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A trade-off between speckle size 
and intensity enhancement of a 
focal point behind a scattering layer
Eitan Edrei & Giuliano Scarcelli   

Focusing light through highly scattering materials by modifying the phase profile of the illuminating 
beam has attracted a great deal of attention in the past decade paving the way towards novel 
applications. Here we report on a tradeoff between two seemingly independent quantities of critical 
importance in the focusing process: the size of the focal point obtained behind a scattering medium 
and the maximum achievable intensity of such focal point. We theoretically derive and experimentally 
demonstrate the practical limits of intensity enhancement of the focal point and relate them to the 
intrinsic properties of the scattering phenomenon. We demonstrate that the intensity enhancement 
limitation becomes dominant when the focusing plane gets closer to the scattering layer thus 
limiting the ability to obtain tight focusing at high contrast, which has direct relevance for the many 
applications exploring scattering materials as a platform for high resolution focusing and imaging.

Light-based imaging and focusing methods have been historically limited to transparent materials or shal-
low depths due to multiple light scattering in complex media1. In their pioneering work, Vellekoop and Mosk2 
obtained a “focal point” from a typical random speckle pattern generated behind a highly scattering layer. They 
achieved this by tailoring the relative phases of light in the scattering medium to constructively interfere at a point 
of interest. Following this work, in the past decade, several methods have been developed to obtain such intensity 
enhancement at a focal point either by iteratively modifying the incident beam phase profile with a spatial light 
modulator (SLM)2–5, by directly measuring the optical transmission matrix of the scattering medium6,7 or by 
recording the field fluctuations induced by the medium8,9. The various methods designed to enhance a focal point 
through a scattering layer have attracted a great deal of interest for diverse applications such as deep-tissue focus-
ing10, optogenetic modulations11, imaging of hidden objects12 and high resolution focusing/microscopy13–16. The 
underlying concept shared by these works is that the combination of a scattering medium with spatially-resolved 
control of the beam phase profile can effectively work as a lens. Several enabling features of such “scattering 
lens” systems have been described such as super-resolution focusing17, versatile focal length and structural 
compactness18,19.

However, although, in relative terms, large intensity enhancements can be obtained at the focal point com-
pared to the average intensity of the speckle pattern, the intensity at the focal point is still typically only several 
percentages of the incident intensity. To this end, here we report on a tradeoff between the size of the smallest 
speckle (serving as focal point) that can be obtained behind a thin scattering medium and the intensity of such 
focal point achieved via wave-front shaping. We present a theoretical derivation and experimental demonstration 
that as the focal plane gets closer to the thin scattering material leading to smaller speckle sizes, the intensity 
enhancement of the focal point within this plane is compromised. We show that this intrinsic limit imposes 
practical constraints on focusing protocols, as it effectively limits the size of a focal point enhanced through a 
thin scattering layer, and/or sets an upper-bound to the intensity flux delivered to a given location behind a thin 
scattering medium. In this work we focus on the regime of surface scattering, i.e. scattering originating from a 
random interface between two materials20, the generalization to volume scattering corresponding to thick mate-
rials is much more complex and beyond the scope of this study.

Analytical Model
The intensity enhancement at a single point behind a scattering layer (i.e. the ratio between optimized focus 
intensity and average background) for a monochromatic coherent light has been previously described as3:
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γ=I N (1)enhancement

where N is the number of controllable degrees of freedom on the phase profile of the illuminating beam and γ is 
an experimental scaling factor (For polychromatic light sources the enhancement is reduced by the number of 
independent frequency components21–24 and for focusing into a general field distribution other factors should 
be considered25). The enhancement in Eq. (1) can be understood intuitively as the result of adjusting the phases 
(e.g. via an SLM) of N independent sub-sources within the beam so that they constructively interfere at a desired 
location; the pre-factor γ depends on several experimental parameters such as the operation mode of the SLM, 
the sensitivity of the camera to small intensity changes, the noise level throughout the enhancement process and 
the stability of the scattering medium26–28. Here we find that the intensity enhancement is not generally constant 
when focusing light behind a thin scattering medium and that Eq. (1) represents the upper limit of intensity 
enhancement that can be reached.

Let’s consider one typical scenario to achieve an enhanced focal point P at a plane located a distance z from 
a scattering layer. To maximize intensity at point P; a phase map of linear dimension D is projected by an SLM 
onto the scattering layer and is optimized using a continuous sequential algorithm29 (Fig. 1). The configuration 
we wish to analyze (Fig. 1) in which the SLM plane is conjugated to the scattering layer has been adopted by many 
studies13–17, however, others have implemented a different approach in which the SLM plane is conjugated to the 
pupil plane of an objective lens placed before the scattering medium2,6. In this later approach the wave impinging 
onto the scattering layer carries a spherical phase curvature, we will address this particular scenario in the dis-
cussion section.

Because the scattering process is characterized by a divergence angle θ, light diffused by the scattering layer 
will not be re-directed everywhere; instead, scattering will re-direct light within a cone of angle θ centered around 
the normal to the scattering plane (Fig. 1) and degraded at higher angles. Peripheral locations on the scattering 
layer for which the central portion of scattering cone is located far away from point P will contribute less to 
the enhancement process. Thus, the illuminated area will not contribute equally to the intensity enhancement. 
Accordingly, for every experimental scenario, we can define an effective area Aeffective which is the area needed to 
obtain the same enhancement at point P when every point equally contributes to the intensity enhancement. The 
number of SLM pixels which can fit within the effective area, not the actual illuminated area, is the quantity which 
will determine the enhancement efficiency.

To quantify Aeffective, we model the illumination plane as a collection of scattering point sources and assign a 
weight factor to each point based on their effective contribution to the intensity of focal point P. Specifically, let us 
assume that each scattering point source generates a beam with a transverse gaussian profile of width determined 
by the scattering angle θ and by the propagation distance z (i.e. with standard deviation z⋅tan(θ)). The effective 
area is the weighted integral of all the scattering point sources:

∫ ∫= θ

− +

⋅A e dxdy (2)effective
D D x y

z tan
0 0

( )
2( )

2 2

2

where x, y are the spatial coordinates in the plane of the scattering layer (i.e: z = 0). In the limit of large distances 
from the scattering layer, i.e. for z → ∞, the integration of Eq. (2) yields Aeffective = D2, i.e. all SLM pixels equally 
contribute to the optimization process. This is the ideal situation described by Eq. 1.
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Figure 1.  Schematics of a general procedure to form a focal point at location P in a plane displaced by the axial 
distant z. The SLM surface is imaged on a scattering layer to spatially control the phase profile of the incident 
beam.
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For finite distances from the scattering layer, the integration of Eq. (2) can be solved analytically by substitu-
tion, = ⋅
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Thus, only the number of SLM pixels contained within the effective illumination area will contribute to the 
enhancement. This leads to the general form of Eq. (1):
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In summary, the ideal enhancement would be reached in perfectly isotropic scattering conditions where the 
light is distributed equally over a solid angle of 2π after the scattering medium. Instead, even though the inten-
sity distribution of the SLM pattern projected onto the scattering layer is uniform, the finite divergence angle of 
scattering phenomenon decreases the contribution of peripheral locations. The intensity enhancement can be 
interpreted as arising from a radially degrading intensity distribution, which directly affects both the focal inten-
sity and the effective numerical aperture.

We can also analyze the behavior of the intensity enhancement as a function of the unitless parameter:
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for focal planes very close to the scattering layer, i.e. z ≪ D. Under these circumstances, the effective illumination 
area vanishes and the enhancement approaches zero (our derivation, though, does not consider the evanescent 
field and is restricted to z > λ). The second limit refers to when the focal plane is far from the scattering layer. In 
this case, the effective illumination area is the entire illumination area, and the enhancement approaches the 
optimal γN value. Interestingly, this limit can be expressed as: 

θ⋅ ⋅
 1D

z2 tan( )
 and reduces to

λ
⋅

z d D
(6)

where d is the average linear distance between scattering particles (i.e. the correlation length) and we approxi-
mated the scattering angle as θ θ≈ ≈ λtan( )

d
30 (valid under the condition d > λ). This limit exactly coincides 

with the ‘far-field’ condition for partial coherent light: 
λ
⋅

z L Dc  derived from the propagation of mutual coher-
ence (generalized Van Cittert- Zernike theorem)20,31,32, where Lc is the correlation length right after the scattering 
material, which was shown to approach d30. Interestingly, while the focal length of scattering lenses has been so 
far assumed to be entirely variable14,33, here we find that a ‘far-field’ condition needs to be met for optimal 
focusing.

Results
To experimentally verify our theoretical predictions, we built the setup in Fig. 2(a). A polarized expanded laser 
beam of λ = 660 nm (LaserQuantum) was reflected off the surface of phase-only SLM (Hamamatsu X10468-01). 
The SLM plane was then imaged on a 600-grit diffuser (Thorlabs) which served as scattering medium. To vary the 
illumination area, we used a de-magnifying 4-f imaging system, with L1 of focal length 400 mm and L2 of variable 
focal length (45 mm to 3 mm). An infinitely corrected imaging system was used after the scattering layer to record 
a plane of interest (L3 = 0.75 NA, 20X, L4 = 200 mm). The distance between the scattering medium and the obser-
vation plane (i.e. the plane of enhancement) was selected by adjusting the translational stage of L3. To enhance 
a single point beyond the scattering layer, the SLM was divided into 100 macro-pixels, and each pixel was varied 
individually from 0 to 3π to determine the optimal phase configuration by using the recorded pattern on the 
camera as feedback. This process was repeated for all pixels twice, for a total ~20 min per enhancement process.

First, we verified our ability to focus light through a scattering material consistently with traditional protocols. 
We imaged a plane located 1.6 mm after the scattering layer (corresponding to z ~ 3.2 D) and as expected obtained 
a speckle pattern, shown in Fig. 2(b). We selected a central location in the pattern, performed the sequence to 
enhance the intensity recorded at that location. After two iterations of every pixel, we arrived at the final intensity 
distribution presented in Fig. 2(c). The number of degrees of freedom controlled by the SLM is orders of mag-
nitude smaller than those needed to perfectly correct for the variations of the scattering medium and thus, the 
optimization of relative phases re-directs a small portion of the light energy to form a high contrast focal point. 
We reached an enhancement of 32 corresponding to γ ~ 0.3, consistent with previously reported values3,28.

Next, we directly demonstrated the prediction of Eq. (4). We de-magnified the SLM onto the scattering layer to 
an area of linear dimension D = 500 μm, and executed the enhancement protocol at planes of different distances 
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from the scattering layer. Figure 3(a) shows the intensity enhancement as the selected focal plane gets closer to the 
scattering layer (orange dots). The black line is a fit to the experimental data using Eq. (4) and keeping tan(θ) as a 
free parameter. The intensity enhancement is not constant as Eq. (1) would predict but increases with the distance 
from the scattering layer, in agreement with the theoretical prediction of Eq. (4).

Figure 3(b) shows the corresponding average speckle size obtained at various distances from the scattering 
layer: as expected the speckle size is constant until a critical distance ( ≈

λ
⋅zc

d D )20,31 and then scales up linearly. 
Interestingly, this effect can also be explained using the effective area concept: before the “far-field” condition of 
Eq. 6, the effective area contributing to the constructive interference proportionally decreases and thus prevents 
further reduction of the speckle size20. Figure 3(a,b) are consistent with each other: using the value for θ obtained 

Figure 2.  (a) Experimental setup: the SLM surface (divided into 100 macro-pixels) was imaged via a 4-f 
imaging system (L1, L2) onto the scattering layer. A plane behind the scattering layer was imaged onto the 
camera, and a location within the imaged plane was enhanced by applying a feedback loop to vary the phase 
map of the SLM. The imaged plane was selected by adjusting the translational stage of L3. (b) Intensity 
distribution pattern before the enhancement process. (c) Intensity distribution after the enhancement process 
(scale bar = 5 µm). The inset shows the final SLM phase map to which the algorithm converged.
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Figure 3.  (a) Intensity enhancement at different focusing planes of varying distance from the scattering layer. 
Experimental data (orange dots) are well fit by Eq. (4) (black line). The optimization algorithm was performed 
>10 times for each data point and results below the median were discarded to eliminate artifacts due to 
mechanical vibrations or material decorrelation. (b) Speckle size at different focusing planes of varying distance 
from the scattering layer. Experimental data are calculated by first performing an autocorrelation of the speckle 
pattern then measuring the width at HWHM of the peak and dividing it by 2  to account for the 
autocorrelation broadening42 (blue dots). A linear fit (black line) fits well the data after the critical distance.
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from the fit of Fig. 3(a), the critical axial location for linear speckle growth is zc ≈ 1.65D. Since in this experiment 
D = 500 μm this yields zc ≈ 800 μm which corresponds to the transition to linear speckle growth in Fig. 3(b).

To prove the universality of our findings, we repeated the experiments in Fig. 3 for three different sizes of 
illumination (D = 250 µm, 500 µm, 1250 µm) of the scattering layer. To compare the results, we considered that Eq. 
(4) reduces to Ienhancement ≈ 0.73γN at the critical distance z = zc(under the approximation θ θ≈ ≈ λtan( )

d
)23. 

Therefore, for each illumination size, we plot the value of z corresponding to 73% enhancement of the maximal 
value, which should correspond to the critical distance zc. The results are presented in Fig. 4(a).

The correlation between D and zc is expected to be governed only by the divergence angle: θ λ
~

d
 and is there-

fore constant for any illumination size. Indeed, the data from the three illumination sizes are well described by a 
linear fit. From the slope of the fit, we extracted the scattering divergence angle θ = .λ

~ 0 6
d

, corresponding to 
= =λ

.
d nm1100

0 6
. We confirmed the estimate of the scattering scale d by mapping the height of the diffuser 

with an Atomic Force Microscope (AFM) as shown in Fig. 4(b). From the AFM measurement the FWHM of the 
variation distribution is ~1200 nm,in good agreement with our calculated value (we obtained similar results by 
measuring the spatial variations across the diffuser). In biological tissues the scattering angle is typically smaller 
with forward scattering being the preferred direction34,35.

Discussion
In summary, in this work we derived and verified the intrinsic limits of intensity enhancement that can be reached 
when focusing light through a thin scattering material at different axial locations. Our study is confined to sce-
narios of highly scattering materials in which the number of controllable elements (i.e. SLM pixels) is much lower 
than the one needed to produce a perfect complementary phase map. Thus, the divergence angle is dictated by 
the scattering material rather than any optical element placed within the illumination path. In our study we ana-
lyzed only the scenario in which the unmodified wave front propagating from the SLM to the scattering medium 
is a plane wave. If instead, a converging spherical wave is generated prior to the scattering medium, the result 
will depend on the extent to which the incoming phase is preserved throughout the scattering process. As more 
scattering events occur, any memory of the original incoming wave-front phase is lost and does not play a role in 
the focal enhancement process. Yet, for thin mildly scattering samples further studies are required to determine 
the potential effect of spherical convergence on the enhancement of a focal point beyond the scattering medium.

This work has direct relevance for the many studies that use scattering materials as a platform for high 
resolution microscopy/focusing13–15,36. Our analysis can determine the maximum contrast achievable when 
high-resolution or super-resolution is attempted with scattering lenses. Optimal enhancement is achieved by 
imaging as many SLM pixels as possible into the effective illumination area calculated here; thus, in practice, 
the ultimate enhancement limit is reached when the SLM pixels are de-magnified to the smallest size allowed 
by the imaging system that projects the SLM map onto the scattering material. In the evanescent-wave regime 
(z ~ 100 nm) sub-wavelength resolutions can be reached37; but, the effect of the divergence angle will need to be 
considered. The effective illumination area in the evanescent regime is expected to be reduced to several microns, 
which will limit the intensity enhancement; this could explain why experimentally the enhancement was found to 
be far from optimal in this regime17. For practical applications, it will be important to establish how much inten-
sity enhancement is required to achieve sufficient contrast for specific purposes, such as fluorescence excitation, 
neural activity modulations or label-free imaging. This will ultimately determine how close the focusing plane 
can be set and how high resolution can be achieved. The phenomenon we describe here may also be applicable to 
the emerging field of focusing and imaging through multimode fibers38–40 and fiber bundles41 as the enhancement 
capabilities at close proximity to the fiber outlet is expected to decrease.
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Figure 4.  (a) Critical distance zc, evaluated as the axial location corresponding to 73% of the maximal intensity 
enhancement, vs the illumination linear dimension D (blue dots). The black line is a linear fit to the data 
through the origin of the coordinates. (b) AFM surface height map of the scattering layer (scale bar = 10 μm). 
The inset shows the distribution of surface heights.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47679-3


6Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:11256  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47679-3

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

References
	 1.	 Ntziachristos, V. Going deeper than microscopy: the optical imaging frontier in biology. Nature Methods 7, 603–614, https://doi.

org/10.1038/nmeth.1483 (2010).
	 2.	 Vellekoop, I. M. & Mosk, A. P. Focusing coherent light through opaque strongly scattering media. Optics Letters 32, 2309–2311, 

https://doi.org/10.1364/ol.32.002309 (2007).
	 3.	 Vellekoop, I. M. & Mosk, A. Universal optimal transmission of light through disordered materials. Physical review letters 101, 120601 

(2008).
	 4.	 Frostig, H. et al. Focusing light by wavefront shaping through disorder and nonlinearity. Optica 4, 1073–1079 (2017).
	 5.	 Stern, G. & Katz, O. Non-invasive Focusing Through Scattering Layers Using Speckle-Correlations. arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.03267 

(2018).
	 6.	 Popoff, S. M. et al. Measuring the transmission matrix in optics: an approach to the study and control of light propagation in 

disordered media. Physical review letters 104, 100601 (2010).
	 7.	 Choi, Y. et al. Overcoming the Diffraction Limit Using Multiple Light Scattering in a Highly Disordered Medium. Physical Review 

Letters 107, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.023902 (2011).
	 8.	 Yaqoob, Z., Psaltis, D., Feld, M. S. & Yang, C. Optical phase conjugation for turbidity suppression in biological samples. Nature 

Photonics 2, 110–115, https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2007.297 (2008).
	 9.	 Wang, D. et al. Focusing through dynamic tissue with millisecond digital optical phase conjugation. Optica 2, 728–735, https://doi.

org/10.1364/optica.2.000728 (2015).
	10.	 Liu, Y. et al. Optical focusing deep inside dynamic scattering media with near-infrared time-reversed ultrasonically encoded 

(TRUE) light. Nature Communications 6, https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6904 (2015).
	11.	 Ruan, H. et al. Deep tissue optical focusing and optogenetic modulation with time-reversed ultrasonically encoded light. Science 

advances 3, eaao5520 (2017).
	12.	 Katz, O., Small, E. & Silberberg, Y. Looking around corners and through thin turbid layers in real time with scattered incoherent 

light. Nature Photonics 6, 549–553, https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2012.150 (2012).
	13.	 Van Putten, E. et al. Scattering lens resolves sub-100 nm structures with visible light. Physical review letters 106, 193905 (2011).
	14.	 Jang, M. et al. Wavefront shaping with disorder-engineered metasurfaces. Nature Photonics, 1 (2018).
	15.	 Leonetti, M., Grimaldi, A., Ruocco, G. & Antonacci, G. Scattering-assisted localization microscopy. arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.01511 

(2018).
	16.	 Di Battista, D., Zacharakis, G. & Leonetti, M. Enhanced adaptive focusing through semi-transparent media. Scientific reports 5, 

17406 (2015).
	17.	 Park, J.-H. et al. Subwavelength light focusing using random nanoparticles. Nature Photonics 7, 455–459, https://doi.org/10.1038/

nphoton.2013.95 (2013).
	18.	 Kamali, S. M., Arbabi, E., Arbabi, A., Horie, Y. & Faraon, A. Highly tunable elastic dielectric metasurface lenses. Laser & Photonics 

Reviews 10, 1002–1008 (2016).
	19.	 Antipa, N. et al. DiffuserCam: lensless single-exposure 3D imaging. Optica 5, 1–9, https://doi.org/10.1364/optica.5.000001 (2018).
	20.	 Goodman, J. W. Speckle phenomena in optics: theory and applications. (Roberts and Company Publishers, 2007).
	21.	 van Beijnum, F., van Putten, E. G., Lagendijk, A. & Mosk, A. P. Frequency bandwidth of light focused through turbid media. Optics 

Letters 36, 373–375, https://doi.org/10.1364/ol.36.000373 (2011).
	22.	 Paudel, H. P., Stockbridge, C., Mertz, J. & Bifano, T. Focusing polychromatic light through strongly scattering media. Optics Express 

21, 17299–17308, https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.21.017299 (2013).
	23.	 Hsu, C. W., Goetschy, A., Bromberg, Y., Stone, A. D. & Cao, H. Broadband Coherent Enhancement of Transmission and Absorption 

in Disordered Media. Physical Review Letters 115, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.223901 (2015).
	24.	 Andreoli, D. et al. Deterministic control of broadband light through a multiply scattering medium via the multispectral transmission 

matrix. Scientific Reports 5, https://doi.org/10.1038/srep10347 (2015).
	25.	 Daniel, A., Song, X. B., Oron, D. & Silberberg, Y. Mode conversion via wavefront shaping. Optics express 26, 22208–22217 (2018).
	26.	 Anderson, B. R., Gunawidjaja, R. & Eilers, H. Effect of experimental parameters on optimal transmission of light through opaque 

media. Physical Review A 90, 053826 (2014).
	27.	 Vellekoop, I. M. Feedback-based wavefront shaping. Optics express 23, 12189–12206 (2015).
	28.	 Yılmaz, H., Vos, W. L. & Mosk, A. P. Optimal control of light propagation through multiple-scattering media in the presence of noise. 

Biomedical optics express 4, 1759–1768 (2013).
	29.	 Vellekoop, I. M. & Mosk, A. Phase control algorithms for focusing light through turbid media. Optics communications 281, 

3071–3080 (2008).
	30.	 Giglio, M., Carpineti, M., Vailati, A. & Brogioli, D. Near-field intensity correlations of scattered light. Applied Optics 40, 4036–4040 

(2001).
	31.	 Cerbino, R. Correlations of light in the deep Fresnel region: An extended Van Cittert and Zernike theorem. Physical Review A 75, 

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.053815 (2007).
	32.	 Edrei, E. & Scarcelli, G. Optical imaging through dynamic turbid media using the Fourier-domain shower-curtain effect. Optica 3, 

71–74, https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.3.000071 (2016).
	33.	 Ryu, J., Jang, M., Eom, T. J., Yang, C. & Chung, E. Optical phase conjugation assisted scattering lens: variable focusing and 3D 

patterning. Scientific Reports 6, https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23494 (2016).
	34.	 Jacques, S. L. Optical properties of biological tissues: a review. Physics in Medicine and Biology 58, R37–R61, https://doi.

org/10.1088/0031-9155/58/11/r37 (2013).
	35.	 Schott, S., Bertolotti, J., Leger, J.-F., Bourdieu, L. & Gigan, S. Characterization of the angular memory effect of scattered light in 

biological tissues. Optics Express 23, 13505–13516, https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.23.013505 (2015).
	36.	 Vellekoop, I. M., Lagendijk, A. & Mosk, A. P. Exploiting disorder for perfect focusing. Nature Photonics 4, 320–322, https://doi.

org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.3 (2010).
	37.	 Parigi, V. et al. Near-field to far-field characterization of speckle patterns generated by disordered nanomaterials. Optics express 24, 

7019–7027 (2016).
	38.	 Ploschner, M., Tyc, T. & Cizmar, T. Seeing through chaos in multimode fibres. Nature Photonics 9, 529-+, https://doi.org/10.1038/

nphoton.2015.112 (2015).
	39.	 Papadopoulos, I. N., Farahi, S., Moser, C. & Psaltis, D. Focusing and scanning light through a multimode optical fiber using digital 

phase conjugation. Optics Express 20, 10583–10590, https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.20.010583 (2012).
	40.	 Tzang, O., Caravaca-Aguirre, A. M., Wagner, K. & Piestun, R. Adaptive wavefront shaping for controlling nonlinear multimode 

interactions in optical fibres. Nature Photonics 12, 368-+, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0167-7 (2018).
	41.	 Porat, A. et al. Widefield lensless imaging through a fiber bundle via speckle correlations. Optics express 24, 16835–16855 (2016).
	42.	 Edrei, E., Nikolic, M. & Scarcelli, G. Improving localization precision of Brillouin measurements using spectral autocorrelation 

analysis. Journal of Innovative Optical Health Sciences 10, 1742004 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47679-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1483
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1483
https://doi.org/10.1364/ol.32.002309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.023902
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2007.297
https://doi.org/10.1364/optica.2.000728
https://doi.org/10.1364/optica.2.000728
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6904
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2012.150
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.95
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.95
https://doi.org/10.1364/optica.5.000001
https://doi.org/10.1364/ol.36.000373
https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.21.017299
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.223901
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep10347
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.053815
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.3.000071
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23494
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/58/11/r37
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/58/11/r37
https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.23.013505
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.112
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.112
https://doi.org/10.1364/oe.20.010583
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0167-7


7Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:11256  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47679-3

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

Author Contributions
E.E. and G.S. designed experiments. E.E. performed experiments and analyzed data. E.E. and G.S. wrote the 
manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47679-3
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	A trade-off between speckle size and intensity enhancement of a focal point behind a scattering layer

	Analytical Model

	Results

	Discussion

	Figure 1 Schematics of a general procedure to form a focal point at location P in a plane displaced by the axial distant z.
	Figure 2 (a) Experimental setup: the SLM surface (divided into 100 macro-pixels) was imaged via a 4-f imaging system (L1, L2) onto the scattering layer.
	Figure 3 (a) Intensity enhancement at different focusing planes of varying distance from the scattering layer.
	Figure 4 (a) Critical distance zc, evaluated as the axial location corresponding to 73% of the maximal intensity enhancement, vs the illumination linear dimension D (blue dots).




