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Anomalous weak amplification with arbitrarily orthogonal postselections: A further

consideration on “A classical postselected weak amplification scheme and thermal light

cross-Kerr effect” and “Can anomalous amplification be attained without

postselection?”
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Nearly thirty years ago the possibility of anomalous weak amplfication (AWA) was revealed by
Aharonov, Albert and Vaidman [1]. Recently two papers presents two AWA schemes which are
beyond the traditional proposal given by them [9, 10]. At the first glance the two papers seems
very different. Ref. [9] discusses the thermal light cross-Kerr effect and finds only postselection can
give the amplification effect without interference and Ref. [10] shows that only weak interaction
can give the amplification effect without postselection. Here the relationships between the two
papers are pointed out and a generalized framework for AWA via postselecting a pair of orthogonal
final state are shown.
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In 1988 anomalous weak amplification was proposed
by Aharonov, Albert, and Vaidman [1]. Weakly mea-
suring a quantum system given the initial state and a
final state can attain a prominent amplification result.
The inconceivable effect was exploited to observe many
tiny physical effects [2, 3]. An endeavor to amplify the
faint gravitational wave effect via AWA and optomechan-
ics was made in [4, 5]. Reviews on this strange idea can
be found in [6, 7].

This AWA scheme consists of three steps. i) the quan-
tum system to be measured and the meter system to
measure are prepared respectively. For simplicity, we
choose |ψi〉 = 1√

2
(eiθ|0〉 + |1〉) for the quantum system,

and ϕ(q) for the meter system. θ is a small phase shift.
ii) the quantum system weakly interacts with the me-

ter system via U = e−igÂp̂, and after interaction, the
two systems are weakly entangled together, and the state
for the whole system is 1√

2
(eiθ|0〉eigp̂ϕ(q)+ |1〉e−igp̂ϕ(q)).

Here q̂ and p̂ are conjugate variables. And Â|0〉 = −|0〉,
Â|1〉 = +|1〉. iii) a final state is particularly selected,
which is nearly orthogonal to the initial state. Here we
choose |ψf,1〉 = 1√

2
(|0〉 − |1〉), so 〈ψf |ψi〉 = 1

2
(eiθ −

1) ≈ θ
2
i [8]. The final state of the meter system is

1

2P
(eiθeigp̂ϕ(q) − e−igp̂ϕ(q)), where P is the detection

probability and is very small. Here destructive interfer-
ence occurs and we have an amplification effect.

Generally speaking, postselection, weak interaction,
weak entanglement and destructive interference are all
regard as the indispensable components for AWA. How-
ever Ref. [9, 10] presents another edition for AWA [11].
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We exploit ϕ(p) instead of ϕ(q). The key thing here is
to measure the physical quantity appearing in the inter-
action instead of its conjugate one. The measurement
quantity communicates with the Hamiltonian of the sys-
tem. If there is no postselection, it is a conserved quan-
tity, and can not changle at all. So its shift must be an
artifact of postselection.

After interaction, the whole system is 1√
2
(eiθeigp|0〉 +

e−igp|1〉)ϕ(p), so a relative phase appears in the quan-
tum system, and the entanglement between the quantum
system and meter system disappears. The meter is still
ϕ(p). When the final state |ψf,1〉 is selected, the probabil-
ity for measure p is P1(p, θ) = | 1

2
(eiθeigp−e−igp)ϕ(p)|2 =

1

2
(1−cos(θ+2gp))|ϕ(p)|2. We can see the destructive in-

terference of the probe system is only a part of the whole
story. In this new perspective postselection plays a more
classical role.

Ref. [10] goes further. They choose both of the final
orthogonal states |ψf,2〉 = 1√

2
(|0〉 + i|1〉) and |ψf,3〉 =

1√
2
(|0〉 − i|1〉) for an almost balanced detection, which is

an extension of the joint weak measurements in Ref [12].
That is, they give up the traditional postselection, and
exploit new postselection. This is the reason why they
claim “without postselection”. This change is a significant
progress for AWA. Thus the detection probability for p
at two ports are respectively P2(p, θ) = 1

2
(1 + sin(θ +

2gp))|ϕ(p)|2 and P3(p, θ) = 1

2
(1 − sin(θ + 2gp))|ϕ(p)|2.

The sum and difference of P2(p, θ) and P3(p, θ) are

P+(p, θ) = P2(p, θ) + P3(p, θ) = |ϕ(p)|2, (1)

and

P−(p, θ) = P2(p, θ)− P3(p, θ) = |ϕ(p)|2 sin(θ + 2gp). (2)

The amplification effect results from the difference signal
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(2), which can be remarkably different from the sum one
(1).

The results in [9, 10] are beyond our expectation. Now
we have two AWA schemes. From the view in [10], we
can easily improve the traditional AWA. We also detect
the bright port |ψf,4〉 = 1√

2
(|0〉 + |1〉) and its detection

probability for p is P4(p, θ) =
1

2
(1 + cos(θ+2gp))|ϕ(p)|2.

So P+(p, θ) = P1(p, θ) +P4(p, θ) = |ϕ(p)|2 and an ampli-
fication signal can be defined as

P ′
−(p, θ) = P+(p, θ)− (P1(p, θ)− P4(p, θ))

= |ϕ(p)|2(1− cos(θ + 2gp)). (3)

In this improved scheme all of the information are used.
We can generalize the idea in [10] to arbitrarily or-

thogonal postselections, |ψf,+〉 = 1√
2
(|0〉 + eiχ|1〉) and

|ψf,−〉 =
1√
2
(|0〉− eiχ|1〉), where χ ∈ [0, π]. So the detec-

tion probability for p are

Pr±(p, θ) =
1

2
(1± cos(θ + 2gp− χ))|ϕ(p)|2

=
1

2
(1± cos(θ + 2gp) cos(χ)

∓ sin(θ + 2gp) sin(χ))|ϕ(p)|2, (4)

thus amplification signal can be defined as

Pr(p, θ) = P+(p, θ)− (Pr+(p, θ)− Pr−(p, θ))

= (1− cos(θ + 2gp) cos(χ)

+ sin(θ + 2gp) sin(χ))|ϕ(p)|2

= (1− cos(θ + 2gp− χ))|ϕ(p)|2. (5)

This is the general result for AWA.
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