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The task of wavefront sensing is to measure the phase
of the optical field. Here, we demonstrate that the
widely used Shack–Hartmann wavefront sensor de-
tects the weak value of transverse momentum, usually
achieved by the method of quantum weak measure-
ment. We extend its input states to partially coher-
ent states and compare it with the weak measurement
wavefront sensor, which has a higher spatial resolution
but a smaller dynamic range. Since weak values are
commonly used in investigating fundamental quantum
physics and quantum metrology, our work would find
essential applications in these fields. © 2022 Optica Publish-

ing Group

http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.XX.XXXXXX

In classical optics, we need a complex amplitude to fully
characterize an optical field, which can be regarded as the pho-
ton wavefunction in quantum language when we don’t need a
full quantum description of light [1]. The intensity of a stable
field is easy to detect, for example, by using a charge-coupled
device (CCD), but the phase isn’t. People developed various
methods to retrieve the phase of light, including the Shack–
Hartmann wavefront sensor (SHWS) [2]. It uses a lens array
to focus the incoming oblique light wave within each aper-
ture on a light spot at its focal plane. The position of each
spot relative to the center is proportional to the phase gradient
(kx, ky) = ∇Φ(x, y) = ∇ arg U(x, y) under paraxial approxi-
mation, where U(x, y) is the complex amplitude of a monochro-
matic optical field at a given z [3]. The phase is the line integral of
(kx, ky), which can be numerically calculated using methods like
zonal and modal estimation [4]. In adaptive optics, wavefront
sensing is an important tool to correct wavefront distortions.

Ordinary quantum measurement forces the system state to
collapse, while weak measurement couples the system and the
measurement pointer weakly so that the system state doesn’t
change much. The concept of weak value was proposed by
Aharonov et al.[5]. It involves an initial state |i〉, an observable
A, and a final state | f 〉, and the value is 〈A〉w = 〈 f |A|i〉 / 〈 f |i〉,
which is generally complex. It is a new way to measure small
quantities, determine quantum states, and show quantum para-

doxes [6]. Weak or strong [7] measurement can be applied
to obtain a weak value. The complex amplitude of light has
been measured in the context of weak value, including the one-
dimensional (1D) method by Lundeen et al.[8] and the 2D scan-
free method by Shi et al.[9]. However, they need either small
wave plates or spatial light modulators (SLM) to alter the po-
larization state of photons located in a small range. The finite
size of this range is the main cause of error. Recently, a novel
method employing the line integral of the transverse momentum
weak value is used for wavefront sensing [10]. The wavefront
sensor avoids the use of Fourier lens and post-selection on the
momentum p = 0 and can be used to measure wavefronts with
ultra-high spatial frequency, which we refer to as the weak mea-
surement wavefront sensor (WMWS).

In this Letter, we demonstrate that the quantity detected by
Shack–Hartmann wavefront sensor also corresponds to the real
part of the weak value of transverse momentum. We further
derive an expression of the measured quantity of SHWS and
WMWS with the input partially coherent light and provide an
improvement method of WMWS. Finally, we make a comparison
to these two wavefront sensors. Our results would be helpful to
investigate fundamental physical problems with robust classical
optical devices.

For a pure initial state, the momentum weak value is ex-
pressed as

〈k〉w =
〈x| k |ψ〉
〈x|ψ〉 , (1)

where k = p/h̄. The line integral of < 〈k〉w is the phase of
wavefunction

Φ(x) = arg ψ(x) = = ln ψ(x) = < [−i ln ψ(x)]

= <
∫
(−i)∇ ln ψ(x) · ds =

∫
<
[
− i∇ψ(x)

ψ(x)

]
· ds

=
∫
<〈x| k |ψ〉〈x|ψ〉 · ds =

∫
< 〈k〉w · ds. (2)

In quantum mechanics, we use density matrix ρ = ∑i pi |ψi〉 〈ψi|
to describe a mixed state with pi being the probability of each
possible state |ψi〉. In position space with infinite degrees of
freedom (DOF), we define the density matrix function (DMF) in
position basis ρ(x′, x) = 〈x′|ρ|x〉. As shown in the literature [1,
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11, 12], ρ(x′, x) is proportional to the mutual coherence function
at the same time

ρ(x′, x) ∝ G(x′, x; 0) =
〈
U(x′, t)U∗(x, t)

〉
, (3)

and we give an intuitive derivation in Supplement 1. When the
initial state is mixed, the weak value is 〈x| kρ |x〉 / 〈x| ρ |x〉 [13],
which becomes Eq. (1) when ρ = |ψ〉 〈ψ|. Then the line integral
of its real part becomes∫

<〈x| kρ |x〉
〈x| ρ |x〉 · ds =

∫
∇1 arg ρ(x, x) · ds, (4)

whose meaning will be briefly discussed later.
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Fig. 1. Shack–Hartmann wavefront sensor with only one
lenslet at position x open. When partially coherent light de-
scribed by ρ arrives, the center point of light spot on the focal
plane corresponds to the real part of momentum weak value.

Detection of partially coherent lights using SHWS and its
possible applications have been discussed [11, 12]. Now we
analyze why SHWS measures momentum weak value. For
simplicity, we only consider 1D case and calculate the behavior
of light passing the microlens located at z = 0. Detecting light
at other locations is equivalent to displacing the light or DMF
first. The input optical field is described by ρ, and we let the
length of the microlens be 2a. In a real SHWS, light spots on
the focal plane may escape to other zones if the incoming wave
is too oblique, causing difficulties when processing data. But
here we mask other zones first, as shown in Fig. 1 so that there
will be only one spot at the focal plane, analogous to short-
time Fourier transform [14]. The quantum operator of masking
is a superposition of projection operators, Π =

∫ a
−a dx |x〉 〈x|.

Applying it to ρ, we obtain

ρa = ΠρΠ† =
∫ a

−a
dx1

∫ a

−a
dx2 |x1〉 〈x1| ρ |x2〉 〈x2| , (5)

which hasn’t been normalized under the condition Tr ρa = 1.
SHWS searches the center point of each spot at the focal plane
to be the measurement result of this aperture by calculating the
intensity-weighted average of positions from the camera image
[3]. The optical field we consider is close to the mask, so at the
focal plane an extra phase proportional to r2 is added to the
Fourier transform of the original field, but the intensity is not
changed. So what SHWS measures is the average momentum of
the mixed state ρa, that is

Tr (ρak)
Tr ρa

=

∫ a
−a dx=ρ′1(x, x)∫ a
−a dxρ(x, x)

, (6)

which is proved in Supplement 1. When a is sufficiently small,
we assume ρ and its partial derivatives remain the same in the
aperture so that we can replace ρ(x, x) with ρ(0, 0), and ρ′1(x, x)
with ρ′1(0, 0), obtaining =

(
ρ′1(0, 0)/ρ(0, 0)

)
. When the aperture

is at position x, the value is

=
ρ′1(x, x)
ρ(x, x)

= <〈x| kρ |x〉
〈x| ρ |x〉 . (7)

So when the aperture is small, SHWS detects the real part of
momentum weak value.
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Fig. 2. Experimental setup of weak measurement wavefront
sensor. A beam passes through a polarizer, a calcite crystal
(WM), a quarter wave plate (QWP), and a beam displacer (BD).
Then the intensity is measured by a camera.

Then we turn to WMWS, which follows the method by Kocsis
et al.[15]. As shown in Fig. 2, a polarizer with an optical axis at
45◦ is used to prepare the incoming light beam with diagonal
polarization (|H〉+ |V〉) /

√
2. Then it passes a thin calcite crys-

tal called WM which performs weak measurement. The angle
between its axis and the propagation direction (z-axis) is set to
be near 45◦, and the crystal can be rotated around z axis to let its
axis lie on either x-z or y-z plane. When the axis is on x-z (y-z)
plane, the incoming light with horizontal (vertical) polarization
is displaced by a small distance l toward the positive direction
of x-axis (y-axis). However, this birefringent crystal can’t be
deemed as a perfect beam displacer. For example, l depends on
the oblique angle of the incoming beam, and phase difference of
horizontal (H) and vertical (V) light emerges after passing WM,
which needs to be eliminated by tilting WM. See Supplement 1
for more details. Then a quarter wave plate (QWP) and a beam
displacer (BD, a thick birefringent crystal) are used to separate
beams with left- and right-handed circular polarization. A CCD
or CMOS camera measures the intensity of the final beam. Then
we can measure the real part of kx (ky) weak value using this
formula

< 〈kx〉w ≈
1
l

Ix,L − Ix,R
Ix,L + Ix,R

,<
〈
ky
〉

w ≈
1
l

Iy,R − Iy,L

Iy,L + Iy,R
, (8)

which is an approximate form due to the nature of weak value.
An important correction by an arcsine operation [10, 15] will be
discussed later.

We provide a theoretical derivation of momentum weak
value with the pure input state based on classical optics in Sup-
plement 1. We further describe it using a mixed state ρ when the
axis of WM is on x-z plane. The y-z plane scenario is similar.

Considering both spatial and polarization DOFs, the initial
density matrix of photon is ρinit =

1
2 (|H〉+ |V〉) (〈H|+ 〈V|)⊗

ρ. The unitary operation of WM is exp (−il |H〉 〈H| ⊗ kx), which
becomes UWM = (1− il |H〉 〈H| ⊗ kx) under first-order approx-
imation when l is small. After passing WM, the state becomes
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UWMρinitU†
WM. Remember the two circular polarization states

|L〉 = (|H〉+ i |V〉) /
√

2 and |R〉 = (|H〉 − i |V〉) /
√

2. Acting
|L〉 〈L|, |R〉 〈R| separately on it, and omitting polarization DOF,
we have

ρx,L/R = ρ± 1
2

l (ρkx + kxρ) +
i
2

l (ρkx − kxρ) , (9)

where the upper symbol represents L and the lower one repre-
sents R. The intensity at (x, y) is proportional to 〈x|ρ|x〉, so

1
l
〈x| (ρx,L − ρx,R) |x〉
〈x| (ρx,L + ρx,R) |x〉

≈ <〈x| kxρ |x〉
〈x| ρ |x〉 , (10)

where the first-order small quantity in the denominator is omit-
ted, proving WMWS measures the same quantity as SHWS in a
different way.

Till now, we suppose the optical field doesn’t diffract, that is,
ρ doesn’t change during free propagation. In fact, the interaction
Hamiltonian commutes with the free-propagation Hamiltonian
of photon, so the sensor detects the optical field on the surface
of the camera when WM, QWP, and BD are absent [15].

The dynamic range described by the largest detectable
oblique angle is a key property of a wavefront sensor. For
SHWS, when the focal length is fixed, its dynamic range de-
creases as each aperture becomes small [16]. For WMWS, the
analysis is more involved. Let U(x, y) = exp(ikx), and obvi-
ously kx = k, ky = 0. But we would obtain kx = k sinc kl, where
sinc x = sin x/x. The correction method is to take the arcsine of
the fraction in Eq. (8) [10, 15]. But it’s still an approximate result
when the amplitude of U is not constant. When |kl| > π/2,
sin kl is no longer an increasing function, so the dynamic range
of WMWS is inversely proportional to l. When l decreases, the
sensor becomes less perceptive to small k changes, compromis-
ing its sensitivity.

As WM and QWP are chosen for one wavelength, this wave-
front sensor shown in Fig. 2 is only applicable to lights with a
given wavelength. The advent of achromatic wave plate [17]
provides an idea to make it suitable for a range of wavelengths or
non-monochromatic lights. See Supplement 1 for more details.

In this Letter, we’ve shown Shack–Hartmann wavefront sen-
sor measures the transverse momentum weak value of photons.
Other classical optical devices may find their own quantum de-
scriptions in the future, and their measured quantities may be
reminiscent of other concepts. This momentum weak value is
related to Bohmian velocity [15, 18–20] and probability flux. The
measurement result of partially coherent light is presented and
the line integral as shown in Eq. (4) can be considered as the
“equivalent phase as a pure state” as long as ∇1 arg ρ(x, x) is
a field with potential. Its applications include measuring the
thickness distribution of a transparent specimen illuminated by
partially coherent light sources [21]. As it only concerns ρ(x′, x)
near x′ = x, it still can’t reconstruct the whole DMF. This can
be done by performing Fourier transform on Dirac distribution,
which can be measured using experimental setup proposed by
Bamber and Lundeen (1D case) [22], or scanning p using the
setup of Shi et al. (2D case) [9].

The weak measurement wavefront sensor is an example of
applying quantum ideas to classical optics. We proved that these
two sensors measure the same quantity, which means the ma-
ture SHWS can also be helpful in measuring Bohmian velocity
and trajectory [15], and WMWS may be applicable for some
wavefront sensing tasks, like evaluating Zernike coefficients
[23]. As a supplement to the original letter [10], we analyzed its

dynamic range and proposed a possible improvement method.
Compared with SHWS, it doesn’t need lens array, so it’s cheaper
and the spatial resolution is higher. Its error is mainly from the
intensity noise on the camera, rather than the systematic error
from weak measurement. To increase its sensitivity, the dynamic
range should be as narrow as possible. Its actual performance
needs to be experimentally investigated further. If its sensitivity
is guaranteed and detection noise is overcome, it may have ad-
vantages in detecting minute phase aberrations, for SHWS needs
a longer focal length to enhance its sensitivity, thereby increasing
the size of Airy spots. Our work provides new perspectives for
classical optical detection and quantum optics researches.
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