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Abstract

Computational ghost imaging (CGI) is a promising method to reduce the negative effects of un-
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derwater turbulent channels. However, the theoretical research of CGI transmission system based
on underwater turbulent channel is rarely reported. This paper studies the peak signal-to-noise
ratio (PSNR) performance and structural similarity (SSIM) performance of CGI and compressed
sensing computational ghost imaging (CSCGI) systems based on underwater turbulent channels.
Two typical intensity fluctuation models are selected as theoretical channel models. The probabil-
ity density function (PDF) of the selected model obeys exponential generalized Gamma distribu-
tion (EGG) and exponential Gamma distribution (EG), respectively. By setting the appropriate
bubble level and temperature gradient parameters, we obtain the PSNR performance, SSIM per-
formance and visual imaging results of the above scheme. Our work provides a theoretical refer-
ence for future research on actual CGI and CSCGI systems based on underwater turbulent chan-
nels.
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1. 518

KT AR R VG, . HEEIT R TN i R 18 T WL Ve . AR, 4tk
TG A 0T R 2 52 B K TR R R O ARSI, BORK TR AR O E E) /[1] . SRS
RG], RBZGHIITTIRRE 1. Gl 2R FREMIRII Mz —[2], EREEEEE TR
AR D ) A R . AR T RS R R B DG & BRG R E ELE R T BRI R AR R U 5, R
FRAZ I AR B A2 e R B 37 43 IR NI, — BRI R A P I FH A 2 1) 3 S RO AR AR DI s AU
F A YA, B T RN AR R AR, TS I A A OGRS AR B3]

TE GG FEA b, A AMIF TN 53 T AR 0t 0TI SR AR ) 1) . AR RSB T K226 Cheng T+ 2009
FERHE T IE R AR H I YRR ] R, LT B i - SRV R A 15 8 — AR HT I U8 2 30[4] - 2010 4F,
Hh E R B i NS B AL 7T BT Zhang 5 A\ 23T T KSR Y g 7 2 K52 e [5] [6].2012 45,
5 [ W5 <30 7 S50 % 1 Erkmen KSR SAGRHAR B TR RN B, VRGBT T ORI T R A
TIN5 50 B R AR08 B W R AV MR LR M [7]. iR Aot SRR WIE KA E L . IR )
PR T EHBERG . EKFRIZIX 7, 2017 4F, Mingnan Le &1 X ASFITRIREE, MASFE A %52 7K
T TR ARAE, 15T CGI AT LAEI S8 A A Sk BE AR A (520, R TSR R B K g Bk
PRI 25 18[8]. 2019 4F, Qin-Wei Zhang S5 T Dh 2 i Al Jig () B BE 17 - SRR EAy, 1538 7l
T G ke . of BORT B IR R Rk 1, F HLLZE IR, I\ PEIRIAE R N 1 Gl i E S i
TR AL B A 2 [9]. [F4E, Man-Qian Yin il SZIG T 7K NIRRT Gl SR s i &, i
IR CGl B A —E BB NI 4 #E /1[10].

FEIXECHF T I 18 | — 28K N BRI O, AH A 52 & BI7K R 625 m i (UOT) R 7K R B AR I 5%
M. UOT & F TR B s 30 A8 fh DL A /K Hh R ST MDA -5 A8 36 110 53 BUK AT S sl AR A (1 45
TR[11] [12] [13]. FEMgFEER, SRR AERI[14], FF BB R IAT DL 35 Hh 38 5 U IS #2 [15].
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T HK R S RAELE S G5 SRR C 25 3] T IRFRIESE[16] [17] [18]. 2T Mie #ii#it
[19], SIHIFEMAE LART 0 — 2 TAE R QP RAE, AR, AMIAEE — RS20 70 T < 4E
HR o3 A7 B REMA[20] [21] 0 IXEEF AR, TEKMEH A SIEAFERIEO T, SR 2 A A m] DL 484
I3 AR R BUE S 0 A0 R A PRSI MR AP mT LLA Gamma 23 A kAR o X Rt 2 IE 245 7 A
B AU Gamma 43 IAFAE 5 i IR T 25 5 — 35, B mT DUFISRASEHUK OG22 18 1E . Emna Zedini
S NIRH TIRATEEY X Gamma (EGG) 4 Atk Ay, 245 AL vk ff iy 33 1 Ao A0k o i 4 R 2 W 5 M 55
BRI 2 A [22]

HERBTAETR R, BEAGAISZIG S5 AR, CGl J7 SN B A R BRI E A 7K T 3R gt
SRR R EAE, CGl fEE M TSGR /1 T — Mg . AR, BATPEEE T /K Nk
{14 5 55 A 9 B RN IR Bl AR A X AR 2 e, B ST— PR T EGG BRI AT H R R R G
(EGG-CSCGI). i 15 BT ELAS [FAE T8 B3 BEAG B 2 B0 3 S B A <TG L, 45 20 15 1 LE (PSNR) 14
REANSE M AR (SSIM) RPN BT B, idE— DI F0K T i it oh 8 G S it T B AR 2

KL HRABEDSNZAEI: BN HE T CSCGl MUK RIS EHE, IHiHERE R8T
Fo MEHE=HoH, BATE R, FES g BRI T 0. Ba, TESVUTIRA T A TAEAT
TR

SN Eh o

2. REBSIE RS RiEk
2.1 KT imAfRERRER S

B K Tt A A IR 8 SR — Pl T 2l SRR K R i 9] S T 5 2 AR A AR
R A SR SRR BN AR AL SR AR 2, 55 R 2R i FOK N IR SR A 2, B a1 Ak
ROARIERL, XA iz shH S 4 S 1R 2 5 15 2R % (Probability Density Function)¥iiiz /772, faifk PDF
BT 538 A B AR G, PDF R 8 BEAE X it 3 EA T B8 R I A0 S R IR 0

TERBRERAG A, A — AR S 4 AR B a5 B, 1 UG P R AME R 10 7 R RAR AL A A2
FE A, KL, AT = Rh7E, BIEER ATRAL(PDF), KRB . |~ X Gamma 434 (GGD)
PR T AR R NS, GGD /EN=SHUNS i, Gevgxt s R Bk T3k, i H 3L — it
B e T8 LS SR R AT . GGD AR AR T AR AL i — M . TV e B SIE BRI A A7 40 DA R AL %
ZRIIIEHL. T Emna Zedini $2 H RS T850 U5 (EGG) /A isi Ay, i AAE T A {5 18 26 AF F#AA
RIFIPLAE . EGG Al 1 /K B S FNR B 51 i e il 4w IR 10k, TR EGG 7 Aii s
TR B A AT SUM S 3 AT IR, ] LARZR N [22]:

f(1)=of(1;4)+(1-0)g(l;[ab.c]) ()
f(l;ﬂ):%exp(—%) 2
ot eXp(_(tl)Jc]

g(Lfab.c])=ci5 ®)

I'(a)

f A1 g 2 AR B A X Gamma 73 Aii, Hd o /& EGG ARG REL Wi 0<o<l, AR
SAFHRIIZE, b ARESH, aflc WIBIRZH, ()% Gamma K.
EGG [MIN#RIEEL o] . TLLFRIR N[22]:
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2 — r(a) _1 (4)
1

FATRIE Emna Zedini IRHER EGG /A AR /K MimifElE, SRR EHAIN, RAEHK
Gamma (EG)7fi Kk THiiA . 2 1 I 72 TSI RNEEE RS B /K R S imin (s BTt B i EGG,
EG R 4.

Table 1. EGG and EG parameters of underwater optical communication system

£ 1. KTHRBERGEH EGG. EG &

KT R ee =
(L/min) (C-cm™) o? o? (@,2,8,b,c) ot (o,2,a,b)
2.4 0.05 0.1484 (Olzll.fgi%%?iééﬁggy 0.1521 3(53;.25392;‘4’06?(?03316)
24 0.10 0.1693 (0'21121532’0‘)1"253%9(’2'2)(’20' 0.1726 2(207'.253,750&06.3(?(?57?;)
24 0.15 0.1915 (0'1f2172’001'11§§%9%2)334' 0.2033 §gggg g'_g%g’)
24 0.20 02178 (0.1;3%52,1%’15327%1)559, 0.2346 et 823%2%
a7 0.05 0.4201 (0-42"%%6%2‘};%412-2)“21' 0.4171 (gfgzl_é" 8'_883?’
47 0.10 0.4769 (0'4f§%5%?;j? 4%'2)008’ 0.4646 8(202'.5310255;,06?3 1385)

22. BEFKTHmR{EER CSCCl AR

N T PR RN E ARG R &, 7RG I LRI T — R A6, A1 H Hadamard A RE{F
N SR IR IR R, R R AT R, AR AR IR N B

Hadamard P52 —A n B IEXCAERE, B 1 A-1 Mk, HAIAMCHMEIER . Z45 % # Hadamard
RO B FC A R ) AR B A8 SE A M B A . BEAT TR R BRI, FRAT A —4H 64*64 1Y) Hadamard HUKE ¢, (X, )
3 DMD bAERL, WOGHT/E DMD b, ST HIEHDELRIT BIR SE Ak D(x, y) b, &I
PRMZ(RNE S R S, M aP)ids, IMHAZIAE, 2d N UCRHE, Kk
S B AR PR 5 B AT ORI TH R, ARV AR (T R . DR BR R $cdn T [23] [24]:

I :jj@i(x,y)xD(x,y)dxdy ®)

Ocey (1.3) = 221 = (1)), (x.y) = (10, (1)) ~(1) @, (x) ®

i=1

For, (1) RTEERE, N TR
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JE4i & H1(Compressed  Sensing), W47 A He 46 KA+ (Compressive  Sampling) 24 i K A% (Sparse Sam-
pling), &—FhFIRIR LM RGEMFREMIIHAR . AEN—FBiE S A 7%k, H4a A n] LU iz >
FAEMAARAE B AR RERAE SR RS TR S ARG B, KT 2 7 REERT IRI[25] 0 SR8 TR
FE, KRG AR S A, AR TR, SR T RS E A . R A 2N [26]:

y =¢X=gys (M

X AKIEHN N FEIE—YEE S, MEEN ks @ NOIAERE, G E4EES x AR, 2
EEIH: y AKEN M B—4EME, ROMM. CRNEME y MR ¢, RTINS RS
B85 xo —MIEN T ARG SARMHN, MFHEEHIL R AME LHTEHE. x=ys, y N
Wi IEAE e, s AT ARE, RAAT MR Y = gws, v,¢ CO&1, fRH s RIATA3 S 5T 21 x.

THE S SAR R, AR B8 10 T 1 SRR AE 1, B A e 4 rp I ARy, R RN A D B LA R
@ (X, y) BLACAAT ) &, A i AN RO HE RS ¢, £ UG D, (x, y ) BRI 4B s I R A6 15 5 X,
P JH 75 1) 44 R A R A A R

I, ¢1(1'1) ¢1(1’Y) ¢1(2'1) ¢1(X,Y) Dy
I.z ¢2(.111) ¢2(.l,y) ¢2('211) ¢2()'(,Y) D‘12

| Tl oy - 4@y - akw)| |D, ®

JK i AR R B L 4 R RN T B R AR ) R iR s S UL 1. WOGAER: DMD R R

6 (x.y) VIR, SEEHT 0 (xy), REEBIEO(xy), XL —FRERR e (0y), BEHARTE
MG 2GS, B RLREIR . BB notmb AR ()R 3.

I = [[4.(x.y)o (x.y)O(x.y)oi (x, y) dxdy ©)

XE, g(xy) 25 NG, O(x,y) kMR AGRMRE, IFH, o (xy) REAELRT
X Gamma 734 [ 3R P 7

FE AR 25 1) It SR 5 5 I N30 7 R 2R e R o B SR A% s 1 (8) R (9) 45 31 B g R i) i i
el =X (20)Frs:

oLy | Ta@y) -~ 4@y) - 421 - axy] L]

_IZ_le _¢2(1'1) ¢Z(l'y) ¢Z(2’1) ¢Z(X’y) ZxZ DXY_

0(%2) H(11) o HLy) - (21 - g(xy)| |
O(l+i\/;,imodﬁ) Tl - 41y) o 4(21) - d(xy) I (10)
O().(’y) Jdza -¢Z(1’1) ¢Z(1’y) ¢Z(2’1) ¢Z(X'y)_ZxZ L Jza
Xz RFEARSEL 4 (X y) R HEAMFEARREFIERERAR AT MR, | R B mE, v
A~ (9) i 5
3. ET K TaREENERERTHRRGERRGNAE
ASCAE RSB TH A AR R 5 b, i HL 64%64 MG (FBE Ocean, BJE A7) #EAT SR,

I SIOK M e 20 L Gamma #78, S iE 80 3 Gamma B8 $K H A REEZHCRTAR S HOoR 1 B
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Figure 1. Underwater turbulence computational ghost imaging schematic
L KTt ER G RERE

ST A AL A R, A S P AR5 1 L (PSINIR) A5 F4) K ALLFEE (SSIMY I 75 425 WL 1A 6 ke
KA .

PSNR ZBEG R EM RN ZE R N TIEAH G ER R E, WA PSNR E R E L 4Gk
HREFPEM RS, & TEG AR H . PSNR BT A1), (12)1H5[27]:

1 m- n-. P PR 2
MSE:EZ:;Z]:;"D(L i)-o(i.j)| (11)
MSX? MSX
PSNR =10-1 e W S To B e 12
Oglo( MSE J 0910( (MSEJ ( )

XH MSE & JE s EIG S BG a5 iRz, MAX, R BGEERERME. Hd mfln 5
R EUR K FEERI D8 BE EIR AN, D (X, y) FTO(X, y) 452 SR s BUR AN DGR A% i 1 R AE £ (G j) AL 1)
IKPEAA

SSIM BT FERE L X L R L DL R £ 2 B B AT T 4555 2. 5 B (0 25 M AR B P 3
HELLT J7 2kt [28] [29]

(Zﬂx'”y +Cl)(20-xy +CZ)
(yf + +cl)(ofo-§ +cz)

SSIM(x,y)= (13)
e Horpop, & x PP IME,  p, 2 y PP, ol X T, oy kY MIiZE, o k& x My K7
#. ¢ = (kL) ¢, = (kL) & FoRAER RS2 KR 4L L AR AL B A i B, ko F0 Kk, 205152 0.01 £ 0.03.
SERFILE VO -1 B 1. 4Pk EMG — R —FER), SSIM FIMESET 1.
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3.1 HESEKEFERERE TKTHREER CGl B srhi

T ARIE B A EEAN 2K RIS, N EX 100%. 43 BT KPR 2.4 (Limin) AS [A) 3 B 66 5
(RISEIA A R K R i A T8 B ORI AR 1 AR ORI BE B % (0,05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20)C-cm ™, i f%
W 2, &2 T £ 1 1F 0.15°CHY EG F1 EGG MMt # Eih £k, AT LA H, 7F 0.15C-cm™
i, EG (IR FARIEREAS K, KSEEITaA R I%, 1 EGG NI AEUSIRIFMIVLRCEE , XA i — et u,
EGG 73 & I & RAL IR AN B S 51 B K T 65 548 MR BE sl I ME 2 431

Table 2. CGI imaging effect under different temperature gradients at the same bubble level
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Figure 2. EG, EGG probability density curve at 0.15°C-cm™*
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Wikl 3 ) A B SSIM #IZRF , —251EIE 1 SSIM {E #R4E 1 7E 0.08~0.1 1X — [X [A]Si5 [l , SSIM {4/,
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Figure 3. PSNR and SSIM of CGI with the same bubble level and different temperature gradients
[# 3. #HRISIEKFEREIRE#E CGI B PSNR #1 SSIM
3.2. HEISEKERERELE TK T RREEX CSCGI MFE 52 #r
N T ARVE R i BN T 5 SR A TE A 32 /K R it I 2R, NER100 %, 73 B AR [F) S 7K~ AN [ T B A
FERIFN T CSCGI AR RR, itk PN 2.4 Limin, & EEREE 5(0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20)'C-cm ™, %
K 3.
Table 3. CSCGI imaging effect under different temperature gradients at the same bubble level
2 3. tHRISIAKFEAREIREBE CSCOI BIGHIR
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M 3 EAIH ORI EFERATT LG B, 20 i 4 R A BT 1) B A 5 T 4% D B AR 1) 20 R B e 1)
%, HEMHRAE . WNE 41 C KB, BATTLLESR], PIKIEIER SSIM 4T 0.35~0.46 iX — [X A B i A,
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Figure 4. PSNR and SSIM of CGI with the same bubble level and different temperature gradients
& 4. HESEKFAEIRERE CSCCI #Y PSNR F1 SSIM
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BATIS R

1) MIET/K NS 18 M B HE: CGI 7EA R BERA BE 52 T BB S5 kB, G RER SIRER 2
FAH G AR AR SSIM A1 PSNR PERE R LAK I, B IR FEARFEI K, EGG #iE T CGl £
IS AR R I FeFE e 1 SSIM FIE 4T ¥ PSNR.

2) MEET/K NIAUEIER CSCGI FEAN R BERA L2 T BB SE RokE, UG BCER B S IR R
TS, BG2s RS CGl 7 &G . 76 SSIM A1 PSNR PEAE 7T, F£T EGG /7 E1E SSIM (s E
PEAT PSNR (1 5 et T SRR I . 5 CGl T RM L, CSCGI J5 1 SSIM Al PSNR 14§ B . 5
e

3) UkAh, EIR CSCGI J7 E R H BT I g 465 R LA . SSIM I PSNR 1ERE, {Hi& CSCGI J7 R AEM:
Btk WAEAEANTHE S AR S5 7 A AE — € I R BR %

4, g5ig

AW T H TR0 L Gamma (EGG)/K T it (5 A 8L (1 He 4 B A TH L T B R G0 i) FE AL 1 e
ST T K R IS I8 TRk s AR EUG AL s . B UL, JEsR ARSI K N S IE (O S
ke, B EGG HIAHRSET R E. M EGG-CSCGI 1f B4 REN], FEE/K Nimisg, Mg m =
SRR, TS B e BT AL E RS S5 PSNR 2 Sk, BE A T RS 38K, PSNR AT SSIM
i T R A i LB E 3 CGIl Al CSCGI X HFP 5 s AR R XT L, CSCGI % R iz
TPt F B COI ISR . FRATTEEA TAE N R4 A TR AR R GUE /K N i (5 1A pe ik 1 3 A
RIS %

E&WmE

2% 3 SRR 5L 42 (61875125); _Eifg T H S8R} 54 (18ZR1425800) .
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