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Abstract: First proposed in 1988, the quantum weak-value measurement has become an experimental tool with func-
tions of amplifying small signals, obtaining complex-number-valued observable results and measuring nonclassical features
in quantum systems, and it is distinctly different from the projective measurement. Nowadays researchers have not reached
a consensus on the physical interpretation of a weak-value. According to the mathematical expression, the weak-value is
regarded from a practical view as a conditioned observable expectation related to the measurement operational procedure in
this review. First, the theoretical description is presented for the general procedure of the weak-value measurement, and the
purpose of the key step in the procedure is explained. Second, four experiment schemes with different physical realizations
published in multiple research papers are assembled here. Third, this review presents three typical applications of the weak-
value measurement and their corresponding requirements. Last, future research directions on the weak-value measurement
are discussed through focusing on these four open problems: improving physical realization manners, overpassing the
applicative condition limitation, analyzing experimental error influence and exploring other application possibilities.
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Fig. 1 The sketch of experiment scheme of the weak-value measurement on laser energy field!!**!
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W H B e 51 T | =g =
4; 2 IO I STt A 2R 0 — 1k 5 15 2 |p) Wisi
> 1)

j=1
PP OIS AL E R AR 2E, 2
B F3& 24 W A JE—1/2(half)i#k v 8 1/4(quarter) 3
Fr OB AR ICEE B 655 SR an ~ A=,
A 43 45 3] J2 W 5530 P S8 CRFH 238 ) AR BB CR
F /43 7)) SR A S e A -
(7)) = (8;|D)(Dls;) — (s;|A)(Als;),
rq(7) = (8| R)(R|s;) — (s;|L){L|s;),
HAp RS 3RIE TR Z AT E RS I I 4L
PR AR IR T 5 S8 (AN [F) 2 e 7 2QR 5 2
MBI, Bk UL A, 2490n 5 8 ih i WP 25
hWPHI, D107 12 I &5 25 55 8 | D) 1 $E5 D
D2 (455 W B 5 2% U R | A); 35 52 56 v (IW P2
FCqWP, D1 _E f i & 56 25 A | R), D2 i & 3 2K
N|LY. SZbr_Fix el 3 Rk R H L R | H) R V) Y
gt .

(13)

1 1
D)= () +1V)). 14)=5 (1H)~[V)),
1 : 1 .
R)= 5 (H) +ilV), 1L)= 5 (1H)=ilV).

Bk, S EIMERFE T2, R(13)4 B0
S R T S A SRR R . AR T IR I 2
(19 B AR L B B P 2SI, AR S FE I 4
BRSBTS 2 R BN, R A 351
EGLA] DL ELE A FAR R IRAS. R4
MR R SR R, R (L DT — B A
REFE7i, 3R(10) AT LAME N

|I) =

[15) (Gl@ (L =100y )+ (I, — ) G @ L)(|¢) V) =

(L@ L+]5)(j]|@(=100y)] (|9)@|V) ) =

o) |V)—017)(j|o)®|H), (14)
TR 12 AN
(p|o) (pl7)(jl®)
) =L o vy —¢ H) =
53) = iy OV~ gy 1D
V) — 0w, |H), (15)
ﬁ¢wf:@@§fﬁMﬁﬁam%&%M%wu%
T By

{’I"h(j) = —QQRGWJ‘, (16)

r(j) = 20 Tm oo,
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534 %

PRI, 585 {E oo, FT LA S5 IACES BIE r, (5) g (5) BA
IR AERIE R
() | . rald)

w; =Rew; +ilmw; = ~90 +1 90 (17)
Xt oo F A AL AT LAAG 2]
1
m = W) o N gy, B
(plo) VY
VN =

Forbi = (35 )1 TEAHIRAS S I F Ab 8 I3
i=1

U R ARV R PR F 2 U5, e, 4118 0 ) 60 B | oo 2
HN (@)|o), BAEN () € CRAIRIATE 4. 1
FaRA8), AN (w) = k1. Beha) G, N (w)|w)
HET BhRIRA|).

A -(18) M JFEE | Sz i 1 i FH 55 S i H
FRIRA I AR, 1K 25T B 1o 9508 I & 5258 7 R 1Y)
OIMTEE L, 1207 SN T IO 6 1 T RS R 4y
A JR I H 3],

3.2 J64W#R(Optical polarization)

22l G iR S5 (1 S0 75 22144 12,
b, ¢, d PU/MBEHbR IR H S E I & 14D 3%

FERE Hearh, BARE LT (SMF) B & 6 aORE
[ BEE Gaussian s A5 (1 AR, X w24 Bh R G
WIEARAS [0); 53 AMmIR Y SR A (PBS) S (M2, M4)
SR A A AN I A TE e RS, iX
H AR RAIWILEIRE | P).

FEREHRb AR, R A 55 AR ST 59 R A28 B, A
637 (K7 | H ) FEE B V) iR 3 B e R R
BT D EPAT .

TR e AEAE AP SIZEG 7 2, 43 m% N TR §54E
HEWT H bR 2 GORAS B 8RB Dirac 73 A7 1X A APE 1
1E H b NI R B 77 Beh, RAmdR YE ik 28 (LP)PAT
Hir R4 E ) a8, 5 iRBRIR S N +45° 2
PH|D); 74, 75 B bx NDirac 7 Aii 175 S, U
290 B )R A R PAT &G B, ek £
FAR A A 245 2R fm AR 6| D) AT A), IX AR A
TE A H U P RSB, T 7 AT e A A AE 4 ()
LEBM| D) A) S B ITR.

TERRERAH, 50 : 503E (i #% 43 W 25 (NPBS ¥ i A
M — 26 6 P 2% 6, IX T 2% T 6 A 40 e ke
A G AR H B U 3% (NF) T RZE 3% (FF) T, 5 i
T CCDEAMML I T8 F HAESISTICHRTE
R .

T30 B A3 AT 34 B a2 4B R R K ESH)
A7 BB A UM R ) ST XA W 5 SR (), T 3z 3 ' 5 B )
A 1T 2547 B U A B B &R G K AR 3h & n] I & 1)
SERRRIN 25 5 (p, ). K /KPR B B i m Ul =243 1)
WA H)Y(H RV V], ZERA A GIEFIRE| D)

e o e (DIHIP)
A 36 4 A s s 2
(A[H)(H|P) (DIV)(VIP) (AV)(VIP) .
@p, (D) (A U
B 22 0 AR 2 (1) ] W 1) P S 0 25 51 () A (py. ),
IR A2

alr) —b+i(c(ps) — d), (19)

A RA IR R A R IS A 45 R, Horh 24
a, b, ¢, dFEME R FRSHER L, BT L4
ENEES(-EE SN RPN ISP S e e=2 2 (ibESR
PRHUE, BLEAA _EiR4A> g5 EHEWT H bx R GErTia ik
SRR ERIDirac /AR 53, RIZ253CHR [144].

Pl 2 R e 5 P e g R P )

Fig. 2 The sketch of experiment scheme of the weak-value measurement on optical polarization

[144]
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Wrdi % &1 &G0 LRSS &
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3.3 ¥ HJE(Neutron spin)

CREZN =GR =) bl S sy )
ZEFTET T B bR R G 1, TR A
HHF 1 EE, AT BT & R 5548 & — N5 Pauli H e 5
Fro, M7 AT 5 R FOIR A [) 5 [be) AH R I BUE,

B (elo, ) T R SCHR (145170 52 FH 755 (6, )W R R
(Vs lyhs)

ANZEE. F A, A7 R B B RGOS 2R
NPT R AU B AERRE ), HiZIRES
APINEESR ) A1TL), 7355055 M4 H AR UL

@ Re(s,)y, 1(6)]: LLL-t FF3X

JEIE PR :

HeAE 11 |

eHPTR 5 B i) ||
] |Pene)
WA R N\ 5
€7 L) (s

|¥y) =cos g |S,; +) +sin g elS,; —)

#0 s
BH

ELE W !
WA S
W) =S +) y a e
Bfug B, ;o CIN I(X:i%)
z p ] v X)) x
x B | e WAL b g 1000, )
b e
(8 Im(c,) W) =[S +) R |l//f>=cos§\SZ;+>+singei"’|SZ; -)
B . o B
B
Y gy L =% L =
Bsuide 2N E) o @ B P 4%«
> E== ~ 7> wtesiim ) LI
2 X WAL s =—/
il BEARH JE

3 PR E RS s Ty S )

Fig. 3 The sketch of experiment scheme of the weak-value measurement on neutron spin

& 3(a) ¢ 7 f# i} Triple Laue (LLL) H1 7 F#1%
(IFM)WI 5 55 E 1 S5 Re (6, ) o S A | (6,) v | IS 56
J5 %, T B3 (b) W) 2% 7~ ) 2 355 1 K 35 T (6, ) 1D ST
T %, T BT ET AR JESCHRR 5548 I &
TR N3 BB Ak FR (A HE) 5988538 BL(PHE) M
JEIEFECHAE). FLsE, JRIkFRCHAE) LR AT LA 403
X H AR 2R G2 1) J5 1 £ AR RG24 1) £ 0
=AAER R AR, INITZSCERR 2 5
A2 R S E I 2 — MO AR AR —

BN SIS PRI AR AE — A FH ki g 25 ()2
] (13 BEvde, Qi B (/e M) AR a0 R 7EE3(a)
wh BT AR N — SRR AL A R R
M R B8 BT TRl e A A A~ AT T2l e h
THRFEE —NEIRLE, DUEI A ek 7 m ok E
Wy T2 SR, R B bR RG-S
Wit e N B RIRAS W) = |Sy; +), ZIRAfEPoincaré

1k 28 B — Bl % (supermirror) SE I 2 b, H A 1E S
El3(a)AH[A].
SR E S H.(PHE) R E AR 4 R - Bl3(a) P IFM
[FER 1 HE 2 5 B A REUIRES N
1

|%ao=wwwozwﬁﬂ;§mwwﬂm (20)

[145]

Z J5 53 IAE R AR DAL Tt s £ 2 5007 W 1 #E3% B,
DL A7 B e = A A B N o Larmori 8)), 1Za 3K R
FNATRSE, TS A N o UEIR/N. LR ECA R
GRS N

Bens) = exp [ oo (1] — [I(0)] [y,
(21)
TEE3 (), BT WA THAIMER, 5958628 B4,
R EIERTR N Vi) -
JE ik FECAE) R QR £E B3 () HIFME) 253
Y 2 JE R iR | o ) B4R L, i B 4k el A
B A R SCHE N H bR R I B4, e ik

N 0 0. -
FARE N 1) = cos §|SZ;+> + sin 5e‘d’!Sz; —). X

o 9% 24 B 0 1 IR R E W BB A 7 0 7 2
RO S8 FE (RS, I L T o T )
SRR B TS, T4 T 1 etk A
T AL Tl AR TE R A Wb T 1 e
AL, 7 160, T ELAGE 24 50 7 46 SRt e, 5t 28 52
TR A o) 5 e R 5 414 B B 4 R A
lpo) = x;g(u>—+\ln)ﬂﬂ]¢H>:: V}Q(m_ ). 4
SR 2 5 A I g BT 7 SRS B
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5 R A 34 %

TEEMIR 565 35085 1 3T V15 R AR % 10 7 160, AT 43 51
PEBRTRIIL L4 R B 2 SE 10 2 T &0 T — Ao
o™, BLR, Iea REIRA A

|w13FM(X)> =

1 _ e’ ) iy

75 |86+ + 15086 4] exp(=)D) +

i

V2
B, RO b TR IO R 2845 HH R0 5
¥ I(y - j:g) I I(x : 0, 7) Rt SEFH IS8 5, it
BT g

I,,=1I(x:0), I =1I(x:m),

[15+) ~ 120,18 0)] exp( ). (2)

T T
I+y = I(X : 5)7 I—y = I(X : _5)7
NI]
1 I, —1_
Re(6,)w = - arcsin(—rz n L:), (23)
FEH
1 I —1_
(Go)w| = - arccos(Ij: _i) (24)

FEFEI3(b) R, [RIFEAE F L 2k Rl AR 5 52 B0 H A
RGN R R FERAR, I HJF i FE PR ) 5 E3(a)
Hh 58 4 A R, 5 ) HIP-4R I 2 b 1) o 15 T A

LRk g E & R, tH T8 WE L, = L
I, = Iy, M
Ly 1 I.,—1.,
Im(6,)w = aaurctamh(j_+Z n I_Z), (25)

HRIXETH AT HK, PLEAZSER 7 R RS
T, AT 2[R SCHR [145].
3.4 HBSHE(Superconductive circuits)

T FLER A2 — > FL R T FL B0 ) 4 (cireuit quan-
tum electrodynamics, cQED) &4z,  H.'& &) [l &
gER S B TE B AN E A %07 20, Josephsoni@ B Bk
4hi(tunnel junction) & L P S E T RAMHEEH
oA, I B H i 3R 878 i sz 5 X 47: Cooper
X} £ (Cooper-pair box)~ Hf #iHE 3 & 7T 1% & (RF-
SQUID)F H i ffw B 4% (current-biased junction), 43 %
SEHL AT (charge) & 1 PUAE  H48 (Alux) &= T LR ATAH
3 (phase) & FLAF.

P4 (a) /2 5 F Cooper i &5 5 i HELAuf & LU AR
JR BRI, ()2 FH S 5 TP & S &
T LU S AL P, 17 (o) DUl A P P i i B 25 S AR AL
E R IR AL BT S S R — PP A S,
R LT IR B EE TR RS, R LR T
Josephson 4 1 HL % St i 1) FE PR B FRLIAL AN i HE
R, HonT CUR D7 (8 SEI 125 I Az ).

I I Dext
Cq % & %
% é § Ib
L
(@) (b) (c)

4 5T LR 3R A sy (1)

Fig. 4 Three basic realizations of a superconductive qubitt!4”)

TEA HEIE LT, cQED £ 4t /] LLAE FH Jaynes-
Cummingst& AR IR, ZAE A H— MENH IR RS
1) 4B LR —AME R B R A s R, H
ET LRI AL, T AR LR RS 1) Fl
12), HATW SR N o, = [1)(1] — [2)(2]. FHEfr
A KT cQED R G EAR AR, A2 4% 5 i %
() SEBR A e (1, T 2 A L % Jaynes-Cummingsth
AP RN R T RGN EIT. 2185 g anfr =L
PRSEPUX LT 240 FRIHERAE, AT SOk [147).

ECQED R4, HirE ¥ LI 551E (0,) BT
LR UL el — A 4 E T LREIRE
i) = c1|1) + co|2), SRJEZ BAR RS Mo, HAF S
Ji 378 1 VR (resonance) A ATk, 5 8 H F401R
W 7732, 8k A5 AR PR (local oscillator, LO) Y AH AL
KW &2 4 Bh % 33 1 R AN [F] quadrature 7] OUE I &, T 24
I 25 R AR BT I, s &7t
R e85 2 S a MR — MR £ (2)).

BRI, Ak Bir =T R SR B 1
A el SRR ST, (BN R hilE R e T 2
AHRRA, AT AL Hbs 24055 Bh R4 RS R T Re
AN R 5528 FL AR A, DRI AE T — B i B R e b
ARG AT A EGEN. 546, & T AR
Jls 3 [ A A = AR R, i T — N SR T
FERZS HH R MR AL AR TE, TRAR 9+ (polaron) 2,
SN 37 B L E U AT DS AT .

ST FRRRE, 21 S T AR I (B R R Gt
PR AEA I R B K EHRF T, M2
NRAEI G AN B & HURRIRES o E 5L
A JTHE(QTE):

. Wy + B(t)
Pty
Ia(t)M[o,] p§(t) +

i F;"‘(t) [0, ) (D), (26)
Hhog = wq + xFREFTA— L E R T HR R E,
Mwe &7 IR &, ot 5 SRR A ALY &,
B(t) = 2xRe [0y (t) o ()| Fom— BN 2L Stark
i, Hon (t) Moy (t) 73 mZRs 81 HURRRE b T | 1) A0
|2) I HeisenbergZ: Stk i 17, BLAMA BEEAT

Iy(1)

(04, p] + 5

Dol p—
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Dlo,)p = a,p0] — %{UE% P}y
1
Mol p=5(0up + pos) = (ou)p,
M {o,) = trlo,p|, HAE(t)Fom AMEFE; T REF1Y
Y #H (ensemble-average dephasing). 15 &3 il (infor-
mation-gain) 1 EH] (back-action) I (rate) 475
N
Ia(t) = 2xIm [aq (t)as(t)]
La(t) = w|B(1)] cos(p — 8), @7)
Ta(t) = #|B(1)[ sin®(p — 0).
BEAL S NH A &B(L) = [B(t)]e = an(t) — au(t),
Ho 2 5 ) B JE 3 R (damping rate), @& Z AR M
HHAYRIS RIAH .

1 TS BrAd H IRIcQED & 4343 ¥ B A VR % (bad-
cavity)F 55 I )W (weak-response) ff) 12 FR 25 14 T~ T 1E,
PRI AE R T quadrature & (MBI 0)E,,, S (8) AN
i (t) 2 PRdEHhEE N AR RS

i€y,
a1(2) = — K (28)

Horp: e RoRMETRE, A, = wn, — w, R EAIR
Wi SR B A AR w, 2 7. X (26)
B(t), T'y(t), I'i(t), Tpa(t) BRI S MR ERE DL N
8B, Iy, I, T, FEARRI M IS RE AT 23 [ SCHR [146].

R4 X(26)-(28) W LAHE 5. tH [ it [ 7y quadrature
M EEROERABETNI (1) = —VTu(o,) +£(1),
1M 223 A PR B 8] ¢, B &, quadrature & 708 25 5
o = [ J(0)at. RN th, > ¥ ELOM
¢ = OFF, quadratureiil] F:45 N

e1Re(d,)

- _ w 29
T T G(G)WE 1) 9

o= A

B e2Im(G,)
1+6G([(G)wl* = 1)

X HERT A, SINTHRS: 61 = VIitm,

€ = VIpatme Tatm, G = %(1 — e~ Tatm) DURY

(5,) = <f(x)lagli>,
(f(z)])
Hof ) SHHEZ|) = c1|1) 4 o 2)AUAH 2 — AN HI Xt
FIRLEE T, BI|Z) = cre20m|1) + ¢y|2), 1T 2=wq+B.
M 3 1 quadrature WL 25 Sz, F1F 5X(29)—~(30) AT LA
O3 TSR S5 (G, ) o PR SRR R 3. S B BTE 240
BT, 3(29)-(30)F B BEL LS T-1, H H 32 Frdg:
Ve X T R IEARZ RSB (45 3, 598 A T

T = (30)

€2y

gE Rk e R Pl sk ze L EAE 1401,

ALK, A8 EIR ARS8 I & S50 77 SRAE e
PONNEY/ELBSE vt e DTN e ol = o AV E = A
B F G A A At AT DUAS [R], E 2 55 2000 & 1 S A
b R — B, AT BA B8 2757 Hh ) 55 R0 2 — o
TR A 3l 2 SLIT).

4 518 & 1) 525 B H (Experimental appli-
cations of weak-value measurements)

FH T 55 8 P38 o S35 IR, AT B 328
R AR Ny —Fh s B B S TR 32 HEOSCHR[109] A
(RGN, S50 B R S e R AT 2 s 3 AL
4.1 {557CK (Signal amplification)

BEAE HIA5 5 Fi 1 72 2(6) e W B 55 0 45 245 23 {EL
TMAE 5 TBOR & A XS AN St J e 8 50 A () &85 SR 5 11,
TR 2T A s i, AR UE 5 RN S $594E
DU T A v ) & DR B ARAE ST, TR L8 R 3R AT H
SRR Z ], T S8 A3 B BOK T B EUE 5
BB AR TR TS 5 M o S it v R R TR S Al o
(parameter estimation)!*8-1491 7fij &y R g BE 4 £ 7 oK
ZHUETH IR RE SO R 2, R A E S
O & SEO T m ok B AG Th: o6 R e U510 i
FU6 A0 g g AU63] | it g l1331641 s
AR ST B 2 3 FoF p5 AR U601 e FL e AT TR A AE L)
SRS = P & STl 167-1601 i Ab GE4E K
IR R LATE M AHIR R G5 b sepili 7ol

br 1 IR BMERE SO AN, S9E N it B A
FaVEAS S IOREH . BTl RS S O R Fe Y s B
AGARSHIYIILEYE, B Un7E FeizpourdE N1 prfii sk
b, W5 1A B KRG RS AR BT, BAARI N
) R GRS TR Z A A AL AR AR K. A AT 2
T 55 I S ARAE, B A X Kerr U8 K 1Y 58 5%+
(Bhr R0 FARL T, W5 57— R4
KGRI RGO AT fE%E ML ER AR
KX SXAANL LS (cross-phase shift) IR 2 F52 2] T
2t FINILFETER.

I LA Q2) I, A T REISAE TS SR HRE
BAE WG SR, f Z A — D RBUE M 55 E &5
RA, A SRS ML P () FIAZS| ), Bl E
) M) f)JLF IR, WBCRBOR SR . S9ERIE 5
TR THRE AT LLEAS[E] 4 B % B SEB, £F H A 24k
T8 PR AH OC S EG Hh, I M B R AR R
PEIS1-152, 154-155,157-159, 161-162, 164, 172] _ g {7 ol 511561
R A U730 g B TO6T | S s A U B B A B
kU7 B HUE AR US) SkE
T B 2ok IO g R R A R TR
E[WS]%'



1420 oA R 5 N A

34 3

SR, W R U O AR 75 A H — e (R ARAN
Bl G5B A, IR, PRI SR 26/, PRI 5558
BB i e, Ma3)H L IEH
FFU () W Taylor & T = B UG AS 6 2 g 1135 1781921,
FIAk, BT IR R AR ) D TR 5 B LI, DR R 2%
FRAR AR, He )16 B AR MERR I 25 5, X 75 22
B K A5 5 W SR T TR) SR 9 B 1 S e 7S 1 2 L ST
BR[151,153,167-169, 193194150 #7145 H, BIAE55{E Y
TR BN S 7 FH, R[] 5 B 18] P A o enfid 7= A= 1)
15 M L (SNR) AT A PR 357 2 11, 3 A2 R A0/ s IR R
RS A BT BRI 75 (shot noise) ¥ 58 & HETH UK A T
X INBUBEAS 5 FIBOK & 53, 1X 4877 S0} SEaG It 2
BRI OMEY R AV | St U e

A, SENERE S BORDIRe R &
BEEAR: 1) TS0 T IR, R R #5
e T Hir R R —# e, (B2 HAURIRIH
AT S A A T 7 15 (1) 2R g g 1168169 1961 oy i 8 3ok
FEHARR A2 AR EAR 55, IR A4S O N7 THN
GEFR R BB I OR M AR B — w8
PEUISSI67-169. 1941 25 AL A T RATT E R AL K £
e ot A SR AR B AR A UL I B AR RSt RE &=
PEAth FUOL 1971 S5 TR 34 FI T 7EORAS S I RN,
ANETBORFR EFR R TC TS SR . T2 iX P I
P4 15 A% 22 S50 B 8% 10 AF D17 388 1 1 4 b SR
TS R (151152, 154159, 161-163,166,172]

4.2 HYERTIE R B B (Being a measurable comp-
lex number)

FIFH 2R(6) S Bl (1) 55 A A 2 ELr ] DAHE BT H 5548
g5, M G548 AT A /E— A Be il il = i 52 45 f, s
SRR R A3 A A 2 . R P X — R T SR
JE L B R HROE OV RN E R R R R,
A LA i 11982000 1 i A5 143-144,173,201-208] 33 =3
TR R B E R R i SE A ] BRI R
B2 AEAR T ARSI

mEZRTETEEBNEN TR 2, A L8R5
5| N\3¥ H. Lundeen®y A\ POV RSG5 H
P, gl E TS BRI AN E AR,
Fischbach fllFreyberger 24 t DA 2= 411480 85 4E ~ 1
VARSIl SR E N &, JF H B EM T BB ER AR
HeImE TAAs . WulPOWRH —ANASFE 73 5000 10 2055
RN R, M7 FEIE 0 DUEM R AR, RS
AL FEHE PRI R I Malik5 A0S i T B2
D274 P LT A 2 RS R & 1 5255 Bamber A
Lundeen"" DA Dirac/r 47 JE :UE M T IR A A, MDirac
3 AT & %5 B [ FourierZ 4. MirhosseiniZ A 143!
DL 40 2 1 7 S 06 SR T X5 192004 PR 285 il
2. MacconeMIRusconi?% EL 5 1 3 T 55 {E I & Fn

TR0 B T4 52T, R DURT 4 100 5 S R,
T, TSR 55 U o 7 0 220 R
SR T AT G 15

BT A 3 RO B TR A T L AR
L. — MR, 0 T B B T AT — BB
RO, F200t AN M 20 5 AL S B e )
M T BT AS 0 AR, T30 TS 5
AL U AR TS B BT 2100, T 1, Ay
BRI AR E T/ — BB R, S
AR TG G S 2 TR )
PR S — K L, % AT M T P 0 T2, S
S 2 S, T FITRRRRO I TR, I (8 27
A NEMED.

TR, I 5 (I S TS T,
T E B R T A Rk, TS B 71
T AR 4 o A5 B, DRI S A5 5 7T
DL BT R T4 % 414, 9 T 2B 13 H A, 38
ﬁﬁ@*%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁAszAMﬂ%ﬁ

p2

i 2 O

(fl1)y=-={fl)=---=(fIN), (32
0, 25 5 TR BRI (R A5 ), D37
SR H), V) Y F ST A 4% 355 B 0 M2 B it
J BT A% L5, T 0L s SR 2 T B
S5 0 7 DA 38 1 45 SR e B A . L
S, i) T E A0 9 2R Fo (D )/
(Dli) = (DIVY/(DIi). W LMERIK I LirHR

iy — DHHI o DIV
(Dli) (D)

|H) + V), (33)

ook 5 25 9| D) = \}5(|H> V), T EE | H)
(H RV )V )it 230G ER, BI(D|H) = (D|V).

ﬁ@@*iﬁ*%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂgzcmgm?wﬁ
lgzavggm%%uﬁﬁ%@%%ﬁWEﬁw
RAE, £ S N H A 2 R, TR —
T, B T A A T, WA it
A A T L AR 2 F AT .

A L — P BT SR H) (H | = (I + S)/2
RVIV] = (I — Sy2, Hh § Fr i 575 Bk,
B R SS EAE R H = (1 -+ S )RRV, = (1—
S0 )12, I LT S S R B LS., HEE. T UL,
AR | DY 5 FE SR, SRR AE1S, 192
SRR HE, HLT D A R ).

T S R R T B B3, 5230
U T2 b B A AR S T 0 6 4
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a3, XA RTINS0 R 2 AR . T A
LR FRRIT G, AN S 3 50 1 S AN R 2 E.
F S A ) B A A A ) M AR A 2 A Y, T
HOUREE T UM SR, ETRESRELE
TR AT 5 IR S BOE NS (mutua-
1y unbiased) (5K, H A IXEEFERAT fE 1568
E, IXFELRE PADirac o i . i € — N E TR G,
T2 50 A A2 25 P LV P Fourier 4% 4§ 144,203,071

TR U, e 4 BE(D ) FTEUE A e
$0 0 N 11 Y= oo SR o V(Y 7 N 2
M2 5 FfhTH R 22 2 Z PR ) 45 B R B 58
AR EFSM T EEA KA. Lk nfIE2
BIHO T, BN EHE AT ZREENHTHEE TS
(R4 5. AN R S5 E & 5 1A B &, 18
SR AR VAR PRAS BT, e H AR —
MEFIRE. AT 5 CH TR UERRF— L, A3
Ja AR E H b B IRE RIS R N E TS ET,
R 2 A A B vk B L B A AR
4.3 VEANZMH-FHME(As a conditioned average)

R A S5E A — AN LA E0T X2 I 25 A D HA 22
B, FESEH AT n ) AR R 2% 38,
MNTTIZ A I & ) 5 R R e R R SR A T — A
AT O, T Rk I A
AEARL N DAFE) SR SEPL AR 21272130l Fax SN ) H A
T 2 SRRl T LI B E AR B S IR B AR R Y
J7SUARAEAE 3 I 25 5, DRtk C 2 5 4 e 1 20
()HF AT B S A AR S IR BRRES | f). N T 153
IR SUAREAE B A3, S PRI T VA8 T R
k. 78 H AT AR IE A DS S I T, R T E L dE
J7OCI ST Sl B 5 I USSR
FRW FEER RS R AN ERY) qubit =R
(B I 2 1 SVR B FMach-Zehnder T4 _F ¥ #4%
=t

MR 958 5 2 A MBI R % 6 R, Rl A E
AAEAE 5 ] P PR S5 R Bl 1 7R A A 9 3 Bl )
FAFIME, —AFRBIR E 11718 (paradox) A # T
VENLER RTINS T DROE R 7. H T D& sk
7 Hardy 171821822011 = &1 (three-box) 1%1&1*1. It
b, ATEAEAR 3 ] P 1 S5 2340 e et G et
SEAN R Y Leggett-Garg AN 55 2 122172271 i AR 4%
R IR b sl 2 7 41 R B A SEE AT A,
B N ANAR 14T N (aggressive behavior). 7 41, 591E
MEARSRAE T —B& 5206773, FRH e AL 52 2 A PR
T AN 7 (5 BB B 1 A W )&, Bl e
HH (R S B 228 S U R I B 2P B Ok R PPV
7 I AR 1) ey - 38 3l B i Zi (locally averaged
momentum streamline)!3*&% . 140, SCHER 13410 59

EHR R

Re (zlplvs) = 0,P(z) = pp(x) (34)

(@) ’

T SN AT B T WA R 18
Eips (z). TERGHH, (z|v)=|(z|v) |expliP(z)
1152 AR AE—AH L T ARk B A L RE B 20 AT )
GIRAS. BELALRIRE LR L O P () E T 52 B 2 LT
Ji AP : R T 22 I Madelung i3 15275
FB02N | Bohm R FAR AL 22234 | Rtk R S -ah &k
AR 1 B & #5420, BL R4 B HL 3l ) % 1) Poyn-
ting R i34 230145,
5  JF78u el @ (Open problems)

FI AT, 9900 Y SE30 B CBUS 7 =F 5 T 7T
JICR, T S5 WU B PR A 7T 20 A 0 BR— A IR A5
o WA SRR DA AR L IS 2
T S E I B AE B4 2 B B R B R AE. AT R
REGR, 0 SRS R O\ H 3L 55 1500 & 1)k B, R
LAV RES KIS SR ZI B S, HeANE T BE
Ve 55 L0 B ) ST S FH UK

waHE H IR RS YRS

exn H swangdt |
B R RE | B R4

SR

Biosicring Hawnanmzsx)

5 g9{E IR R AR HARRHE
Fig. 5 The procedure of weak-value measurement and related

technical features

MESTT LRI, g9 R RE )4 20 Bt
T I OIBRRHE: IR H &L B, HirRGAM
B AR e AT S9N H AR A i B
ARG IRES AER S TP IR, HAR RS
Bl B AR G R B S AR A 7 T AL 99 S T AR, R B
ESATHEFETRAT G 99 EN RN HARKIZR; ££)5
WP AR PR, i B R R, AT & 8 1E
D& N F AR T 2R H b 2 40 80 B YT BRES,
TR SEERAR B AT R 2% 1 AR D SR A AR S EOb R,
D CARF & g5 R0 R AT H A )07 SO0 B R SRR
LM E, DERBGZRESHHE S, 5, AL
A _ERAE R, THEAT 20 L 95 EN RN H AR 55
(SR FEAE R, TR BAR S E IR S0,
PR P AN B EEROR AR A T 20 ) — S5 (L R
LY HARATER ] BB SE BT 3. RS AN
R EAR, & ZB AR IR R AT Jaik
FORA, DLAACSRBEH s, FTLUX A, §9{E &
HAT7 vt =& 75 2 ST HARESR 5160,
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—J7THI, HH TS5BS IR 1) SE I S bR R
AE, BT LB 2 LA EE AT SN TR

AT DAVE R, 75— AN VF 2 BORFFAEH S ) 55
I e, SR AR T A /b — AN A R,
BCE G Z D — N ARSRE, A4 — T 89ME
WS MR T F— AN B2 —A4
BT FLIAR R 3R, PR A T R R ], B
B R L5 T 28 T TR G PR AR PR 5, 0 AR A5t
FRIRFE . T HARRHER A G 7 T AR 2,
RITIVEEAE A V2 B 7 2, BT DU RRER U R} 2 )
WAR 2. A SR AR 4 55 15 00 = A 7T O BIR, U 44
DL 4N FF M 1) R, A5 B8 3t — 20 BOR A S A i 50
N R HIPSHER.

1) gk 55 & e s el g =X, EAR S5 E I &=
CAE— LY R 50 145 DASCI, (H 2 R eG4
RS IR  ATI A7 e 2 8] i, 782 T 4R PR
IREU G5 A ) quadrature 2K sz Bt 5518 I = 25 5 DA
SR T2 HT I S50 5 22040 b AR 4 22 3 40
B EER, 75 EORSHER 15 AN RIE AR AL A Re i B
W f¥)quadrature & [ HLAAK Py 2%, 3 & %) SE 56 35 1 4
VERRE AR w7 LR, PN IBAZAR =, YA
A7 BT I B R HE, 75 IS iR 22 R AT
R 51 BRI A RN, He sl Ty 1 mT DL, ek
FH o Ath 38 S B 77 AR I &' 37 1858 2 ) quadrature
2, AITTAS 7545 FH 4R 4RI 77 32: DAk AR5 AR A7
WIS, A4, 0T LUK JE 5 2 1 5 R Sl 55
RLI B ) o, A 7T SR M B AR AE B BT ARIR AR
Sl E AL S A i B AARSD i, X
SeA P sl )y A BB (on trap). ¥ mi(quan-
tum dots) # T H #(superconduct circuits)~ 4 Kl 1
NV .0 (diamond nitrogen-vacancy center)<. A1 2%
T T R I S E I & R CAEAR S 3T A eI
—ANS, T H AT AR R HAh D7 2 ST S E I R Y
DN X SESER

2) A SR B FH SRR . H ATTE 2 501
LT, IR 5508 & A A2 — R A — B i A gAY,
HATIRFAZ Bhr KRR S5 KRR IR E L HIAE
T L 9958 LA M. — BB AR — b 53 e R P
R AR, (R ey By ot 2 P e T o, F HAE S5 58
TR SR TR A B ORI 2 R, BARRI N
SR 25 R RS A w22 BBV, fEARZ R T55
HIE R FSENTSLI T R, 45— N5 RS0
Hl(compressive sensing) ¥ AR &L & 1) 77 U431, \f &
R TR RN EESR, ST RN B RS S
R G R 5558 B AR B A R 2, IF H ST
R (14311 S50 25 s Mt 2 20 7 a0 S g8 248
FH— B U USSR e 21 12 S 6 1 ik R, 5548 I =

SERM R G w2 R AR K. Bk, 7B A5 T8
R ) 553 (L ) ST 96 3o PO 21 i ), S HLAR T B
Ti RIFIAE HAAPEI TP, AT SR 55 (5 I & A ) 55
AT HL A IR TN F 25 PR A, AR s 55 (W & 5 0
EHARFBZ RIS,

3) A3 AT HAE I ) SR ZE R B O ES e
BT, K2 8T S0 0 # AR SRS 1), (B AE
SBR[ SRt FE R, % 22 RN s 2 AN ] B 5 Akt
Gu By, BN, FESHEN SIS RN E4D bl Re sz 2 &
TR Am AR 1R 22 I T4, T L 5515 W0 B P40 S it 20 B
HrIE AT REE B A 2R R R 2. BB E R LR
75 95 B A FE: LE KR B0 5 (bit flip) AH A7 8 % (phase
flip) bb 45—AH £ %0 #£ (bit-phase flip). 25 % 1k(depola-
rizing) . & {# PHLJE (amplitude damping). #8477 H JE (ph-
ase damping)&%. R, 730X SR 72 00 55 Wl &
N H bR ISR, DL 2 R 22 25 A R, #R
FEAEAFT TR PR, 75 78 73 A TR B R 22 (1) S RN 2
S, BEARAHRIT AN 53 5 A B 1 M T R R 22 5 R )
AN R 52, B mT DA 6 SR 2R A R 2 AN U )
AR R T8 B — L BARAT S5, AR/ R ZE T
S5 BRI

4) PRZEFHEME AN T RE. Bl 4 oA7
EREETIHENENETSENTLR TR, SAMrE
FAetE N R B A MR T AT 4T, =
(1) B B X 43 AN 6] (1) BT, #m) 35, 76 SR Le
BLF BT ARG B T RATHRH 7K.
ATLVE G, BTSRRI O H bl 4
T o VF B BANAE BB VG 2 J5 A HEAT I, %30
e HARIRESIERGE R, & 7S Ef AT R 1E
SEATCAEIAE BRI OL R AT, BT, Joi8 2 SLiE
BTRENICRETAX S, i 3202 DA%
SN A% O I DA SRR AR AR 1) AT Ry 45
S 7. R, Ay A & — N T 55 48
BHEHERTETFESX 00T E. WA, %7 R R
W PR A B, 2 IR FRAT 0 55 48 O R A, R 1%
T ERE—MES BRARTEFSEN TR, (H50E
A IRHENRAAE T 5, AT R A I AT A S A
ANTE R AT S5 I B ARANME, A et HiZs 7 &

6 245 (Summary)

FIH AL, AMTEE 2 B R T 591 10
FLLE T, AR AR AR PR . a4, 54 I
T LB A S0 5 — s g i, MR T
e, © B A TEE S OK RIS L AE W 25
AN &7 R G A4 BURHIESE D) Re. OC T 59 &

> I R A IR B A SR R 25 A LU T 2R A
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1717 HG 00 45 A R A D AR A B9 R A
B ik BFERAEANC AR G 4N D IR

ASCER2 4 g5 E N R B HE, N T 551
€ SOM G5 R B ) — RO AR, JF HARTT 1 35 {E &
HETEHIRR, ZHAR DR N F LT 55
ERIRE S, g0t 1 ok g9 (E BRSSO Re, I HLAE BY
WA A 2 ] 95 (B 00— o R v ) S B 20 3R H
(K. 283 AR R 1 SCHRARIE (4 A R B S
I SHE I RS T5 5, 73 AN PO RER 7
A R T B AT 3 BT L SR 4T
T gSEME A3 PR LIS S AT, RIS SHOR. A fEr]
RSB AT 2ME, JF g e R N ]
HhORT i RS A R UL B A BOAR N R . 28571 A
WA TR Ry 2 51, BRI T 99 IS A 1
W75 17, 3K L ] Uy A ) B S B 5 3K BN
SEAERRA . AT SEARIRZE RO L SRR AN Y T RE. Ay
AR LR SCE RENE A RS0 FEN AR A
TERIRLAAE B, TR AA TR T B,
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