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Fig. 2 Sample simulation scenario obtained under different conditions.
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(a) Ideal case; (b) a case with Gaussian

noise variance of 0.0005; (c¢) a case with Gaussian noise variance of 0.001
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Fig. 15 The best reconstructed images with Gaussian noise variance of 0.001.
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Table 1 Summary of simulation results
PSNR of PSNR of MSSIM of MSSIM of
Item ) t T
“T” sample “H” sample “T” sample “H” sample
Ideal 50.57 41.68 0.93 0.66 200 0.02
Gaussian noise variance of 0.0005 51.30 37.47 0.93 0.41 200 0.1
Gaussian noise variance of 0.001 48.54 34.46 0.90 0.32 200 0.1
Gaussian noise variance of 0.005 42.89 32.08 0.72 0.22 200 0.12
Gaussian noise variance of 0.01 38.22 31.02 0.53 0.20 200 0.14
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Fig. 16 Reality hologram reconstruction. (a) 7=0.02; (b) =0.1
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