly above and bellow i.e.
Γpr, r ˘ exq, Γpr, r ˘ eyq and Γpr, r ˘ ex ˘ eyq (direct-
neighbour around the center pixel in P´). A similar filter-
ing thresholds was used also in all the other experiments
shown in our work, resulting in keeping only the 9 di-
agonals (or anti-diagonals in far-field configuration) with
highest weights. However, note that using the highest
threshold level to keep only 9 diagonals/anti-diagonals is
not necessarily the best solution. For example, if the cor-
relation peak in the projection is asymmetric (e.g. due to
optical aberrations in the imaging system), using a too
high threshold can remove some diagonals in an asym-
metric way and therefore create artefacts in the retrieved
high-resolution image.

V. DETAILS ON ENTANGLEMENT-ENABLED
QUANTUM HOLOGRAPHY

This section provides more details about the entangled-
enabled quantum holography protocol used in Figure 4.a
of the manuscript. This protocol has been introduced
in [15].

A. Theory.

Assuming that photon-pairs are near-perfectly corre-
lated in space [28], the vectorial two-photon wavefunction
Ψ in the object/SLM plane simplifies as:

Ψpr1, r2q “ δpr1 ` r2q
“

tH6 pr1qt
H
6 pr2qeH (11)

` eipαpr1q`αpr2qqtV6 pr1qt
V
6 pr2qeV

‰

where tH6 (resp. tV6 ) is the horizontal (resp. vertical) po-
larization component of the polarisation sensitive object
t6, eH and eV are the unit horizontal and vertical po-
larisation vectors, δ is the Dirac delta function and αprq
is the phase programmed at position r of the SLM. In
the results shown in Figure 4 of the manuscript, t6 is a
birefringent object i.e. tH6 “ |t6|e

θH and tV6 “ |t6|e
θV ,

where θH and θV are the horizontal and vertical polar-
ization components of the object phase, respectively. As
a result, after passing through the polariser at 45˝, the
JPD measured by the camera takes the form of :

Γpr1, r2q “ |t6pr1qt6pr2qδpr1 ` r2q
“

1 (12)

` cos
`

∆θpr1q `∆θpr2q ´ αpr1q ´ αpr2q
˘‰

|2

where ∆θprq “ θHprq ´ θV prq is the object spatial phase
that we are trying to retrieve.

B. Phase image retrieved using JPD anti-diagonals
Γpr,´rq (no pixel super-resolution).

To achieve quantum holography using the conventional
protocol described in [15], only the anti-diagonal compo-
nent of the JPD Γpr,´rq needs to be considered. Taking
into account that in our experiment (Figure 4.a of the
manuscript) the object t6 and the SLM are positioned
on each halves of the optical plane (i.e. t6px ă 0, yq “ 1
and αpx ą 0, yq “ 0), the JPD diagonal measured by the
camera then simplifies as:

Γpr,´rq “ |t6prq|
2 r1` cosp∆θp´rq ´ αprqqs

2
(13)

, for all r “ px ą 0, yq

In the holographic reconstruction process, four JPD anti-
diagonals (noted Γαpr,´rq) are measured for four dif-
ferent uniform phase shifts αprq P t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u pro-
grammed on the SLM. Figures 13.c-f show the four
anti-diagonal images measured at each phase value.
The spatial phase ∆θprq shown in Figure 13.k (and
also in Figure 4.b of the manuscript) is then recon-
structed from these four JPD anti-diagonals using the
formula: argrΓ0pr,´rq ´ Γπpr,´rq ` ipΓπ{2pr,´rq ´
Γ3π{2pr,´rqqs “ ∆θprq. In practice, note also that
a static and non-uniform phase distortion term (noted
Φ0prq) is also present in Equation 13, originating from
the photon generation process [40]. This term is not
shown here for clarify because it is directly compensated
in the experiment by superimposing a correction phase
pattern ´Φ0prq to all the uniform phase α programmed
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Figure 13. Pixel super-resolution in entanglement-
enabled quantum holography. (a) and (b), Intensity
images measured on each half of the camera. c-f, JPD anti-
diagonals Γαpr,´rq measured for α “ 0 (c), α “ π{2 (d),
α “ π (e) and α “ 3π{2 (f). (g-j), JPD minus-coordinate pro-
jections Pα´pr

´
q measured for α “ 0 (g), α “ π{2 (h), α “ π

(i) and α “ 3π{2 (j). (k) Phase image retrieved using the
anti-diagonal images (same as Figure 4.c of the manuscript).
(l) Phase image retrieved using the minus-coordinate projec-
tions (same as Figure 4.d of the manuscript).

on the SLM (see [15] for more details about the phase
correction).

C. Phase image retrieved using JPD
minus-coordinate projections P´pr

´
q (with pixel

super-resolution).

To use our pixel super-resolution approach, the minus-
coordinate projections (noted Pα´) of the JPD is now con-
sidered instead of the anti-diagonal. Taking into account
that in our experiment (Figure 4.a of the manuscript)
the object t6 and the SLM are positioned on each halves
of the optical plane (i.e. t6px ă 0, yq “ 1 and αpx ą
0, yq “ 0), the JPD minus-coordinate is calculated from
Equation 12 and simplifies as:

P´pr
´q “ |t6pr

´{2q|2
“

1` cosp∆θp´r´{2q (14)

´ αpr´{2qq
‰2

, for all r “ px ą 0, yq

In the holographic reconstruction process, four JPD
minus-coordinate projections (noted Pα´pr

´q) are mea-
sured for four different uniform phase shifts αprq P
t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u programmed on the SLM. Figures 13.g-
j show the four minus-coordinate projections measured
at each phase value. The spatial phase ∆θ shown in
Figure 13.l (and also in Figure 4.c of the manuscript) is
finally reconstructed by combining the four JPD minus-
coordination projections using the formula: argrP 0

´pr
´q´

Pπ´pr
´q` ipP

π{2
´ pr´q´P

3π{2
´ pr´qqs “ ∆θpr´{2q. The re-

sulting phase image has a better spatial resolution than
the one shown in Figure 13.k measured using the conven-

tional entanglement-enabled quantum holographic pro-
cess.

VI. DETAILS ON FULL-FIELD NOON STATE
QUANTUM HOLOGRAPHY

The use of optical NOON-state (N=2) for holographic
imaging has been demonstrated by Ono et al [6] using
a raster-scanning approach. In our work, we extended
it to full-field imaging using the experiment described in
Figure 5.a.

A. Theory.

Assuming that photon-pairs are near-perfectly corre-
lated in space [28], the vectorial two-photon wavefunc-
tion Ψ in the object plane of the experiment described
in Figure 5.a can be written as:

Ψpr1, r2q “ δpr1 ´ r2q
“

tH7 pr1qt
H
7 pr2qeH (15)

` eipαpr1q`αpr2qqtV7 pr1qt
V
7 pr2qeV

‰

where tH7 (resp. tV7 ) is the horizontal (resp. vertical) po-
larization component of the polarisation sensitive object
t7, eH and eV are the unit horizontal and vertical polar-
isation vectors, δ is the Dirac delta function and αprq is
the phase programmed at position r of the SLM. In the
results shown in Figure 5 of the manuscript, t7 is a bire-
fringent phase object produced by using a second SLM
i.e. tH7 “ eθH and tV7 “ eθV , where θH and θV are the
horizontal and vertical polarization components of the
phase. As a result, after passing through the polariser at
45˝, the JPD measured by the camera takes the form of
:

Γpr1, r2q “ δpr1 ´ r2q
“

1` cos
`

∆θpr1q (16)

` ∆θpr2q ´ αpr1q ´ αpr2q
˘‰2

where ∆θprq “ θHprq ´ θV prq is the object spatial phase
that we are trying to retrieve.

B. Double-phase effect in NOON-state holography
(N=2).

In the experimental configuration shown in Figure 5.a
of the manuscript, photon-pairs accumulate twice the
phase of the object when passing through it at a given
spatial position. In practice, this double-phase effect
is precisely what provides this protocol a better phase
sensitivity compared to classical holography, as already
demonstrated in previous works using raster-scanning
configurations [6, 7]. A simple way to visualise it is to
measure JPD minus-coordinate projections (noted Pα´)
for different uniform phase pattern α programmed on the
SLM with no object in the setup. In this case, Pα´ can
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Figure 14. Double-phase effect. (a - c) JPD minus-
coordinate projections measured using the experiment de-
scribed in Figure 5.a of the manuscript with no object for
different uniform phase values programmed on the SLM (a)
α “ 0, (b) α “ π{4 and (c) α “ π{2 (only central areas of
30 ˆ 30 pixels are shown). (d) JPD minus-coordinate cor-
relation peak values (red curve) and average intensity values
measured with an equivalent classical holography setup (blue
curve) are represented for different α P r0, 2πs. The equiv-
alent classical holography setup is described in section VI E.

be calculated from Equation 16 and takes the following
theoretical form:

P´pr
´q “ |1` cos p2αqq|

2
δpr´q (17)

where the double-phase effect is captured by the presence
of the factor of 2 next to the SLM phase coefficient α.
Figures 14.a-c show JPD minus-coordinate projections
measured for different values of phases (a) α “ 0, (b)
α “ π{4 and (c) α “ π{2 using the experimental setup in
Figure 5.a of the manuscript with no object. As predicted
by Equation 17, correlation value at the center peak (i.e.
peak at r´ “ 0) varies with the value of α. Figure 14.d
shows correlation peak values for 29 values of α P r0, 2πs
(red curve). This curve confirms the sine shape with
a period of 1{2 predicted in Equation 17. As a com-
parison, average intensity values are measured using an
equivalent classical holography setup (see section VI E)
for α P r0, 2πs are measured (blue curve). This curve
shows the classical sine shape curve with a period of 1
(blue curve). Note that the contrast of these sine shape
curves are not unity because the horizontal and verti-
cal polarization components of entangled photons and
classical light beams were not perfectly balanced in our
experiments.
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Figure 15. NOON-state quantum holography using
JPD diagonals and sum-coordinate projections. (a)
Constant intensity image acquired by the camera under
photon-pairs illumination (not sensitive to the SLM phase).
b-e JPD diagonals measured for four different phase values
programmed on the SLM (b) α “ 0, (c) α “ π{4, (d) α “ π{2
and (e) α “ 3π{4. f-i JPD sum-coordinate projections mea-
sured for four different phase values programmed on the SLM
(f) α “ 0, (g) α “ π{4, (h) α “ π{2 and (i) α “ 3π{4. (j)
Phase image retrieved using the JPD diagonals. (k) Phase
image retrieved using the JPD sum-coordinate projections
(same as in Figure 5.c of the manuscript).

C. NOON-state quantum holography using the
JPD diagonal Γpr, rq (no pixel super-resolution).

In the presence of a birefringent phase object t7 in
the experimental setup, the JPD minus-coordinate pro-
jection cannot be used to retrieve its phase component
∆θprq. Instead, the JPD diagonal component Γpr, rq is
considered:

Γpr, rq “ |1` cosp2∆θprq ´ 2αprqq|
2

(18)

In the holographic reconstruction process, four JPD di-
agonals (noted Γαpr,´rq) are then measured for four
different uniform phase shifts αprq P t0, π{4, π{2, 3π{4u
programmed on the SLM. Figures 15.b-e show the four
diagonal images measured at each phase value. The spa-
tial phase 2∆θprq shown in Figure 15.j is finally recon-
structed by combining these four diagonal images us-
ing the formula: argrΓ0pr, rq ´ Γπ{2pr, rq ` ipΓπ{4pr, rq ´
Γ3π{4pr, rqqs “ 2∆θprq. Note that, as predicted by the
theory, the reconstructed phase is twice this of the ob-
ject (i.e. 2∆θprq) because of the double-phase effect.

D. NOON-state quantum holography using the
JPD sum-coordinate projection P` (with pixel

super-resolution).

To use our pixel super-resolution approach, the sum-
coordinate projections (noted Pα`) of the JPD are now
considered instead of the JPD diagonals. The JPD sum-
coordinate projection is calculated using Equation 16:

P`pr
´q “

ˇ

ˇ1` cosp∆θp2r`{2q ´ 2αpr`{2qq
ˇ

ˇ

2
(19)

In the holographic reconstruction process, four JPD
sum-coordinate projections (noted Pα`pr

´q) are mea-
sured for four different uniform phase shifts αprq P
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Figure 16. Equivalent classical holography setup. (a)
Experimental setup used to perform classical holography. It is
the same than this described in Figure 5.a of the manuscript
after substituting the photon-pairs source by a collimated
classical laser beam at 810nm and polarised at 45˝. (b) Phase
image retrieved by classical holography (same as Figure 5.d
of the manuscript). (c-f) Intensity images measured for four
different uniform phase values programmed on the SLM (c)
α “ 0, (d) α “ π{2, (e) α “ π and (f) α “ 3π{2.

t0, π{4, π{2, 3π{4u programmed on the SLM. Fig-
ures 15.f-i show the four sum-coordinate projections mea-
sured at each phase value. The spatial phase 2∆θ shown
in Figure 15.l (and also in Figure 5.c of the manuscript) is
finally reconstructed by combining these four JPD sum-
coordinate projection using the formula: argrP 0

`pr
`q ´

P
π{2
` pr`q ` ipP

π{4
` pr`q ´ P

3π{4
` pr`qqs “ 2∆θpr`{2q. The

resulting phase image has a better spatial resolution than
the one shown in Figure 15.k measured using the JPD di-
agonal. Note that the reconstructed phase is also twice
this of the object (i.e. 2∆θprq) because of the double-
phase effect.

E. Equivalent classical holography setup.

The classical holography setup used to retrieve the
phase in Figure 5.d of the manuscript is shown in Fig-
ure 16.a. It is the same setup than this described
in Figure 5.a of the manuscript after substituting the
photon-pairs source by a collimated classical laser beam
at 810nm and polarised at 45˝. In the holographic recon-
struction process, four intensity images (noted Iα) are
measured for four different uniform phase shifts αprq P
t0, π{2, π, 3π{2u programmed on the SLM. Figures 16.c-f
show the four intensity images measured at each phase
value. The spatial phase of the object ∆θ (Figure 16.b
and Figure 5.d of the manuscript) is finally reconstructed
by combining these four intensity images using the for-
mula: argrI0prq´Iπprq`ipIπ{2prq´I3π{2prqqs “ ∆θpr{2q.
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Figure 17. Phase images of other artificial and real
birefringent objects. (a-c) Phase images of a (a) smiley
face and (b) the number 15 created using another SLM re-
trieved by full-filed NOON-state quantum holography using
the sum-coordinate projections. Phase image of (c) pieces of
scotch tape forming a cross retrieved by full-filed NOON-state
quantum holography (N=2). (d-f) Phase images of the same
(d) smiley face, (e) the number 15 and (f) pieces of scotch
tape retrieved by classical holography.

F. Other artificial and real birefringent phase
objects measured using full-field NOON-state

holography (N=2).

Figure 17 shows phase images of other artificial and
real birefringent objects retreived by NOON-state quan-
tum holography and classical holography. Note that the
range of application of this full-field NOON-state holog-
raphy technique can be extended to non-birefringent
phase objects by using birefringent plates, as done in
differential interference contrast microscopy [32].

VII. DIAGONAL AND ANTI-DIAGONAL
IMAGES

Figure 18 shows diagonal and anti-diagonal images as-
sociated with the experiments shown in Figure 1.a, Fig-
ure 3.a and d, and Figure 5.a of the manuscript.
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Figure 18. Diagonal and anti-diagonal images. (a) Di-
agonal image Γpr, rq measured using the experiment shown
in Figure 1.a of the manuscript. (b) Diagonal image Γpr, rq
measured using the experiment shown in Figure 3.a of the
manuscript. (c) Anti-diagonal image Γpr,´rq measured us-
ing the experiment shown in Figure 3.d of the manuscript.
(d) Diagonal image Γpr, rq measured using the experiment
shown in Figure 5.a of the manuscript.
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