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Abstract: Illumination patterns of computational ghost imaging (CGI) systems suffer from 

reduced contrast when passing through a scattering medium, which causes the effective 

information in the reconstruction result to be drowned out by noise. A two-dimensional (2D) 

Gaussian filter performs linear smoothing operation on the whole image for image denoising. 

It can be combined with linear reconstruction algorithms of CGI to obtain the noise-reduced 

results directly, without post-processing. However, it results in blurred image edges while 

performing denoising and, in addition, a suitable standard deviation is difficult to choose in 

advance, especially in an unknown scattering environment. In this work, we subtly exploit the 

characteristics of CGI to solve these two problems very well. A kind of modified Hadamard 

pattern based on the 2D Gaussian filter and the differential operation features of Hadamard-

based CGI is developed. We analyze and demonstrate that using Hadamard patterns for 

illumination but using our developed modified Hadamard patterns for reconstruction (MHCGI) 

can enhance the robustness of CGI against turbid scattering medium. Our method not only helps 

directly obtain noise-reduced results without blurred edges but also requires only an 

approximate standard deviation, i.e., it can be set in advance. The experimental results on 

transmitted and reflected targets demonstrate the feasibility of our method. Our method helps 

to promote the practical application of CGI in the scattering environment. 

1. Introduction 

Computational ghost imaging (CGI) is highly attractive with its flexible illumination design 

and single-pixel detection feature [1–3]. Different from the conventional thermal ghost imaging 

(GI) system [4,5], the modulation device used in CGI is programmable, such as a digital 

micromirror device (DMD) or spatial light modulator (SLM). Generally, the optical path in a 

CGI system can be divided into modulation device-to-object path (illumination optical path) 

and object-to-single-pixel detector path (detection optical path). Imaging through scattering 

medium techniques have a wide range of practical applications, and CGI has the nature of being 

immune to the scattering medium existing in the detection path. But the contrast of the 

illumination pattern reduces when passing through the scattering medium existing in the 

illumination optical path, which causes the effective information in the reconstruction result to 

be drowned out by noise [6–9].  

Hadamard-based CGI (called HCGI in this paper) [10] performs better in noisy and 

scattering environments compared to random and Fourier basis patterns because of its 

differential measurement feature, as well as the orthogonality and optimizable ordering of 

Hadamard basis patterns [11–13]. Recently, some Hadamard-based anti-scattering CGI 

methods have been proposed to further improve its anti-scattering ability [14–16], but they rely 

on the help of additional measurement techniques, such as optical polarization [14], measuring 

transmission matrix [15], and deep learning algorithms [16].  

One of the advantages of CGI is that patterns used for illumination and reconstruction can 

be set differently to directly achieve specific imaging purposes, without post-processing, such 

as super-resolution [17], edge detection, and anti-noise [18,19]. The 2D Gaussian filtering [20] 

is suitable for direct combination with linear reconstruction algorithms of CGI to obtain noise-
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reduced results since it performs a linear operation on the image [18,19]. However, it results in 

blurred image edges while performing denoising and, in addition, it is difficult but necessary 

to choose a suitable standard deviation in advance in an unknown scattering environment. In 

this work, we demonstrate that these two problems can be solved very well by exploiting the 

designable mapping relationship between patterns used for illumination and image 

reconstruction of CGI and combining them with the differential operation features of HCGI. 

Specifically, we develop modified positive and negative Hadamard patterns based on a 2D 

Gaussian filter and obtain a corresponding modified Hadamard sampling matrix after the 

differential operation. Using the modified Hadamard sampling matrix for image reconstruction 

allows HCGI perform well against the influence of turbid scattering medium. The method of 

generating modified Hadamard patterns is described in section 2. We analyze and demonstrate 

that using Hadamard patterns for illumination but using our developed modified Hadamard 

patterns for reconstruction (called MHCGI in this paper) can enhance the robustness of CGI 

against turbid scattering medium. Our method not only helps directly obtain noise-reduced 

results without blurred edges but also requires only an approximate standard deviation, which 

can be set in advance. Experimental results show that the image quality is considerably 

improved. 

2. Method 

2.1 Generation approach of our modified Hadamard patterns 

Our modified Hadamard patterns are generated in the following three steps. Taking one of the 

series patterns as an example, the flow chart is shown in Fig. 1. 

 

Fig. 1. The flow chart for generating one of the modified Hadamard patterns used for image 

reconstruction. ℎ15 is a 4 ×4 Hadamard pattern containing elements value of ±1, ℎ15
𝑚  is the 

generated modified Hadamard pattern, which is also a part of the corresponding modified 

Hadamard sampling matrix. Step 3 is the most important part of our approach (marked red). 

Step 1: generate a series of Hadamard patterns to be loaded into the DMD for illumination 

as follows: 

The Natural order Hadamard matrix can be obtained by the following function: 
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where H1 = 1, 2n is the order of the Hadamard matrix, n is a positive integer (i.e., 21 is the lowest 

order), and  is the Kronecker product. Assuming that, N = K × K, then each row of the 

Hadamard matrix HN can be reshaped into a K × K matrix as a Hadamard pattern containing 

only values of ±1. Taking N = 2n = 16 (K=4) as an example: 
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each row of H4 can be reshaped into a 2 ×2 matrix: 

 1 2 3 4

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
, , ,

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
h h h h

− −       
= = = =       

− − − −       
  (3) 

however, DMD is a binary ({0,1}) modulator, to realize +1 and -1 modulation, every single 

Hadamard pattern (hi) needs to be divided into a pair of binary patterns (0 or 1), ℎ𝑖
+and ℎ𝑖

−, 

which are illumination patterns to be loaded into DMD, then ℎ𝑖 can be obtained by performing 

the differential operation: 

 i i ih h h+ −= −   (4) 

where ℎ𝑖
+ = (ℎ𝑖 + 1𝑖)/2, ℎ𝑖

− = (1𝑖 − ℎ𝑖)/2, and 1𝑖 is a K × K matrix of ones. Taking ℎ2 as an 

example: 
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  (5) 

that is why differential measurements in Hadamard-based CGI are needed. 

Step 2, generate filtered Hadamard patterns as follows: 

Performing 2D Gaussian filter with standard deviation 𝜎 on ℎ𝑖
+and ℎ𝑖

−, then a series of filtered 

patterns which are grayscale are obtained. Denoting filtered ℎ𝑖
+as ℎ𝑖

+𝑓
, ℎ𝑖

−as ℎ𝑖
−𝑓

, and ℎ𝑖 as ℎ𝑖
𝑓
. 

ℎ𝑖
𝑓

= ℎ𝑖
+𝑓

− ℎ𝑖
−𝑓

, and denoting the corresponding sampling matrix as FHN. To better illustrate, 

taking the reshaped 15th row of H16 (K=4), ℎ15 (a 4 ×4 matrix), as an example here: 
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when the standard deviation of the filter is 1.6, we have a pair of filtered patterns： 
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and ℎ15
𝑓

: 

 
15

0.2376 0.0578 0.0578 0.2376

0.0898 0.0218 0.0218 0.0898

0.0898 0.0218 0.0218 0.0898

0.2376 0.0578 0.0578 0.2376

fh

 
 
 =
 − − − −
 
− − − − 

  (8) 

Step 3, generate our modified Hadamard patterns used for image reconstruction. It is 

important to emphasize that this step is the core of our proposed approach. 

Setting the value of the element in the matrix ℎ𝑖
+𝑓

 corresponding to the position of element +1 

in the matrix ℎ𝑖
+ to +1, the modified positive Hadamard patterns are obtained, denoted as ℎ𝑖

+𝑚. 

And setting the value of the element in the matrix ℎ𝑖
−𝑓

 corresponding to the position of element 

0 in the matrix ℎ𝑖
− to 0, the modified negative Hadamard patterns are obtained, denoted as ℎ𝑖

−𝑚. 

Then our modified Hadamard patterns are obtained by performing the differential operation on 

ℎ𝑖
+𝑚 and ℎ𝑖

−𝑚, that is, ℎ𝑖
𝑚 = ℎ𝑖

+𝑚 − ℎ𝑖
−𝑚, and denoting the corresponding modified Hadamard 

matrix as MHN, which is only used for image reconstruction in MHCGI (our method). Note that 

the “Cake-cutting” ordering [21] of the Hadamard matrix is used in our experiments and 

reconstruction algorithm, and we explain this in the next section. 

 
15 15

1 0.5289 0.5289 1 0 0.4711 0.4711 0

1 0.5109 0.5109 1 0 0.4891 0.4891 0
,

0.4551 1 1 0.4551 0.5449 0 0 0.5449

0.3812 1 1 0.3812 0.6188 0 0 0.6188

m mh h+ −

   
   
   = =
   
   
   

 (9) 

and ℎ15
𝑚  = ℎ𝑖

+𝑚 − ℎ𝑖
−𝑚: 
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The 2D Gaussian filter smooths the whole image, which may cause the high-energy 

components of the pattern to be attenuated as well. However, by our modified operation, 

elements 1 in ℎ𝑖
+𝑚  and elements 0 in ℎ𝑖

−𝑚  ensure the fluctuation properties while filtering. 

Those elements with a value of 1 in ℎ𝑖
𝑚 make it achieves filtering while retaining the original 

high-energy components in the sampling matrix (comparing Eq. (8) with Eq. (10) as an 

example). This helps MHCGI reduce noise without blurring image edges. Also owing to this 

modified operation and the differential operation, the filtered components retained in the 

sampling matrix do not differ much for larger standard deviations. This makes MHCGI less 

stringent in selecting the standard deviation. We prove this feature in Section 3, as shown in 

Fig. 3 and Fig. 5. 



2.2 Image Reconstruction principle of MHCGI 

Nature ordering of Hadamard basis patterns allows for a theoretically perfect reconstruction of 

the image at the full sampling ratio. But it takes a long time. Different sensing basis ordering 

methods of the Hadamard matrix have been proposed to reconstruct the high-quality image at 

low sampling rates, such as “Cake-Cutting” ordering (CC) [21], Walsh ordering [22], and 

“Russian Doll” ordering [23]. We choose the CC ordering of the Hadamard matrix in our 

experiments and reconstruction algorithm, as it performs well against noise and can be easily 

combined with the structured character of the Hadamard matrix to accelerate the computational 

process [15,24,25]. 

An HCGI system acquires target information by projecting a series of ordered Hadamard 

patterns onto an object and simultaneously detecting the corresponding reflected or transmitted 

total light intensity values with a single-pixel detector. Here, the intensity distribution of the 

object is expressed as a 𝑛 × 𝑛 matrix T, the ith projected pattern is expressed as an 𝑛 × 𝑛 matrix 

ℎ𝑖
+  and ℎ𝑖

−  (the same meaning as that in Eq. (4)), and the corresponding detected value is 

expressed as 𝐵𝑖
+ and 𝐵𝑖

−, and 𝐵𝑖 = 𝐵𝑖
+ − 𝐵𝑖

− (the differential measurement in HCGI). 

Permutating the matrix T into an N×1 column vector X (N = 𝑛 × 𝑛). After 2N detection from 

the single-pixel detector, and performing the differential measurement, all bucket values can be 

permutated into an N×1 column vector Y = [𝐵1 ⋯ 𝐵𝑠 ⋯ 𝐵𝑁]T. Then the imaging principle of 

HCGI at full sampling ratio can be modeled as a linear process as follows: 

 NY H X=   (11) 

where HN is the Nature order Hadamard matrix, called sampling matrix in the imaging model, 

which has the same meaning as that in Eq. (1). Since HN is an orthogonal matrix, (𝐻𝑁)𝑇𝐻𝑁 =
𝑞𝐼 holds, where (𝐻𝑁)𝑇 denotes the transposition of the matrix 𝐻𝑁, 𝐼 is the identity matrix of 

size 𝑁 × 𝑁, and q is a real constant equal to N. X is obtained: 

 ( )
1 T

NX H Y
N

=   (12) 

Considering the low sampling ratio situation, HN is ordered according to the CC ordering 

method, denoted as HNC. That is, illumination patterns used in our experiments are CC ordering 

of Hadamard patterns. Assuming that the sampling number is K which is less than N, we obtain 

𝑌𝑁𝐶𝐾 = [𝐵1 ⋯ 𝐵𝐾 ⋯ 𝐵𝑁]𝑇  (𝐾 < 𝑁 ), and [𝐵𝐾+1 ⋯ 𝐵𝑁]𝑇 = 0.  To still solve for X using the 

imaging model of Eq. (12), let the elements of rows K through N of the sampling matrix HNC 

be equal to zero, denoted as HNCK. We have: 

 ( )
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N
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called HCGI in this paper. 

If the 2D Gaussian filtered (with standard deviation, σ) Hadamard patterns (denoting the 

corresponding sampling matrix as FHNCK.) are used for image reconstruction (called FHCGI in 

this paper), the reconstruction result is: 

 ( )
1 T

F NCK NCKX FH Y
N

=   (14) 



by shaping the matrix XF back to an 𝑛 × 𝑛  matrix TF, a filtered (noise-reduce) image is 

reconstructed directly. But we experimentally find the image edges are blurred, and the larger 

the stand deviation, the more pronounced the blurred edges. Besides, it is difficult to choose a 

suitable value of σ in advance in an unknown scattering environment. 

In our proposed MHCGI scheme, the CC ordering of Hadamard patterns (the corresponding 

sampling matrix is HNCK) are used for illuminating the object and the modified Hadamard 

patterns (the corresponding sampling matrix is MHNCK) are used for image reconstruction, we 

have the image reconstruction algorithm of MHCGI: 

 ( )
1 T

M NCK NCKX MH Y
N

=   (15) 

by reshaping the matrix XM back to an 𝑛 × 𝑛 matrix TM, a noise-reduce without blurred edges 

image can be reconstructed directly when existing turbid scattering medium in the illumination 

optical path. And a slightly larger value of σ ensures that the MHCGI works under different 

scattering intensity conditions, that is, the stand deviation can be easily chosen in advance. This 

advantage is attributed to the modified method described in Step 3 of Section 2.1. 

3. Experiments and results 

The schematic diagram of the experimental setup is shown in Fig. 2. A beam of white light 

(emitted by an optical fiber white LED light source) beams onto the DMD to sequentially 

generate a series of modulated designed patterns. Every illumination pattern passes through the 

scattering medium and illuminates the reflective object. The corresponding reflective light 

passes through the scattering medium and detected by a single-pixel detector (SPD). We use 

different concentrations’ emulsions to simulate the effect of scattering medium with different 

scattering intensities. The emulsion is created by mixing a certain amount of whole milk 

(GB25190) with pure water. A transparent container containing 256.5 (2.5cm×11.4cm×9.0cm) 

millimeters of purified water is placed in the illumination optical path. 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, and 

1.0 millimeters (ml) of whole milk are respectively added to the container to represent different 

scattering intensities of the scattering medium. Ambient light is kept on during the whole 

experiment to introduce ambient noise. For more visualization, we record some scenes of a 

Hadamard pattern passing through a turbid scattering medium with different scattering 

intensities, as shown in Fig. S1 and Fig. S2 in Supplement 1. (See Supplement 1 for details). 

The gain of the single-pixel detector and the power of the LED are both constant in the 

experiments with different scattering intensities. 

The image size of every pattern is 64×64 pixels. The pixel size of the DMD is 

13.68um×13.68um, and 12×12 pixels (164.16 um×164.16 um) are combined to produce one 

pixel of the designed pattern. A combined projection lens L1 with a magnification of 5.71× is 

used to project generated patterns onto a reflective object.  

The root mean square error (RMSE) (defined as Eq. (16)), peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) 

(defined as Eq. (17)), and the structural similarity (SSIM) index [26] of the reconstruction result 

is calculated to quantitatively analyze the image quality. 
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where 𝐼0 and 𝐼1 are 2D images of size 𝑚 × 𝑛 pixels; ‘peakval’ is the maximum pixel value. The 

RMSE measures the difference between a reference image 𝐼0 and a restored image 𝐼1. The 

lower the RESE value, the better the quality of the restored image. And the higher the PSNR, 

the better the quality of the restored image. The unit of PSNR is dB. 

The SSIM(x, y) is calculated as follows: 
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where x stands for the restored image and y stands for the reference image; 𝜇𝑥 (𝜇𝑦) and 𝜎𝑥
2 (𝜎𝑦

2) 

denote the mean and variance of x (y), respectively; 𝜎𝑥𝑦 is the covariance of x and y; and c1 and 

c2 are constants to stabilize the division with a weak denominator. The value of SSIM ranges 

from 0 to 1, and the higher the SSIM value, the better the similarity between the restored image 

and the reference image. 

 

Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the experimental setup. BS: beam splitter; L1: a combined 

projection lens with magnification 5.71×; L2: a focusing lens; Object: reflective target; The 

object is affixed to the back of the container. SPD: single-pixel detector; (a): physical size 

details of the transparent container for scattering medium. The unit of length is millimeter 

(mm). 

Experimental results of using different sampling matrices for image reconstruction at the 

sampling ratio of 0.75 are shown in Figs. 3-6. The image size is 64×64 pixels. All reconstructed 

images are normalized to 0 to 1. 𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾, 𝐹𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾, and 𝑀𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾 are the sampling matrices used for 

the image reconstruction algorithm corresponding to Eq. (13), Eq. (14), and Eq. (15), 

respectively. Three types of reflective objects with different levels of complexity are used: 

Chinese characters, a negative resolution target (3in × 3in), and the grayscale ‘Lena’ image. 

Note that because of the limited imaging field of view, a portion of the resolution target was 

imaged in the experiment. Ambient light is kept on during the experiment to introduce ambient 

noise. 

3.1 Experimental results of FHCGI and MHCGI with different standard deviations of 
the 2D Gaussian filter  

The standard deviation is important for the denoising effect of the 2D Gaussian filter, so the 

natural question is whether our method is very strict about the selection of the standard 

deviation. We demonstrate the reconstruction results of FHCGI and MHCGI with different 



standard deviations of the 2D Gaussian filter at no scattering condition, 0.0ml of whole milk is 

added to the container, as shown in Fig. 3. 

 
Fig. 3. Reconstruction results of FHCGI and MHCGI with different standard deviations of the 

2D Gaussian filter at no scattering condition. The sampling ratio is 0.75. Ambient light is kept 

on during the experiment to introduce ambient noise. Object: three types of reflective objects 

with different levels of complexity. (a): the reconstruction results of HCGI. (b1), (b2) and (b3): 

the reconstruction results of FHCGI. (c1), (c2), and (c3): the reconstruction results of MHCGI 

(our method, marked in red). (1)-(5): the reconstruction results when the standard deviation of 

the 2D Gaussian filter is 0.5, 0.7, 1.6, 3.0, and 5.0, respectively.  

According to Fig. 3(b1), (b2), and (b3), obviously, as the standard deviation increases, the 

reconstructed image quality of FHCGI becomes gradually better and then gradually worse, as 

it leads to severe edge blurring when the standard deviation is larger, which means that FHCGI 

is more sensitive to changes in standard deviation. That is, it is more stringent in selecting 

standard deviation. In contrast, the image reconstructed by MHCGI does not change much with 

increasing standard deviation. That is, MHCGI is insensitive to changes in standard deviation.  

 



3.2 Experimental results of HCGI, FHCGI, and MHCGI under different scattering 
intensities 

The reconstruction results under different scattering intensities at the sampling ratio of 0.75 are 

shown in Fig. 4. According to Fig. 3(b1), (b2), and (b3), FHCGI performs well when the 

standard deviation is 0.7. Therefore, we choose the imaging results when the standard deviation 

of the 2D Gaussian filter of both FHCGI and MHCGI is 0.7 as a comparison. The object is a 

negative resolution target and the imaging field of view is part of it, as shown in the first row 

of Fig. 4. 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and 1.0 millimeters (ml) of whole milk are respectively added to 

the container to represent different scattering intensities of the scattering medium. Ambient 

light is kept on during the experiments. SSIM and PSNR marked below each image are used as 

the evaluation metrics.  

 
Fig. 4. Reconstruction results at the sampling ratio of 0.75. Ambient light is kept on during 

the experiments. (a), (b), and (c): reconstruction results of HCGI, FHCGI, and MHCGI, 

respectively. The standard deviation of the 2D Gaussian filter is 0.7. The image size is 64×64 

pixels. (1)-(6): 0.0ml (only pure water in the container), 0.2ml, 0.4ml, 0.6ml, 0.8, and 1.0ml of 

whole milk (GB25190) are respectively added to the container in front of the object. The value 

of SSIM and PSNR are marked below each image. 

In general, the imaging quality of all three methods gradually decreases as the scattering 

intensity increases. Three methods work under no-scattering and moderate-scattering 

conditions, as shown in Fig. 4(1)-(4), marked green. But by strong scattering, all barely 

reconstruct, as shown in Fig. 4(5) and 4(6). Comparing Fig. 4(b) and 4(a), although FHCGI has 

a better effect of reducing background noise than HCGI, FHCGI causes blurring of image edges 

if the standard variance is not chosen properly. But our proposed MHCGI performs best in 



reducing background noise without causing edge blurring, comparing Fig. 4(c) with Fig. 4(b) 

and Fig. 4(a).  

Fig. 5(a) shows curves of PSNR of the MHCGI reconstructed images at different standard 

deviations (0.5, 0.7, 1.6, 3, 5, 8, and 10) under different scattering intensities. Fig. 5(b) shows 

curves of PSNR of HCGI and MHCGI at different scattering intensities. The object is the 

negative resolution target. As the standard deviation increases, the enhancement of the useful 

signal by MHCGI increases significantly and then flattens out (as shown in Fig. 5(a)). The 

reason is that the sampling matrix 𝑀𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾  remains essentially constant when the standard 

deviation is greater than 5. Besides, in no scattering condition (low noise level environment), 

HCGI performs well, but MHCGI with large standard deviation (e.g. 𝜎 =  8,10) will instead 

lead to a slight degradation of the image quality (as shown in Fig. 5(b)).  

In short, MHCGI performs better than HCGI in a scattering environment. The advantage of 

MHCGI is that it allows for a wider choice of standard deviations. A slightly larger value of 

standard deviation (such as 0.7-5.0 in this paper) will ensure that MHCGI works well. Therefore, 

the standard deviation can be set in advance easily. We also switched to a grayscale object 

(‘Lena’) to demonstrate this, as shown in Fig. 6. Obviously, a wider choice of standard 

deviations (0.7, 3, and 5) makes MHCGI perform better than HCGI (comparing Fig. 6(a) with 

6(b)-(d)). 

 

Fig. 5. Statistical curves. (a): PSNR vs. Standard deviation; (b): PSNR vs. Volume of milk; 

‘MHCGI-0.5’ stands for the stand deviation of the 2D Gaussian filter of MHCGI is 0.5, and so 

on for the others. 



 
Fig. 6. Reconstruction results of the grayscale object ‘Lena’ at the sampling ratio of 0.75. 

Ambient light is kept on during the experiments. (a): the reconstruction results of HCGI; (b), 

(c), and (d): the reconstruction results of MHCGI with 𝜎 = 0.7, 3, and 5, respectively. (1)-(4): 

0.0ml, 0.2ml, 0.4ml, and 0.6ml of whole milk (GB25190) are respectively added to the 

container in front of the object. The value of SSIM and RMSE are marked below each image. 

The above experiments prove that our proposed MHCGI can enhance the robustness of CGI 

against turbid scattering medium. We also conducted experiments on transmissive targets 

(letter H) and the results also demonstrate the feasibility of our method, as shown in Fig. 7. And 

the details of the corresponding experiments can be seen in the third part of Supplement 1. 



 
Fig. 7. Reconstruction results at the sampling ratio of 0.5. (a), (b), and (c): reconstruction 

results of HCGI, FHCGI, and MHCGI, respectively. The standard deviation of the 2D Gaussian 

filter is 1.6. The image size is 64×64 pixels. (1)-(5): 0.0ml (only pure water in the container), 

0.4ml, 0.8ml, 1.2ml, and 1.6ml of whole milk (GB25190) are respectively added to the 

container in front of the object. The value of CNR is marked at the bottom of each image. 

4. Discussion  

Our proposed sampling matrix of 𝑀𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾 performs well with linear reconstruction algorithm 

(Eq. (15)), but does not apply to nonlinear algorithms like TVAL3 [27]. However, at a sampling 

ratio of 0.75, the image quality of the reconstruction results of MHCGI (linear reconstruction 

algorithm) is still better than the reconstruction results of the sampling matrix of 𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾 with 

TVAL3, as shown in Fig. S3 in Supplement 1. (See Supplement 1 for the results). Besides, the 

linear reconstruction algorithm (MHCGI) consumes less reconstruction time than TVAL3. 

MHCGI does not help to obtain more information about the target from the scattering 

environment, as it belongs to the optimization of the Hadamard sampling matrix used for image 

reconstruction. MHCGI directly achieves noise reduction while performing image 

reconstruction, unlike post-processing of images. But it is more than just noise reduction. The 

key is that it exploits the designable mapping relationship between patterns used for 

illumination and image reconstruction of CGI and combines them with the differential 

operation features of HCGI, as described in Step 3 of Section 2.1. Our modified Hadamard 

patterns achieve filtering while retaining the original high-energy components in the sampling 

matrix. MHCGI helps reconstruct noise-reduced results without blurred edges directly and is 

flexible in selecting a suitable standard deviation. It is possible to obtain high-quality 

reconstruction images in other scattering environments (such as fog) by combining MHCGI 

with other technologies that help to obtain more information about the target. 

 



5. Conclusion 

In this paper, we develop a kind of modified Hadamard patterns. And we analyze and 

demonstrate that using Hadamard patterns for illumination but using our developed modified 

Hadamard patterns for image reconstruction (called MHCGI in this paper) can enhance the 

robustness of CGI against the turbid scattering medium. The merits of our proposed MHCGI 

can be summarized as follows: (1) MHCGI cleverly exploits the characteristics of CGI as 

described in Section 4; (2) it can directly reconstruct noise-reduced results without blurred 

edges; (3) it is less stringent in selecting the standard deviation which allows MHCGI to set a 

suitable standard deviation in advance in an unknown scattering environment; (4) it is a linear 

reconstruction algorithm and performs better than the reconstruction results of the sampling 

matrix of 𝐻𝑁𝐶𝐾 with TVAL3 (nonlinear algorithm). We believe MHCGI is expected to pave 

the way for practical applications in imaging through more kinds of scattering mediums.  
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