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Fig. 1. Simultaneous color holograms captured in experiment. Traditionally, color holograms are illuminated sequentially with a unique spatial light
modulator (SLM) pattern for each color channel. In this work we outline a flexible framework that enables the use of a single SLM pattern for red-green-blue
(RGB) holograms using simultaneous RGB illumination. We validate this framework experimentally on a simple and compact optical setup.

Computer generated holography has long been touted as the future of aug-
mented and virtual reality (AR/VR) displays, but has yet to be realized in
practice. Previous high-quality, color holographic displays have made either
a 3× sacrifice on frame rate by using a sequential color illumination scheme
or used more than one spatial light modulator (SLM) and/or bulky, complex
optical setups. The reduced frame rate of sequential color introduces distract-
ing judder and color fringing in the presence of head motion while the form
factor of current simultaneous color systems is incompatible with a head-
mounted display. In this work, we propose a framework for simultaneous
color holography that allows the use of the full SLM frame rate while main-
taining a compact and simple optical setup. Simultaneous color holograms
are optimized through the use of a perceptual loss function, a physics-based
neural network wavefront propagator, and a camera-calibrated forward
model. We measurably improve hologram quality compared to other simul-
taneous color methods and move one step closer to the realization of color
holographic displays for AR/VR.

1 INTRODUCTION
Holographic displays are a promising technology for augmented and
virtual reality (AR/VR). Such displays use a spatial light modulator
(SLM) to shape an incoming coherent wavefront so that it appears as
though the wavefront came from a real, three-dimensional (3D) ob-
ject. The resulting image can have natural defocus cues, providing a
path to resolve the vergance-accommodation conflict of stereoscopic
displays [Kim et al. 2022b]. Additionally, the fine-grain control of-
fered by holography can also correct for optical aberrations, provide
custom eyeglass prescription correction in software, and enable
compact form-factors [Maimone et al. 2017], while improving light
efficiency compared to traditional LCD or OLED displays [Yin et al.
2022]. Recent publications have demonstrated significant improve-
ment in hologram image quality [Choi et al. 2021a; Maimone et al.
2017; Peng et al. 2020] and computation time [Eybposh et al. 2020;
Shi et al. 2021], but color holography for AR/VR has remained an
open problem.

Traditionally, red-green-blue (RGB) holograms are created through
field sequential color, where a separate hologram is computed for
each of the three wavelengths; these are displayed in sequence
and synchronized with the color of the illumination source. Due
to persistence of vision, this appears as a single full color image if
the update is sufficiently fast, enabling color holography for static
displays. However, in a head-mounted AR/VR system displaying
world-locked content, frame rate requirements are higher to pre-
vent noticeable judder [Van Waveren 2016]. In fact, all modern VR
displays are “low persistance” meaning the image content is only
displayed for a fraction of the frame time (usually about 10%) and
no content is shown during the rest of the frame [Zielinski et al.
2015]. This is usually achieved by strobing the illumination, but if
one wished to display three sequential color frames all within a 10%
persistence time, it would require the display to update 30× faster
than the effective frame rate. Without low persistence, field sequen-
tial color leads to strong color fringing (visible spatial separation
of the colors) particularly when the user rotates their head while
tracking a fixed object with their eyes [Riecke et al. 2006].

Low frame rate displays exacerbate these artifacts, and the most
common SLM technology for holography, liquid-crystal-on-silicon
(LCoS), is quite slow due to the physical response time of the liq-
uid crystal (LC) layer [Zhang et al. 2014]. Although most commer-
cial LCoS SLMs can be driven at 60 Hz, at that speed the SLM
will have residual artifacts from the prior frames [Haist and Osten
2015]. High speed SLMs based on micro-electro-mechanical sys-
tem (MEMS) [Choi et al. 2022; Duerr et al. 2021] or dual-frequency
LCoS [Serati et al. 2003] are becoming more widely available, but
even with these devices, simultaneous color is desirable since it elim-
inates color fringing, enables low persistence, and frees temporal
bandwidth for other uses, such as increasing the effective etendue
by scanning the field of view or eyebox position [Lee et al. 2020].
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In this work, we aim to display RGB holograms using only a
single SLM pattern, enabling a 3× increase in frame rate compared
to sequential color and completely removing color fringing artifacts.
Our compact setup does not use a physical filter in the Fourier plane
or bulky optics to combine color channels. Instead, the full SLM
is simultaneously illuminated by an on-axis RGB source, and we
optimize the SLM pattern to form the full color image. We design a
flexible framework for end-to-end optimization of the digital SLM
input from the target RGB intensity, allowing us to optimize for
SLMs with extended phase range, and we develop a color-specific
perceptual loss function which further improves color fidelity. Our
method is validated experimentally on 2D and 3D content.
Specifically, we make the following contributions:

• We introduce a novel algorithm for generating simultaneous
color holograms which takes advantage of the extended
phase range of the SLM in an end-to-end manner and uses
a new loss function based on human color perception.

• We analyze the “depth replicas” artifact in simultaneous
color holography and demonstrate how these replicas can
be mitigated with extended phase range.

• Wedemonstrate experimental simultaneous color holograms
in both 2D and 3D using a custom camera-calibrated model.

2 RELATED WORKS
Field Sequential Color. The vast majority of color holographic

displays use field sequential color in which the SLM is sequentially
illuminated by red, green, and blue sources while the SLM pattern
is updated accordingly [Chakravarthula et al. 2022, 2019, 2020; Choi
et al. 2021a,b; Jang et al. 2018; Li et al. 2016; Maimone et al. 2017; Peng
et al. 2021, 2020; Shi et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2022]. Field sequential
color is effective at producing full color holograms but reduces
frame rate by a factor of 3× and creates color fringing artifacts in
the presence of head motion. These limitations are not alleviated by
recent work where the color of each sub-frame is manipulated to
increase peak brightness [Kavaklı et al. 2023], and they present a
particular challenge for LCoS SLMs where refresh rate is severely
limited by the LC response time [Zhang et al. 2014]. Although,
SLMs based on MEMS technology can run at high frame rates in
the kilohertz range [Duerr et al. 2021], so far these modulators are
maximum 4-bit displays, with most being binary [Choi et al. 2022;
Kim et al. 2022b; Lee et al. 2022]. Even with emerging 8-bit high
frame rate modulators [Serati et al. 2003], it may be worthwhile to
maintain the full temporal bandwidth, since the extra bandwidth
can be used to address other holography limitations. For example,
speckle can be reduced through temporal averaging [Choi et al.
2022; Kim et al. 2022b; Lee et al. 2022], and limited etendue can be
mitigated through pupil scanning [Jang et al. 2018; Kim et al. 2022a].

Spatial Multiplexing. An alternate approach is spatial multiplex-
ing, which maintains the native SLM frame rate by using different
regions of the SLM for each color. Most prior works in this area
use three separate SLMs and an array of optics to combine the
wavefronts [Nakayama et al. 2010; Shiraki et al. 2009; Yaraş et al.
2009]. Although this method produces high quality holograms, the
resulting systems are bulky, expensive, and require precise align-
ment, making them poorly suited for near-eye displays. Spatial

multiplexing can also be implemented with a single SLM split into
sub-regions [Makowski et al. 2011, 2009]; while less expensive, this
approach still requires bulky combining optics and sacrifices space-
bandwidth product (SBP), also known as etendue. Etendue is already
a limiting factor in holographic displays [Kuo et al. 2020], and further
reduction limits the range of viewing angles or display field-of-view.

Frequency Multiplexing. Rather than split the physical extent of
the SLM into regions, frequency multiplexing assigns each color a
different region in the frequency domain, and the colors are sepa-
rated with a physical color filter at the Fourier plane of a 4𝑓 system
[Lin et al. 2019; Lin and Kim 2017; Makowski et al. 2010]. A variation
on this idea uses different angles of illumination for each color so
that the physical filter in Fourier space is not color-specific [Xue
et al. 2014]. Frequency multiplexing can also be implemented with
white light illumination, which reduces speckle noise at the cost
of resolution [Kozacki and Chlipala 2016; Yang et al. 2019]. How-
ever, all of these techniques involve filtering in Fourier space, which
sacrifices system etendue and requires a bulky 4𝑓 system.

Depth Division and Bit Division for Simultaneous Color. The prior
methods most closely related to our work also use simultaneous
RGB illumination over the SLM, maintain the full SLM etendue, and
don’t require a bulky 4𝑓 system [Pi et al. 2022]. We refer to the first
method as depth division multiplexing which takes advantage of the
ambiguity between color and propagation distance (explained in
detail in Sec. 3.1) and assigns each color a different depth [Makowski
et al. 2010, 2008]. After optimizing with a single color for the correct
multiplane image, the authors show they can form a full color 2D
hologram when illuminating in RGB. However, this approach does
not account for wavelength dependence of the SLM response, and
since it explicitly defines content at multiple planes, it translates
poorly to 3D.

Another similar approach is bit division multiplexing, which takes
advantage of the extended phase range of LCoS SLMs [Jesacher
et al. 2014]. The authors calibrate an SLM lookup-table consisting
of phase-value triplets (for RGB) as a function of digital SLM input,
and they note that SLMs with extended phase range (up to 10𝜋 ) can
create substantial diversity in the calibrated phase triplets. After
pre-optimizing a phase pattern for each color separately, the lookup-
table is used on a per-pixel basis to find the digital input that best
matches the desired phase for all colors. In our approach, we also use
an extended SLM phase range for the same reason, but rather than
using a two-step process, we directly optimize the output hologram.
This flexible framework also allows us to incorporate a perceptual
loss function to further improve perceived image quality.

Algorithms for Hologram Generation. Our work builds on a body
of literature applying iterative optimization algorithms to holo-
graphic displays. Perhaps most popular is the Gerchberg-Saxton
(GS) method [Gerchberg 1972], which is effective and easy to imple-
ment, but does not have an explicitly defined loss function, making it
challenging to adapt to specific applications. Zhang et al. [2017] and
Chakravarthula et al. [2019] were the first to explicitly formulate the
hologram generation problem in an optimization framework. This
framework has been very powerful, enabling custom loss functions

2



Simultaneous Color Computer Generated Holography

SLM
Pattern

Cross Talk
Kernels

Look Up
Tables

Complex
Fields

Fourier
Transform (FT)

Zero Order FT

First Order FT Weighting

ASM
Propagator

First Order 

Zero Order 

St
ac

k

Model Output

Target

Perceptual
Loss

Function

Backpropagation

Propagation
Model

SLM
Model

Fine Tuning
U-Net

Fig. 2. Hologram optimization framework. This figure illustrates the three key components of the simultaneous color optimization framework: an SLM
model, a propagation model, and a perceptual loss function. The SLM model maps voltage values to a complex field using a learned cross-talk kernel and
a linear lookup table. The complex wavefront from the SLM is then propagated to the sensor plane using a modified version of the model proposed by
Gopakumar et al. [2021], which separates the zeroth and first diffraction orders and combines them through a U-Net. The output is then fed into the perceptual
loss function, and gradients are calculated using PyTorch’s autograd implementation. The SLM voltages are then updated using these gradients. Rubik’s cube
source image by Iwan Gabovitch (CC BY 2.0).

[Choi et al. 2022] and flexible adaptation to new optical configu-
rations [Choi et al. 2021b; Gopakumar et al. 2021]. In particular,
perceptual loss functions can improve the perceived image by tak-
ing aspects of human vision into account, such as human visual
acuity [Kuo et al. 2020], foveated vision [Walton et al. 2022], and
sensitivity to spatial frequencies during accommodation [Kim et al.
2022b]. Like these prior works, we use an optimization-based frame-
work which we adapt to account for the wavelength dependence of
the SLM; this also enables our new perceptual loss function for color,
which is based on visual acuity difference between chrominance
and luminance channels.

Camera-Calibration of Holographic Displays. Mismatch between
the computational model and physical system creates artifacts in
experimental holograms. Recently, several papers have addressed
this issue using measurements from a camera in the system for
calibration. These approaches use pairs of SLM patterns and camera
captures to estimate the learnable parameters in a model, which is
then used for offline hologram generation. Learnable parameters
can be physically-based [Chakrabarti 2016; Kavaklı et al. 2022; Peng
et al. 2020], black box CNNs [Choi et al. 2021a], or a combination of
both [Choi et al. 2022]. The choice of learnable parameters effects
the ability of the model to match the physical system; we introduce
a new parameter for modeling SLM cross talk and tailor the CNN
architecture for higher diffraction orders from the SLM.

3 SIMULTANEOUS COLOR HOLOGRAPHY
A holographic image is created by a spatially coherent illumination
source incident on an SLM. The SLM imparts a phase delay on the
electric field; after light propagates some distance, the intensity of
the electric field forms an image. Our goal in this work is to compute
a single SLM pattern that simultaneously creates an RGB hologram.
For instance, when the SLM is illuminated with a red source, the
SLM forms a hologram of the red channel of an image; with a green

source the same SLM pattern forms the green channel; and with the
blue source it creates the blue channel.
We propose a flexible optimization-based framework (Fig. 2) for

generating simultaneous color holograms. We start with a generic
model for estimating the hologram from the digital SLM pattern, 𝑠 ,
as a function of illumination wavelength, 𝜆:

𝑔𝜆 = 𝑒𝑖𝜙𝜆 (𝑠 ) (1)

𝐼𝑧,𝜆 =
��𝑓prop (𝑔𝜆, 𝑧, 𝜆)��2 . (2)

Here, 𝜙𝜆 is a wavelength-dependent function that converts the 8 bit
digital SLM pattern to a phase delay, 𝑔𝜆 is the electric field coming
off the SLM, 𝑓prop represents propagation of the electric field, and
𝐼𝑧,𝜆 is the intensity a distance 𝑧 from the SLM.

To calculate the SLM pattern, 𝑠 , we can solve the following opti-
mization problem

argmin
𝑠

∑︁
𝑧

L
(
𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑟 , 𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑟

)
+ L

(
𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑔 , 𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑔

)
+ L

(
𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑏 , 𝐼𝑧,𝜆𝑏

)
, (3)

where 𝐼 is the target image, L is a pixel-wise loss function such as
mean-square error, and 𝜆𝑟 , 𝜆𝑔, 𝜆𝑏 are the wavelengths corresponding
to red, green, and blue respectively. Since the model is differentiable,
we solve Eq. 3 with gradient descent.

3.1 Color-Depth Ambiguity
A common model for propagating electric fields is Fresnel propa-
gation1 [Goodman 2005], which can be written in Fourier space
as

𝑓fresnel (𝑔, 𝑧, 𝜆) = F −1 {F {𝑔} · 𝐻 (𝑧, 𝜆)} (4)

𝐻 (𝑧, 𝜆) = exp
(
𝑖𝜋𝜆𝑧

(
𝑓 2𝑥 + 𝑓 2𝑦

))
(5)

1Fresnel propagation is the paraxial approximation to the popular angular spectrum
method (ASM). Since most commercials SLMs have pixel pitch greater than 3 µm,
resulting in a maximum diffraction angle under 5◦ (well within the small angle approx-
imation), Fresnel and ASM are almost identical for holography.
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Fig. 3. Extended phase range reduces depth replicas in simulation.
(A) Using an SLM with a uniform 2𝜋 phase range across all channels leads
to strong depth replicas (top row), which reduce image quality at the target
plane compared to the target (bottom row) and add in-fcous content at
depths that should be defocused. By using the extended phase Holoeye
Pluto-2.1-Vis-016 SLM (with Red: 2.4𝜋 , Green: 5.9𝜋 , Blue: 7.4𝜋 phase ranges),
depth replicas are significantly reduced (middle row), improving the quality
of target plane holograms and creating defocused content at other depths.
(B) The illumination schematic illustrates the positions of the replicate
planes and target plane. See Supplement for the three-color version of this
figure. Rubik’s cube source image by Iwan Gabovitch (CC BY 2.0).

where F is a 2D Fourier transform, 𝐻 is the Fresnel propagation
kernel, and 𝑓𝑥 , 𝑓𝑦 are the spatial frequency coordinates. In Eq. 5,
note that 𝜆 and 𝑧 appear together, creating an ambiguity between
wavelength and propagation distance.

To see how this ambiguity affects color holograms, consider the
case where 𝜙𝜆 in Eq. 1 is independent of wavelength (𝜙𝜆 = 𝜙). For
example, this would be the case if the SLM had a linear phase range
from 0 to 2𝜋 at every wavelength. Although this is unrealistic for
most off-the-shelf SLMs, it is a useful thought experiment. Note that
if 𝜙 is wavelength-independent, then so is the electric field off the
SLM (𝑔𝜆 = 𝑔). In this scenario, assuming 𝑓prop = 𝑓frensel, the Frensel
kernel is the only part of the model affected by wavelength.
Now assume that the SLM forms an image at distance 𝑧0 under

red illumination. From the ambiguity in the Frensel kernel, we have
the following equivalence:

𝐻 (𝑧0, 𝜆𝑟 ) = 𝐻

(
𝜆𝑔

𝜆𝑟
𝑧0, 𝜆𝑔

)
= 𝐻

(
𝜆𝑏
𝜆𝑟
𝑧0, 𝜆𝑏

)
. (6)

This means the same image formed in red at 𝑧0 will also appear
at 𝑧 = 𝑧0𝜆𝑔/𝜆𝑟 when the SLM is illuminated with green and at
𝑧 = 𝑧0𝜆𝑏/𝜆𝑟 when the SLM is illuminated with blue. We refer to
these additional copies as “depth replicas,” and this phenomena
is depicted in Fig. 3. Note that depth replicas do not appear in
sequential color holography since the SLM pattern optimized for
red is never illuminated with the other wavelengths.
If we only care about the hologram at the target plane 𝑧0, then

the depth replicas are not an issue. In fact, we can take advantage of
the situation for hologram generation: The SLM pattern for an RGB

hologram at 𝑧0 is equivalent to the pattern that generates a three-
plane red hologram where the RGB channels of the target are each
at a different depth (𝑧0, 𝑧0𝜆𝑟 /𝜆𝑔 , and 𝑧0𝜆𝑟 /𝜆𝑏 for RGB respectively).
This is the basis of the depth division multiplexing approach of
Makowski et al. [2010, 2008], where the authors optimize for this
three-plane hologram in red, then illuminate in RGB. Although this
makes the assumption that 𝜙 does not depend on 𝜆, this connection
between simultaneous color and multi-plane holography suggests
simultaneous color should be possible for a single plane, since multi-
plane holography has been successfully demonstrated in prior work.

However, the ultimate goal of holography is to create 3D imagery,
and the depth replicas could prevent us from placing content arbi-
trarily over the 3D volume. In addition, in-focus images can appear
at depths that should be out-of-focus, which may prevent the holo-
gram from successfully driving accommodation [Kim et al. 2022b].
We propose taking advantage of SLMs with extended phase range
to mitigate the effects of depth replicas.

3.2 SLM Extended Phase Range
In general, the phase 𝜙𝜆 of the light depends on its wavelength,
which was not considered in Sec. 3.1. Perhaps the most popular
SLM technology today is LCoS, in which rotation of birefringent LC
molecules causes a change in refractive index. The phase of light
traveling through the LC layer is delayed by

𝜙𝜆 =
2𝜋𝑑
𝜆

𝑛(𝑠, 𝜆), (7)

where 𝑑 is the thickness of the LC layer, and its refractive index,
𝑛, is controlled with the digital input 𝑠 . 𝑛 also depends on 𝜆 due to
dispersion [Jesacher et al. 2014].
The wavelength dependence of 𝜙𝜆 presents an opportunity to

reduce or remove the depth replicas. Even if the propagation ker-
nel 𝐻 is the same for several (𝜆, 𝑧) pairs, if the phase, and there-
fore the electric field off the SLM, changes with 𝜆, then the output
image intensity at the replica plane will also be different. As the
wavelength-dependence of 𝜙𝜆 increases, the replicas are diminished.

We can quantify the degree of dependence on 𝜆 by looking at the
derivative 𝑑𝜙/𝑑𝜆 which informs us that larger 𝑛 will give 𝜆 more
influence on the SLM phase. However, the final image intensity
depends only on relative phase, not absolute phase; therefore, for
the output image to have a stronger dependence on 𝜆, we desire
larger Δ𝑛 = 𝑛max −𝑛min. In addition, 𝑑𝜙/𝑑𝜆 increases with −𝑑𝑛/𝑑𝜆,
suggesting that more dispersion is helpful for simultaneous color.
Although 𝑑𝜙/𝑑𝜆 also depends on the absolute value of 𝜆, we have
minimal control over this parameter since there are limited wave-
lengths corresponding to RGB. In summary, this means we can
reduce depth replicas in simultaneous color with larger phase range
on the SLM and higher dispersion.
However, there is a trade-off: As the range of phase increases,

the limitations of the bit depth of the SLM become more noticeable,
leading to increased quantization errors. We simulate the effect of
quantization on hologram quality and find that PSNR and SSIM
are almost constant for 6 bits and above (see Supplement). This
suggests that each 2𝜋 range should have at least 6 bits of granularity.
Therefore, we think that using a phase range of around 8𝜋 for an
8-bit SLM will be the best balance between replica reduction and
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Fig. 4. Perceptual loss improves color fidelity and reduces noise in
simulation. The first column of this figure depicts simulated holograms
optimized with an RGB loss function (A) and our perceptual loss function
(C). The same filters for the perceptual loss function then were applied
to both of these simulated holograms as well as the target image. Image
metrics were calculated between the filtered holograms and the filtered
target image (D). All image metrics are better for the perceptually optimized
hologram (C). One should also note that the filtered target (D) and original
target (B) are indistinguishable suggesting our perceptual loss function only
removes information imperceptible by the human visual system.

maintaining accuracy for hologram generation. Figure 3 simulates
the effect of extended phase range on depth replica removal. While
holograms were calculated on RGB images, only two color channels
are shown for simplicity (see Supplement for full color version).

In the first row of Fig. 3, we simulate an SLM with no wavelength
dependence to 𝜙 (i.e. 0 - 2𝜋 phase range for each color). Conse-
quently, perfect copies appear at the replica planes. In the second
row, we simulate using the specifications from an extended phase
range SLM (Holoeye Pluto-2.1-Vis-016), which has 2.4𝜋 range in
red, 5.9𝜋 range in green, and 7.4𝜋 range in blue demonstrating that
replicas are substantially diminished with an extended phase range.
By reducing the depth replicas, the amount of high frequency out-
of-focus light at the sensor plane is reduced, leading to improved
hologram quality.

3.3 Perceptual Loss Function
Creating an RGB hologram with a single SLM pattern is an overde-
termined problem as there are 3× more output pixels than degrees
of freedom of the SLM. As a result, it may not be possible to exactly
match the full RGB image, which can result in color deviations and
de-saturation. To address this, we take advantage of color perception
in human vision. There’s evidence that the human visual systems
converts RGB images into a luminance channel (a grayscale image)
and two chrominance channels, which contain information about
the color [Wandell 1995]. The visual system is only sensitive to
high resolution features in the luminance channel, so the chromi-
nance channels can be lower resolution with minimal impact on the
perceived image [Wandell 1995]. This observation is used in JPEG
compression [Pennebaker and Mitchell 1992] and subpixel render-
ing [Platt 2000], but to our knowledge, it has never been applied to

holographic displays. By allowing the unperceived high frequency
chrominance and extremely high frequency luminance features to
be unconstrained, we can better use the the degrees of freedom on
the SLM to faithfully represent the rest of the image.
Our flexible optimization framework allows us to easily change

the RGB loss function in Eq. 3 to a perceptual loss. For each depth,
we transform the RGB intensities of both 𝐼 (the target image) and 𝐼
(the simulated hologram) into opponent color space as follows:

𝑂1 = 0.299 · 𝐼𝜆𝑟 + 0.587 · 𝐼𝜆𝑔 + 0.114 · 𝐼𝜆𝑏
𝑂2 = 𝐼𝜆𝑟 − 𝐼𝜆𝑔

𝑂3 = 𝐼𝜆𝑏 − 𝐼𝜆𝑟 − 𝐼𝜆𝑔

(8)

where 𝑂1 is the luminance channel, and 𝑂2, 𝑂3 are the red-green
and blue-yellow chrominance channels, respectively. We can then
update Eq. 3 to

argmin
𝑠

∑︁
𝑧

[
L

(
𝑂̂1 ∗ 𝑘1,𝑂1 ∗ 𝑘1

)
+ L

(
𝑂̂2 ∗ 𝑘2,𝑂2 ∗ 𝑘2

)
+

L
(
𝑂̂3 ∗ 𝑘3,𝑂3 ∗ 𝑘3

) ]
,

(9)

where ∗ represents a 2D convolution with a low pass filter (𝑘1 . . . 𝑘3)
for each channel in opponent color space . 𝑂̂𝑖 and 𝑂𝑖 are the 𝑖-th
channel in opponent color space of 𝐼 and 𝐼 , respectively. In order to
mimic the contrast sensitivity functions of the human visual system,
we implement filters in the Fourier domain by applying a low-pass
filter of 45% of the width of Fourier space to the chrominance chan-
nels (𝑂2, 𝑂3) and a filter of 75% of the width of Fourier space to the
luminance channel (𝑂1). In a system with a 36.6mm focal length eye
piece, these cutoffs correspond to 30 cycles/deg and 18 cycles/deg in
luminance and chrominance respectively, approximately matched
to human vision [Mullen 1985].

By de-prioritizing high frequencies in chrominance and extremely
high frequencies in luminance, the optimizer is able to better match
the low frequency color. This low frequency color is what is per-
ceivable by the human visual system. Figure 4 highlights the im-
provement provided by our perceptual loss function, comparing
perceptually filtered versions of simulated holograms generated
using an RGB loss function (Fig 4A) and our perceptual loss func-
tion (Fig 4B). The original unfiltered target image (Fig 4C) and the
perceptually filtered target image (Fig 4D) are nearly indistinguish-
able, indicating that our perceptual filter choices align well with the
human visual system. The PSNR and SSIM values are higher for the
perceptually optimized hologram (Fig. 4C), which is visually less
noisy with better color fidelity. This suggests that the loss function
has effectively shifted most of the error into imperceptible regions
of the opponent color space. We see an average PSNR increase of
6.4 dB and average increase of 0.266 in SSIM across a test set of 294
images.

3.4 Simulation Comparisons
We compare the performance of our method to the depth and bit di-
vision approaches [Jesacher et al. 2014; Makowski et al. 2010], which,
like our method, use only a single SLM, make use of the full SLM
space-time-bandwidth, and contain no bulky optics or filters (see
Supplement for implementation details). The holograms simulated
with depth and bit division, shown in Fig. 5, are much noisier and
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have lower color fidelity than our proposed method. Depth division
has the worst color fidelity due to to the replica planes discussed
in Sec. 3.1 contributing defocused light at the target plane. Our ap-
proach directly optimizes the simultaneous color hologram using
our perceptual loss function, resulting in less noise and better color
fidelity compared to these other indirect optimization approaches.

4 CAMERA-CALIBRATED MODEL
We’ve demonstrated that our algorithm can generate simultaneous
color holograms in simulation. However, experimental holograms
frequently do not match the quality of simulations due to mismatch
between the physical system and the model used in optimization
(Eqs. 1, 2). Therefore, to demonstrate simultaneous color experimen-
tally, we need to calibrate the model to the experimental system.
To do this, we design a model based on our understanding of

the system’s physics, but we include several learnable parameters
representing unknown elements. To fit the parameters, we capture
a dataset of SLM patterns and camera captures and use gradient
descent to estimate the learnable parameters based on the dataset.
Next we explain the model which is summarized in Fig. 2.

Lookup Table. A key element in our optimization is 𝜙𝜆 which
converts the digital SLM input into the phase coming off the SLM.
It’s important this function accurately matches the behavior of the
real SLM. Many commercial SLMs ship with a lookup-table (LUT)
describing 𝜙𝜆 ; however, this LUT is generally only calibrated at a
few discrete wavelengths. Consequently, we learn a LUT for each
color channel’s wavelength as part of the model. Based on a pre-
calibration of the LUT using the approach of Yang et al. [2015], we
observe the LUT is close to linear; we therefore parameterize the
LUT with a linear model to encourage physically realistic solutions.

SLM Crosstalk. SLMs are usually modeled as having a constant
phase over each pixel with sharp transitions at boundaries. How-
ever, in LCoS SLMs, elastic forces in the LC layer prevent sudden
spatial variations, and the electric field that drives the pixels changes
gradually over space. As a result, LCoS SLMs suffer from crosstalk,
also called field fringing, in which the phase is blurred [Apter et al.
2004; Moser et al. 2019; Persson et al. 2012]. We model crosstalk
with a convolution on the SLM phase. Combined with our linear
LUT described above, we can describe the phase off the SLM as

𝜙𝜆 (𝑠) = 𝑘xt ∗ (𝑎1 · 𝑠 + 𝑎2) (10)

where 𝑎1, 𝑎2 are the learn parameters of the LUT, and 𝑘xt is a learned
5 × 5 convolution kernel representing crosstalk. Separate values of
these parameters are learned for each color channel.

Propagation with Higher Diffraction Orders. The discrete pixel
structure of the SLM creates higher diffraction orders that are not
modeled byASMor Fresnel propagation.With the use of a 4𝑓 system,
a physical aperture at the Fourier plane of the SLM can be used
to block higher orders. However, this adds significant size to the
optical system, reducing the practicality for head-mounted displays.
Therefore, we chose to avoid additional lenses after the SLM and
instead account for higher orders in the propagation model.
We adapt the higher-order angular spectrum model (HOASM)

of Gopakumar et al. [2021]. The zero order diffraction, 𝐺0 (𝑓𝑥 , 𝑓𝑦),

and first order diffraction,𝐺1, patterns are propagated with ASM to
the plane of interest independently. Then the propagated fields are
stacked and passed into a U-net, which combines the zero and first
orders and returns the image intensity:

𝑓ASM (𝐺, 𝑧) = F −1 {𝐺 · 𝐻ASM (𝑧)} (11)
𝐼𝑧 = Unet (𝑓ASM (𝐺0, 𝑧), 𝑓ASM (𝐺1, 𝑧)) , (12)

where𝐻ASM (𝑧) is the ASMkernel. The U-Net architecture is detailed
in the supplement; a separate U-net for each color is learned from
the data. The U-Net helps to address any unmodeled aspects of the
system that may affect the final hologram quality such as source
polarization, SLM curvature, and beam profiles, and the U-net better
models superposition of higher orders, allowing for more accurate
compensation in SLM pattern optimization.

5 IMPLEMENTATION
Experimental Setup. Our system starts with a fiber-coupled RGB

source (𝜆𝑟 = 636 nm, 𝜆𝑔 = 512 nm, 𝜆𝑏 = 453 nm), collimated with a
400mm lens. The beam is aligned using two mirrors, passes through
a linear polarizer and beamsplitter, reflects off the SLM (Holoeye-2.1-
Vis-016), and passes through the beamsplitter a second time before
directly hitting the color camera sensor with Bayer filter (FLIR GS3-
U3-123S6C). As seen in Fig. 9, there’s no 4𝑓 system between the
SLM and camera, which allows the setup to be compact, but requires
modeling of higher diffraction orders. The camera sensor is on a
linear motion stage, enabling a range of propagation distances from
𝑧 = 80mm to 𝑧 = 130mm.

For our source, we use a superluminescent light emitting diode
(SLED, Exalos EXC250011-00) rather than a laser due to its lower
coherence, which has been demonstrated to reduce speckle in holo-
graphic displays [Deng and Chu 2017]. Although previous work
showed state-of-the-art image quality by modeling the larger band-
width of the SLED as a summation of coherent sources [Peng et al.
2021], we found the computational cost to be prohibitively high
for our application due to GPU memory constraints. We achieved
sufficient image quality while assuming a fully coherent model,
potentially due to the U-net which is capable of simulating the
additional blur we expect from a partially coherent source.

Our experimental system directly forms the hologram on a bare
sensor, but for a human-viewable system, an eyepiece is necessary
between the image plane and the user’s eye. See Supplement for
details on how the eyepiece effects the depth replicas.

Calibration Procedure. We learn parameters in our model (Eqs.
10 - 12) using a dataset captured on the experimental system. We
pre-calculate 882 SLM patterns from a personally collected dataset
of images using the ASM propagation model. Each SLM pattern
is captured in 10mm increments from 𝑧 = 90mm to 120mmThe
camera data is debayered and an affine transform is applied to align
the image with the SLM (see Supplement for details). Model fitting
is implemented in PyTorch using an L1 loss function between the
model output and camera capture. To account for the camera color
balance, we additionally learn a 3 × 3 color calibration matrix. We
train until convergence, which is typically reached in 2-3 days on
Nvidia A6000 GPU.
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Depth DivisionBit Division Ours Target

Fig. 5. Comparison of bit division, depth division and our method of simultaneous color holography in simulation. Bit division (Col. 1) is noisier
than our method (Col. 3) but achieves comparable color fidelity, although more washed out. The depth division method (Col. 2) is also noisier than our method
and has inferior color fidelity. Our method matches the target image (Col. 4) well. Our method uses our perceptual loss function and a high order angular
spectrum propagation model with no learned components. Further implementation details for each method are available in the supplement.

Hologram Generation. After training, we can generate holograms
by solving Eq. 9 using the trained model for 𝐼𝑧,𝜆 , implemented with
PyTorch’s native autodifferentiation. The SLM pattern, 𝑠 , is con-
strained to the range where the LUT is valid (for example, 0 - 255);
the values outside that range are wrapped after every optimization
step. On the Nvidia A6000 GPU, it takes about two minutes to opti-
mize a 2D hologram. Computation time for the optimization of a
3D hologram scales proportionally to the number of depth planes.

6 EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
2-Dimensional Holograms. We validate our simulation results by

capturing holograms in experiment. For simultaneous color, the
SLM patterns were optimized for a propagation distance of 120mm
using our perceptual loss function described in Section 3.3. A white
border was added to each target image to improve the color fidelity
by encouraging a proper white balance. After each hologram is
captured, debayering is performed and a homography is applied to
map from camera space to SLM space.

Figure 6 compares the simultaneous color capture using a single
frame (B) to sequential color using 3 frames (C). Unlike the simul-
taneous color version, which was captured in one shot with RGB
illumination, the sequential color was captured with only the red
light source (due to a failure of the green channel in the SLED), and
the correct color was assigned in software. Although the sequential
captures are higher contrast than our simultaneous results, we’d like
to emphasize that our approach uses 3× fewer degrees of freedom
and can still produce full color images. In addition, the simulation
output from our model (D) shows color fidelity on par with the
sequential capture; the difference between the simulation output
and experimental capture can be attributed to model mismatch.
This suggests improvements to the calibration pipeline could enable
experimental results with the quality of the simultaneous model.

3-Dimensional Holograms. A major appeal of holography is the
ability to solve the vergence-accommodation conflict, so we also val-
idate our method for 3D scenes. A 4-plane focal stack was rendered

with 0.5 pixels blur radius per millimeter depth. Holograms were
captured at distance from 90mm to 120mm in 10mm increments.
The results are displayed in Fig. 7, and once again pseudo-color se-
quential images (B), which use 3× the number of frames, are shown
for comparison. Although model mismatch creates some color shift
in the experimental captures (C), the simultaneous model output (D)
shows what the results could look like with improved calibration.
We note that 3D hologram generation is not as well-posed as 2D;
despite this, our results demonstrate the ability to form 3D color
holograms with natural defocus blur from a single SLM frame.

7 DISCUSSION
While our method improves hologram quality for simultaneous
illumination and is compatible with VR/AR displays, it does have
limitations. First, our method is not equally effective for all images.
Natural images with high levels of texture work best, as they have
similarly structured color channels and contain high frequency color
information that is perceptually suppressible by our loss function.
Images with large flat areas may exhibit noticeable artifacts due to
the more difficult task of determining an SLM pattern that produces
3 largely unique holograms (see Supplement Fig. S4).

SLMs with large phase range can be slower than their short phase
range counterparts. Although our SLM has 7.4𝜋 phase range in blue,
we show in the Supplement that we can achieve reasonable quality
with only a 4𝜋 range, opening the possibility for simultaneous color
with a wider variety of SLMs.

Calculating a single SLM pattern for a 2D image using an Nvidia
A6000 takes minutes with our method, inhibiting real-time displays.
Neural nets can generate SLM patterns in real-time while retaining
quality, suggesting a potential future solution for simultaneous color
holography [Eybposh et al. 2020; Shi et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2022].
In summary, we developed a framework for high-quality color

holograms using simultaneous RGB illumination in a compact setup,
featuring a camera-calibrated, differentiable model and custom loss
functions.
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Fig. 6. Experimentally captured 2D holograms. For each target image (A), we show (B) the experimental capture with sequential pseudo-color, (C) our
experimental capture with full simultaneous color, and (D) the simulated model output for simultaneous color. Recall that our simultaneous color results (C)
use 3× fewer degrees of freedom than the sequential capture (B). Although some color fidelity is lost in experiment (C), the simulated model output (D) shows
good color quality, demonstrating that accurate color is possible with our method and improvements to the calibration.
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Fig. 7. Experimentally captured focal stack. This figure displays a focal stack, with the target shown in (A), captured from 90mm to 120mm in 10mm
increments. We compare (B) the sequential pseudo-color experimental capture with (C) the experimental capture of the simultaneous full color hologram and
(D) the simulated model output for simultaneous color. Although model mismatch creates some deviations between the simultaneous capture (C) and the
target (A), the simulated model (D) is representative of the color fidelity we expect from our method with improvements to the system calibration.
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Fig. 8. Comparison of different propagation methods for suppressing higher diffraction orders. The first column shows the results obtained using
the traditional angular spectrum method (ASM) which doesn’t model higher diffraction orders. The second column shows the results obtained using HOASM
which reduces the visibility of higher orders but fails to completely suppress them. The third column shows the results obtained using our proposed learned
propagation method that includes a U-net, which largely suppresses the higher diffraction orders and results in a hologram with the fewest artifacts, suggesting
the learned propagation model best matches the physical propagation.
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Fig. 9. Experimental setup A top view of our system with labeled components and an approximate beam path drawn in green is depicted in (A). A side-view
of the system is provided by (B). Note that the hologram is formed directly on the bare camera sensor with no lens or eyepiece between. This configuration
allows us to validate our method, but for a human-viewable system, an eyepiece must be added between the hologram plane and the user’s eye.
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Supplementary Material – Simultaneous Color Holography

S1 ADDITIONAL IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS
Spatial Light Modulator. For all simulations, a spatial light modulator (SLM) with 1920 × 1080 pixels and a pixel size of 8 µm × 8 µm is

used. The phase ranges of the red, green, and blue channels are 2.4𝜋 , 5.9𝜋 , and 7.4𝜋 , respectively, unless otherwise noted. These values were
experimentally calibrated for the Holoeye Pluto-2.1-Vis-016 SLM. The propagation distance of all simulated holograms is 100mm unless
otherwise noted.

Modified High Order Angular Spectrum Method (HOASM). We implement a modified version of the High Order Angular Spectrum Method
(HOASM) as described by Gopakumar et al. [2021]. Instead of propagating the zero- and first-order together, we propagate them separately.
The zero-order is propagated by performing the traditional angular spectrum method (ASM). To propagate the first-order, we pattern the
zero-padded Fourier transform of the complex field to be propagated into a 3 × 3 grid. The center Fourier transform of the grid is then zeroed
out. The Fourier representation of the first-order is then weighted with a sinc function and propagated to the sensor plane using ASM. The
field is then down-sampled and cropped. The complex fields of the zero- and first-orders are then split into real and imaginary parts and
stacked before being fed into a U-Net. The U-Net consists of 4 downsampling layers, the number of channels increases from 4 to 32 during the
first downsampling layer and doubles in each of the next 3 downsampling layers until there are 256 channels. Four upsampling layers are
then applied, producing a single-channel output representing the intensity of the propagated wavefront.

Camera Space to SLM Space Homography. To perform either offline or active camera-in-the-loop optimization, the captured wavefront
and SLM must be in the same space. This requires a transform and downsampling of the captured image to place it in the same coordinate
system as the SLM pattern used to generate it. We opt to use an affine transform to perform this mapping. The affine transform is calculated
as follows: first, an SLM pattern is calculated that produces a grid of dots. The dots are then detected on the sensor, and their centers are
estimated in camera space coordinates. The centers of the dots are known in SLM space since the target image containing the dots is in SLM
space for optimization. Finally, Python’s OpenCV package is used to produce the affine transform matrix that maps the captured dots to the
SLM coordinate space. A unique homography is calculated for each depth location and color channel.

Source Power Optimization. Correctly setting the power of each color channel of the SLED for a given hologram is an important step
to achieving good color fidelity. To achieve this, we use an active camera-in-the-loop based approach to optimize the power of the color
channels. First, the power of the source is set to an arbitrary value less than 100% across all three color channels. A baseline reference image
is captured, debayered, and mapped to the SLM space. Three learnable weighting parameters, one for each color channel, are initialized to
unity and applied to the captured reference image. These weighting parameters serve as a proxy to optimizing the source power. An iterative
process is then undertaken, where an image is captured on the camera, debayered, and mapped to the SLM space. The loss between this
image and the target image is calculated and then backpropagated using the computational graph of the weighting parameters applied to the
reference image. The initial source power is then multiplied by the updated weighting parameters, and a new image is captured, restarting the
iterative loop. This is done until the color weighting parameters have converged, usually taking between 15-30 iterations. If the process fails
to converge or the initial source power multiplied by the weighting function becomes greater than 100%, the exposure time is increased, and
the source power optimization is restarted.

Although we use camera feedback in this process, we note that the information needed for source power optimization is contained in the
color balance of the image itself. We believe this step could be replaced with a precomputed source power that’s dependent on the image
content.

Simultaneous Color Focal Stack Optimization. In this approach, we optimize the SLM pattern for a focal stack using simultaneous color
holography. First, we load a learned model for wave propagation for our unfiltered holography system. Then, the SLM pattern is initialized
and target intensities defined for each plane in the multiplane hologram. Gradient descent is used to optimize the SLM pattern. For each plane,
the field generated from the current SLM pattern is calculated and propagated to the current plane of interest using the learned propagation
model. The loss is computed using our custom perceptual loss function and back-propagated to calculate the gradient of the loss with respect
to the SLM pattern. The calculated gradients are then used to update the SLM pattern. This process is performed iteratively for each depth
plane and continued until the SLM pattern converges. Finally, we capture a simultaneous color focal stack by displaying the optimized SLM
pattern, moving the camera to each plane in the multiplane hologram and capturing. Pseudocode for this method is provided in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 Simultaneous Color Focal Stack Optimization
1: Initialize: Load learned model for wave propagation. Initialize SLM pattern 𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀 and target intensity 𝐼𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 for each depth plane in the

focal stack.
2: Optimize:
3: while SLM pattern 𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀 not converged do
4: for each depth plane, 𝑑 , in the focal stack hologram do
5: Clear previous gradients
6: Generate field from current SLM pattern and propagate to depth plane 𝑑 : 𝐹𝑖𝑒𝑙𝑑𝑜𝑢𝑡 = 𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜 (𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀 , 𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑡ℎ = 𝑑)
7: Compute loss with custom perceptual loss function: 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠 = 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝐹𝑢𝑛𝑐 (𝐹𝑖𝑒𝑙𝑑𝑜𝑢𝑡 , 𝐼𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 [𝑑])
8: Backpropagate the gradient of 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠 with respect to 𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀
9: Update the SLM pattern 𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀

10: Capture: Experimentally capture the simultaneous color focal stack
11: for each depth plane, 𝑑 , in the focal stack hologram do
12: Move camera to depth plane 𝑑
13: Capture hologram: 𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚 = 𝐶𝑎𝑝𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝐼𝑚𝑎𝑔𝑒 (𝑐𝑎𝑚𝑒𝑟𝑎)
14: Add captured hologram to the focal stack: 𝐹𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑆𝑡𝑎𝑐𝑘.𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑 (𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚)
15: Output: The optimized SLM pattern, 𝑃𝑆𝐿𝑀 , and the captured simultaneoius color focal stack, 𝐹𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑆𝑡𝑎𝑐𝑘
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S2 EFFECT OF EYEPIECE ON NEAR-EYE HOLOGRAPHIC DISPLAYS
Our experimental setup creates an image directly on the bare sensor, but for a human-viewable system, we would use an eyepiece between
the image plane and the user’s eye. For a near-eye display, the eyepiece is needed to make the image plane appear further away so the eye can
focus on it. Together with the lens of the user’s eye, the eyepiece creates an optical relay system that generates a copy of the image plane on
the user’s retina.

There are three major differences between this more realistic setup with an eyepiece and our experimental setup without an eyepiece: (1)
The relay system generally does not have unit magnification, which causes the image plane and corresponding color depth replicas to appear
at new axial locations. (2) The finite aperture of the eyepiece can block some of the wavefront, creating artifacts and vignetting at the edges of
the field of view. (3) Optical aberrations in the eyepiece can reduce image quality, adding blur or undesirable speckle if not compensated for.

We now explore each of these differences in more detail.

S2.1 Effect of the Eyepiece on Depth Replica Locations
After being viewed through the eyepiece, the image plane of the holographic display appears at a new depth in the world. This is governed by
the thin lens equation

𝑧world =
𝑓 𝑧slm

𝑓 − 𝑧slm
, (13)

where 𝑓 is the focal length of the eyepiece, 𝑧slm is the actual distance from the eyepiece to the image plane, and 𝑧world is the apparent distance
to the image when viewed through the eyepiece.

The apparent positions of the replica planes will also be shifted in the world based on the eyepiece, and in general, replica planes are spread
further apart. We illustrate this effect with a concrete example.

Consider the case where we have an eyepiece of focal length 𝑓 = 30mm and the SLM is co-located with the eyepiece for a thin form factor.
If we want the image plane to appear at 1 m in the world, we can use Eq. 13 to calculate that the propagation distance from the SLM should be
𝑧0 = 29.13mm. If the image is created in green (512 nm), the replicas in red (636 nm) and blue (453 nm) will appear at 36.18mm and 25.77mm,
respectively, relative to the SLM. For both of these replica planes, we can apply Eq. 13 to calculate the position of these planes in the world
after being viewed through the eye piece.

For the red replica at 36.18mm, 𝑧world is negative, indicating that the apparent image is behind the viewer (in other words, the illumination
is converging, rather than diverging)—this is not representative of real, physical objects and our eyes generally cannot focus on this plane,
meaning that this replica is no longer visible.
For the replica in blue at 25.77mm relative to the SLM, we calculate that this corresponds to a depth 18.28 cm once viewed through the

eyepiece. Recall that the original (non-replica) plane is a 1 m from the eye piece, demonstrating that the eyepiece causes the replicas to be
significantly more spread out. In fact, the eyes of many adults cannot accommodate at such a close distance, meaning that such individuals
would not be able to focus on the replica plane.

In general, as the eyepiece focal length gets shorter, the small distances between the replicas are exaggerated. This makes them less visible
since the replicas appear in regions where it’s more difficult for the viewer to accommodate.
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Fig. S1. Effect of eyepiece on image quality (simulation). Each column shows different simulated eyepiece aberrations, with the Zernike phase error and
PSF shown at the top. Each row shows a different eyepiece diameter. With small aberrations where the PSF is contained to a single SLM pixel (left column),
there is minimal impact on image quality. Stronger aberrations, both symmetric (center column) and asymmetric (right column) add additional speckle to the
image. This could be compensated for computationally if the aberrations are known. When the eyepiece diameter is smaller than the SLM size (10 mm, top)
only the center of the image is visible and there is additional speckle at the edges. When the eyepiece is approximately the same size as the SLM (15 mm,
center), there is vignetting in the corners and reduced quality at the edges. When the eyepiece is sufficiently large (30 mm, bottom), there are no artifacts from
the eyepiece aperture size.
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S2.2 Effect of the Eyepiece on ImageQuality
Since the eyepiece creates a relay system between the image plane and the user’s retina, with an ideal eyepiece, the image seen by the user

is a magnified version of the image directly in front of the SLM. However, the finite size of the eyepiece aperture can cause artifacts at the
edges of the field of view, and aberrations in the eyepiece can further reduce image quality.

Figure S1 simulates the effect of these non-idealities on image quality. We assume an 𝑓 = 30mm focal length eyepiece and an SLM with
8 µm pixels and 1920 × 1080 resolution, which matches our experimental results. We simulate an eyepiece diameter ranging from 10mm to
30mm. Note that the SLM is about 16mm across. When the eyepiece diameter is larger than the SLM size (30 mm, bottom), there are no
visible edge effects in the image. When the eyepiece diameter is close to the SLM size (15 mm, middle), some of the image is lost in the corners
and there’s additional speckle around the edges. When the eyepiece has a significantly smaller diameter (10 mm, top), only a fraction of the
image is viewable due to the finite size of the eyepiece. This suggests that the eyepiece diameter must by larger than the size of the image
plane in order to cover the full field of view.

We also simulate the effect of aberrations on image quality. The left column show a simulated lens with a small amount of spherical
aberration, which is representative of a well-corrected eyepiece. Since the point spread function (PSF) of this simulated lens is smaller than
8 µm, the SLM pixel size, we see good image quality with minimal speckle. Once the spot size starts to exceed the pixel size of the SLM,
additional speckle becomes visible in the image. The image quality is qualitatively similar for symmetric aberrations like spherical (center
column) and asymmetric aberrations (right column). We note that holographic displays can compensate for aberrations [Maimone et al. 2017]
if the aberrations are known, so even poorly corrected eyepieces can yield high quality images. However, here we simulate the case where
aberrations are not corrected for computationally.

In conclusion, without further computational correction, an eyepiece will not reduce image quality if the PSF is smaller than the SLM pixel
size and the eyepiece diameter is larger than the total SLM size.
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S3 ACTIVE CAMERA-IN-THE-LOOP (CITL)
Active CiTL [Peng et al. 2020] is a special case of camera-calibrated models in which an image is displayed on the SLM, and camera captures
are used to improve that particular image using the difference between the experimental capture and target image. While active CiTL is
incompatible for real time displays, it does provide a useful proof of achievable hologram quality. Consequently, we implemented active CiTL
for our system as follows.
First, an SLM pattern is optimized using our learned simulation model and the computational graph is retained. This SLM pattern is

then displayed and the resulting hologram is captured. A homography is applied to the captured hologram for each color channel to map
it from camera space to simulation space. Our perceptual loss function is applied to the remapped captured hologram and target image.
Backpropagation is performed using a computational graph saved during the forward pass, but the experimentally captured hologram is used
in the loss function (instead of the simulated model output). This is the first time to our knowledge that active CiTL has been combined with a
deep component to the forward model. Figure S2 shows reduced noise and improved color fidelity for holograms generated with active CiTL.
Since active CiTL uses the difference between the experimental capture and the target, the alignment between the two must be precise. We
find that improved alignment using a piecewise affine homography, rather than a global affine homography, dramatically improves color
fidelity. A comparison of this case is shown in Figure S3.

17



Markley, et al.

Camera-in-the-LoopSingle Shot

Fig. S2. Active camera-in-the-Loop (CiTL) reduces noise and improves color fidelity. The first column of this image depicts experimentally captured
color holograms. The second columns shows images that were iteratively improved with a camera in the system using the active CiTL algorithm of Peng et al.
[2020].
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Target Affine Homography Piecewise Affine Homography

Fig. S3. Piecewise affine homography improves color fidelity for active CiTL. The first column shows the target image. The second column shows the
experimentally captured hologram optimized using active CiTL with a global affine homography. The third column depicts active CiTL with a piecewise affine
homography, which reduces color artifacts and noise due to better alignment during optimization. Cat source image by Chris Erwin (CC-BY-2.0).
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S4 ADDITIONAL EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND FAILURE CASES
Figure S4 depicts additional captured results, which are intended to showcase a wider variety of scenes and include failure cases of our
method. Our method has the most difficulty when the target has large, flat areas (i.e. textureless) of saturated color. Textureless targets lack
high frequency information that can be leveraged by our loss function, leading to substantial artifacts such as color non-uniformity and
ringing . These artifacts are particularly apparent in the image of colored bars in Fig. S4. Highly saturated images or “unnatural” images (like
the colored bars) often fail due to disparate color channels, resulting in a single SLM pattern having to produce three holograms at the same
plane with substantially different structures. In contrast, natural images typically have similarly structured color channels. We provide further
simulation results of this failure case in Figure S5.

Capture Model Target

Fig. S4. Additional simultaneous color holograms captured in experiment. The first column depicts holograms captured in experiment. The second
column shows the simulation output. The third column depicts the target image. Although our system performs well on most natural scenes, unnatural
images such as the bars in the center row are more challenging for our algorithm.
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Simulation Ground Truth Error Map
PSNR: 20.01
SSIM: 0.510

PSNR: 18.48
SSIM: 0.364

PSNR: 19.64
SSIM: 0.239

PSNR: 22.32
SSIM: 0.754

Fig. S5. Failure case simulation results. The first column depicts holograms simulated using our proposed method with no U-Net component. The second
column shows the target image. The an error map between the simulation and the ground truth. Our proposed method struggles to produce holograms that
contain large patches of highly saturated colors. Our method also struggles to produces white content on a black background as demonstrated in row three.
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Luminance (O1) Channel Filter Red-Green (O2) Channel 
Filter

Blue-Yellow (O3) Channel Filter

Fig. S6. Perceptual loss function filters in Fourier opponent color space. The white areas of the filters pictured represents the pass band of the filter. The
luminance channel has a filter width of 75% of Fourier space. Both chrominance channels (Red-Green, Blue-Yellow) have filter widths of 45% of Fourier space.

S5 ADDITIONAL PERCEPTUAL LOSS FUNCTION DETAILS
Figure S6 shows a visualization of the perceptual loss function filters used in our algorithm. These filter sizes were kept constant regardless of
the scene being optimized. To test the effectiveness of our perceptual loss function, we applied it to a personally captured dataset of 294
images. For each target image, an SLM pattern was optimized using both the traditional RGB loss function and our perceptual loss function.
The resulting hologram was then captured, and the perceptual filter was applied. The PSNR, SSIM, and NMSE were calculated for the filtered
simulated holograms and the perceptually filtered target image. The average metrics over the entire dataset are provided in Table S1.

To make our system more general, we defined the perceptual loss filters relative to the maximum spatial frequency of the SLM instead of
in physical units. However, by choosing the focal length of the eye piece, we can relate the filter sizes to physical quantities through the
following relationship:

cutoff (cycles/deg) = 𝑓

2𝑝 · 𝜋

180 · 𝛾 (14)

where 𝑓 is the focal length of the eye piece, 𝑝 is the SLM pixel size, and 𝛾 is the filter width defined as a fraction of the Fourier space extent. In
our simulations, 𝛾 = 0.75 for luminance and 0.45 for chrominance as shown in Fig. S6. Therefore, with an 8 µm pixel pitch and eye piece focal
length of 36.6mm, the cutoffs correspond to 30 cycles/deg and 18 cycles/deg, for luminance and chrominance respectively. This is similar
to perceptual measurements of human vision: Mullen [1985] measure approximately 30 cycles/deg in luminance and 11-12 cycles/deg in
chrominance, which is actual slightly less accuity in color than we target in our images.

PSNR SSIM NMSE
RGB Loss Function 20.11 0.603 0.010
Perceptual Loss Function 26.58 0.869 0.003

Table S1. A comparison of the average PSNR, SSIM, and NMSE for holograms optimized with the traditional RGB loss function and perceptual loss function.
The metrics were calculated between the perceptually filtered simulated holograms and the perceptually filtered target. The data set used was a personally
captured set of 294 images of natural scenes.
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S6 THE EFFECT OF BIT DEPTH ON HOLOGRAM QUALITY
The effect of quantization on hologram quality is an important consideration when choosing an extended phase SLM. We define the effective
bit depth as the number of bits contained in a 2𝜋 interval of the extended range. For example, the effective bit depth of an 8-bit SLM with
a phase range of 8𝜋 is 6 bits as each 2𝜋 interval contains 64 discrete samples i.e. 6 bits. To determine the minimum bit depth required for
adequate image quality, we simulated holograms using an SLM with a 2𝜋 phase range and bit depths from 2 bits to 8-bits. Simulations are
done by optimizing the hologram with gradient descent, then quantizing to the target bit depth. A significant drop off in both PSNR and SSIM
was observed between 5 and 6 bits, as depicted in Fig. S7. This suggests that the minimum effective bit depth required for an extended phase
SLM is 6 bits. Since most commercially available SLMs are 8 bits, this suggests that the maximum phase range in any channel should be 8𝜋 ,
which aligns well with the SLM used in our experiments (maximum phase range of 7.4𝜋 in the blue channel). Additionally, we find that no
image quality improvement is achieved for simultaneous color holograms once each color channel has a bit depth of at least 6 bits across a 2𝜋
phase range. The results of this simulation are displayed in Figure S8.

Bits : 8
PSNR: 34.98
SSIM: 0.943

Bits : 7
PSNR: 33.85
SSIM: 0.924

Bits : 6
PSNR: 31.00
SSIM: 0.856

Bits : 5
PSNR: 26.26
SSIM: 0.665

Bits : 4
PSNR: 20.54
SSIM: 0.367

Bits : 3
PSNR: 14.20
SSIM: 0.135

Bits : 2
PSNR: 7.38
SSIM: 0.035

Target

Fig. S7. An analysis of SLM bit depth on hologram quality in simulation We simulate holograms using SLMs of 2 to 8 bits. The target image is pictured
in the top left of the figure. One should note the rapidly increasing drop off in both PSNR and SSIM between 5 and 6 bits.
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Fig. S8. An analysis of SLM bit depth on simultaneous color hologram quality in simulation We simulate holograms using SLMs of 1 to 16 bits. Rows
1-3 depict the simulated simultaneous color holograms with an SLM of bit depth 3, 8, and 16 respectively. Row 4 depicts the bit depth vs. PSNR. PSNR is
calculated with the perceptually filtered ground truth and perceptually filtered simulated hologram.
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S7 THE EFFECT OF PHASE RANGE ON SIMULTANEOUS COLOR HOLOGRAM QUALITY
The phase range of an SLM plays a critical role in the arena of simultaneous color holography. In this context, we must ensure that the phase
range for each of the three color channels is sufficiently different. This differentiation is crucial as it allows for the production of unique
holograms in each color channel, overcoming the inherent depth-wavelength ambiguity associated with the ASM kernel. However, there’s a
trade-off. An SLM with a larger phase range can potentially degrade the image quality by reducing the effective bit depth, as detailed in
Section S6. Additionally, SLMs with larger phase ranges tend to have slower refresh rates, counterbalancing some of the advantages gained
from simultaneous illumination.

Thus, when choosing an SLM for this purpose, the aim should be to select one that offers the minimal phase range necessary to achieve the
desired image quality. In our study depicted in Figure S9, we conducted a series of experiments with various phase values to find a range that
delivers adequate quality simultaneous color holograms for both natural and unnatural images. We utilized gradient descent with a naive
ASM forward model for each SLM pattern. The L2 norm between the target image and the simulated hologram served as the loss function.

Our experiment involved fixing the red channel phase range at 2𝑝𝑖 and incrementally increasing the blue channel phase range from 2𝑝𝑖 to
8𝑝𝑖 . We set the green channel’s phase range as the average of the red and blue channels. Our findings reveal that for unnatural images, a
minimum phase range of 5𝑝𝑖 in the blue channel is sufficient, and for natural images, a phase difference of 4𝑝𝑖 is adequate. We find this result
unsurprising as unnatural images have largely unique color channels while natural images have fairly similar color channels. This suggests
the task of optimizing an SLM pattern for natural images is easier and consequently requires less phase.
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Fig. S9. A demonstration of SLM phase range on hologram quality in simulation] The images in the first column represent unnatural images, while the
second column shows natural images. Each row corresponds to a specific maximum phase range in the blue channel, denoted by the labels of pi. The phase
range in the red channel is fixed at 2𝑝𝑖 , and the green channel’s phase range is the average of the red and blue channels. Our findings demonstrate that a
minimum phase range of 5𝑝𝑖 for unnatural images and 4𝑝𝑖 for natural images in the blue channel produces satisfactory holographic reconstructions. This is
anticipated given that unnatural images typically have more unique color channels, thus necessitating a larger phase range, while natural images with their
similar color channels require less phase variation.
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S8 BIT AND DEPTH DIVISION IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS AND ANALYSIS
In this section we provide our implementation details of bit and depth division holography. Additionally, we analyze the methods for SLMs of
various phase ranges. We implement bit division largely as laid out by Jesacher et al. [2014]. First we calculated the three color channels
SLM patterns using a modified Gerchberg-Saxton approach assuming a 2𝜋 phase range in each color channel. Instead of using the Fourier
transform for propagation as in Jesacher et al. [2014], we use ASM match our other results. This is run until convergence, and 3 unique SLM
patterns are produced. These SLM patterns are then combined via an optimization problem as described by [Jesacher et al. 2014]. We then
used the combined SLM pattern to simulate a color hologram at the sensor plane. Pseudocode for this algorithm is provided by Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Bit Division Holography
1: Step 1: Individual color channel SLM pattern calculation
2: for each color channel (Red, Green, Blue) do
3: Get the target intensity for the current color channel: 𝐼target
4: Initialize the hologram phase pattern for the current color channel: 𝐻0
5: 𝐴 = 𝐴𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑑𝑒 (𝑆𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑐𝑒) ∗ 𝑒𝑖𝐻0

6: while not converged do
7: Perform the modified Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm for the current color channel:
8: 𝐵 = 𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟𝑆𝑝𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑟𝑢𝑚𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑎𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝐴,𝑑𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 , 𝜆𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 )
9: 𝐶 = 𝐴𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑑𝑒 (𝐼target) ∗ 𝑒𝑖𝑃ℎ𝑎𝑠𝑒 (𝐵)
10: 𝐷 = 𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟𝑆𝑝𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑟𝑢𝑚𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑎𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝐶,𝑑𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 , 𝜆𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟 )
11: 𝐴 = 𝐴𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑑𝑒 (𝑆𝑜𝑢𝑟𝑐𝑒) ∗ 𝑒𝑖𝑃ℎ𝑎𝑠𝑒 (𝐷 )

12: Store the optimized hologram for the current color channel: 𝐻𝑐𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑟

13: Step 2: Hologram combination
14: Combine the three optimized holograms by solving the optimization problem described by Jesacher et al. [2014]
15: Step 3: Hologram simulation
16: Simulate a color hologram at the sensor plane using the combined hologram
17: Output the final optimized holograms

We choose to implement the depth division method using gradient descent-based optimization rather than a modified Gerchberg-Saxton
(GS) algorithm for multiplane holograms originally proposed by Makowski et al. [2010, 2008] for depth division holography. Since we use
gradient descent in our approach, we determined this was a more fair comparison. In our implementation the SLM pattern is first converted
to a complex field. The complex field is then propagated to 𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑡ℎ = 68mm, 80mm, 100mm using the ASM kernel for the red color channel.
These correspond to the replica planes. The intensity of the of the fields are then calculated at each target plane and compared to the blue,
green, and red channels, respectively, using an L2 loss function. Backpropagation is then used to calculate the gradients of the loss function
with respect the SLM voltage values and then update these voltages. Pseudocode for this algorithm is provided by Algorithm 3.

We implement both the bit and depth division holography methods for 3 simulated SLMs. The first SLM has a uniform 2𝜋 phase range in
each color channel. This phase range is optimal for depth division, but performs the worst of the simulated SLMs for bit division, demonstrating
how bit division relies on extended SLM phase range. The next simulated SLM is an arbitrary standard SLM i.e. not extended phase. We model
this SLM to have 2𝜋 phase range in red, 2.7𝜋 in green, and 3.4𝜋 in blue. The simulated holograms increase in quality from the 2𝜋 SLM for the
bit division method, but decrease in quality for depth division. Finally we simulate the Holoeye Pluto SLM used in our experimental setup.
This SLM has a 2.4𝜋 phase range in red, 5.9𝜋 phase range in green, and 7.4𝜋 phase range in blue. The results for depth division continue
to degrade with this SLM, since the depth division algorithm does not take into account the wavelength-dependent response of the SLM.
The results improve for bit division with the additional extended phase. This suggests that that phase diversity across channels provides
the best performance for bit division holography, while phase uniformity across channels provides the best performance for depth division
holography. The results of the outlined experiment can be found in Figs. S11 and S12.
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Algorithm 3 Depth Division Holography
1: Initialization:
2: - Choose a depth to display the multicolor holgoram: 𝑑𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡
3: Step 1: Calculate depth planes
4: Set the red channel propagation distance, 𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑑 , equal to the target depth: 𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑑 = 𝑑𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡
5: Determine the ratio r of the propagation distance to the wavelength for the red color: 𝑟 = 𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑑/𝜆𝑟𝑒𝑑
6: Apply this ratio to the blue and green wavelengths to calculate the propagation distances (depth planes) where their angular spectrum

kernel equals that of the red color: 𝑑𝑏𝑙𝑢𝑒 = 𝑟 ∗ 𝜆𝑏𝑙𝑢𝑒 , 𝑑𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑛 = 𝑟 ∗ 𝜆𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑛
7: Step 2: Initialize multiplane hologram optimization
8: Initialize parameters for gradient descent optimization, including learning rate, number of iterations, and initial hologram
9: Step 3: Gradient descent optimization
10: for iteration from 1 to numIterations do
11: Initialize target intensities for red, green, and blue
12: for d in [𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑑 , 𝑑𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑛, 𝑑𝑏𝑙𝑢𝑒 ] do
13: Propagate the field using angularSpectrumPropagation: 𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑎𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑𝐹𝑖𝑒𝑙𝑑 = 𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑟𝑆𝑝𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑟𝑢𝑚𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑎𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚,𝑑, 𝜆𝑟𝑒𝑑 )
14: Compute targetIntensity from propagatedField
15: Append targetIntensity to respective color targetIntensities
16: Compute the loss: 𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 = 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑢𝑡𝑒𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠 (𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡, 𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡𝐼𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑒𝑠)
17: print("Iteration:", iteration, "Loss:", loss)
18: Compute the gradient: 𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡 = 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑢𝑡𝑒𝐺𝑟𝑎𝑑𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡 (𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡, 𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡𝐼𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑒𝑠, 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚)
19: Update currentHologram: 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚 = 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝐻𝑜𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑚 − 𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑒 ∗ 𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡
20: Step 4: Return the optimized multiplane hologram
21: Output the final optimized hologram: currentHologram
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Fig. S10. Extended phase range reduces depth replicas in simulation. (A) Using an SLM with a uniform 2𝜋 phase range across all channels leads to strong
depth replicas, which reduce image quality at the target plane (diagonal) compared to the targets (C) and add in-focous content at depths that should be
defocused. By using the extended phase Holoeye Pluto-2.1-Vis-016 SLM (with Red: 2.4𝜋 , Green: 5.9𝜋 , Blue: 7.4𝜋 phase ranges), depth replicas are significantly
reduced (B), improving the quality of target plane holograms and creating defocused content at other depths. (D) Schematic illustrating the positions of the
replicate planes and target plane. Rubik’s cube source image by Iwan Gabovitch (CC BY 2.0).
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2π SLM Standard Phase SLM Extended Phase SLM Target

Fig. S11. SLM phase range affects hologram quality for bit division holography. Bit division takes advantage of the extended phase range of the SLM,
so does not perform well with an SLM with only 2𝜋 phase range per channel (left column). With a “ standard” SLM with realistic wavelength dependence to
the phase, bit division performs better. It works best with the extended phase range of the simulated Holoeye Pluto that we use for our experiments.
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2π SLM Standard Phase SLM Extended Phase SLM Target

Fig. S12. SLM phase range affects hologram quality for depth division holography. The depth division approach assumes no wavelength dependence
of the SLM, which is simulated in the first column. With a standard SLM with 2𝜋 phase in red and realistic wavelength dependence (second column) the
results are slightly degraded due to the violation of the no wavelength dependence assumption. Finally, with the extended phase range of the simulated
Holoeye Pluto SLM, the results show significant color artifacts and noise.
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