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Abstract

Phase retrieval (PR) is an essential problem in a number of coherent imaging sys-
tems. This work aims at resolving the holographic phase retrieval problem in real
world scenarios where the measurements are corrupted by a mixture of Poisson
and Gaussian (PG) noise that stems from optical imaging systems. To solve this
problem, we develop a novel algorithm based on Accelerated Wirtinger Flow that
uses Score-based Diffusion models as the generative prior (AWFSD). In partic-
ular, we frame the PR problem as an optimization task that involves both a data
fidelity term and a regularization term. We derive the gradient of the PG log-
likelihood function along with its corresponding Lipschitz constant, ensuring a
more accurate data consistency term for practical measurements. We introduce
a generative prior as part of our regularization approach by using a score-based
diffusion model to capture (the gradient of) the image prior distribution. We pro-
vide theoretical analysis that establishes a critical-point convergence guarantee for
the proposed AWFSD algorithm. Our simulation experiments demonstrate that:
1) The proposed algorithm based on the PG likelihood model enhances recon-
struction compared to that solely based on either Gaussian or Poisson likelihood.
2) The proposed AWFSD algorithm produces reconstructions with higher image
quality both qualitatively and quantitatively, and is more robust to variations in
noise levels when compared with state-of-the-art methods for phase retrieval.

1 Introduction

Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval (PR) is a nonlinear inverse problem, where the goal is to recover
a signal from the (square of) magnitude-only measurements that are corrupted by both Poisson and
Gaussian noise [1]. This problem is crucial in numerous applications across various fields such
as astronomy [2], X-ray crystallography [3], optical imaging [4], Fourier ptychography [5–8] and
coherent diffractive imaging (CDI) [9]. In CDI, a coherent beam source illuminates a sample of
interest and a reference. When the beam hits the sample, it generates secondary electromagnetic
waves that propagate until they reach a detector. By measuring the photon flux, the detector can
capture and record a diffraction pattern. This pattern is roughly proportional to the square of Fourier
transform magnitude of electric field associated with the illuminated objects [10, 11]. Recovering
the structure of the sample from its diffraction pattern is an non-linear inverse problem known as
holographic PR. To solve this problem, the maximum a posterior (MAP) estimate can be conducted
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Figure 1: Illustration of Poisson and Gaussian noise statistics in holographic phase retrieval.

with the following form:

x̂ = arg max
x∈RN

p(x|y,A, r) = arg min
x∈RN

g(x;A,y, r) + h(x), (1)

where x denotes the image to recover, y is the measurement collected, A ∈ CM×N denotes the
corresponding system matrix in holographic PR where M denotes the number of measurements and
N denotes the dimension of x. The known reference image r provides additional information to
reduce the ambiguity of x̂; using an extended reference is a common technique in Holographic CDI
[12, 13]. Following Bayes’ rule, we denote g(x) = − log p(y,A, r|x) and h(x) = − log p(x) as
the data-fidelity term and the regularization term, respectively.

In practical scenarios, the measurements y are contaminated by both Poisson and Gaussian (PG)
noise. The Poisson distribution is due to the photon counting and dark current [14]. The Gaus-
sian statistics stem from the readout structures (e.g., analog-to-digital converter (ADC)) of common
cameras. Fig. 1 illustrates the PG mixed noise statistics in the holographic PR. Because the PG like-
lihood is complicated (see (4)), most previous works [4, 5, 7, 15–41] approximate the Poisson noise
statistics by the central limit theorem and work with a substitute Gaussian log-likelihood estimate
problem; or use the Poisson maximum likelihood model but simply disregards Gaussian readout
noise. Besides, other more complicated approximation methods have also been proposed, such as
shifted Poisson model [42], the unbiased inverse transformation of a generalized Anscombe trans-
form [8, 43] and the majorize-minimize algorithm [44]. However, these approximate methods can
lead to a suboptimal solution after optimization that results in a lower-quality reconstruction.

Apart from the likelihood modeling, the regularizer h(x) provides prior information about under-
lying object characteristics that may aid in resolving ill-posed inverse problems. Beyond simple
choices of h(x) such as total variation (TV) or the L1-norm of coefficients of wavelet transform
[45], deep learning (DL)-integrated algorithms for solving inverse problems in computational imag-
ing have been reported to be the state-of-the-art [46]. The trained networks can be used as an object
prior for regularizing the reconstructed image to remain on a learned manifold [47]. Incorporating a
trained denoising network as a regularizer h(·) led to methods such as plug-and-play (PnP) [48–50],
and regularization by denoising (RED) [51]. In contrast to training a denoiser using clean images,
there is growing popularity of self-supervised image denoising approaches that do not require clean
data as the training target [52–54].

In addition to training a denoiser as regularizer, generative model-based priors are also proposed
[55, 56]. Recently, diffusion models have gained significant attention for image generation [57–60].
These probabilistic image generation models start with a clean image and gradually increase the
level of noise added to the image, resulting in white Gaussian noise. Then in the reverse process,
a neural network is trained to learn the noise in each step to generate or sample a clean image as
in the original data distribution. The score-based diffusion models estimate the gradients of data
distribution and can be used as plug-and-play priors for the inverse problem solving [61] such as
image delurring, MRI and CT reconstruction [62–67]. However, the realm of using score-based
models to perform phase retrieval is relatively unexplored; previous relevant works [61, 68] applied
denoising diffusion probabilistic modeling (DDPM) to PR but with less realistic system models and
under solely Gaussian or Poisson noise statistics. This paper considers a more realistic scenario and
shows that the proposed AWFSD algorithm outperforms methods used in previous works.
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In summary, our contribution is in three-fold:

• We present a new algorithm known as Accelerated Wirtinger Flow with Score-based
Diffusion models (AWFSD) as image priors (i.e., ∇h(x) in (1)) to address the challenge
of Holographic phase retrieval (PR) problem in the presence of Poisson and Gaussian (PG)
noise statistics.

• Theoretically, we derive a Lipschitz constant for the Holographic PR’s PG log-likelihood
and subsequently demonstrate the critical points convergence guarantee of our proposed
AWFSD algorithm.

• Simulation experiments demonstrate that: 1) Algorithms with the PG likelihood model
yield superior reconstructions in comparison to those relying solely on either the Poisson or
Gaussian likelihood models. 2) With the proposed score-based prior as regularization, the
AWFSD approach generates higher quality reconstructions and is more robust to variation
of noise levels without any parameter tuning, when compared to alternative state-of-the-art
methods.

2 Background

This section reviews holographical phase retrieval and machine learning-based regularizers for in-
verse problem solving.

2.1 Phase Retrieval (PR)

Gaussian PR. By assuming the elements of y follow independent Gaussian distributions y ∼
N (|Ax|2 + b̄, σ2I), the data fidelity term g(x) in (1) becomes gGau(x) , ‖y − b̄ − |Ax|2‖22.
To solve the corresponding MAP optimization problem, a popular method is Wirtinger flow (WF)
[23, 37–39] using the Wirtinger gradient: ∇gGau(x) = 4A′ diag{|Ax|2 − y + b̄}Ax. To deter-
mine an appropriate step size for the Wirtinger gradient, one can utilize the Lipschitz constant, or
consider using methods such as empirical trial and error, backtracking line search or observed Fisher
information [32]. To further accelerate the WF, one can use Nesterov’s momentum methods [69] or
optimized gradient methods [70], leading to the accelerated Wirtinge flow (AWF) [7, 71–73] that
is commonly used in solving PR problems. Apart from WF, other methods such as matrix-lifting
[4, 15, 26], Gerchberg-Saxton [41], majorize-minimize [40] and alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM) [20] have also been proposed.

Poisson PR. The Poisson ML model assumes y ∼ Poisson(|Ax|2 + b̄), so that g(x) in (1) has
the form: gPois(x) , 1′(|Ax|2 + b̄) − y′ log(|Ax|2 + b̄). Similar to the Gaussian case, one can
also apply WF [74] with ∇gPois(x) = 2Ax �

(
1− y � (|Ax|2 + b̄)

)
, where � and � denote

element-wise multiplication and division, respectively.

The Gaussian and Poisson models are both suboptimal for practical scenario where the measure-
ments are corrupted with Poisson plus Gaussian noise. Furthermore, many previous works [15, 17–
19, 21, 22, 24, 26, 35, 37–39, 44, 68, 74] modeled the system matrix A (in (1)) as i.i.d. random
Gaussian or randomly masked Fourier transform; these assumptions simplify the PR problem and
lead to elegant mathematical derivations (e.g., spectral initialization [23, 75]), but they are less re-
lated to optical imaging systems used in practical PR [76]. Practical PR involves canonical Fourier
transform-based system matrices such as Fresnel PR [77, 78], holographic PR [79], ptychographic
PR [80, 81] and Fraunhofer PR [76, 82]. Some previous works also remove the square of the
Fourier transform magnitude (see (3)) [22, 24, 35, 68]. However, this square of magnitude indicates
the amount of wavelength-weighted power emitted by a light source per unit area, so its removal
reduces the practicality.
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2.2 Deep Learning-based Regularizers

PnP and RED. Both PnP and RED are widely adopted in a variety of inverse problems [83–86]. By
implicitly representing the prior h(·) in (1) by an image denoiser, plug-and-play (PnP) methods [87,
88] were proposed to allow the integration of the physical measurement models and powerful DL-
based denoisers as image priors [50]. The model-agnostic nature of the denoiser allows PnP methods
to be applied to multiple imaging problems using a single DL denoiser simply by changing the
imaging model. Regularization by denoising (RED) [89, 90] is an algorithm closely related to PnP
that uses denoising engine in defining the regularization of the inverse problems.

Score Function. Let pθ(x) denote a model for the prior distribution of the latent image x; the score
function is then defined as2 sθ(x) = ∇x log pθ(x). Consider a sequence of positive noise scales
(for white Gaussian N (0, σ2

k)): σ1 < σ2 < · · · < σK , with σ1 being small enough so that noise of
this level does not visibly affect the image, and σK depending on the application. Score matching
can be used to train a noise conditional score network (NCSN) [57, 91] as follows:

θ̂ = arg min
θ

K∑
k=1

Ex∼p(x)Ex̃∼x+N (0,σ2
kI)

[(
sθ(x, σk)− x− x̃

σ2
k

)2
]
. (2)

With enough data, the neural network sθ(x, σ) is expected to learn the distribution pσ(x) =∫
p(x)pσ(y|x)dx where pσ(y|x) = N (x, σ2I) and y is defined in (1). To sample from the prior,

the method of Langevin dynamics is frequently used [57] .

3 Methods

This section provides a detailed explanation of the AWFSD algorithm.

3.1 Wirtinger Flow (WF)

Based on the physical model as demonstrated in Fig. 1, we model the system matrix A by the
(oversampled and scaled) discrete Fourier transform applied to a concatenation of the sample x, a
blank image (representing the holographic separation condition [30]) and a known reference image
r, so that y follows the following distribution:

y ∼ N (Poisson
(
|A(x)|2 + b̄

)
, σ2I), A(x) , αF{[x,0, r]}. (3)

Here b̄ denotes the mean of background measurements, σ2 denotes the variance of Gaussian noise,
and α denotes a scaling factor (being quantum efficiency, conversion gain, etc) after applying the
Fourier transform. Plugging the negative log-likelihood of (3) into (1) leads to

gPG(x) =
M∑
i=1

gi(x), gi(x) , − log

 ∞∑
n=0

e−(|a′ix|
2+b̄i) ·

(
|a′ix|2 + b̄i

)n
n!

· e
−
(

(yi−n)2√
2σ

)
√

2πσ2

 .

(4)
Here M denotes the length of y, a′i denotes the ith row of A (since A is linear). We opt to use WF
for estimating x because it is commonly used in practice due to its simplicity and efficiency [23].
The WF algorithm is based on the gradient of (4):

∇gPG(x) = 2A′ diag{φi(|a′ix|2 + bi; yi)}Ax,

φ(u; v) , 1− s(u, v − 1)

s(u, v)
, s(a, b) ,

∞∑
n=0

an

n!
e
−
(
b−n√

2σ

)2

. (5)

Theorem 1. Assume |xj | is bounded above by C for each j, a Lipschitz constant of∇gPG(x) is

L(∇gPG) , 2‖A‖22
(

2C2 ‖A‖2∞
(

1− e−
1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2 +
∣∣∣1− C2 ‖A‖2∞

(
1− e−

1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2

∣∣∣), (6)

where ymax is maxi{‖yi|}, i = 1, . . . ,M .
2This definition differs from the score function in statistics where the gradient is taken w.r.t. θ of log pθ(x).
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Algorithm 1 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via AWFSD.

Require: Measurement y, system matrixA, momentum factor η0 = 1, step size factor ε, weighting
factor γ, truncation operator PC(·) → [0, C]; initial image x0, initial auxiliary variables z0 =
w0 = v0 = x0, initialize σ1 > σ2 > · · · > σK .
for k = 1 : K do

for t = 1 : T do
Set step size µ = εσ2

k.

Set wt,k = PC
(
xt,k +

ηt−1,k

ηt,k
(zt,k − xt,k) +

ηt−1,k−1
ηt,k

(xt,k − xt−1,k)
)

.
Compute sθ(xt,k, σk) and sθ(wt,k, σk).
Set zt+1,k = wt,k − µ (∇gPG(wt,k) + sθ(wt,k, σk)).
Set vt+1,k = xt,k − µ (∇gPG(xt,k) + sθ(xt,k, σk)).

Set ηt+1,k = 1
2

(
1 +

√
1 + 4η2

t,k

)
.

Set xt+1,k = PC (γt,kzt+1,k + (1− γt,k)vt+1,k).
end for

end for
Return xT,K .

Theorem 1 gives the Lipschitz constant of ∇gPG(x) (Proof is given in the Appendix A.1). We
extended the analysis of [92] that considers a linear transformation model to a non-linear transfor-
mation (Ax→ |Ax|2) and with a different system matrixA.

3.2 Accelerated Wirtinger Flow with Score-based Diffusion (AWFSD) Image Prior

For the acceleration scheme in the WF algorithm, we followed the implementation of [93] as its con-
vergence guarantee was proved. Under the assumption that the true score function can be learned
properly, when we have a trained score function sθ(x,σ) by applying (2), the gradient descent
algorithm for MAP estimation (1) has the form: xt+1 = xt − µ(∇g(xt) + sθ(xt, σk)). Algo-
rithm 1 summarizes our proposed AWFSD algorithm (the vanilla version without acceleration is
given in Appendix A.3). In a similar fashion as Langevin dynamics, we choose σk to be a de-
scending scale of noise levels. In practice, we generally use each noise level a fixed number of
times, with geometrically spaced noise levels between some lower and upper bound. The stepsize
factor ε in Algorithm 1 can be selected empirically, but we show that the Lipschitz constant of the
gradient ∇gPG(xt) + sθ(xt, σk) exists as demonstrated in Theorem 2 (the proof is given in the
Appendix A.2); hence with sufficiently small step size ε, the sequence generated by Algorithm 1
will converge to a critical point of the posterior distribution in (1).

Theorem 2. With a smooth density function p(x) that has finite expectation, the Lipschitz constant
of∇gPG(xt,k)+sθ(xt,k, σk) exists when each element in xt,k satisfy 0 < |xj | < C for each j. Fur-
thermore, if the weighting factor γ ∈ {0, 1} is chosen appropriately following [93], i.e., according
to whichever higher posterior probability between p(z|y,A, r) and p(v|y,A, r); then with suffi-
ciently small ε, the sequence {xt,k} generated by Algorithm 1 is bounded, and any accumulation
point of {xt,k} is a critical point of the posterior distribution p(x|y,A, r) in (1).

Theorem 2 states that γ ∈ {0, 1} is needed to achieve convergence; nevertheless, we empirically
discovered that setting γ = 0.5 also led to a convergent sequence of xt,k. Alternatively, one can use
DDPM to learn to correct the error of a noisy image [58]. However, this approach cannot be incor-
porated directly with a data fidelity gradient term as the DDPM method does not capture the image
prior explicitly, so the diffusion step and the data-fitting step must be performed separately. We
implemented a DDPM version of the algorithm following [68] (Details are given in Appendix A.3).
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4 Experiment

4.1 Experiment Settings

Dataset. The main dataset we have selected consists of 162 histopathology images related to breast
cancer [94]. We opted for this particular dataset owing to its relevance in the context of X-ray imag-
ing that both image the structure of objects at the organ level. We randomly divided this dataset in
proportions of 122/20/20 for training, validation and testing, respectively. Although the size of train-
ing dataset is relatively small compared to typical datasets such as ImageNet or LSUN [58, 60] that
have millions of images, histopathology datasets of this size are not readily available. Furthermore,
we do not require the score functions to learn image priors strong enough to generate realistic im-
ages from white Gaussian noise; rather, it is sufficient for the priors to be able to denoise moderately
noisy images.

System Model. The system matrix is based on discrete Fourier transform of the concatenation of
the true image x, a blank image 0 and a reference image r with scaling and oversampling. We set
the scaling factor α to be in the range [0.02, 0.035] so that the average counts per pixel range from
6 to 25; the oversampled ratio is set to 2. We set r to be a binary random image similar to what was
used in [30]. The standard deviation of the Gaussian read noise added to the measurements y was
set as σ ∈ [0.5, 1.5].

Implemented Algorithms. For unregularized algorithms, we implemented Gaussian WF, Poisson
WF and Poisson-Gaussian WF. For regularized algorithms, we implemented smoothed total varia-
tion (TV) based on the Huber function [95, p. 184] and PnP/RED methods with the DnCNN denoiser
[96]: PnP-ADMM [87], PnP-PGM [88], and RED-SD [51]. We also implemented the RED-SD al-
gorithm with “Noise2Self" zero-shot image denoising network [53] (RED-SD-SELF). For diffusion-
based models, we implemented DDPM [68] and our proposed AWFSD. The Appendix A.3 shows
the implementation details of each algorithm. We used spectral initialization [75] for the Gaussian
PR and Poisson PR methods; we then used the output results from Poisson PR to initialize other al-
gorithms. We ran all algorithms until convergence in normalized root mean squared error (NRMSE)
or reached the maximum number of iterations (e.g., 50).

To evaluate the robustness and limitation of these algorithms, we first tuned the parameters for each
algorithm at the noise level when α = 0.030 and σ = 1, and then held them fixed throughout all
experiments (Table 1, Table 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). This is because in practice the ground truths
are unknown so that it is impossible to tune parameters on each testing data. Though the numbers
reported can fluctuate after careful refinement, e.g., by performing grid search on tuning parameters,
such techniques would potentially impede the algorithm’s practical use.

Network Training. For PnP denoising networks, we trained all denoisers on different noise levels
σ ∈ {9, 11, 13, 15} and found that σ = 15 worked the best on our data. We also used the denoiser
scaling technique from [97] to dynamically adjust the performance of all PnP methods. To per-
forming score matching, we applied 20 geometrically spaced noise levels between 0.005 and 0.1 on
each of the training images. All networks were implemented in PyTorch and trained on an NVIDIA
Quadro RTX 5000 GPU using the ADAM optimizer [98] for 1000 epochs with the best one being
selected based off the validation error, i.e., the mean squared error (MSE) loss.

4.2 Results

We compared all implemented algorithms both qualitatively, by visualizing the reconstructed images
and residual errors, and quantitatively, by computing the NRMSE and structural similarity index
measure (SSIM). Due to the global phase ambiguity, i.e., all the algorithms can recover the signal
only to within a constant phase shift due to the loss of global phase information, we corrected the
phase of x̂ by x̂corrected , sign (〈x̂,xtrue〉) x̂.

Fig. 2 visualizes reconstructed images generated by algorithms mentioned in the previous section.
Our proposed WF with PG likelihood outperforms other unregularized algorithms with a higher
SSIM (0.46) and lower NRMSE (41.0%) when compared to that of the Poisson WF with an SSIM
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Ground truth

SSIM NRMSE

0

1

0

0.5

Gaussian Poisson PG PG-TV

PG-PnP-ADMM PG-RED-SD PG-PnP-PGM PG-DDPM PG-AWFSD

0.23 64.0% 0.42 45.9% 0.46 41.0% 0.69 23.0%

0.69 26.4% 0.72 21.1% 0.68 23.6% 0.72 21.7% 0.80 20.5%

Figure 2: Reconstructed images by different algorithms. The bottom left/right subfigures
correspond to the zoomed in area and the error map for each image. α and σ were set to 0.02 and 1,

respectively.

Table 1: SSIM and NRMSE for different likelihoods tested on dataset [94], averaged across 7
different noise levels by varying α ∈ 0.02 : 0.005 : 0.035 in (3).

Likelihood Unregularized (SSIM/NRMSE) DDPM (SSIM/NRMSE) AWFSD (SSIM/NRMSE)
Gaussian 0.26 ± 0.16 50.9 ± 12.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Poisson 0.54 ± 0.18 31.7 ± 10.2 0.72 ± 0.13 19.5 ± 6.1 0.83 ± 0.06 16.2 ± 3.7

Poisson-Gaussian 0.57 ± 0.18 28.9 ± 9.0 0.80 ± 0.06 16.0 ± 2.9 0.85 ± 0.05 15.4 ± 3.7

value of 0.42 and NRMSE percentage of 45.9%. We found unregularized Gaussian WF failed to re-
construct similar to what was reported in [40]. Of the regularized algorithms, our proposed AWFSD
had less visual noise and achieved greater detail recovery compared to other methods, as evidenced
by the zoomed-in area in Fig. 2.

For quantitative evaluations, Table 1 exemplifies the effect of using our proposed PG likelihood as
compared to the simpler Gaussian or Poisson likelihoods. We did not run the Gaussian likelihood
with DDPM or AWFSD due to the abysmal performance with this likelihood. In all cases, usage
of the PG likelihood results in improved image quality in terms of both metrics. Table 2 consists
of experiments using the PG likelihood and shows the efficacy of the proposed AWFSD method
over other methods. In particular, our AWFSD had superior quantitative performance over all other
compared methods, as evidenced by its SSIM score of 0.85 and NRMSE value of 15.4%, when
compared to PnP-PGM (with an SSIM score of 0.78 and NRMSE value of 16.5%) and PG-DDPM
(with an SSIM score of 0.80 and NRMSE value of 16.0%).

Table 2: SSIM and NRMSE using Poisson Gaussian likelihood with different regularization/image
prior approaches. Results were tested on dataset [94], and were averaged across 7 different noise

levels by varying α ∈ 0.02 : 0.005 : 0.035 in (3).
Methods SSIM ↑ NRMSE (%) ↓

Unregularized 0.57 ± 0.18 28.9 ± 9.0
RED-SD-SELF 0.66 ± 0.13 21.9 ± 4.5

PnP-ADMM 0.71 ± 0.11 20.7 ± 4.2
TV regularizer 0.72 ± 0.11 18.2 ± 3.9

RED-SD 0.76 ± 0.09 16.8 ± 3.6
PnP-PGM 0.78 ± 0.11 16.5 ± 4.5

DDPM 0.80 ± 0.06 16.0 ± 2.9
AWFSD (Proposed) 0.85 ± 0.05 15.4 ± 3.7
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Figure 3: Comparison of SSIM and NRMSE varying scaling factor α ∈ [0.02, 0.035] and STD of
Gaussian noise σ ∈ [0.25, 1.5] defined in (3).

Ground truth

SSIM NRMSE

0

1

0

0.5

0.53 38.0% 0.65 30.9%

DDPM
𝝈=1.5

AWFSD
𝝈=1.5

DDPM
𝝈=0.75

AWFSD
𝝈=0.75

0.76 0.8219.8% 18.3%

Figure 4: Reconstructed images by DDPM and AWFSD under different σ values. Scaling factor α
was set to 0.02 (defined in (3)).

We also tested the robustness of the leading algorithms in Table 2, by varying both scaling factor
α and STD of Gaussian noise σ. Results are illustrated in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, where our AWFSD
algorithm had the highest SSIM and lowest NRMSE In Fig. 4, AWFSD demonstrated minimal
variations in SSIM and NRMSE metrics than DDPM as evidenced by the smaller discrepancies in
SSIM (0.17 vs. 0.23) and NRMSE (12.6% vs. 18.2%) when σ varies from 0.75 to 1.5.

5 Conclusion

We proposed a novel algorithm known as Accelerated Wirtinger Flow with Score-based Diffusion
models (AWFSD) for Poisson-Gaussian holographic phase retrieval. With evaluation on simulated
experiments, we demonstrated that our proposed AWFSD algorithm had the best performance both
qualitatively and quantitatively and was more robust to various noise levels, compared to other
state-of-the-art methods. Furthermore, we proved that our proposed algorithm has a critical-point
convergence guarantee. Therefore, our approach has much promise for translation in real-world
applications encountering phase retrieval problems.
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Appendix

This is the appendix of the paper “AWFSD: Accelerated Wirtinger Flow with Score-based Diffusion
Image Prior for Poisson-Gaussian Holographic Phase Retrieval”.

A.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Lemma 1.1: The function φ(u) is Lipschitz differentiable (φ is defined in (5)). The Lipschitz
constant for φ̇(u) is:

max{|φ̈(u)|} , µ =
(

1− e−
1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2 , where ymax = max
i∈{1,...,M}

{yi}. (A.1)

The proof is given in [92].

To clarify the notation, function gPG(x) maps a vector x ∈ RN to a scalar; it is the sum of each
gi(x) , φi(|a′ix|2 + bi; yi) over i = 1, . . . ,M . The function g(x) maps a vector x ∈ RN to
the measurement space y ∈ RM ; it is the concatenation of each gi(x). So ∇gPG(x) ∈ RN ,
∇2gPG(x) ∈ RN×N , and ∇g(x) ∈ RM×N .

By the chain rule, the Hessian of gPG is
∇2gPG(x) = 2A′ (diag{Ax}∇g(x) + diag{g(x)}A) . (A.2)

Assume |xj | is bounded above by C for each j. Then it follows that ‖ diag{Ax}‖2 ≤ C‖A‖∞ by
the construction of matrix-vector multiplication, leading to a Lipschitz constant for∇gPG(x):

L(∇gPG) = 2C‖A‖2 ‖A‖∞ ‖∇g(x)‖2 + 2‖A‖22 ‖ diag{g(x)}‖2. (A.3)
Here L(∇gPG) denotes a Lipschitz constant for ∇gPG, not necessarily the best one. To compute
‖∇g(x)‖2, we substitute the Lipschitz constant of φ̇(u) into (5) and apply Lemma 1.1, leading to

‖∇g(x)‖2 ≤ 2C‖A‖2‖A‖∞
(

1− e−
1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2 . (A.4)

To compute ‖ diag{g(x)}‖2, let

t ∈ [b,max
i
{|a′ix|2}+ b] ⊆ T , [b, C2‖A‖2∞ + b]. (A.5)

From the fact that φ̇(t) ≤ 1 by its construction, one can derive that

‖ diag{g(x)}‖2 = ‖g(x)‖∞ ≤ max
t∈T
{|φ̇(t)|} ≤

∣∣∣1− C2‖A‖2∞max{|φ̈(t)|}
∣∣∣. (A.6)

Combining the above derivations, we can conclude that

L(∇gPG) = 4C2 ‖A‖22 ‖A‖2∞
(

1− e−
1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2

+ 2‖A‖22
∣∣∣1− C2 ‖A‖2∞

(
1− e−

1
σ2

)
e

2ymax−1

σ2

∣∣∣. (A.7)

A.2 Proof of Theorem 2

It was already shown that ∇gPG is Lipschitz continuous, so the remaining problem is to find a
Lipschitz constant for s(x, σ). We assume that the data allows the neural network to learn the score
function well, i.e., pσ(x) = p(x) ~N (0, σ2), where ~ denotes convolution.

Lemma 2.1: The Fourier transform (and inverse transform) of an absolutely integrable function is
continuous.
Proof of lemma 2.1: Let f be absolutely integrable and let f̃ be its Fourier transform. We have

|f̃(w + h)− f̃(w)| =
∣∣∣∣∫ f(x)(e−2πjx(w+h) − e−2πjwx)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ |f(x)||e2πjxh − 1|dx

≤ max(|e2πjxh − 1|)
∫
|f(x)|dx ≤ 2

∫
|f(x)|dx. (A.8)
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Using absolute integrability of f , we see |f̃(w + h) − f̃(w)| tends to 0 as h tends to 0, so f̃ is
uniformly continuous, which also implies it is continuous.

The proof of the inverse transform follows similarly.

Lemma 2.2: Suppose a sequence of functions fi : R→ R converges in the L1 to some function f ,
and that each fi is absolutely integrable. Then f is also absolutely integrable.
Proof: Because

lim
i→∞

∫ ∞
−∞
|fi(x)− f(x)|dx = 0 (A.9)

and that
∫∞
−∞ |fi(x)|dx <∞. It follows that∫ ∞

−∞
|f(x)|dx <

∫ ∞
−∞
|f(x)− fi(x)|dx+

∫ ∞
−∞
|fi(x)|dx, (A.10)

for any i. The second integral is always finite, and for sufficiently large i, the first integral must be
finite as it converges to 0. Hence it is possible to find i such that both integrals converge, so f is
absolutely integrable.

Proposition 2.1: The derivative of log(p(x) ~N (0, σ2)) is bounded on the interval [−C,C].
Proof: We start by dropping constant factors and using derivative of a convolution, we have

d

dx
(log(p(x) ~N (0, σ2))) ∼ F

−1(ıxF(p(x)) · F(N (0, σ2)))

p(x) ~N (0, σ2)
∼ F

−1(xe−x
2 · F(p(x)))

p(x) ~N (0, σ2)
(A.11)

where F denotes Fourier transform. The denominator is continuous and since x lies in a closed
interval by assumption, has a lower bound M > 0 by the extreme value theorem. We next consider
the numerator.
By [99, pp. 65], a sequence of Gaussian mixture models (GMMs) can be used to approximate
any smooth probability distribution in L2 convergence. Furthermore, L2 convergence implies L1

convergence. Hence, consider a sequence of GMMs fi that converge in L1 to p(x). By linearity
of Fourier transform, F(fi(x)) must be a linear combination of terms of the form e−(x−µi)2/ci

for some ci. Thus, the numerator xe−x
2 · F(fi(x)) is a finite linear combination of terms of the

form xe−(x−µi)2/ci , each of which are absolutely integrable. Therefore, we have a sequence of
functions, each of which are absolutely integrable, that converge in L1 to xe−x

2 · F(p(x)), so by
Lemma 2.2, this is also absolutely integrable. By Lemma 2.1, the inverse Fourier transform of this
is continuous. Finally, again by the extreme value theorem and using the boundedness of x, the
numerator is bounded above by some M ′ > 0. Hence, the entire expression (A.11) is bounded
above by M ′/M .

Lemma 2.4: Suppose we have an everywhere twice differentiable function of two variables f(x, y) :

R2 → R. Then ∂2

∂x∂y log f(x, y) is bounded if the following three conditions are met:

1. ∂2

∂x∂yf(x, y) is bounded.

2. f itself is bounded below by a positive number and also bounded above.
3. ∇f is bounded.

Proof: Suppose we have f(x, y) satisfying those three conditions. We compute the second partial
derivative of its log:

∂

∂x
log f(x, y) =

∂
∂xf(x, y)

f(x, y)
. (A.12)

and
∂2

∂x∂y
log f(x, y) =

( ∂2

∂x∂yf(x, y))f(x, y)− ( ∂
∂xf(x, y))( ∂∂yf(x, y))

f(x, y)2
. (A.13)

From the second condition, the denominator is bounded below by a positive number, so it suffices
to consider the boundedness of the numerator. The first term of the numerator is a product of two
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quantities, the first of which is bounded by the first condition and the second of which is bounded
by the second condition. The second term of the numerator is also a product of two quantities, both
of which are bounded by the third condition. Thus, this shows ∂2

∂x∂y log f(x, y) is bounded.

Proposition 2.2: The gradient of pσ(x) is Lipschitz continuous on [−C,C]N .
Proof: By the definition of Lipschitz continuity, it suffices to show the Hessian of pσ(x) =
p(x) ~ N (0, σ2I) has bounded entries. By renaming the variables, and redefining f(x, y) =

p(x, y, · · · ), we may consider the boundedness of ∂2

∂x∂y

(
log f(x, y) ~N (0, σ2I)

)
on [−C,C]2.

To apply Lemma 2.4 to remove the log, we need to verify the three conditions. Define g(x, y) =
f(x, y) ~ N (0, σ2I). The second condition is readily verified to be true: By assumption, x and y
take values on a closed interval, thus by the extreme value theorem, so does g(x, y). Further, g is a
convolution of positive numbers and so the output is always positive, hence, the lower bound of this
closed interval is a positive number, verifying this condition.

For the third condition, we need to consider boundedness of ∂
∂xf(x, y) ~N (0, σ2I). This is nearly

identical to Lemma 2.3, with the only difference being we have some general function in terms of
only x f(x, y) instead of a probability distribution p(x). The proof of that lemma is readily adapted
for this case with the only condition needing verification being the absolute integrability over x of
f(x, y). In fact, this is clear because f is always positive; hence, integrating over f with respect to
x must yield a finite number as integrating a second time over y yields 1.

It thus suffices to consider boundedness of h(x, y) = ∂2

∂x∂y

(
f(x, y) ~N (0, σ2I)

)
. It is as-

sumed that f is smooth and the convolution of smooth functions is smooth, which implies
f(x, y) ~ N (0, σ2I) is smooth. Hence h is differentiable, so it is continuous. Once again by the
EVT, as x and y take values on a closed interval, h must be bounded. By Lemma 2.4, the entries of
the Hessian of the score function are bounded. Therefore, a Lipschitz constant of sθ(x) exists.

Proof of Theorem 2: By Proposition 2.2, and from the design of Algorithm 1, xt,k and wt,k are
both bounded between [0, C] for all t, k, so the Lipschitz constantL∗ of∇gPG(·)+sθ(·) exists. With
the stepsize µ satisfying 0 < µ < 1

L∗ , and the weighting factor γ ∈ {0, 1} being chosen according
to whichever higher posterior probability between p(z|y,A, r) and p(v|y,A, r) (see [93]), then
we satisfy all conditions in Theorem 1 of [93], which establishes the critical-point convergence of
Algorithm 1. Similar convergence analysis can be found in [100].

A.3 Algorithm Implementation

Wirtinger Flow. WF is a popular algorithm for phase retrieval. It first computes the Wirtinger
gradient (an ascending direction) and then applies gradient descent. Perhaps the most critical step is
to find an appropriate step size. In this work, we used backtracking line search for Gaussian WF, and
the observed Fisher information [32] for Poisson WF and Poisson-Gaussian WF. Due to the infinite
sum in Poisson-Gaussian WF, we approximate the s(a, b) in (5) according to [92]:

s(a, b) ≈
n+∑
n=0

an

n!
e
−
(
b−n√

2σ

)2

, n+ = dn∗ + δσe, (A.14)

with n∗ given by

n∗ = σW
( a
σ2
eb/σ

2
)
≈ σ

(
b

σ2
log
( a
σ2

)
− log

(
b

σ2
log
( a
σ2

)))
=
b

σ
log
( a
σ2

)
− σ log

(
b

σ2
log
( a
σ2

))
, (A.15)

whereW(·) denotes the Lambert function. The accuracy of this approximation is controlled by δ. A
comprehensive analysis on the maximum error value can be found in [92]. To further accelerate the
computing (and avoid floating point overflow) of∇gPG, we observed it effective to use the gradient
of Poisson PR for large yi, e.g., yi ≥ 100. We used this “trick" in our experiments; additionally, one
can also use “defocus" to deal with large yi [101]. Algorithm A.1 summarizes the WF algorithm for
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Algorithm A.1 Phase retrieval via Wirtinger Flow

Require: Measurement y, system matrixA, initialization of image x0.
for k = 1 : K do

if Gaussian noise model is used then
Compute∇gGau(xk) = 4A′ diag{|Axk|2 − y + b̄}Axk.

else if Poisson noise model is used then
Compute∇gPois(xk) = 2Axk �

(
1− y � (|Axk|2 + b̄)

)
.

else if Poisson-Gaussian noise model is used then
Compute∇gPG(xk) via (5).

end if
Compute gradient of the regularizer∇h(xk).
Compute step size µk.
Set xk+1 = xk − µk (∇g(xk) +∇h(xk)).

end for
Return xK

Algorithm A.2 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via WFSD.

Require: Measurement y, system matrixA, step size factor ε, truncation operator PC(·)→ [0, C];
initial image x0, initialize σ1 > σ2 > · · · > σK .
for k = 1 : K do

for t = 1 : T do
Set step size µ = εσ2

k.
Compute sθ(xt,k, σk).
Set xt+1,k = PC (xt,k − µ (∇gPG(xt,k) + sθ(xt,k, σk))).

end for
end for
Return xT,K .

phase retrieval. By replacing ∇h(x) with the trained score function sθ, one can derive the vanilla
gradient-descent version (Algorithm A.2) of the AWFSD algorithm.

PnP-ADMM. The plug-and-play ADMM first derives a Lagrangian using variable splitting and then
applies alternating minimization [48]. In this work, let u = x, and the Lagrangian is

L(x,u,η; ρ) = gPG(|Au|2 + b) +R(x) +
ρ

2

(
‖x− u+ η‖22 − ‖η‖22

)
. (A.16)

Figure A.1: The architecture of the adopted DnCNN network [96].

Algorithm A.3 summarizes the PnP-ADMM algorithm for phase retrieval. In this work, we trained
the denoiser hθ using the network DnCNN [96]. As shown in Fig. A.1, the architecture of DnCNN
consists of convolution (Conv), Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU), and batch normalization(BN). The
network was trained with residual learning where the output is the noise residual and the clean
image was obtained by subtracting the noisy output. We trained all denoisers for 400 epochs with
image patches of size 40× 40 on each given dataset.

PnP-PGM. Similar to PnP-ADMM, one can also derive a proximal gradient method as shown in
Algorithm A.4. Here we assume the denoising of hθ is a proximal operation.
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Algorithm A.3 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via PnP-ADMM

Require: Measurement y, system matrix A, initialization of image x0, initialization of auxilary
variable u0 = x0, initialization of dual variable η0 = 0, pre-trained denoiser hθ, Lagrangian
penalty parameter ρ.
for k = 1 : K do

for t = 1 : T do
Compute step size µt,k.
Set ut+1,k = ut,k − µt,k (∇gPG(uk,t) + ρ(ut,k − xk − ηk)).

end for
Set xk+1 = hθ(xk).
Set ηk+1 = ηk + xk+1 − uk+1.

end for
Return xK .

Algorithm A.4 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via PnP-PGM

Require: Measurement y, system matrix A, initialization of image x0, pre-trained denoiser hθ,
averaging factor β.
for k = 1 : K do

Compute step size µk.
Set x̃k = xk − µk∇gPG(xk).
Set x̄k = hθ(x̃k).
Set xk+1 = (1− β)x̃k + βx̄k.

end for
Return xK .

SD-RED. Regularization by denoising (RED) is an alternative to PnP methods that is based on an
explicit image-adaptive regularization functional: 1

2x
′ (x− hθ(x)). This regularizer reflects the

cross-correlation between the image and its denoising residual [51].

Algorithm A.5 summarizes the RED approach for phase retrieval.

Algorithm A.5 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via RED

Require: Measurement y, system matrix A, initialization of image x0, pre-trained denoiser hθ,
regularization factor β.
for k = 1 : K do

Compute stepsize µk.
Set xk+1 = xk − µk (∇gPG(xk) + β(xk − hθ(xk))).

end for
Return xK .

SD-RED-SELF. Other than supervised denoising approaches, we also implemented a self-
supervised denoising method known as “noise2self" [53], which designed a neural network to be
J -invariant so that the self-supervised loss can be represented as the sum of supervised loss and the
variance of noise. The “SD-RED-SELF" algorithm refers to training hθ in Algorithm A.5 in such
self-supervised fashion on each test data.

DDPM. The derivation of the DDPM model follows [58]. We first gradually add Gaussian noise to
data according to a variance schedule β1, · · · , βT so that q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;

√
1− βtxt−1, βtI),

as illustrated in Fig. A.2. Using the notation αt = 1− βt and αt =
∏t
s=1 αs, we have

q(xt|x0) = N (xt;
√
αtx0, (1− αt)I). (A.17)

It can be shown [58] that the appropriate loss function to use is

L(θ) = Et,x0,ε

[
‖ε− εθ(

√
αtx0 +

√
1− αtε, t)‖2

]
, (A.18)

13



Figure A.2: The DDPM framework, adopted from [58].

where ε is selected from N (0, I). The sampling and reconstruction algorithm requires the addition
of noise each step as shown in the following algorithm. Experimentally, however, we found that
setting σt = 0 results in higher quality reconstructed images. Furthermore, we choose T = 100,
β1 = 10−4, and βT = 0.3. For the theory to hold, xT should be indistinguishable from white
Gaussian noise, which is readily verified to be true for these parameters. Finally, the stepsize µk of
the gradient descent step can be chosen according to the Lipschitz constant of the Poisson-Gaussian
likelihood to ensure convergence, or empirically, as is done in the experiments.

Algorithm A.6 Poisson-Gaussian phase retrieval via DDPM

Require: Measurement y, system matrix A, initialization of image xT , pre-trained DDPM de-
noiser sθ, and T
for t = T : 1 do

Set zt ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1 and zt = 0 otherwise
Set xt−1 = 1√

αt

(
xt − 1−αt√

1−αt
sθ(xt, t)

)
+ σtzt

Determine stepsize µk
Set xt−1 = xt−1 − µk∇gPG(xt−1)

end for
Return x1.
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