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3INFN, Sezione di Bari, 70126 Bari, Italy

We demonstrate spectroscopy of incoherent light with sub-diffraction resolution. In a proof-
of-principle experiment we analyze the spectrum of a pair of incoherent point-like sources whose
separation is below the diffraction limit. The two sources mimic a planetary system, with a brighter
source for the star and a dimmer one for the planet. Acquiring spectral information about the
secondary source is hard because the two images have a substantial overlap. This limitation is
solved by leveraging a structured measurement based on spatial-mode demultiplexing, where light
is first sorted in its Hermite-Gaussian components in the transverse field, then measured by photon
detection. This allows us to effectively decouple the photons coming from the two sources. An
application is suggested to enhance exoplanets’ atmosphere spectroscopy. A number of experiments
of super-resolution imaging based on spatial demultiplexing have been conducted in the past few
years, with promising results. Here, for the first time to the best of our knowledge, we extend this
concept to the domain of spectroscopy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Establishing and achieving the ultimate limit of opti-
cal resolution are long-standing problems in physics with
profound and widespread impacts on a number of dis-
ciplines, from engineering to medical practice. Contin-
uous advances in physics have the disruptive capability
of redefining such limit pushing the boundaries of image
resolution.

New imaging systems are commonly benchmarked
against the well-known Rayleigh resolution criterion.
Due to the wave-like nature of light, the image of a point-
source is a spot characterized by the point-spread func-
tion (PSF) of the optical system. The Rayleigh crite-
rion establishes that two point-sources are hard to re-
solve if their transverse separation is smaller than the
width of the PSF, which in turn is determined by the
Rayleigh length xR = λD/R, where λ is the wavelength,
R the radius of the pupil of the optical system, and D
the distance to the object [1]. Notable methodologies
that bypass the Rayleigh resolution criterion include fluo-
rescence microscopy, which exploits controlled activation
and de-activation of neighboring emitters [2]; and quan-
tum optics, which exploits the fact that states with ex-
actly N photons have an effective N -times smaller wave-
length [3, 4].

Inspired by quantum metrology, whose general goal is
to exploit quantum physics to boost measurement devices
and methodologies, a modern formulation of the Rayleigh
criterion has been recently proposed [5] inspired by the
seminal work by Tsang and collaborators [6]. The key
observation is that the classic Rayleigh resolution crite-
rion applies only to standard imaging approach where the
intensity of the focused light is measured pixel-by-pixel
on the image plane. However, optics offers much more
than direct intensity detection and a structured measure-
ment may be able to extract the information carried by
the phase of the light field. In a typical structured mea-
surement, light is first pre-processed, for example in a

multiport interferometer, and then measured [7, 8]. This
accounts to sorting the light field into a suitably defined
set of optical modes, followed by mode-wise photo de-
tection. Spatial-mode demultiplexing (SPADE) is a par-
ticularly efficient way of measuring the focused optical
field. It has been shown to be optimal for a number of
problems [5, 6, 9–14], including the textbook problem of
resolving two neighboring point-like sources. In SPADE,
the field is de-multiplexed in its transverse degrees of
freedom. Oftentimes the transverse field is decomposed
into the Hermite-Gaussian (HG) modes. Experimentally,
SPADE can be implemented using a number of method-
ologies, including spatial light modulators [15–20], image
inversion [21], photonic lantern [22], and multi-plane light
conversion [23–26].

Theoretical analyses show that SPADE is in princi-
ple the overall optimal measurement for a number of
estimation and discrimination problems, with a notable
improvement in performance with respect to direct de-
tection (DD), both in the single-photon regime and for
bright sources [18, 20, 23–25]. Practical implementations
are affected by cross talk [23, 25, 27–29], which represent
the most important limitation of this methodology.

The natural field of application of SPADE as a super-
resolution detection methodology is within astronomical
imaging. Proposed use cases include the estimation of
the angular separation between stars [6], or between a
star and its exoplanet [30], and the detection of the pres-
ence of an exoplanet in the vicinity of a star [11, 14].
All these applications refer to spatial degrees of freedom
with the goal of extracting information about the spa-
tial distribution of the source intensity in the transverse
plane. Going beyond spatial degrees for freedom, SPADE
may also be exploited to enhance spectroscopy. In a re-
cent work, some of us have proposed to use SPADE to
boost exoplanet spectroscopy [31], with a potential use
to detect bio-signature on distant planets. In this work
we develop on this idea and present, for the first time
to the best of our knowledge, an experimental demon-
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stration of super-resolved spectroscopy. The key enabler
is the correlation between spatial and frequency degrees
of freedom, e.g. when the spectrum of the exoplanet is
slightly different from the spectrum of the star due ab-
sorption lines. SPADE is useful as it helps us in sorting
which photons are coming from the exoplanet and dis-
tinguish them from those coming directly from the star.
These photons are hard to distinguish using direct detec-
tion, since the star is typically much brighter than the
planet, and the two may have small angular separation
with respect to the PSF of the optical system.

The paper develops as follows: in Section II we intro-
duce the physical model and our assumptions. In Sec-
tion III we present an analysis of exoplanet spectroscopy
developed in terms of Fisher information and quantum
Fisher information. This allows us to show how SPADE
allows super-resolution spectroscopy. Section IV intro-
duces our experimental setup and discusses how it can be
used to simulate the observation of a planetary system.
The experiment, including calibration and measurement
outcomes, is discussed in Section V. Finally, conclusions
are presented in Section VI.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL AND ASSUMPTIONS

Consider a point-like source located in position x in the
object plane that emits incoherent, monochromatic light
at wavelength λ. Through an optical system, a focused
image is produced in the image plane. In the far-field and
paraxial approximation, the field in the image plane is
characterized by the PSF of the optical system, denoted
as T [32]. The width of the PSF is determined by the
Rayleigh length, and its shape depends on the pupil of
the optical system. As long as the source is much larger
than the wavelength, it is sufficient to use a scalar theory
for the light field. Therefore, the scalar field in position
y in the image field is proportional to T (y/M−x), where
M is the magnification factor.

In linear optics, the classical scalar theory can be di-
rectly lifted into the quantum theory, and the PSF gives
the rule of transformation of the field operators in the
object plane into those in the image plane [33–35]. Here
we are interested in the single-photon regime, where at
most one photon is detected in the image plane per detec-
tion window. It is therefore sufficient to consider a single
photon emitted by the source, and how this photon ar-
rives on the image plane. A single-photon state emitted
at point x in the object plane is described by the state

|1x,λ⟩ = a†x,λ|0⟩ , (1)

where {ax,λ, a†x,λ} are the canonical operators that anni-
hilate and create a photon of wavelength λ at position x
in the object plane. When such a state passes through
a diffraction-limited optical system, characterized by the

PSF T , the single-photon state in the image plane reads

|Tx,λ⟩ =
∫

dy T (y − x)b†y,λ|0⟩ , (2)

where {by,λ, b†y,λ} are the canonical operators that anni-
hilate and create a photon of wavelength λ at position
y in the image plane. Here to simplify the notation we
have put M = 1.
From a single point-like source we now move to the

case of an extended incoherent source. Consider that a
photon of wavelength λ is emitted from position x with
probability p(x, λ). Then the state of the single-photon
in the image plane is represented by the density matrix

ρ =
∑
x,λ

p(x, λ)|Tx,λ⟩⟨Tx,λ| . (3)

Our goal is to model the observation of light from a ex-
oplanetary system, where the light coming from the star
(the primary source) is also scattered by the exoplanet
(secondary source). Due to absorption through the atmo-
sphere of the planet, the two sources may have different
spectra. Modeling star and planet as point-like sources,
the state of a single photon collected in the image plane
is

ρ = (1− ϵ)
∑
λ

fs(λ)|Txs,λ⟩⟨Txs,λ|

+ ϵ
∑
λ

fp(λ)|Txp,λ⟩⟨Txp,λ| . (4)

Here, ϵ and (1 − ϵ) are the relative intensities of planet
and star, |Tx⋆,λ⟩ represents the state of a single photon
at wavelength λ, emitted either from the star (⋆ = s) or
planet (⋆ = p), and f⋆(λ) is the corresponding spectrum.
The objective of exoplanet spectroscopy is to obtain in-
formation about the spectrum fp(λ) of the planet. This
task comes with at least two challenges: (1) The star is
much brighter than the planet, therefore most of the pho-
tons detected come from the star; (2) If the transverse
separation between star and planet is below the Rayleigh
length, then the PSFs Txp,λ and Txs,λ will overlap sub-
stantially, making hard to distinguish which photons are
coming from the planet.
To make our presentation more concrete, we assume a

Gaussian PSF. Formally, this would follow from a pupil
function with a Gaussian profile. However, a Gaussian
PSF is also a good approximation for other PSFs with
enough regularity [24] in the sub-diffraction regime where
the object is much smaller than the width of the PSF: this
is exactly the regime we are interested in. A Gaussian
PSF reads

T (y − x) = N e−
(y−x)2

4σ2 , (5)

where the factor N is to normalize the PSF to one, i.e.,∫
dy|T (y − x)|2 = 1. The width of the Gaussian can

be identified with the Rayleigh length, σ ≡ xR. It fol-
lows that in general the PSF depends on the wavelength
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through its width. Here we assume a regime where the
observed spectral range is narrow enough that the width
of the PSF may be assumed constant.

Direct detection of the state in Eq. (4) amounts to ad-
dress the field in each pixel in the image plane, and to
apply a spectral analyzer pixel by pixel. The outcome of
such a measurement strategy is described by the proba-
bility of detecting a photon at position y with wavelength
λ,

pDD(y, λ) = (1− ϵ)fs(λ)|⟨1y,λ|Txs,λ⟩|2

+ ϵfp(λ)|⟨1y,λ|Txp,λ⟩|2 (6)

= (1− ϵ)fs(λ)N 2e−(y−xs)
2/2σ2

+ ϵfp(λ)N 2e−(y−xp)
2/2σ2

. (7)

We will compare direct detection with a methodology
to obtain spectral measurements based on HG SPADE.
In a structured measurement of the optical field, we first
sort the transverse field in the image plane along basis
elements {|Ψu⟩}u−0,1,2,.... Then, we apply a spectral an-
alyzer to each mode. The outcomes of this measurement
are described by the probability of measuring a photon
of wavelength λ in mode u:

pSPADE(u, λ) = (1− ϵ)fs(λ) |⟨Ψu|Txs,λ⟩|
2

+ ϵfp(λ)
∣∣⟨Ψu|Txp,λ⟩

∣∣2 . (8)

HG SPADE is obtained when the basis elements are
Hermite-Gaussian modes, i.e.,

|Ψu⟩ =
∫

dyΨu(y)b
†
y,λ|0⟩ , (9)

with

Ψu(y) = HGu(y) =
N√
2uu!

e−
y2

4σ2 Hu

(
y√
2σ

)
, (10)

and Hu denotes the Hermite polynomials. Note that the
width σ is chosen to match that of the Gaussian PSF.

III. ANALYSIS IN TERMS OF FISHER
INFORMATION

To study the problem of spectral analysis with sub-
diffraction resolution, and compare different detection

strategy, we may use the Fisher information as a fig-
ure of merit. Spectral analysis can be understood as a
problem of multi-parameter estimation, whose goal is to
estimate the spectrum of the exoplanet, fp(λ) for a range
of discrete values of the wavelength λ1, λ2, . . . , λN .

For given n photons detected, the uncertainty in the
estimation of the spectrum due to statistical fluctuations
is quantified by the covariance matrix Σ, with matrix
elements

Σij = E [fp(λi)fp(λj)]− E [fp(λi)]E [fp(λj)] , (11)

where E denotes the expectation value. According to the
Cramér-Rao bound, for a given measurement, the covari-
ance matrix is lower bounded by the Fisher information
matrix:

Σ ≥ 1

n
F−1 , (12)

where F−1 denotes the inverse matrix of the Fisher in-
formation matrix. For a given measurement described by
the probability mass distribution p(x), we have

Fij =
∑
x

p(x)
∂ log p(x)

∂fp(λi)

∂ log p(x)

∂fp(λj)
. (13)

A. Spectroscopy by direct detection

In direct detection we have x ≡ (y, λ). From Eq. (7)
we obtain

∂ log pDD(y, λ)

∂fp(λi)
= δλ,λi

ϵN 2e−(y−xp)
2/2σ2

, (14)

where δλ,λi is the Kronecker delta function. Because to
the presence of the δλ,λi

, the Fisher information matrix
is diagonal, with elements

FDD
jj =

∑
y

pDD(y, λj)

(
1

pDD(y, λj)

∂pDD(y, λj)

∂fp(λj)

)2

.

(15)

For a Gaussian PSF this reads
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FDD
jj =

∑
y

pDD(y, λj)

(
ϵN 2e−(y−xp)

2/2σ2

pDD(y, λj)

)2

(16)

=
∑
y

pDD(y, λj)

(
ϵe−(y−xp)

2/2σ2

(1− ϵ)fs(λj)e−(y−xs)2/2σ2 + ϵfp(λj)e−(y−xp)2/2σ2

)2

(17)

=
∑
y

ϵ2e−(y−xp)
2/σ2

(1− ϵ)fs(λj)e−(y−xs)2/2σ2 + ϵfp(λj)e−(y−xp)2/2σ2 . (18)

In the following, to make the notation lighter we put
FDD(λj) := FDD

jj .
Note that the Fisher information can be interpreted as

the average of the squared signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).
The maximum value of the SNR is when y = xp, yielding

FDD(λ) ≤
(

ϵ

(1− ϵ)fs(λ)e−(xp−xs)2/2σ2
+ ϵfp(λ)

)2

(19)

(this follows from the fact the average is always smaller
than the maximum). This lower bound shows that the
Fisher information from direct detection is of order ϵ2

unless the sources are well separated, i.e.

e−(xp−xs)
2/2σ2

≪ ϵ

1− ϵ

fp(λ)

fs(λ)
. (20)

If the source overlap substantially, then FDD ∼ ϵ2. Oth-

erwise, if they are well separated, then FDD ∼ ϵ. In fact,
from Eq. (18) we obtain

FDD(λ) ≥ ϵ2

(1− ϵ)fs(λ)e−(xp−xs)2/2σ2
+ ϵfp(λ)

≃ ϵ

fp(λ)
.

(21)

(Here we have used the fact that the sum is always larger
that one of the addends).

B. Spectroscopy aided by HG SPADE

The form of the state in Eq. (4) implies that the Fisher
information matrix is diagonal for any measurement. (In
fact, the argument of Section IIIA applies to any mea-
surement.) For HG SPADE, we have

FHG(λ) =
∑
u

p(u, λ)

(
1

p(u, λ)

∂p(u, λ)

∂fp(λ)

)2

(22)

=
∑
u

p(u, λ)

(
ϵ|⟨Ψu|Txp,λ⟩|2

(1− ϵ)fs(λ) |⟨Ψu|Txs,λ⟩|
2
+ ϵfp(λ)

∣∣⟨Ψu|Txp,λ⟩
∣∣2
)2

. (23)

If the optical system is carefully aligned towards the
star, the PSF matching the lower HG modes, most of
the photons from the star will couple into the funda-
mental mode Ψ0. Also, in principle the photons from
the star would not couple to mode Ψ1 as the latter is

an odd function with respect to the position of the star.
Finally, higher modes may be neglected in first approxi-
mation as they are highly suppressed in the sub-Rayleigh
regime [36]. Overall, by considering only the lower HG
modes, we have
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FHG(λ) ≃ p(0, λ)

(
ϵ|⟨Ψ0|Txp,λ⟩|2

(1− ϵ)fs(λ) |⟨Ψ0|Txs,λ⟩|
2
+ ϵfp(λ)

∣∣⟨Ψ0|Txp,λ⟩
∣∣2
)2

+ p(1, λ)

(
ϵ|⟨Ψ1|Txp,λ⟩|2

(1− ϵ)fs(λ) |⟨Ψ1|Txs,λ⟩|
2
+ ϵfp(λ)

∣∣⟨Ψ1|Txp,λ⟩
∣∣2
)2

(24)

≃
ϵ2|⟨Ψ0|Txp,λ⟩|4

(1− ϵ)fs(λ) |⟨Ψ0|Txs,λ⟩|
2
+ ϵfp(λ)

∣∣⟨Ψ0|Txp,λ⟩
∣∣2 +

ϵ|⟨Ψ1|Txp,λ⟩|2

fp(λ)
(25)

≥
ϵ|⟨Ψ1|Txp,λ⟩|2

fp(λ)
. (26)

Note that the first term in (25), which comes from
photon detection in the fundamental mode Ψ0, is pro-
portional to ϵ2, whereas the second term, which come
from detection in mode Ψ1, is proportional to ϵ. The
latter dominates in the regime where the planet is much
dimmer than the star.

Comparing Eq. (26) to Eq. (19), we see that HG
SPADE offers in principle a quadratic improvement in
the scaling of the Fisher information when the transverse
separation between star and planet is below the Rayleigh
length. In the limit of ultra-weak signal coming from the
planet, with direct detection the Fisher information van-
ishes with ϵ2, whereas the scaling is with ϵ in the case of
HG SPADE.

By inspection of Eqs. (24)-(26), we note that the O(ϵ)
scaling of the Fisher information crucially follows from
the fact that there is a vanishing probability that a pho-
ton emitted from the star is detected in the mode Ψ1,
i.e., ⟨Ψ1|Txs,λ⟩ = 0 in Eq. (24). In practice, this con-
dition cannot be matched exactly due to misalignment
and cross talk [23, 27–29]. In both case, we will have a
non-zero probability that a photon emitted from the star
is detected in the mode Ψ1. This implies that the term
⟨Ψ1|Txs,λ⟩ does not vanish and the Fisher information
will scale as ϵ2.
To quantify the deviation from the ideal case in HG

SPADE, we may consider a fidelity functional between
the planet spectrum fp(λ) and the signal p(1, λ) detected
in mode Ψ1,

F =
∑
λ

fp(λ)p(1, λ) . (27)

When the cross talk is negligible, we have

F ≃ ϵ
∣∣⟨Ψ1|Txp,λ⟩

∣∣2 . (28)

Otherwise, the fidelity decreases in the presence of cross
talk.

In our experimental setup, we indeed have that the
two spectra have a small overlap and they are nearly or-
thogonal. In this case, it makes sense to consider the
scalar product between the probability vectors p(0, λ)

and p(1, λ), which represents the probabilities of detec-
tion in modes Ψ0 and Ψ1. We define

S =
∑
λ

p(0, λ)p(1, λ) . (29)

Assuming non-overlapping spectra and negligible cross
talk, this quantity is close to zero, S ≃ 0. Otherwise,
it increases with increasing cross talk, in principle up to
S = 1 when cross talk is so intense that the signal is
equally spread on both modes.

C. Ultimate quantum limit of spectroscopy

In general, the Fisher information depends on the cho-
sen measurement strategy. The global bound on the co-
variance matrix for all possible measurements allowed by
the principles of quantum mechanics is given by the quan-
tum Cramér-Rao bound,

Σ ≥ 1

n
Q−1 , (30)

where Q denotes the quantum Fisher information ma-
trix. Due to the form of the state in Eq. (4), the quan-
tum Fisher information is necessarily diagonal. This
follows from the fact that photonic states at different
wavelengths are mutually orthogonal (this is an exten-
sion to the quantum domain of the argument in Sec-
tions IIIA). The elements of Q corresponding to the es-
timation of fp(λ) can be computed from the results of
Ref. [26] (which in turn are derived from [30]) after a
simple change of variables. We obtain

Q(λ) =
ϵ

1− ϵ

1− w

fp(λ)
, (31)

where w is a non-negative quantity [30]. This expression
matches Eq. (26) showing the optimality of the linear
scaling of the Fisher information with ϵ.
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IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

In a proof-of-principle experiment, we simulate the use
of HG SPADE to achieve super-resolved spectroscopy of
a planetary system. The experimental setup is shown
in Fig. 1. We use a fiber-coupled Light Emitting Diode
(LED) at telecom wavelength to simulate two incoherent
point-like emitters. The LED is attenuated using fiber at-
tenuators and, by means of a fiber beam splitter (FBS),
it is split into two fiber-coupled beams: the beam A sim-
ulates the star and the beam B simulates the exoplanet.
Beam A is filtered using a fiber-coupled filter to induce a
spectral shape different from that of beam B (described
below), as shown in Fig. 2. Then it is free-space colli-
mated using a fiber collimator and a two-lens system to
obtain a beam waist w0 ≃ 300µm. The A beam, through
two steering mirrors, impinges on a cube beam splitter
(BS) to be combined with the B beam and, after crossing
a fixed-film polarizer, is coupled with the free-space input
port of a 300µm waist HG demultiplexer (PROTEUS-C
model from Cailabs).

The other output of the FBS (B beam) is collimated
using a fiber collimator and a two-lens system to obtain
a beam waist w0 ≃ 300µm. Then it crosses a free-space
spectral filter generating the spectral shape of the simu-
lated exoplanet (shown in Fig. 2). The B beam crosses
a polarizer mounted on a motorized rotation stage and
two steering mirrors, one of which is mounted on a mi-
crometer translation stage. Then it is reflected from the
cube BS, where is combined with A beam, and crosses
the fixed polarizer to overcome the dependency of detec-
tor efficiency on photon polarization when the stage is
rotated. Finally the B beam is coupled with the HG de-
multiplexer. In this way, by translating the translation
stage, is possible to move the B beam and change the
separation da between the two beams. Moreover, by ro-
tating the rotation stage the B beam intensity is tuned
and the intensity ratio ϵ = NB/NA changes, where NA

and NB are the number of photons impinging on demul-
tiplexer emitted by A and B sources respectively. The
position and the intensity of the beam A remains fixed
during the experiment. Once the two beams entered the
demultiplexer, they are decomposed in the lowest-order
HG modes: HG00, HG10, HG01, HG11, HG20, HG02. The
modes are converted in HG00 mode again and coupled
with six single-mode fibers. Finally, the modes HG00,
HG01 and HG10 are coupled to He-cooled superconduct-
ing nanowires single-photon detectors (NSPD) through
single-mode fibers equipped with polarization paddles to
rotate the photon polarization and maximize the NSPDs
efficiency.

When photons impinge on the nanowires, the detec-
tors generate electric pulses that, if exceeding the setup
threshold, are recorded and counted by a commercial
time tagger in the set temporal window of 50ms. The
overall detectors quantum efficiency (system efficiency)
is about 80 per cent, the dark count is lower than 20Hz
and reset time is about 100ns.

FIG. 1: Experimental setup. A fiber coupled light emit-
ting diode (LED) at telecom wavelength (1) inputs a motor-
ized spectral filter (2), a 50 dB attenuator (3) and is split by a
fiber beam splitter (4) to generate strong A beam simulating
the star and weak B beam simulating exoplanet. The A beam
is carved from LED using a fiber coupled filter (5) and free
space launched with collimator (A); the B beam is free space
launched with collimator (B) and carved using the free space
spectral filter (6). Both beams cross two-lens (L) systems
to match the beams waist with demultiplexer waist (300 µm)
and are coupled with it by means of two steering mirrors each.
The B beam crosses a film polarizer mounted on a motorized
rotation stage (7) to control the beam intensity. The second
mirror of B beam is placed on a micrometer translation stage
(8) to shift the beam position and so change the A - B sepa-
ration in controlled way. A and B beams are recombined on
a beam splitter (9) and, after crossing a fixed film polarizer
(7’), are coupled with demultiplexer. This polarizer is used to
keep fixed the photons polarization during the experiment to
prevent polarization dependence of detection efficiency. The
demultiplexer (10), PROTEUS-C from Cailabs, allows to per-
form intensity measurements on six HG mode, but just the
HG01, HG10 and HG00 modes are detected through three su-
perconductive nanowires single photon detectors (11) whose
electrical output signal is detected and counted by a time
tagger (12). Three polarisation-rotation paddles for detectors
efficiency maximisation are inserted between demultiplexer
fiber outputs and nanowires fibers inputs and optimized at
the beginning of the experiment.

When the beams completely overlap (the separation da
between simulated point like emitters reduces zero), the
overall A+B beam symmetry is circular and the power
leaked into first order modes (HG01 and HG10) is mini-
mum. Such a minimum value, named cross talk, is due
to demultiplexer manufacturing imperfections.

In general, the cross talk between HG00 and HGnm is
defined by the ratio Pnm/P00, where Pnm is the power
on the HGnm output fiber when only HG00 is injected
with a P00 power in the input. The cross talk is the
main limiting factor in these kind of experiments and is
due to some signal ending up in high-order modes even if
the incoming light is fully matched, in term of waist and
direction, with the fundamental mode (if the crosstalk
were negligible only HG00 should be excited for a fully
matched incoming radiation). The measured cross talk
χ of the first order modes in our case is χ = P01/P00 +
P10/P00 ≃ 0.0035.
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FIG. 2: Point-like sources spectra. The figure shows the
spectra, obtained by normalizing single photon counts, of two
point like sources simulating the star (orange line) and ex-
oplanet (green line). The scan over the wavelength is per-
formed using motorized fiber coupled spectral filter with 1
nm as minimum settable step size.

V. CALIBRATION AND MEASUREMENTS

The aim of the experimental work is to understand
how HG SPADE can be used to perform spectroscopy
of B source (representing the exoplanet) when a strong
A source (representing the star) is at a separation lower
than Rayleigh distance. For this purpose a motorized
tunable filter (MTF) is inserted at the output of the LED
(it is equivalent to put it at the input of the demulti-
plexer). It selects a given wavelength window (FWHM
= 1nm) and is scanned between 1520nm and 1569nm.
In this way the system is able to acquire the spectrum of
HG00, HG10 and HG01.

In the experiment we operate in the single-photon
regime and align the optical system to the brighter
source. This is in contrast to what is done in other
works, where the alignment is on the centroid or me-
dian point [6, 11, 15, 16, 25, 37]. In our case, as the A
source is much brighter than the B source, the procedure
essentially coincides with alignment with the centroid,
see Ref. [26] for more details. We want to stress that in
case of a real observation the only way to proceed is by
aligning the optical system to the centroid, as the median
point is unknown and the sources may have an arbitrary
shape.

To align the demultiplexer, we superimposed the B
beam with the A beam (by setting the translation stage
at 0µm) and maximize the signal in the HG00 mode.
We collected the counts C0(λ) and C1(λ) in fundamental
(HG00) and first order modes (HG1 ≡ HG01 +HG10) as
function of wavelength λ and for different values of the
(dimensionless) source separation da = d/w0 and inten-
sity ratio ϵ = NB/NA. The counts are then normalized,

obtaining

CN
0 (λ) =

C0(λ)√∑
λ′ C0(λ′)2

, (32)

CN
1 (λ) =

C1(λ)√∑
λ′ C1(λ′)2

, (33)

which can be interpreted as a pair of vectors with 50 ele-
ments (one for each wavelength). In the experiment the
total number of photons NA impinging on demultiplexer
is fixed,

NA =

∫ 1569nm

1520nm

NA(λ) dλ ≃ 148000 (34)

during the scanning time ts ≃ 2.5s (50ms time windows
for each of the 50 wavelengths).
Figure 3 shows the counts CN

0 (λ) (upper panel) and
CN

1 (λ) (lower panel) as functions of wavelength for five
values of separation da. This figure shows that spectral
information from the exoplanet is enhanced, in compari-
son to that from the star, when observing the mode HG1.
The spectra CN

0 (λ) are nearly independent on the separa-
tion, unlike CN

1 (λ). This corresponds to the fact that the
background from the star is mostly coupled into the fun-
damental mode HG00. In particular the left parts of the
spectra (where the emission of the exoplanet is centered)
are strongly dependent on separation da as highlighted
in the inset where the portion of the spectrum between
1538nm and 1547nm is shown. The spectra appear quite
rough because of filter minimum step (1nm), but in prin-
ciple it would be possible to obtain higher spectral reso-
lution by using a finer step or a grating dispersing light
on an array of single photon detectors.

Similarly, Fig. 4 shows the counts CN
0 (λ) (upper panel)

and CN
1 (λ) (lower panel) as functions of wavelength for

five values of intensity ratio ϵ. As above, the spectra
CN

0 (λ) are nearly independent on ϵ, whereas CN
1 (λ) are

not. Also, the left parts of the spectra are strongly de-
pendent on ϵ, as highlighted in the inset.

To quantify the distinguishability of the photons com-
ing from the simulated exoplanet in terms of their spec-
tral properties, we may consider the scalar product be-
tween the vectors CN

0 (λ) and CN
1 (λ):

SP =
∑
λ

CN
0 (λ)CN

1 (λ) . (35)

Up to a different choice of normalization, this quantity is
equivalent to the scalar product introduced in Eq. (29).
Since in our setup the spectra of planet and star are
nearly orthogonal (they have nearly non-overlapping sup-
port in the spectral domain), this scalar product is close
to zero when the system is able to distinguish the pho-
tons coming from the exoplanet from those coming di-
rectly from the star. Otherwise, as discussed in Section
III, cross talk may increase the value of SP up to the
point where the photons becomes hardly distinguishable
and SP ≃ 1.
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FIG. 3: HG demultiplexed spectra at fixed ϵ. The fig-
ure shows the spectra of zero order (upper) and first orders
(lower) HG modes obtained by normalizing the counts CN

0

and CN
1 respectively, as described in the text, at five values

of separation da and fixed ϵ = 0.021. The CN
1 spectra show

a strong dependency on da proving the effectiveness of HG
SPADE in spectroscopy of sources emitting spatial (without
circular symmetry) dependent spectra. The inset of lower
panel shows a magnification of the wavelength region due to
simulated exoplanet emission where the dependency is even
more clear.

Figure 5 and 6 show the quantity SP (da, ϵ) as a func-
tion of da at fixed ϵ and SP (da, ϵ) as function of ϵ at
fixed da, with SP (da, ϵ = 0.021) and SP (da = 0.33, ϵ)
respectively. To compare with direct detection, we have
computed the quantity SP that would be obtained by
implementing the spectral analysis through direct detec-
tion. To this goal, we have simulated two direct detection
systems centered with exoplanet and with star. Using
the same number of photons of the HG SPADE exper-
iment (NA ≃ 148000) the direct detectors aligned with
exoplanet (at coordinate y1 = 0, y2 = w0da on image
plane) and star (at coordinate y1 = 0, y2 = 0 on image
plane) acquired ddp and dds photons respectively. The
two systems collect the photons over two spatial regions
with radius w0 centered to exoplanet and star, and spec-
trally disperse them with the same resolution used for
HG spade ≃ 1nm. We compute

ddp(λ) = I1fs(λ)NA(1− ϵ) + I2fp(λ)NAϵ , (36)

dds(λ) = I3fs(λ)NA(1− ϵ) + I4fp(λ)NAϵ , (37)

FIG. 4: HG demultiplexed Spectra at fixed da. The
figure shows the spectra of zero order (upper) and first or-
ders (lower) HG modes obtained by normalizing the counts
CN

0 and CN
1 respectively, as described in the text, at five val-

ues of sources intensity ratio ϵ = 0.021 and fixed separation
da. The CN

1 spectra show a strong dependency on ϵ = 0.021
proving the effectiveness of HG SPADE in spectroscopy of
sources emitting spatial (without circular symmetry) depen-
dent spectra. The inset of lower panel shows a magnification
of the wavelength region due to simulated exoplanet emission
where the dependency is even more clear.

where

I1 =

∫ w0

−w0

dy1

∫ w0da+w0

w0da−w0

Gs(y1, y2) dy2 , (38)

I2 =

∫ w0

−w0

dy1

∫ w0da+w0

w0da−w0

Gp(y1, y2) dy2 , (39)

I3 =

∫ w0

−w0

dy1

∫ +w0

w0

Gs(y1, y2) dy2 , (40)

I4 =

∫ w0

−w0

dy1

∫ +w0

w0

Gp(y1, y2) dy2 , (41)

and

Gs(y1, y2) =
1

2πw2
0

e
−−y2

1+y2
2

2w2
0 , (42)

Gp(y1, y2) =
1

2πw2
0

e
−−y2

1+(y2−daw0)2

2w2
0 . (43)

In analogy with Eqs. (32)-(33), we define the normal-
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FIG. 5: Scalar product quantifier. The data points
show the experimentally estimated scalar product defined in
Eq. (35), plotted as function of da at fixed ϵ; SP (da, ϵ = 0.021)
The error bars are estimated by repeated measure and take
only into account statistical errors. At da = 0 the scalar
product is slightly lower than unity (about 0.98) because of
systematic uncertainty is not considered in error bars. By con-
sidering both statistic and systematic uncertainties we have
an overall uncertainty of about 0.03 and so, we can affirm,
that when HG scalar product is below 0.97 (for da larger
than 0.2), the SPADE technique can distinctly discriminate
between star and exoplanet. The solid line shows the analo-
gous quantity computed in the case of direct imaging. In the
case of DD a comparable discrimination capability is achieved
when da is larger than two.

ized vectors

DDp(λ) :=
ddp(λ)√∑
λ′ ddp(λ′)2

, (44)

DDs(λ) :=
dds(λ)√∑
λ′ dds(λ′)2

. (45)

Considering the same number of photons, the uncer-
tainty is of the order of a few per cent and, as shown
in the figures 5 and 6, the scalar product SDD

P =∑
λi

DDs(λi)DDp(λi) for direct detection spectroscopy
remains close to one in the region of interest and is
much larger than scalar product SP in HG SPADE case.
This corresponds to the fact in the sub-Rayleigh regime
(da < 1) HG SPADE is more capable that direct de-
tection to distinguish the photons coming from the sec-
ondary source, hence allowing a better estimation of their
spectral properties.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we demonstrate a scheme for spectroscopy
with spatial super-resolution. The scheme is based on
spatial-mode demultiplexing (SPADE) of the optical field
in its transverse components. We make use of the demul-

FIG. 6: Scalar product quantifier. The data points show
the experimentally estimated scalar product in Eq. (35), plot-
ted as function of ϵ at fixed da; SP (da = 0.33, ϵ) The error
bars show our estimate of the statistical errors. At ϵ = 0
the scalar product is lower than unity (about 0.92) because of
systematic uncertainty not considered in error bars. By con-
sidering both statistic and systematic uncertainties we have
an overall uncertainty of about 0.09. We argue that when
the HG scalar product is below 0.91 (when ϵ is larger than
0.008), the SPADE technique can distinctly discriminate be-
tween star and exoplanet. The solid line shows the analogous
quantity for DD, which is close to one across all the range up
to ϵ = 0.1.

tiplexer PROTEUS-C model from Cailabs, which decom-
poses the transverse field along the Hermite-Gaussian
(HG) components. HG SPADE has been widely studied
in the past few years, following the seminal work of Tsang
et al. [6], as a means to achieve sub-Rayleigh estimation
and discrimination of quantum states. Potential applica-
tions have been proposed to enhance astronomic observa-
tions, including the observation of exoplanets [11, 14, 30].
SPADE-based super-resolution imaging has been imple-
mented in several ways, including spatial light modula-
tors [15–20], image inversion [21], photonic lantern [22],
and multi-plane light conversion [23–26], but but so far
none of these has ever been applied to spectroscopy. Here
we demonstrate the first application of HG SPADE to
achieve super-resolved spectroscopy.

One of the challenges addressed by exoplanet science
is to determine the atmospheric makeup of exoplanets.
In particular, one searches for biomarkers as oxygen or
methane, whose presence is witnessed by absorption lines
in the visible and near-infrared spectrum [38, 39]. Gain-
ing information about the spectrum of the exoplanet is
hard because of the angular vicinity to the star. Most
of the photons collected come directly from the star, and
it is hard to discriminate the relatively few photons that
contain information about the planetary atmosphere. In
our proof-of-principle experiment we simulate the obser-
vation and spectral analysis of a system composed of a
primary source (the star) and a secondary source (the
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planet).
In principle, HG SPADE allows us to completely de-

couple the photons coming from the secondary source.
Due to symmetry, if the demultiplexer is aligned towards
the primary source, then only the photons from the sec-
ondary source are collected into the excited mode HG1.
In practice, the scheme is limited by cross talk due to
experimental imperfections in the demultiplexer as well
as residual misalignment. Here we introduce a quan-
tity, which can be directly measured experimentally, that
quantifies the capability of the system to distinguish the
photons emitted by the secondary source and estimate
their spectral properties. The crucial parameters are the
relative intensity of the planet compared to the star, and
their angular separation. We shows that there exists a
regime, where the relative intensity and the angular sepa-
ration are not too small, where HG SPADE is capable of
extracting substantial information about the spectrum
of the secondary source, in particular much more than
direct detection. These results demonstrate the poten-
tial usefulness of SPADE in exoplanet spectroscopy and
pave the way to experiments beyond proof of principle,
towards in-field demonstration of super-resolution spec-
troscopy from spatial-mode demultiplexing.
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