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We introduce an ultra-sensitive interferometric protocol that combines weak value amplification
(WVA) with traditional interferometry. This WVA+interferometry protocol uses weak value amplifi-
cation of the relative delay between two paths to enhance the interferometric sensitivity, approaching
the quantum limit for classical light. As an example, we demonstrate a proof-of-principle experi-
ment that achieves few-attosecond timing resolution (few-nanometer path length resolution) with a
double-slit interferometer using only common optical components. Since our example uses only the
spatial shift of double-slit interference fringes, its precision is not limited by the timing resolution
of the detectors, but is instead limited solely by the fundamental shot noise associated with clas-
sical light. We experimentally demonstrate that the signal-to-noise ratio can be improved by one
to three orders of magnitude and approaches the shot-noise limit in the large amplification regime.
Previously, quantum-limited WVA delay measurements were thought to require imaginary weak
values, which necessitate light with a broad spectral bandwidth and high-resolution spectrometers.
In contrast, our protocol highlights the feasibility of using real weak values and narrowband light.
Thus, our protocol is a compelling and cost-effective approach to enhance interferometry.

Introduction. Interferometry is widely used for mak-
ing ultra-sensitive measurements of time delays. Exam-
ples include the Sagnac interferometer [1] for rotation-
induced delays, the Mach-Zehnder interferometer [2] for
detecting refractive index changes in a sample, and
Michelson interferometers for gravitational wave detec-
tion [3]. Precise time delay estimations are also de-
sired for pump-probe interferometry [4]. Detecting few-
nanometer path changes, which corresponds to attosec-
ond time delay measurements, is a crucial tool in cel-
lular biology and the study of monatomic layer two-
dimensional materials [5]. There are two contributions
that limit the precision in interferometers, technical noise
and fundamental quantum noise. One outcome of quan-
tum metrology has been to design interferometers that
reduce the latter contribution, for example, by using en-
tangled photons [6] or squeezed light [1]. However, tech-
nical noise is actually the limiting contribution in most
interferometers, even scientific ones, let alone commercial
interferometric sensors. Meanwhile, weak value amplifi-
cation (WVA) has since gained substantial attention as
a potent technique for amplifying many kinds of small
shifts, including temporal shifts [7–14].

Here, we propose a new interferometric protocol,
WVA+interferometry, that enables ultra-sensitive longi-
tudinal shift measurements. These shifts can be thought
of interchangeably as time-delays or path-length changes.
In standard interferometry, when using light with a cen-
tral optical frequency of f , a delay τ shifts the interfer-
ometer output intensity by fτ fraction of an interference
fringe moving from, say, destructive interference towards
constructive interference. Thus, the fringe shift is used
to estimate the delay τ . Noise, however, inhibits the
ability to accurately estimate the interferometric output

intensity and, as a result, τ . Fundamental noise is due
to the quantum nature of the light and depends on the
quantum state of the light. For classical-like states (e.g.
coherent states), the fundamental noise manifests itself
as shot noise in the detected intensity, varying as the av-
erage number of photons in the state per measurement.
Shot noise thus sets the fundamental quantum limit for
estimation of delays where a classical-like state is input
to the interferometer. However, typically, the larger ob-
stacle is technical noise, which could be from fluctuations
in the source of the light, environmental changes during
or across trials, and electronic noise. Nonetheless, due to
its sensitivity to minute optical wavelength-scale shifts,
interferometry remains ubiquitous in precision measure-
ment despite technical noise.

Our protocol seeks to marry the precision of inter-
ferometry with the noise-advantages of WVA. Previous
works [8] have shown that WVA can reach the quantum
limit by amplifying the delay while keeping the technical
noise contribution constant. We combine this concept
with interferometry by amplifying the delay between the
two interferometer paths to be Awτ , where the amplifica-
tion factor Aw is known as the weak value. This results
in a proportionately amplified fringe shift fAwτ , which
is then used to estimate τ more precisely. We present a
proof-of-principle experiment, using a double-slit inter-
ferometer as an example. The delay amplification results
in an amplified spatial shift of the double-slit interfer-
ence pattern, enabling few-attosecond time delay mea-
surement with precision approaching the shot noise limit.

The optimal way to use weak value amplification has
been a matter of debate, partly due to the fact that the
weak value Aw is a complex number. For a temporal
delay τ , the real part of the weak value amplifies the
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temporal shift of an optical pulse, whereas the imaginary
part shifts the center frequency of the pulse by an amount
proportional to τ . One can design the WVA so that Aw

is either purely real or purely imaginary. An early work
by Brunner et al. [9] stated that only a purely imaginary
weak value leads to any advantage over standard tech-
niques such as interferometry. Since the signal manifests
in a spectral shift, neither the pulse length nor the de-
tector timing resolution limits measurement of Awτ . In
comparison, the temporal shift induced by a real weak
value is typically much shorter than the timing resolu-
tion of realistic photodetectors, and so cannot be used
for enhanced sensitivity to time delays. Xu et al. [11]
then reported a high-precision delay measurement using
a purely imaginary weak value and a white light source.
Hence, when measuring longitudinal shifts with WVA,
the predominant choice has been to use an imaginary
weak value. On the other hand, real weak values are
often used to amplify transverse spatial shifts [15] and
can achieve quantum-limited precision with imperfect,
potentially noisy, detectors [13]. Our example proto-
col combines the spatial interferometry of the double-slit
with real weak values. We will show that the combina-
tion eliminates the need for either a broadband or pulsed
source of light (and respective high-resolution spectrome-
ter or high-speed photodetector) while retaining the noise
advantages previously demonstrated with spatial WVA.

Theoretical framework. Fig. 1(a) depicts the con-
ceptual scheme for standard WVA. In it, an interaction
described by the unitary evolution Û = exp

(
−igÂ⊗ p̂

)
couples a two-level “system” |ψ⟩ to a “pointer” |ϕ⟩, where
Â is the observable quantity and g, the coupling strength,
is the parameter we wish to estimate. The momentum
operator p̂ acts on the pointer state |ϕ⟩ in the coordinate
representation with its position q. Thus, for a particu-
lar value of A = a, Û acts as a translation operator and
shifts the pointer by ∆q = ag. The goal of WVA is to am-
plify this shift. In the weak limit ∆q ≪ 1, if the system
begins in polarization state |ψi⟩ (“pre-selection”) and un-
dergoes Û , then the light that passes through a polarizer
projecting onto |ψf ⟩ (“post-selection”) will have an aver-
age pointer shift of ∆q = gAw, where the weak value is
Aw = ⟨ψf | Â |ψi⟩ /⟨ψf |ψi⟩. If the pre- and post-selected
states are almost orthogonal, the denominator is small,
resulting in Aw ≫ 1, i.e., weak value amplification.

Weak value amplification can amplify the delay inside
an interferometer a few different ways. In the conceptu-
ally simplest way, the full WVA scheme is inside a single
interferometer path. Alternately, solely the pre or post-
selection occurs inside the interferometer. We depict the
latter in Fig. 1(b). The two pointers undergo identical
pre-selection and weak interaction but two different post-
selections. By setting the post-selected state |ψu,d

f ⟩ in the
upper arm u to be different from the post-selected state in
the lower arm d, each arm experiences a different ampli-

fication Au,d
w thereby increasing the interferometer delay.

The initial system state is prepared as |ψi⟩ =
sin (π/4) |H⟩ + cos (π/4) |V ⟩, where H and V are hori-
zontal and vertical polarizations. Our aim is to measure
the time delay τ introduced between the two polarization
states by a birefringent medium. The two post-selections
project onto the states:

|ψu,d
f ⟩ =e−iωτ/2 sin (3π/4 + βu,d) |H⟩

+ e+iωτ/2 cos (3π/4 + βu,d) |V ⟩ ,
(1)

where ω = 2πc/λ denotes the angular frequency and λ
represents the wavelength of the photon. Throughout the
calculations, we use superscripts u and d to denote quan-
tities related to the upper and lower arms, respectively.
Choosing the two post-selection angles to be βu and βd

leads to two different weak values in the two arms:

Au,d
w =

⟨ψu,d
f |Â |ψi⟩
⟨ψu,d

f |ψi⟩
=
eiωτ − cot (3π/4 + βu,d)

eiωτ + cot (3π/4 + βu,d)
. (2)

The post-selections result in amplified temporal shifts
δtu,d = Re[Au,d

w ]τ . Choosing βu and βd with opposite
signs can obtain the maximum relative temporal shift
|δtu − δtd| for a given magnitude of β. In this work,
the choice of βu,d = ±45◦ resulting in Au,d

w ≈ ±1 rep-
resents a standard (no-WVA) interferometer. Our ex-
periment demonstrating WVA+interferometry relies on
diffraction to achieve interference between the two post-
selected beams, so that we need to account for all three
spatial degrees of freedom of the pointer. For photons
propagating along z-coordinate with three-dimensional
coordinates q⃗ = (x, y, z = ct) a representation of the
pointer state is ⟨q⃗ |ϕ⟩ = U(x, y)E(t), where E(t) is the
temporal envelope and U(x, y) represents the transver-
sal profile. Here c denotes the speed of light and the t
denotes the time offset for photons reaching a detector.

Initially, the pointer state ⟨q⃗ |ϕi⟩ = Ui(x, y)E(t) gen-
erated by a laser is assumed to have a Gaussian pro-
file characterized by Ui(x, y) = exp[−(x2 + y2)/σxy

2]
and E(t) = E0 exp

[
−(t2)/σ2

t

]
. The constant E0 is the

strength of the electric field, and σxy characterizes the
beam’s width. The collimated beam is split equally into
two pointers ⟨q⃗|ϕu,di ⟩ = Eu,d(t)Uu,d(x1, y1) using two
slits. These two beams pass through a lens of focal length
fd, resulting in complex amplitudes Uu,d(x2, y2) at the
interference plane (x2, y2). The final state |ϕtf ⟩ describ-
ing the interference of the two pointers is calculated by:

⟨q⃗
∣∣ϕtf〉 =

Eu(t−Re[Au
w]τ)

|Au
w|

Uu(x2, y2)e
iωRe[Au

w]τ

+
Ed(t−Re[Ad

w]τ)

|Ad
w|

Ud(x2, y2)e
iωRe[Ad

w]τ ,

(3)

The time delay τ can be estimated from the fringe distri-
bution ICCD(x, y) ∝ |⟨q⃗|ϕtf ⟩|2. The use of two different
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FIG. 1. Study of the proposed new interferometric protocol (WVA+interferometry). Comparison of (a) the standard WVA
with (b) the proposed WVA+interferometry. The weak interaction between the system |ψ⟩ and the pointer |ϕ⟩ is described as
the unitary operator Û = exp(−igÂ ⊗ p̂). (c) Experimental setup. A continuous-wave laser beam is generated from a HeNe
Laser. The pre-selection is achieved through a polarizing beam splitter (PBS) and a half-wave plate (HWP) with an optical
axis at an angle of 22.5◦ relative to the y-axis. Two mutually perpendicular true zero-order HWPs introduce controllable time
delays, with the second HWP tilted at an angle θ around the y axis. Beam expansion (f1, f2, f3, f4) is employed. The expanded
beam is divided by a two slits. The two pointers are post-selected using D-shaped HWPs at different angles followed by a PBS.
A lens focuses both pointers onto a CCD.

post-selection angles will cause the two pointers to have
different polarization states in the far field, reducing the
visibility of interference; however, in the large amplifica-
tion limit (|βu,d| ≪ 1) this effect is small, and we do not
include it in our calculations. In addition, Eq. (3) is ap-
plicable to arbitrary envelopes E(t) as long as the param-
eter τ lies within the weak interaction regime (τ ≪ σt).
Thus, WVA+interferometry can employ both a CW laser
and a non-CW laser with sufficiently long pulse dura-
tions. Here, we apply a CW laser to estimate the relative
time delay between two paths, which in our experiment is
due to the birefringent delay of a crystal. Measuring bire-
fringent delay also aligns with well-established schemes
associated with WVA [8, 11].
Experiment. The experimental setup is shown in

Fig. 1(c). We employ a HeNe Laser (632.992-nm cen-
ter wavelength, TEM00>99% mode structure, and a 0.65
mm beam diameter). Laser power is managed via a half-
wave plate (HWP). The photons then pass through a po-
larizing beam splitter (PBS) and a HWP, preparing the
pre-selected state. We use two crossed true zero-order
HWPs to introduce a controllable birefringent time de-
lay [11]. The optic axes of the first and second HWPs are
respectively along the x-axis and y-axis. By tilting the
second HWP by an angle θ around the y-axis, we intro-
duce a delay between the x and y polarizations of [11]:

τ =
π

ω

(
1

(1− sin2θ/n20)
1/2

− 1

)
≈ πθ2

2n20ω
, (4)

where n0 = 1.54 represents the refractive index of the
HWPs. To enable spatial splitting a combination of a
beam expander (f1 = 25.5mm, f2 = 300mm) and a re-
versed beam expander (f3 = 300mm, f4 = 25.5mm) is
used to establish a region where the beam has a suit-
able size. Within this beam-expanded region, we intro-
duce a two slits with a width of 50 mm and a gap of
D1 = 5mm. Two D-shaped HWPs followed by a subse-
quent PBS carry out the two post-selections. Far field
interference are generated through a lens (fd = 1m)
and are detected by a scientific CCD with a pixel size
of ζs× ζs = 1.85µm×1.85µm, a pixel bit depth of 8 bits
and detection efficiency of η = 85.6%.

In this Letter, the peak shifts ∆e,s of the fringes are
calculated from the per-pixel CCD counts ke,smn with a
distribution p(ke,smn|τ,X), where X denotes all available
information about the CCD. The superscripts “s” and
“e” are used to distinguish simulation and experiment,
respectively. We define ∆e,s along the m-direction as:

∆e,s(τ) = ζs × [MI(Ke,s
m |τ)−MI(Ke,s

m |τ = 0)], (5)

withKe,s
m =

∑
n k

e,s
mn, wherem and n are the pixel indices

along y- and x- directions, respectively. The function
MI(Ke,s

m ) returns the index where the maximum value of
Ke,s

m is found. The reason why we sum over pixels is that
tilting the time-delay waveplate around y- axis inevitably
leads to horizontal shifts due to refraction at the HWP
(see Fig. 2(a)). Then, the classical Fisher information
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FIG. 2. Simulation and experimental results. (a) Simulation (upper) and experimental (lower) CCD images vary with the
time-delay waveplate tilting angle θ when setting βu,d = ±1.6◦. The red arrow line is a guide for peak shifts. The black dotted
line is the horizontal line. (b) Fringe peak shifts ∆e,s with varying time delay τ and various post-selection angle βu,d. (c)
Experimental time delay vs. the set time delay obtained through calibration of the experimental data in (b). The red, green,
blue and purple data represent βu,d = ±1.6◦, βu,d = ±3.3◦, βu,d = ±6.6◦ and βu,d = ±45◦, respectively. The lines and points
with error bars represent the simulation and experimental results, respectively. The dashed line in (c) is the ideal result.

(CFI) for estimating τ is calculated as:

F e,s =
∑
m

p(Ke,s
m |τ,X)×

[
∂

∂τ
lnp(Ke,s

m |τ,X)

]2
. (6)

Calculations of the CFI assume only shot noise is present,
and so serve as an upper bound on the precision of real-
istic measurements including technical noise. We present
the theoretical calculation of p(ksmn|τ,X) in the Supple-
mentary Material.

We first compare the CCD outcomes to the simulation
when setting βu,d = ±1.6◦. Figure 2(a) illustrates that
our experimental interference fringes closely match the
simulations. Notably, the experimental CCD image ex-
hibits asymmetry when measuring at τ = 0as, which can
be attributed to a non-zero initial time delay arising from
a slight misalignment of the two D-HWPs’ surfaces.

In this work, the WVA+interferometry sensitivity en-
hancement factor is defined by the slopes ∂∆(τ)/∂τ .
Figure 2(b) demonstrates that selecting smaller post-
selection angles (|βu,d|) results in more pronounced en-
hancements, characterized by steeper slopes. Our ex-
perimental data aligns closely with the simulations when
βu,d = ±3.3◦ and βu,d = ±6.6◦. For each delay and post-
selection we make two separate sets of measurements.
One is used to calibrate the relationship between delay
and shift (shown in Fig. 2(b)), and the other is used to
perform the delay estimation (shown in Fig. 2(c)).

In Fig. 3, we present the precision in the ∆(τ) measure-
ments by calculating F s,e(τ) for both the simulated and
measured intensity distributions, as well as the actual
SNR τ/σ. Here, σ2 is the experimental variance in Fig. 2.
The precision limit is defined as the Cramér-Rao bound,
which is equal to the minimum variance achievable for
any unbiased estimator. Numerically, this is equal to the
inverse of the CFI. Since the actual estimation τ through
calibration in Fig. 2(c) was influenced by technical noises
in the system, the experimental SNR τ/σ is expected to
fall below the Cramér-Rao bound τ

√
F e.

Discussion. The experimentally determined values
τ
√
F e are generally lower than the simulated curves

τ
√
F s as shown in Fig. 3. We attribute this difference to

imperfections in the measured diffraction pattern; the ex-
perimental probability distribution p(Ke,s

m ) presented in
the Supplementary Material is seen to have lower fringe
visibility than is expected from the ideal measurement
assumed in simulations. Fig. 3 indicates that some de-
lays of the experimental SNR with setting βu,d = ±1.6◦

lie close to the shot noise limit, demonstrating the abil-
ity of WVA+interferometry to approach shot-noise lim-
ited measurements. Our experiment reveals two distinct
error sources that impact precision. The systematic er-
ror originates from the precise control challenges asso-
ciated with HWP rotations when preparing nearly or-
thogonal pre- and post-selected states (see Fig. 2(b) with
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FIG. 3. Comparison of signal-to-noise ratio to the shot noise
limit. Theoretical shot noise limit τ

√
F s (lines), experimen-

tal shot noise limit τ
√
F e (points with error bars) and the

experimental signal-to-noise ratio τ/σ (lines with symbols).
The red, green, blue and purple data represent βu,d = ±1.6◦,
βu,d = ±3.3◦, βu,d = ±6.6◦ and βu,d = ±45◦, respectively.

βu,d = ±1.6◦). However, Fig. 2(c) shows that the sys-
tematic error can be eliminated by calibrating the experi-
mental data. The statistical errors resulting in the actual
variance σ2 could come from environmental factors such
as temperature and air pressure variations. Fig. 3 demon-
strates that WVA+interferometry achieves a higher SNR
(i.e. reduces the negative effect of technical noise) when
choosing smaller post-selection angles.

In summary, we have proposed and experimentally
demonstrated a way to integrate weak value amplifica-
tion with precision interferometry. As an example, we
amplified the delay between the slits of double-slit inter-
ferometer, which demonstrated a new efficient and cost-
effective method for measuring few-attosecond time de-
lays (see Fig. 2(b)) with precision approaching the shot
noise limit and signal-to-noise ratios improved by up to
three orders of magnitude (e.g., with post-selection set-
ting βu,d = ±1.6◦, see Fig. 3). Our experiment is also
the first measurement of this precision to use narrow-
band light for WVA, enabling a new class of WVA-based
measurements of longitudinal phase.
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Enhancing interferometry using weak value amplification with real weak
values: Supplementary Material

Simulation and experimental probability distributions

We display both the expectations and the experimental probability distributions p(Ke,s
m |τ,X) along them−direction

with βu,d = ±1.6◦ in Fig. 4. We use a sub-array of 2000 × 405 pixels in the y- and x- directions, respectively. It is
evident that the shape of these fringes remains consistent, while the entire interference fringes shift with increasing
time delay.

FIG. 4. Simulation and experimental results. The dependency of the probability distribution p(Ke,s
m ) along m−direction pixels

on θ. The dashed (green) and solid (blue) lines correspond to the simulation and experimental results, respectively. The red
arrow line is a guide for peak shifts. The black dotted line represents the horizontal line. The shift of the fringes qualitatively
agree well with the theory, demonstrating a growth in shift with increasing time delay (time-delay waveplate tilt angle θ).
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Theoretical classical Fisher information calculation

The theoretical classical Fisher information (CFI) for estimating τ is calculated as:

F s =
∑
m

p(Ks
m|τ,X)×

[
∂

∂τ
lnp(Ks

m|τ,X)

]2
. (7)

Where ksmn represents the theoretical CCD outcomes. Drawing inspiration from investigations in the context of
imperfect CCDs [13, 15], our simulation begins with the calculation of the theoretical distribution p(Ns

mn|τ) , which
represents the expected average number Ns

mn of photons received by the CCD. Taking into account the proportionality
between Ns

mn and ICCD(m,n), the distribution p(Ns
mn|τ) equals to the distribution p(Id(m,n)|τ). The total average

photon number Ns of the coherent beam is a fundamental parameter in our simulation, and it is determined by
summing all photons Ns

mn at each pixel. For obtaining the simulation input, we maintain Ne by measuring the
optical average power P e before reaching the CCD. To achieve this congruence, we employ the relationship Ne =
P e × TCCD/(Ep), where TCCD represents the exposure time, and each photon at 632.992 nm carries an energy of
Ep = 3.318 × 10−19J . The exposure time is set at TCCD = 2.0 ms, 1.0 ms, and 0.3 ms for βu,d = ±1.6◦, ±3.3◦,
and ±6.6◦, respectively. The optical power detected before the PBS for post-selection is 2.0 mW. The average power
P e with different βu,d and various θ are recorded for the simulation input. We also conduct a baseline measurement
with βu,d = ±45◦, P e = 3.0 µW and TCCD = 0.3 ms, representing the traditional interferometer without WVA
enhancement. For a coherent beam, the exact number Ms

mn of the photoelectrons detected by the CCD follows a
Poisson distribution

p(Ms
mn|τ,X) =

(ηNs
mn)

Ms
mne−ηNs

mn

Ms
mn!

. (8)

This Poisson process generates shot noise, which characterizes the fluctuations in the number of photons detected by
CCD due to their independent occurrence. In simulation, we focus solely on the shot noise, disregarding other forms of
electrical noise and ensuring avoidance of CCD saturation. Thus, we mathematically establish a conditional probability
distribution R(ksmn|Ms

mn) = 1, linking ksmn with Ms
mn. Finally, the CCD outcomes ksmn closely approximate Ms

mn

and are obtained through the Monte Carlo simulation of the Poisson process.


