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When a single photon traverses a cloud of 2-level atoms, the average time it spends as an atomic excitation—as
measured by weakly probing the atoms—can be shown to be the spontaneous lifetime of the atoms multiplied by
the probability of the photon being scattered into a side mode. A tempting inference from this is that an average
scattered photon spends one spontaneous lifetime as an atomic excitation, while photons that are transmitted
spend zero time as atomic excitations. However, recent experimental work by some of us [PRX Quantum 3,
010314 (2022)] refutes this intuition. We examine this problem using the weak-value formalism and show that
the time a transmitted photon spends as an atomic excitation is equal to the group delay, which can take on
positive or negative values. We also determine the corresponding time for scattered photons and find that it is
equal to the time delay of the scattered photon pulse, which consists of a group delay and a time delay associated
with elastic scattering, known as the Wigner time delay. This work provides new insight into the complex and
surprising histories of photons travelling through absorptive media.

I. INTRODUCTION

The propagation of a beam of light through a cloud of
two-level atoms is among the most ubiquitous phenom-
ena in AMO physics [1]. Understanding the coherent
effects of light on atoms, and the slowing, refraction, ab-
sorption and scattering of light by atoms, underlies the
entire field. It has been pivotal in the conceptual devel-
opment of Quantum Optics [2, 3], from Einstein’s early
analysis of wave-particle duality up through today’s stud-
ies of cavity QED, nonclassical states of light, and their
applications to quantum information [4–6]. Although
one might reasonably expect such a venerable problem to
have no secrets left to reveal, in fact questions as seem-
ingly straightforward as where energy is stored as it prop-
agates through such a dielectric medium have proved
controversial [7, 8], and even the quantization of light
in a dispersive medium was only treated rigorously in
the 1990s [9, 10]. The problem grows thornier yet in the
deep quantum regime where the incident beam is pre-
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pared in a single-photon state [11].
As a single photon propagates through a cloud of 2-

level atoms, part of its energy is temporarily stored in
the form of atomic excitations. One might therefore be
tempted to say that the photon will ‘spend time inside
of’ the atoms. Given that such a system is quantum-
mechanical in nature and that the state of the system
will in general be described by an entangled state of pho-
tonic and atomic modes, is there any reasonable way that
one could ask the naive, classically-inspired question:
how much time does the photon spend inside of these
atoms? In particular, does the answer depend on whether
the photon is eventually transmitted through the cloud or
scattered into a side mode?

In this work, we answer these questions by using an
operational definition of this time, as follows. First, we
imagine sending a single photon into the medium and us-
ing a weak probe to continuously monitor the probability
of finding an atomic excitation anywhere in the medium
at any given time. Integrating this probability over all
time provides a measure of the total amount of atomic
excitation that occurred while the photon traversed the
medium, and has units of time. Thus, the integral pro-
vides a reasonable—and experimentally measurable—
definition of the total time a photon spent inside of the
atoms. This definition falls into the class of ‘dwell times’
that have been discussed in contexts such as quantum
tunneling and scattering [12–14].

On average, and in the limit of an arbitrarily weak
measurement, the result of such a measurement is shown
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in Sec. III B to be τav = PS/Γ, the spontaneous lifetime
of the atoms (1/Γ) multiplied by the probability of the
photon being scattered into a side mode. This expression
could be taken to suggest that photons which are scat-
tered spend one atomic lifetime as atomic excitations,
while photons that are transmitted through the medium
spend zero time as atomic excitations.

This intuition inspired previous experimental work by
some of us, in which Sinclair et al. measured the time
that a transmitted photon spends as an atomic excitation
by using a saturation-based Kerr nonlinearity [15]. This
scheme—depicted in Fig. 1—features a resonant, coher-
ent state ‘pump’ pulse which travels through a cloud of
two-level atoms, while a weak, off-resonant CW beam
probes the atoms. The pump causes a small degree of
saturation in the medium, resulting in a cross-phase shift
ϕprobe(t) being written onto the probe beam which is
proportional to the amount of atomic excitation caused
by the pump [16]. By placing a single-photon detec-
tor after the atoms and post-selecting on detection, Sin-
clair et al. were able to measure the cross-phase shift
caused by the average transmitted pump photon and
compare this to the cross-phase shift caused by the aver-
age (not post-selected) incident pump photon. Note that
although this experiment was performed with coherent
state pulses, it has been shown that such coherent state
experiments can be used to extract single-photon weak
values [17].

The result of this experiment was that for a broad-band
pulse and a high optical depth, the average transmitted
photon spent nearly as much time as an atomic excitation
as the average incident photon. The experiment therefore
demonstrated that the simple intuition outlined above—
that the average scattered photon spends one atomic life-
time as an atomic excitation, while the average transmit-
ted photon spends zero time—is not generally true. In
that work, it was speculated that, if transmitted photons
were spending a non-zero amount of time as atomic ex-
citations, there must be a mechanism by which photons
are absorbed and then preferentially emitted in the for-
ward direction. One such mechanism for ‘coherent for-
ward emission’ naturally arises when a broad-band pulse
passes through an absorptive medium and the electric
field envelope picks up a 180 degree phase flip, coher-
ently inducing excited atoms to re-emit in the forward
direction [18, 19]. While such an explanation is plau-
sible, the semiclassical toy model presented by Sinclair
et al. based on this idea was incapable of properly mod-
elling the dynamics of a post-selected quantum system.
Thus, a quantum treatment is necessary to elucidate the
history of transmitted photons.

In this work, we present a quantum theoretical frame-
work to calculate the time that a transmitted photon
spends as an atomic excitation (Sec. II), which we will
refer to as the atomic excitation time experienced by
a transmitted photon. The framework is based on the

weak-value formalism [20, 21] and quantum trajectory
theory [22–26] and makes the striking prediction that the
atomic excitation time experienced by a transmitted pho-
ton is equal to the group delay experienced by the photon
(Sec. III C). This result may seem reasonable in the far-
detuned limit where the group delay is positive (i.e., the
photon wavepacket is delayed compared to free-space
propagation), but here we show that this equivalence also
holds near resonance where the group delay is negative
(‘superluminal’).

Furthermore, in Sec. III D we calculate the atomic ex-
citation time experienced by scattered photons and find
that it is equal to the time delay of the scattered pho-
ton pulse, which consists of a group delay plus a time
delay associated with elastic scattering, known as the
Wigner time delay [27, 28]. The three atomic excita-
tion times (not post-selected, post-selected on transmis-
sion and post-selected on scattering) are compared and
contrasted in various parameter regimes in Sec. III E. Fi-
nally, in Sec. IV we present a simple model which illus-
trates how such negative post-selected dwell times can be
explained in terms of quantum-mechanical interference.

probe
pump

Γ

time

pump

probe (CW)

Photon
detector

z

FIG. 1. Level scheme (left) and conceptual diagram of the
phase measurement (right) used in the experiment of Sinclair et
al. [15]. Resonant pump pulses faintly saturate a cloud of cold
85Rb atoms, causing the off-resonant probe beam to acquire a
nonlinear cross-phase shift ϕprobe(t) which is proportional to
the amount of atomic excitation in the medium at time t. Inte-
grating this phase shift over time gives a quantity that is propor-
tional to the atomic excitation time: τav without post-selection,
and τT if one post-selects on detecting the transmitted pump
photon.

II. THEORY

Consider a single photon incident on a medium of two-
level atoms initially in the ground state. For simplicity,
we will take the photon to be in a pure state, and treat the
propagation one-dimensionally (along the z axis). We
also treat the atomic medium as a continuum which ex-
tends over a region [0, L], such that at every z ∈ [0, L]
an atomic excitation is possible. Since the total number
of excitations is conserved, the single excitation will ap-
pear either (i) as an axially propagating photon, (ii) as an
atomic excitation or (iii) as a scattered photon. Since we
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wish to consider the case in which the photon is trans-
mitted through the medium (i.e., by considering post-
selection on that occurrence), we can remove the last of
these three possibilities for the excitation in our descrip-
tion. Thus, the state of the system (medium and light) can
be written as a sub-normalized (indicated by the overbar)
pure state

∣ψ̄→(t)⟩ = ∫
∞

−∞

dz[α→(z, t) ∣p⟩z + β→(z, t) ∣e⟩z] . (1)

Here ∣p⟩z denotes a δ-normalized state with an axial pho-
ton at position z and no excitation elsewhere, and ∣e⟩z
denotes a δ-normalized state with an atomic excitation at
position z and no excitation elsewhere. The complex co-
efficients α→(z, t) and β→(z, t) are the probability am-
plitudes for the excitation to be a photon or an atomic
excitation at (z, t), respectively, and the ‘→’ subscript
indicates that the state will evolve forward in time from
a normalized initial state ∣ψ→(−∞)⟩, which describes a
photon yet to enter the medium. Note that β→(z, t) is
defined to be zero outside of [0, L].

The interaction between the medium and the light is
modelled by the dipole coupling Hamiltonian,

Ĥint = −h̵∫
L

0
dz g(z)[∣p⟩z⟨e∣ + ∣e⟩z⟨p∣] , (2)

where the spatially-dependent coupling constant g(z)
takes into account the transverse beam profile and
changes in the density of atoms. Scattering arises from
there being a finite lifetime of the excited atomic state,
given by 1/Γ. The post-selection on the transmission of
the photon can be effected continuously by post-selecting
in each time-step on no spontaneous emission. Accord-
ing to the theory of quantum jumps [22, 23, 29, 30], this
can be described by evolving the system in each time step
δt by a linear but non-unitary map M̂(δt) corresponding
to the null result from a set of hypothetical perfect de-
tectors looking for scattered photons. In the continuous-
time limit, M̂(dt) = 1 − iĤNHdt/h̵, where

ĤNH = Ĥ0 + Ĥint − i
h̵Γ

2
∫

L

0
dz ∣e⟩z⟨e∣ (3)

is the non-Hermitian no-jump Hamiltonian, including
Ĥ0, the bare Hamiltonian for the medium and the light.
This Hamiltonian causes the excited state population
amplitude to decay, but with no appearance of a zero-
excitation (ground) state. That is, the forward, or pre-
selected, state obeys

∣ψ̄→(t + dt)⟩ = M̂(dt) ∣ψ̄→(t)⟩ , (4)

and has a norm given by

n→(t) ∶= ⟨ψ̄→(t)∣ψ̄→(t)⟩

= ∫
∞

−∞

dz[∣α→(z, t)∣2 + ∣β→(z, t)∣2] , (5)

which decays monotonically with time.
Under the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in Eq. (3), to-

gether with the 1D propagation equation for the light and
in a frame rotating at the atomic transition frequency, the
coefficients in Eq. (1) will evolve as

[c ∂
∂z
+ ∂

∂t
]α→(z, t) = ig(z)β→(z, t) , (6a)

∂

∂t
β→(z, t) = ig(z)α→(z, t) −

Γ

2
β→(z, t) . (6b)

The initial conditions, in the limit t→ −∞, are

α→(z, t) = αin(t − z/c) , (7a)
β→(z, t) = 0 . (7b)

Note that αin is defined so that at the entry point to the
medium (z = 0), we have α→(0, t) = αin(t).

Eqs. (6a) and (6b) are equivalent to the Maxwell-
Bloch equations for pulse propagation in the limit that
each atom remains close to the ground state (i.e., linear
propagation), and under the rotating-wave and paraxial
approximations [1]. In this correspondence, α→(z, t)
and β→(z, t) play the roles of the slowly-varying elec-
tric field envelope of the pulse and the atomic coherence,
respectively. The coupling constant g(z) is related to the
atom density N(z) and dipole matrix element deg via

g(z) = deg

√
ckN(z)
2ϵ0h̵

. (8)

It can also be related to the resonant optical depth η0 via

η0 = σ0 ∫
L

0
dzN(z) = 4

cΓ
∫

L

0
dz g2(z) , (9)

where σ0 = 2kd2eg/ϵ0h̵Γ is the resonant atomic cross sec-
tion. Note that since g(z) depends on the density of the
atoms, the atomic excitations in this work refer to collec-
tive excitations—i.e., Dicke-like states in which the ex-
citation is shared amongst a large number of atoms [31].

The transmission probability PT is given by

PT = n→(+∞) = ⟨ψ̄→(+∞)∣ψ̄→(+∞)⟩

= ∫
∞

−∞

dz∣α→(z,+∞)∣2 , (10)

since in the limit of t→∞ no atomic excitations remain.
Equivalently, if we define a normalized final state (as a
bra for convenience),

⟨ψ←(+∞)∣ =
1√
PT
∫
∞

−∞

dz α∗
→
(z,+∞) z⟨p∣ , (11)

then we have

PT = [⟨ψ←(+∞)∣ψ̄→(+∞)⟩]
2

= [⟨ψ←(+∞)∣⋯M̂(dt)M̂(dt)⋯ ∣ψ→(−∞)⟩]
2
.

(12)
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But this last expression shows that we can also write a
symmetric-in-time expression, for arbitrary intermediate
t,

PT = [⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ψ̄→(t)⟩]
2
, (13)

where

⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ = ∫
∞

−∞

dz[α←(z, t) z⟨p∣ + β←(z, t) z⟨e∣] (14)

is a subnormalized state which evolves backwards from
Eq. (11) at t = +∞ via

⟨ψ̄←(t − dt)∣ = ⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ M̂(dt)

= ⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ [1 − iĤNHdt/h̵] . (15)

Rewriting this as a forwards-in-time evolution for a ket,
we have

∣ψ̄←(t + dt)⟩ = M̂ †(−dt) ∣ψ̄←(t)⟩

= [1 − iĤ†
NHdt/h̵] ∣ψ̄←(t)⟩ . (16)

Thus, the Hermitian part of the Hamiltonian remains un-
changed but the anti-Hermitian part has its sign reversed.
This yields the equations of motion for the backwards-
evolving state,

[c ∂
∂z
+ ∂

∂t
]α←(z, t) = ig(z)β←(z, t) , (17a)

∂

∂t
β←(z, t) = ig(z)α←(z, t) +

Γ

2
β←(z, t) . (17b)

Note that the only difference between Eqs. (6) and (17)
is the sign of the decay term for β←(z, t).

The norm of this state, n←(t) (defined as in Eq. (5) but
with ‘←’ subscripts), increases monotonically forwards
in time. It thus decreases monotonically backwards in
time, which is the direction we use for solving this equa-
tion, with the final conditions in the limit t→ +∞

α←(z, t) =
1√
PT

α→(z, t) , (18a)

β←(z, t) = 0 . (18b)

Consider now the properties of the system at time t
as revealed by a weak probe, post-selected on the pho-
ton traversing the medium without scattering. As has
been understood for some decades, such post-selected
properties are not determined by a single quantum state,
but rather by a pair of quantum states, one arising from
the initial preparation and the other from the final mea-
surement [21, 23, 25, 29]. From the above theory, these
two states, at time t, are exactly the states ∣ψ̄→(t)⟩ and
⟨ψ̄←(t)∣. Specifically, if a probe weakly measures an
observable Â in a minimally disturbing way, then, from
many repetitions of the experiment, and post-selecting on

the photon being transmitted (hence the T subscript), the
average value of the probe readout, AT (t), will be found
to be the real part of the weak value,

AT (t) = Re
⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ Â ∣ψ̄→(t)⟩
⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ψ̄→(t)⟩

. (19)

Note that weak values in general can take on values out-
side of the spectrum of the operator being measured, and
can even be complex [14, 20, 32, 33]. The imaginary part
of a weak value is generally associated with the backac-
tion of the measurement on the system, while the real
part describes the result of the probe measurement [34].
Also, note that the subnormality of the states is irrelevant
to this value.

In an experiment like the one described earlier, the
measurement is effected by an off-resonant probe beam
which picks up a weak, excitation-dependent cross-phase
shift due to dispersive coupling (for example, via a
saturation-based Kerr nonlinearity), as depicted in Fig. 1.
The nonlinear cross-phase shift acquired by the probe as
a result of the single-photon pulse traversing the medium
is proportional to the total amount of atomic excitation in
the medium, which we describe with the operator

ϕ̂probe ∶= ∫
L

0
dz ϵ(z) ∣e⟩z⟨e∣ . (20)

Here ϵ(z) determines the strength of the dispersive cou-
pling (in units of radians per unit length). Substituting
ϕ̂probe for Â in Eq. (19) and using the definitions of the
forwards and backwards states in Eqs. (1) and (14), the
average cross-phase shift, post-selected on the photon
being transmitted, ϕprobe∣T (t), is given by

ϕprobe∣T (t) = Re
⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ ϕ̂probe ∣ψ̄→(t)⟩
⟨ψ̄←(t)∣ψ̄→(t)⟩

= 1√
PT

Re∫
L

0
dzβ∗

←
(z, t)β→(z, t)ϵ(z) , (21)

where we have used Eq. (13) to evaluate the denominator.
We then define the average atomic excitation time expe-
rienced by a transmitted photon to be the time integral
of this phase shift, normalized by the dispersive coupling
strength ϵ (which we now assume to be constant over the
whole atomic medium),

τT ∶=
1

ϵ
∫
∞

−∞

dtϕprobe∣T (t)

= Re
1√
PT
∫
∞

−∞

dt∫
L

0
dzβ∗

←
(z, t)β→(z, t) . (22)

If, by contrast, no post-selection is performed, the
atomic excitation time experienced by the average pho-
ton, τav, will be the time integral of the expectation value
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of the operator in Eq. (20), normalized by the dispersive
coupling strength ϵ:

τav =
1

ϵ
∫
∞

−∞

dt ⟨ψ̄→(t)∣ϕ̂probe∣ψ̄→(t)⟩

= ∫
∞

−∞

dt∫
L

0
dz ∣β→(z, t)∣2 . (23)

Note that here the subnormality of the state plays
a crucial role—the integrals ∫

L
0 dz ∣β→(z, t)∣2 and

∫
∞

−∞
dz ∣α→(z, t)∣2 are equal to the probability, at time

t, of there being an atomic excitation, and a propagat-
ing photon, respectively, while the “missing” probabil-
ity, 1− ⟨ψ̄→(t)∣ψ̄→(t)⟩, is exactly the probability that the
photon has already been scattered.

III. RESULTS

In this section we present the solutions to the above
equations of motion (Sec. III A), as well as the pre-
dictions of the theory for an average incident photon
(Sec. III B), a transmitted photon (Sec. III C) and a scat-
tered photon (Sec. III D). In Sec. III E we compare and
contrast these times in various limiting regimes.

A. Solutions to the equations of motion

We begin by presenting the solutions to the equations
of motion, Eqs. (6) and (17), for a single-photon pulse
incident on a 1D medium whose shape is determined by
the spatially-dependent coupling constant g(z), where
g(z) ∶= 0 outside of [0, L].

By transforming to the frequency domain, one can eas-
ily solve for α̃

→(←)
(z,ω) and β̃

→(←)
(z,ω), where the

tildes indicate a Fourier transform. Recall that Eqs. (6)
and (17) are defined in a frame rotating at the atomic
transition frequency, so ω = 0 corresponds to the atomic
resonance. For the forward-propagating solutions, it is
shown in Appendix A that one obtains

α̃→(z,ω) = α̃in(ω)e−iϕ(z,ω)−η(z,ω)/2−izω/c , (24a)

β̃→(z,ω) =
ig(z)
iω + Γ/2

α̃→(z,ω) , (24b)

where α̃in(ω) is the Fourier transform of αin(t) ∶=
α→(0, t), η(z,ω) is the optical depth experienced by the
frequency component ω in the region [0, z], ϕ(z,ω) is
the phase acquired by the frequency component ω of
the pulse due to the atoms in the same region and the
exp[−izω/c] phase term simply represents free-space
propagation from 0 to z. The phase and optical depth are
related—as expected from the Kramers-Kronig relations

[35, 36]—and are given by

ϕ(z,ω) = −ω
Γ
η(z,ω) = −ω

Γ

4L(ω)
cΓ

∫
z

0
dz′g2(z′) ,

(25)
where

L(ω) ∶= [1 + (2ω/Γ)2]−1 (26)

is a Lorentzian function with a full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) of Γ.

For the backward-propagating solutions post-selected
on the photon being transmitted, it is shown in Ap-
pendix A that one obtains

α̃←(z,ω) =
α̃→(z,ω)√

PT

eη(z,ω)−η(L,ω) , (27a)

β̃←(z,ω) =
ig(z)
iω − Γ/2

α̃←(z,ω) . (27b)

B. Average atomic excitation time

In this section we show that the atomic excitation time
τav experienced by the average incident photon is equal
to the product of the spontaneous lifetime of the atoms
and the probability of scattering, τav = PS/Γ. We begin
by replacing the time integral in Eq. (23) with an integral
over frequency to express τav as

τav = ∫
∞

−∞

dω∫
L

0
dz∣β̃→(z,ω)∣

2
. (28)

Using the solutions from Eq. (24), this can be written as

τav =
c

Γ
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2 ∫
L

0
dz
∂η(z,ω)
∂z

e−η(z,ω) ,

(29)
where ∂η(z,ω)/∂z = 4g2(z)L(ω)/cΓ. Evaluating the
spatial integral leads to

τav =
1

Γ
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2c[1 − e−η0L(ω)] , (30)

where η0L(ω) = η(L,ω) is the optical depth of the entire
medium for the frequency component ω. We now note
that the transmission probability PT can be written as

PT = ∫
∞

−∞

dz∣α→(z,+∞)∣2 = c∫
∞

−∞

dt∣α→(L, t)∣2

= c∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω) = 1 − PS , (31)

where the second equality is a result of the fact
that the pulse is strictly a function of z − ct out-
side of the medium and we have used the fact that
∣α̃→(L,ω)∣2 = ∣α̃in(ω)∣2 exp[−η0L(ω)]. Given that
c ∫
∞

−∞
dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2 = 1 (since the input pulse is normal-

ized), it is then clear that the integral in Eq. (30) is equal
to the scattering probability PS , and therefore that we
have τav = PS/Γ.
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C. Transmitted photons

Here we calculate the atomic excitation time experi-
enced by transmitted photons, τT . We begin by noting
that by Parceval’s Theorem,

∫
∞

−∞

dtβ∗
←
(z, t)β→(z, t)

= ∫
∞

−∞

dω β̃∗
←
(z,ω)β̃→(z,ω) . (32)

Using this to replace the time integral in the definition
of τT given in Eq. (22) with a frequency integral, and
substituting in the solutions for β̃→(z,ω) and β̃←(z,ω)
given in Eqs. (24) and (27), we can express τT as

τT = Re
1√
PT
∫

L

0
dz∫

∞

−∞

dωβ̃∗
←
(z,ω)β̃→(z,ω)

= Re
cΓη0
4PT

∫
∞

−∞

dω
∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η(L,ω)

ω2 − Γ2/4 − iωΓ

= c

PT
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω) η0
Γ

( 2ω
Γ
)2 − 1

[1 + ( 2ω
Γ
)2]

2
.

(33)

This time is plotted in Fig. 2 for resonant Gaussian
input pulses of various durations as a function of the res-
onant optical depth η0. It can be seen that τT begins at
zero for all pulse lengths and immediately takes on neg-
ative values, much to our surprise upon performing these
calculations. The time τT becomes positive for large val-
ues of η0, and the optical depth at which this occurs in-
creases with increasing pulse duration. For pulses much
longer than the natural lifetime of the excited state (i.e.,
narrow-band pulses), τT tends towards −η0/Γ.

Upon closer inspection of the last line of Eq. (33), it
can be seen that the final two terms in the integrand are
equal to the frequency derivative of the spectral phase
acquired by the light in the medium, dϕ(L,ω)/dω. This
quantity is in fact equal to the narrow-band group de-
lay for the frequency component ω. In general, for a
narrow-band pulse detuned by ∆ from the atomic res-
onance traversing a medium with resonant optical depth
η0, the group delay of the pulse compared to free-space
propagation is given by [37]

tg(∆, η0) ∶=
dϕ(L,ω)

dω
∣
∆

= −η0
Γ

1 − ( 2∆
Γ
)2

[1 + ( 2∆
Γ
)2]

2
, (34)

where we emphasize the dependence on η0 for reasons
that will be clear in Sec. III D.

The group delay tg(∆, η0) is plotted vs ∆ in Fig. 3(a)
for different values of η0. Note that close to resonance
the group delay can be negative, which can be under-
stood as the result of the preferential transmission of

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Resonant optical depth η0

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

τ T
 (1

/Γ
) σΓ = 0.1

σΓ = 0.5
σΓ = 1
σΓ = 1.5
σΓ = 2
σΓ = 2.5
σΓ = 10
−η0

FIG. 2. Atomic excitation times experienced by transmitted
resonant photons (τT ) for Gaussian incident photon pulses of
different RMS intensity durations σ (given in the legend in
units of 1/Γ) vs resonant optical depth η0. For pulses that
are sufficiently narrow-band compared to the atomic lifetime,
τT tends to -η0/Γ, whereas the time for broad-band pulses be-
comes positive for large η0.

the leading half of the pulse due to the finite response
time of the atomic polarizability [38, 39]. On resonance,
tg(0, η0) = −η0/Γ.

We now note that if one uses the third expression
for PT from Eq. (31) in Eq. (33), it is clear that the
expression for τT given in Eq. (33) is a weighted av-
erage of the narrow-band group delay tg(ω, η0), taken
over the frequency spectrum of the transmitted pulse,
c∣α̃in(ω)∣2 exp[−η0L(ω)]. For incident pulses that are
symmetric in time, this weighted average—which we
will refer to as the net group delay of the transmitted
pulse—is in fact equal to the time delay of the ‘center
of mass’ of the transmitted pulse due to having traversed
the medium (see Appendix B for a proof, as well as Refs.
[40, 41] for a discussion of how the center-of-mass de-
lay generally consists of a net group delay and a ‘pulse-
reshaping’ delay which becomes important for pulses
that do not have real Fourier transforms, such as chirped
pulses). We have therefore shown that the atomic exci-
tation time experienced by a transmitted photon is equal
to the net group delay—and hence, for most commonly
used pulses, the center-of-mass time delay—experienced
by the photon:

τT =
c

PT
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω)tg(ω, η0) . (35)

D. Scattered photons

In addition to calculating the atomic excitation time
experienced by transmitted photons, the formalism de-
veloped in Sec. II can be used to calculate the atomic ex-
citation time experienced by the average scattered pho-
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Γ
)

(a)
η0 = 0.2
η0 = 1
η0 = 2

2 0 2
Detuning ∆(Γ)

0

1

2

τ S
(1
/
Γ
)

(b)
η0 = 0.2
η0 = 1
η0 = 5
η0 = 80

FIG. 3. (a) Group delay tg(∆, η0) (= τT (∆, η0)) and
(b) atomic excitation time experienced by scattered photons
τS(∆, η0) vs detuning in the narrow-band limit for various
values of η0. On resonance, the group delay is given by
−η0/Γ. For broad-band pulses, the group delay is averaged
over the spectrum of the transmitted pulse, leading to positive
delays (atomic excitation times) for sufficiently large η0 due
to the preferential transmission of off-resonant frequency com-
ponents (cf. Fig. 2). For η0 → 0, τS(∆, η0) approaches the
Wigner time delay tW (∆). For η0 ≫ 1, the probability of
near-resonant photons being scattered approaches unity, caus-
ing τS(∆, η0) to saturate at 1/Γ (cf. Eq. (37)).

ton. An expression for this time is derived in Ap-
pendix C, but turns out to be rather cumbersome to work
with. In order to find a simpler expression for τS , we
note that since each incident photon is either transmitted
through the medium or scattered, we can express the av-
erage atomic excitation time τav as a weighted average
of the atomic excitation times in these two cases:

τav = PS/Γ = PSτS + PT τT . (36)

We can therefore express τS as τS = 1/Γ − PT τT /PS .
We have confirmed numerically that the formula for τT
given in Eq. (35) and the formula for τS given in Eq. (C3)
of Appendix C obey this weighted average. Note that
when τT > 0, as in the experiment of Sinclair et al. [15],
this sum rule implies τS < 1/Γ, a fact that the semi-
classical picture mentioned in Sec. I attributes to the re-
duced lifetime of the excited state due to coherent for-
ward emission [42].

Beginning with the case of an infinitely narrow-
band pulse with detuning ∆ from the atomic transition,
Eq. (36) gives

τS(∆, η0) =
1

Γ
− e−η0L(∆)

1 − e−η0L(∆)
τT (∆, η0) , (37)

where τT (∆, η0) = tg(∆, η0) is given by Eq. (34). This
expression is plotted as a function of detuning for sev-
eral values of η0 in Fig. 3(b). At low optical depths,

τS(∆, η0) is simply a Lorenztian function with a FWHM
of Γ and a peak value of 2/Γ. For η0 ≫ 1, frequency
components near resonance are very likely to be scat-
tered (PS → 1), so Eq. (36) implies that τS(∆, η0) will
approach 1/Γ for near-resonant frequencies, as seen in
Fig. 3(b) for the two highest optical depths.

For a broad-band pulse, τS can be calculated by
finding τT for the pulse and using Eq. (36), together
with the expressions for PT and PS given in Eq. (31).
Equivalently, τS can be found by averaging τS(ω, η0)
from Eq. (37) over the frequency spectrum of the scat-
tered light, as shown in Appendix E. The atomic excita-
tion time τS experienced by broad-band photons will be
discussed further in Sec. III E.

The atomic excitation time experienced by scattered
photons turns out to admit a very intuitive interpretation.
To see this, recall that in Sec. III C it was shown that the
atomic excitation time experienced by transmitted pho-
tons is equal to the net group delay of the transmitted
pulse, which, for the case of a symmetric input pulse, is
simply equal to the time delay of the center of mass of the
pulse. Might the same principle—that the atomic excita-
tion time is equal to the delay time of the pulse—apply
to scattered photons? In the case of a scattered photon,
there are two time delays that need to be considered: the
time delay acquired by propagating through the medium
to the point at which the photon is scattered (i.e., the net
group delay of the scattered pulse) and the time delay
associated with the elastic scattering process itself. This
scattering time delay, often referred to as the Wigner time
delay [27, 28], is equal to the derivative of the scattering
phase shift with respect to the frequency of the light. For
a narrow-band pulse with detuning ∆ scattering from a
two-level atom, this time delay is given by

tW (∆) =
2

Γ

1

1 + (2∆/Γ)2
. (38)

For a given resonant optical depth η0, the time delay
of the average scattered photon pulse tS can then be cal-
culated by adding the Wigner time delay to the average
group delay acquired by scattered photons. This is found
by averaging the group delay over the optical depths at
which a photon can be scattered:

tS(∆, η0) = tW (∆) + ∫
η0

0 dη′0e
−η′0L(∆)tg(∆, η′0)

∫
η0

0 dη′0e
−η′0L(∆)

,

(39)
where exp[−η′0L(∆)] is the probability of the photon
propagating to an optical depth of η′0 without being scat-
tered. It is shown in Appendix D that for input pulses
which are symmetric in time, the expression in Eq. (39)
(or the corresponding weighted average of this expres-
sion in the case of a broad-band pulse) is equal to the
time delay of the center of mass of the scattered pho-
ton pulse. Inserting the expression for tg(∆, η′0) given
in Eq. (34) into Eq. (39) and evaluating the integrals
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(see Appendix E for details), one finds that the average
time delay of a narrow-band scattered photon pulse re-
duces to the expression for the atomic excitation time
experienced by scattered photons given in Eq. (37). That
is, tS(∆, η0) = τS(∆, η0). Since this equality holds
for every frequency, one can take the weighted aver-
age of both quantities over the spectrum of the scattered
light to show that this holds for pulses of arbitrary band-
width, as shown in Appendix E. Therefore, for the case
of a time-symmetric input pulse, we have shown that the
atomic excitation time experienced by a scattered photon
is equal to the time delay of the scattered photon pulse:
tS = τS .

E. Comparison of atomic excitation times

We now compare and contrast the behaviours of the
atomic excitation times τav, τT and τS for resonant Gaus-
sian pulses of three different RMS intensity durations σ,
corresponding to narrow-band (σ−1 ≪ Γ), medium-band
(σ−1 ≈ Γ) and broad-band (σ−1 ≫ Γ) pulses. To facili-
tate this comparison, all times are plotted in Fig. 4 as a
function of the effective optical depth ηeff ∶= − ln(PT ),
since on this axis the average atomic excitation time
τav = PS/Γ = (1 − exp[−ηeff])/Γ is independent of the
pulse duration. Note that for each pulse duration, the
three atomic excitation times satisfy the probability sum
rule, τav = PSτS + PT τT . We discuss the behaviour of
τS and τT in turn below.

Beginning with the atomic excitation time experienced
by scattered photons, for an infinitely narrow-band pulse
(σΓ = ∞), τS begins at the Wigner time delay of 2/Γ.
This can be seen from Eq. (39), recalling that tg(∆, η0)
is proportional to η0, and therefore that the integral term
goes to zero in the limit of η0 → 0. As ηeff increases, τS
gradually decays to 1/Γ, which is evident from Eq. (37).
For the medium-band case (σΓ ≈ 1), τS begins at a value
between 1/Γ and 2/Γ (about 1.5/Γ for σΓ = 1) and de-
cays towards 1/Γ as ηeff increases. However, unlike the
narrow-band case, here τS dips below 1/Γ as soon as
τT > 0, and subsequently approaches 1/Γ from below. In
the broad-band case (σΓ ≪ 1), τS begins at ∼ 1/Γ, dips
rapidly down to ∼ 0.5/Γ until the near-resonant compo-
nents of the pulse have been sufficiently attenuated, and
subsequently climbs back to 1/Γ for large ηeff . Approx-
imate expressions for τS in the limits of η0 ≪ 1 and
η0 ≫ 1 for broad-band pulses are derived in Appendix F,
together with a plot of τS and said approximate expres-
sions for the case of ηeff ≪ 1.

Turning now to the atomic excitation time experienced
by transmitted photons, in the narrow-band case, τT be-
haves as τT = −ηeff/Γ = −η0/Γ, as noted in Sec. III C.
In the medium-band case, τT starts off negative and be-
comes positive when ηeff is of order 1 (actually about 2
for σΓ = 1). This is the point where the near-resonant

components of the pulse—which experience a negative
group delay—have been sufficiently attenuated. For
broad-band pulses (σΓ ≪ 1), τT grows quadratically
with ηeff for ηeff ≪ 1 (not visible in plot), and subse-
quently increases linearly with ηeff as τT ≈ 0.5ηeff/Γ af-
ter the near-resonant components of the pulse have been
sufficiently attenuated. Derivations of these scalings, to-
gether with a plot of τT and these approximate forms in
the regime of ηeff ≪ 1, can be found in Appendix G.

It is therefore clear that the way in which the average
atomic excitation time is split between transmitted and
scattered photons, as per Eq. (36), is far less simple than
one would expect from the seemingly intuitive form of
the equation τav = PS/Γ.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
ηeff = − ln(PT)

1.5
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0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Ex
cit

ati
on

 ti
m

e (
1/

Γ
)

τS, σΓ = 10−2

τT, σΓ = 10−2

τS, σΓ = 1
τT, σΓ = 1
τS, σΓ =∞
τT, σΓ =∞
τav =PS/Γ

FIG. 4. Atomic excitation times experienced by transmitted
(τT , dashed curves) and scattered (τS , solid curves) photons
for resonant Gaussian pulses of three different RMS inten-
sity durations σ (indicated by color) vs effective optical depth
ηeff = − ln(PT ). The curves for τT and τS in the narrow-band
limit (σΓ = ∞) are given by Eqs. (34) and (37), respectively.
For each pulse duration and effective optical depth, τT and τS
satisfy τav = PS/Γ = PSτS + PT τT .

IV. DISCUSSION

We have shown that the atomic excitation time expe-
rienced by a time-symmetric single-photon pulse propa-
gating through a cloud of 2-level atoms, as measured by
a phase shift on a weak probe, is equal to the time delay
of the center of mass of the photon pulse, regardless of
whether it is transmitted through the cloud or scattered
into a side mode. When the photon is transmitted, this
time delay is equal to the net group delay experienced
by the transmitted pulse. Given that the group delay for
narrow-band, resonant light propagating through a sam-
ple of two-level atoms is negative, this result poses an
interesting interpretational question: what does it mean
for a photon to spend a negative amount of time as an
atomic excitation?
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In the case of the group delay, negative times can be
understood as the result of the incident pulse being re-
shaped by the atoms. In particular, the trailing half of
the incident pulse experiences more absorption than the
leading half due to the finite response time of the atomic
polarizability [38, 39]. As a result, the center of mass of
the transmitted pulse is shifted towards the leading half
(i.e., to earlier times), giving the appearance of ‘superlu-
minal’ propagation, although the information velocity is
bounded by c [43, 44]. No such interpretation is avail-
able for the atomic excitation time τT experienced by
transmitted photons, even though it is equal to the net
group delay. The atomic excitation time τT is derived
from a post-selected measurement of the probe cross-
phase-shift operator ϕ̂probe defined in Eq. (20), which
has an eigenvalue spectrum that is strictly non-negative.
It is therefore clear that a negative atomic excitation time
constitutes an anomalous weak value [45–47]. Anoma-
lous weak values are generally the result of interference
effects [48], and this is indeed the case here.

In order to gain insight into the origin of negative
atomic excitation times, we will consider a simpler
system—which is loosely analogous to a cloud of atoms
in the limit of low optical depth—in which quantum in-
terference leads to negative dwell times: a Fabry-Perot
cavity. (See Appendix H.) In this analogy, the mode in-
side the cavity (labelled C) corresponds to the ‘atomic
excitation’, as illustrated in Fig. 5(a). Transmission
through the cavity, labelled D, is chosen to represent
scattering/loss in the atomic system, since energy must
first propagate through the cavity before being transmit-
ted (just as a photon must excite an atom before being
scattered into a side mode). Reflection from the cavity,
labelled B, will therefore correspond to transmission in
the atomic system. Note that reflection from the cavity
includes fields that reflect from the front mirror without
ever entering the cavity as well as fields that make one or
more round trips inside the cavity.

The field reflection and transmission coefficients of the
cavity are denoted by r1, t1, r2 and t2, where rj = ∣rj ∣ ≈
1 and tj = i∣tj ∣ for j = {1,2}. The transmission coef-
ficients tj are taken to be imaginary to satisfy unitarity,
and also to match the atomic system, in which the atomic
probability amplitude β→(z, t) is 90 degrees out of phase
with the incident field on resonance (as per Eq. (24b)).
Additionally, we let r2 < r1 so that the probability of
transmission through the cavity is small, correspond-
ing to the low-optical-depth limit of the atomic system.
(See Appendix I for a more detailed explanation of this
choice.)

We then consider a resonant, arbitrarily narrow-band
single photon incident on the cavity, and a pointer sys-
tem described by a wavefunction Ψ(x) that weakly mon-
itors the photon number inside of the cavity through a
Von Neumann-type coupling [49]. Note that x here is
a pointer variable that measures photon number, rather

than a spatial variable. Similar to Sec. II, one can define
a cavity dwell time using the form of Eqs. (22) and (23),
but with the operator ϕ̂probe/ϵ = ∫

L
0 dz ∣e⟩z⟨e∣ replaced

by a projector onto the cavity mode, ∣C⟩⟨C∣. We then
wish to calculate the cavity dwell time post-selected on
detecting the photon in B, denoted τB.

b)

a)

A

B

C
D

"atomic excitation"

1 1 2 2

"transmitted"
"scattered"

incident

FIG. 5. a) The Fabry-Perot cavity used to model a cloud of
atoms in the limit of low optical depth. Field reflection and
transmission coefficients are rj and tj . b) Qualitative illus-
tration of the wavefunctions of the pointer used to measure
the photon number in the cavity for several ‘Feynman paths’:
reflection off of mirror 1 (black, Ψ(x)), and completing n
round trips in the cavity followed by transmission into B (green,
ΨACnB(x) ≈ Ψ(x − nxrt), shown above multiplied by the
probability amplitudes −∣t1∣

2r2(r1r2)
n−1 from Eq. (40) for a

handful of n values). The peaks of the functions ΨACnB(x) are
indicated with dots. The blue dashed curve is the normalized
wavefunction of the pointer after post-selecting on detection of
the photon in B, ΨB(x).

Though this weak value can be found by a direct
calculation—which we present in Appendix H—it is il-
luminating to evaluate it by considering the evolution of
the pointer system. (See Appendix I for details of the
connection between these two approaches.) To begin,
we note that there are infinitely many ‘Feynman paths’
a photon can take to end up in B: it can be reflected
from the front mirror with probability amplitude r1 (path
AB), or it can undergo any number n of round trips
through the cavity before being transmitted through mir-
ror 1 with probability amplitude −∣t1∣2r2(r1r2)n−1 (path
ACnB). For path AB, the cavity will remain ‘empty’,
and the wavefunction describing the pointer in this case,
ΨAB(x) ∶= Ψ(x), will not experience a shift in its mean
value. For path ACnB, the pointer will experience a shift
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nxrt that will correspond to n round trips through the
cavity, and therefore a cavity dwell time of n round trip
times, nτrt: ΨACnB(x) ≈ Ψ(x − nxrt). The wavefunc-
tion for the pointer post-selected on detecting the photon
in B, ΨB(x), is then a superposition of these wavefunc-
tions, weighted by the probability amplitudes for each
path leading to B:

ΨB(x)∝r1Ψ(x)

− ∣t1∣2r2
∞

∑
n=1

(r1r2)n−1Ψ(x − nxrt) . (40)

We now consider the limit in which the shift in
the pointer variable is small compared to the width of
the original pointer distribution so that the measure-
ment constitutes a weak measurement [20, 21]. In
this limit, one can Taylor-expand the shifted wavefunc-
tions to first order in nxrt as Ψ(x − nxrt) ≈ Ψ(x) −
nxrtΨ

′(x) [50]. Regrouping terms and summing the in-
finite series in Eq. (40) then leads to

ΨB(x)∝
r1 − r2
1 − r1r2

Ψ(x) + r2∣t1∣2

(1 − r1r2)2
xrtΨ

′(x) . (41)

Dividing through by (r1 − r2)/(1 − r1r2) and viewing
the result as a first-order Taylor expansion, we can then
approximate ΨB(x) as

ΨB(x) ≈ Ψ(x − [−
r2∣t1∣2

(1 − r1r2)(r1 − r2)
xrt]) . (42)

Since xrt is the shift in the pointer due to a single round
trip in the cavity, the quantity multiplying xrt in Eq. (42)
is the effective number of round trips in the cavity expe-
rienced by a photon that ends up in mode B. This means
that the post-selected cavity dwell time τB is simply the
effective number of round trips multiplied by the round-
trip time τrt,

τB ≈ −τrt
r2∣t1∣2

(1 − r1r2)(r1 − r2)
. (43)

We therefore find that although each of the paths
ACnB corresponds to a positive pointer shift nxrt, in-
terference between all of these paths and the path AB
in which the photon spends no time in the cavity leads
to a net shift of the pointer in the negative direction, as
illustrated qualitatively in Fig. 5(b). Furthermore, it is
shown in Appendix I that this time can also be written
as τB ≈ −ηc0/γ2, where ηc0 is the ‘optical depth’ of the
cavity (the negative logarithm of the probability for the
photon to end up in D) and γ2 is the decay rate of mirror
2. This is exactly minus the overall (not post-selected)
cavity dwell time, which in the limit of low optical depth
is just ηc0/γ2 (see Appendix H). The result is perfectly
analogous with the atomic case in the narrow-band limit,
for which we have τT ≈ −η0/Γ and τav ≈ +η0/Γ. Such

negative times are a generic feature of post-selection on
an outcome which exhibits destructive interference, as in
the “three-box problem” [51, 52], a three-path interfer-
ometer in which the weak value of the projector onto a
path given a 180 degree phase shift is -1 [48].

The cavity model thus suggests that the negative
atomic excitation time experienced by transmitted pho-
tons for the atomic system found in Sec. III—specifically
in the limit of low optical depth, where the cavity model
is applicable—can be explained in terms of interfer-
ing pathways that lead to the photon being transmitted
through the medium. In this case the interfering path-
ways would be: 1) the photon passes through the medium
without interacting with any atoms (analogous to path
AB in the cavity model), and 2) the photon is converted
into an atomic excitation for some time and is then coher-
ently transferred back into the photonic mode via Rabi
flopping (analogous to paths ACnB).

V. CONCLUSION

Motivated by a recent experiment [15], we have cal-
culated the time that a photon spends as an atomic ex-
citation while propagating through a cloud of 2-level
atoms, conditioned on the photon either being transmit-
ted through the cloud in its original spatial mode, or be-
ing scattered into a side mode by the atoms. Our calcula-
tion combines weak-value theory and quantum trajectory
theory from open quantum systems, and we also provide
an intuitive explanation of our results in one regime in
terms of interfering paths.

For the case of a transmitted photon, we find that, in
all regimes, the average amount of time it spends as an
atomic excitation is exactly equal to the net group delay
experienced by the transmitted photon pulse, which, for
time-symmetric pulses, is equal to the time delay of the
center of mass of the pulse. This may not sound sur-
prising, but it is when one realizes that the group delay
experienced by narrow-band, resonant pulses in a two-
level medium is negative. Thus, we have a fascinating
example of an anomalous weak value (negative atomic
excitation time) that is found to correspond to a well-
known physical quantity (the group delay). This suggests
the possibility of broader interpretation of the group de-
lay, even when it is negative—for instance, in transverse
Fizeau experiments, recent observations of “anomalous
drag” [53, 54] could be thought of as excitations drifting
at the velocity of a moving medium, but for a negative
amount of time.

In the event that a photon is scattered from the
medium, we find that the atomic excitation time is equal
to the sum of the net group delay experienced by the av-
erage scattered photon and the time delay associated with
elastic scattering, known as the Wigner time delay. For
time-symmetric incident pulses, this quantity is equal to
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the time delay of the center of mass of the scattered pho-
ton pulse. Thus, regardless of whether it is transmitted
or scattered, the time which a time-symmetric single-
photon pulse spends as an atomic excitation is equal to
the time delay of the center of mass of the pulse. To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first time this equiva-
lence has been reported in the context of absorptive me-
dia.

The physically measurable manifestation of a negative
atomic excitation time would be a change in the sign of
the pointer variable upon post-selecting on transmission
of the photon. In particular, using the experimental setup
described in Sec. I, the post-selected phase shift of the
probe beam would have a sign opposite to the average
(not post-selected) probe phase shift. Note that this is
different from the common intuition (see, e.g., Ref. [55])
that nonlinear effects are enhanced by large group delays
(slow light), since in those cases it is the phase shift per
incident photon which is being discussed, while our re-
sult is for the phase shift per transmitted photon, which
may not even have the same sign. An experiment is
currently underway in order to test the theory presented
here, in the regime where it predicts negative atomic ex-
citation times [56].
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Appendix A: Solutions to equations of motion

Here we solve Eqs. (6) and (17) for a single-photon
pulse incident on a 1D medium of arbitrary shape defined
by the spatially-dependent coupling constant g(z).

Taking the Fourier transforms of Eqs. (6) and (17),
we have, for the forwards- and backwards-evolving co-
efficients α→(z, t), α←(z, t), β→(z, t) and β←(z, t) (la-
belled as α

⇄
(z, t) and β

⇄
(z, t) here for the sake of com-

pact notation):

iωα̃
⇄
(z,ω) + c

∂α̃
⇄
(z,ω)
∂z

= ig(z)β̃
⇄
(z,ω) , (A1)

iωβ̃
⇄
(z,ω) = ig(z)α̃

⇄
(z,ω) ∓ Γ

2
β̃
⇄
(z,ω) . (A2)

Rearranging terms, we can write this as

∂α̃
⇄
(z,ω)
∂z

= −1
c
[ g2(z)
iω ± Γ/2

+ iω]α̃
⇄
(z,ω) , (A3)

β̃
⇄
(z,ω) = ig(z)

iω ± Γ/2
α̃
⇄
(z,ω) . (A4)

We let g(z) be any continuous function that is zero out-
side of the domain z ∈ [0, L]. The general solution to
Eq. (A4) for z ∈ [0, L] is then

α̃
⇄
(z,ω) =C⇄(ω)

× exp [−∫
z

0
dz′( g2(z′)

icω ± cΓ/2
+ iω

c
)] ,

(A5)

where C⇄(ω) is a function that will be determined using
the boundary conditions. For the forward solution, we
get

α̃→(z,ω) =α̃in(ω)

× exp [−∫
z

0
dz′( g2(z′)

icω + cΓ/2
+ iω

c
)] ,

(A6)

where α̃in(ω) ∶= α̃→(0, ω). We then note that

1

icω ± cΓ/2
= 4

cΓ

−iω/Γ ± 1/2
1 + (2ω/Γ)2

, (A7)

so that the first term in the exponential of Eq. (A6) can
be written as

− ∫
z

0
dz′

g2(z′)
icω + cΓ/2

= 4

cΓ
∫

z

0
dz′g2(z′)[ iω/Γ − 1/2

1 + (2ω/Γ)2
]

= −iϕ(z,ω) − η(z,ω)/2 , (A8)

where ϕ(z,ω) and η(z,ω) are defined in Eq. (25). The
forward solution is then

α̃→(z,ω) =α̃in(ω)

× exp [−iϕ(z,ω) − η(z,ω)
2

− iω
c
z] , (A9)

β̃→(z,ω) =
ig(z)
iω + Γ/2

α̃→(z,ω) . (A10)

The boundary condition for post-selecting on transmis-
sion is given by

α̃←(L,ω) =
α̃→(L,ω)√

PT

, (A11)
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which leads to a backwards solution of

α̃←(z,ω) =
α̃in(ω)√
PT

exp [−iϕ(z,ω) + η(z,ω)
2
]

× exp [−η(L,ω) − iωz
c
] (A12)

= α̃→(z,ω)√
PT

eη(z,ω)−η(L,ω) , (A13)

β̃←(z,ω) =
ig(z)
iω − Γ/2

α̃←(z,ω) . (A14)

Appendix B: Equivalence of the net group delay and
center-of-mass time delay

Here we show that for incident pulses that are sym-
metric in time, the net group delay (i.e., Eq. (35)) is equal
to the time delay of the center of mass of the transmitted
photon pulse compared to free-space propagation. To be-
gin, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Let gi(t) be a function with

∫
∞

−∞
dt∣gi(t)∣2t = 0, and let gf(t) be defined by its

Fourier transform: g̃f(ω) = g̃i(ω) exp (−ih(ω)), where
h(ω) is a real function and we use the following Fourier
transform convention:

F [g(t)] ∶= g̃(ω) = 1√
2π
∫
∞

−∞

dt g(t)e−iωt .

Then the following is true:

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣gf(t)∣2t = ∫
∞

−∞

dω∣g̃i(ω)∣2
dh(ω)
dω

.

Proof. First, we make use of some basic properties of the
Fourier transform. For any functions f(t) and s(t), we
have

∫
∞

−∞

dtf∗(t)s(t) = ∫
∞

−∞

dωf̃∗(ω)s̃(ω) , (B1)

F [f(t)t] = idf̃(ω)
dω

, (B2)

where the star superscript indicates complex conjuga-
tion. Combining these properties, we have

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣f(t)∣2t = ∫
∞

−∞

dtf∗(t)f(t)t

= ∫
∞

−∞

dωf̃∗(ω)F [f(t)t] ,

= i∫
∞

−∞

dωf̃∗(ω)df̃(ω)
dω

. (B3)

We now apply Eq. (B3) to gf(t) twice as follows:

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣gf(t)∣2t

= ∫
∞

−∞

dωg̃∗f(ω)[i
dg̃i(ω)
dω

e−ih(ω) + dh(ω)
dω

g̃f(ω)]

= i∫
∞

−∞

dωg̃∗i (ω)
dg̃i(ω)
dω

+∫
∞

−∞

dω∣g̃f(ω)∣2
dh(ω)
dω

= ∫
∞

−∞

dt∣gi(t)∣2t + ∫
∞

−∞

dω∣g̃i(ω)∣2
dh(ω)
dω

, (B4)

where we have used the fact that ∣gf(t)∣2 = ∣gi(t)∣2.
Since ∫

∞

−∞
dt∣gi(t)∣2t = 0, we then have

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣gf(t)∣2t = ∫
∞

−∞

dω∣g̃i(ω)∣2
dh(ω)
dω

, (B5)

as needed.

We now make use of Theorem 1 with g̃i(ω) ∶=
α̃in(ω) exp[−η0L(ω)/2] and h(ω) ∶= ϕ(L,ω) + ωL/c,
so that g̃f(ω) = α̃→(L,ω). Recall that αin(t) is sym-
metric in time by hypothesis, so that α̃in(ω) is real.
Also, L(ω) of Eq. (26) is real, so g̃i(ω) is also real
and therefore gi(t) is symmetric in time and satisfies

∫
∞

−∞
dt∣gi(t)∣2t = 0. The theorem then gives

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣α→(L, t)∣2t

= ∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω)[dϕ(L,ω)
dω

+ L
c
] . (B6)

Using the expressions for PT given in Eq. (31), the time
delay of the center of mass of the pulse compared to free-
space propagation is then

∫
∞

−∞
dt∣α→(L, t)∣2t

∫
∞

−∞
dt∣α→(L, t)∣2

− L
c

= c

PT
∫
∞

−∞

dt∣α→(L, t)∣2t −
L

c

= c

PT
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω)tg(ω) , (B7)

where tg(ω) = dϕ(L,ω)/dω is the narrow-band group
delay for the frequency component ω.

Appendix C: Atomic excitation time experienced by
scattered photons

In this section we will derive an expression for the
atomic excitation time experienced by scattered photons,
τS . To start, we assume that we have a 4π array of imag-
ing detectors for the scattered photon. Let us assume
that a scattered photon is detected in a time [T,T + dt)
from position [Z,Z + dz). After this detection event,
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the cross-phase shift on the probe beam is zero, and the
post-selected state of the system at time T is ∝ ∣e⟩Z .
That is, considering a retrodicted state, we have the final
conditions α←∣Z,T (z, T ) ∶= 0, β←∣Z,T (z, T )∝ δ(z −Z),
where theZ,T subscripts specify the position of the scat-
tering event and the time of the detection event. For
specificity, we take β←∣Z,T (z, T ) = δ(z − Z). Note
that this choice leaves the final state unnormalized and
causes β←∣Z,T (z, T ) to have units of length−1 instead of

length−1/2; however, this choice is valid since the final
state appears in both the numerator and denominator of
the weak value formula.

These final conditions are evolved backwards in the
same way as before, using Eq. (17), to give α←∣Z,T (z, t)
and β←∣Z,T (z, t) for t ≤ T . Using the weak value
formula from Eq. (19) in the main text with the post-
selected state described above, the ensemble average of
the atomic excitation time experienced by this scattered
photon, denoted τS∣Z,T , is given by

τS∣Z,T = Re∫
T

−∞

dt
∫

L
0 dzβ→(z, t)β∗←∣Z,T (z, t)

∫
L
0 dz′[β→(z′, t)β∗

←∣Z,T
(z′, t) + α→(z′, t)α∗

←∣Z,T
(z′, t)]

. (C1)

As in the derivation of τT (Eq. (22)) in the main text,
the denominator in this equation is independent of t. For
simplicity, we evaluate it at t = T , which gives

τS∣Z,T = Re∫
T

−∞

dt
∫

L
0 dzβ→(z, t)β∗←∣Z,T (z, t)

β→(Z,T )
. (C2)

Now, the probability of no detection up to time T
and then a detection in an interval of duration dT about
time T and a position interval of size dZ about Z, given
that that a photon is scattered, is Γ∣β→(Z,T )∣2dTdZ/PS .
Averaging over the detection time and scattering location
of this photon, the ensemble average of the atomic exci-
tation time experienced by a single scattered photon is
therefore given by

τS =
1

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dT Γ∫
L

0
dZ ∣β→(Z,T )∣2τS∣Z,T

= 1

PS
Re∫

∞

−∞

dT Γ∫
L

0
dZβ∗

→
(Z,T )

× ∫
T

−∞

dt∫
L

0
dzβ→(z, t)β∗←∣Z,T (z, t) . (C3)

We have confirmed numerically that the above ex-
pression and the expressions for τT and τav given in
Eqs. (33) and (23) of the main text satisfy the probability
sum rule, τav = PSτS + PT τT .

Appendix D: Derivation of Eq. (39) (scattering time delay)

In this section we will prove that for incident pulses
which are symmetric in time, the time delay of the center
of mass of the average scattered photon pulse is equal to
a weighted average of the expression for tS(ω, η0) given
in Eq. (39), taken over the spectrum of the scattered light.

Given that scattering occurs from the excited state at a
constant rate Γ, the time profile of the average scattered

photon pulse—as measured, for example, by summing
the signals from an array of 4π imaging detectors sur-
rounding the atoms—will simply follow the excited state
population, ∫

L
0 dz∣β→(z, t)∣2. With t = 0 defined as the

time at which the center of mass of the incident photon
pulse arrives at z = 0, the time delay tS of the center of
mass of the scattered pulse will be given by

tS = ∫
∞

−∞
dt ∫

L
0 dz∣β→(z, t)∣2t

∫
∞

−∞
dt ∫

L
0 dz∣β→(z, t)∣2

= Γ

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dt∫
L

0
dz∣β→(z, t)∣2t , (D1)

where we have used the fact that the integral in the de-
nominator of the first line is equal to τav = PS/Γ, as
shown in Sec. III B. Our goal is to show that tS is equal
to the weighted average of the expression for tS(ω, η0)
given in Eq. (39), weighted by the spectrum of the scat-
tered light, c∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − exp(−η0L(ω))].

To begin, consider the solution for β̃→(z,ω)
from Eq. (A9),

β̃→(z,ω) =
ig(z)
iω + Γ/2

α̃in(ω)

× exp [−iϕ(z,ω) − iω
c
z − η(z,ω)

2
].

We write this in a form for which Theorem 1 may be
applied, by using the fact that α̃in(ω) is real (since we
are considering time-symmetric input pulses),

β̃→(z,ω) =
g(z)α̃in(ω)e−η(z,ω)/2√

ω2 + (Γ/2)2

× exp [−i(ϕ(z,ω) + ω
c
z)]

× exp [−i(tan−1 (2ω
Γ
) − π

2
)] . (D2)
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Since we are interested in the delay of the scattered pulse
compared to free-space propagation, we will ignore the
exp(−iωz/c) term, as this term is simply the time delay
associated with propagating to the average z position at
which a photon is scattered. We will therefore make use
of Theorem 1 with

gf(t) ∶= β→(z, t) ,

g̃i(ω) ∶=
g(z)α̃in(ω)e−η(z,ω)/2√

ω2 + (Γ/2)2
,

h(ω) ∶= ϕ(z,ω) + tan−1 (2ω
Γ
) − π

2
. (D3)

Applying Theorem 1 then gives

Γ

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dt∫
L

0
dz∣β→(z, t)∣2t

= Γ

PS
∫

L

0
dz∫

∞

−∞

dω∣β̃→(z,ω)∣
2

× d

dω
[ϕ(z,ω) + tan−1 (2ω

Γ
)] . (D4)

The second term on the right hand side of Eq. (D4) is
in fact equal to the weighted average of the Wigner time
delay,

Γ

PS
∫

L

0
dz∫

∞

−∞

dω∣β̃→(z,ω)∣
2 d

dω
[tan−1 (2ω

Γ
)]

= Γ

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dω tW (ω)∫
L

0
dz∣β̃→(z,ω)∣

2

= c

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dω ∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]tW (ω) , (D5)

where we have used the expression for ∫
L
0 dz∣β̃→(z,ω)∣

2

derived in Sec. III B (cf. Eqs. (28) and (30)). The first
term on the right hand side of Eq. (D4) is

Γ

PS
∫

L

0
dz∫

∞

−∞

dω∣β̃→(z,ω)∣
2 d

dω
[ϕ(z,ω)]

= 1

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dω
∣α̃in(ω)∣2

ω2 + (Γ/2)2
(2ω/Γ)2 − 1
[1 + (2ω/Γ)2]2 ∫

L

0
dzg2(z)e−η(z,ω)η(z,ω)

= c

ΓPS
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2
(2ω/Γ)2 − 1
1 + (2ω/Γ)2 ∫

L

0
dz
∂η(z,ω)
∂z

e−η(z,ω)η(z,ω)

= c

ΓPS
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2
(2ω/Γ)2 − 1
1 + (2ω/Γ)2

[1 − (1 + η0L(ω))e−η0L(ω)]

= c

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)] 1
Γ

1 − (2ω/Γ)2

1 + (2ω/Γ)2
[η0L(ω)e

−η0L(ω)

1 − e−η0L(ω)
− 1] , (D6)

where we have used the fact that ∂zη(z,ω) =
4g2(z)L(ω)/cΓ. Combining Eqs. (D5) and (D6), and
comparing with the expression for tS(ω, η0) in the first
line of Eq. (E5), we have

tS =
c

PS
∫
∞

−∞

dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]tS(ω, η0),
(D7)

which is a weighted average of tS(ω, η0), taken over
the spectrum of the scattered light. Note that for an ar-
bitrarily narrow-band pulse with detuning ∆, we have
c∣α̃in(ω)∣2 = δ(ω − ∆), in which case tS = tS(∆, η0),
where tS(∆, η0) is as defined in Eq. (39).

Appendix E: Equivalence of the time delay of the scattered
pulse and τS

Here we prove that for incident pulses which are sym-
metric in time, the time delay of the center of mass of
the average scattered photon pulse is equal to the atomic
excitation time experienced by the average scattered pho-
ton, τS , as given by the sum rule τS = 1/Γ − PT τT /PS .
We begin with the case of an infinitely narrow-band pho-
ton with detuning ∆. From Eq. (39), we have

tS(∆, η0) = tW (∆) + ∫
η0

0 dη′0e
−η′0L(∆)tg(∆, η′0)

∫
η0

0 dη′0e
−η′0L(∆)

,

(E1)
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where L(●) is the Lorentzian function defined in
Eq. (26). We will focus on the second term, which is
simply a weighted average of the group delay where the
weighting function is the probability of the photon prop-
agating to each optical depth η′0 without being scattered.
The group delay in the above expression can be written
as

tg(∆, η′0) = −
η′0
Γ
L2(∆)[1 − (2∆/Γ)2] . (E2)

The numerator in the second term on the right hand side
of Eq. (E1) is therefore

∫
η0

0
dη′0e

−η′0L(∆)tg(∆, η′0)

= −L
2(∆)
Γ
[1 − (2∆

Γ
)
2

]∫
η0

0
dη′0e

−η′0L(∆)η′0

= L(∆)
Γ
[1 − 4∆2

Γ2
][η0e−η0L(∆) − 1 − e−η0L(∆)

L(∆)
]

= 1

Γ
[1 − 4∆2

Γ2
][η0L(∆)e−η0L(∆) + e−η0L(∆) − 1].

(E3)

Meanwhile, the normalization term is simply

∫
η0

0
dη′0e

−η′0L(∆) = 1

L(∆)
[1 − e−η0L(∆)] . (E4)

Combining all of the above, the scattering time delay for
infinitely narrow-band light at detuning ∆ is

tS(∆, η0) = tW (∆) +
1

Γ
L(∆)[1 − (2∆/Γ)2]

× [η0L(∆)e
−η0L(∆)

1 − e−η0L(∆)
− 1]

= 2

Γ
L(∆) − 1

Γ
L(∆)[2 − 1

L(∆)
]

− tg(∆, η0)
e−η0L(∆)

1 − e−η0L(∆)

= 1

Γ
− e−η0L(∆)

1 − e−η0L(∆)
τT (∆, η0)

= τS(∆, η0) , (E5)

where we have used the fact that tW (∆) = (2/Γ)L(∆),
the fact that tg(∆, η0) = τT (∆, η0) and Eq. (E2).
For a broad-band pulse, the narrow-band expression for
tS(∆, η0) can be averaged over the spectrum of the scat-
tered light to obtain the time delay of the center of mass
of the scattered pulse, as shown in Appendix D. Using
the second last equality in Eq. (E5), we have

tS =
c ∫
∞

−∞
dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]tS(ω, η0)
c ∫
∞

−∞
dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]

=
c ∫
∞

−∞
dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[(1 − e−η0L(ω))/Γ − e−η0L(ω)τT (ω, η0)]

c ∫
∞

−∞
dω∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]

= 1

Γ
− PT

PS
τT = τS , (E6)

where we have used the definition of the net group de-
lay from Eq. (35) and the expressions for PT and PS

from Eq. (31). Hence, for any input pulse that is sym-
metric in time, the time delay of the center of mass of the
average scattered photon pulse, tS , is equal to the atomic
excitation time experienced by the average scattered pho-
ton, τS .

Appendix F: Limiting behaviour of τS for broad-band
pulses

Here we derive approximate expressions for τS for
broad-band pulses in the limits of η0 ≪ 1 and η0 ≫ 1.
First, we simplify τS(ω, η0) from Eq. (E5) in the limit of

η0 ≪ 1 as follows:

τS(ω, η0) =
1

Γ
− e−η0L(ω)

1 − e−η0L(ω)
τT (ω, η0)

≈ 1

Γ
− [ 1

η0L(ω)
− 1

2
]

× [−η0L(ω)
Γ

1 − (2ω/Γ)2

1 + (2ω/Γ)2
]

= 1

Γ
[1 + 1 − (2ω/Γ)2

1 + (2ω/Γ)2
] + 1

2
tg(ω, η0)

= tW (ω) +
1

2
tg(ω, η0) , (F1)

where the approximation was a Taylor expansion to first
order in η0L(ω) ∶= η0[1 + (2ω/Γ)2]

−1
. We then average
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this time over the spectrum of the scattered light,

τS ≈
∫
∞

−∞
dωc∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]τS(ω, η0)

∫
∞

−∞
dωc∣α̃in(ω)∣2[1 − e−η0L(ω)]

, (F2)

where c∣α̃in(ω)∣2 is the normalized spectrum of the in-
put pulse. Since we wish to investigate the behaviour
of arbitrarily broad-band pulses, we replace c∣α̃in(ω)∣2
in Eq. (F2) with 1, since the spectrum of the pulse will
be approximately flat over the region in which the inte-
grands are appreciably non-zero:

τS ≈
∫
∞

−∞
dω[1 − e−η0L(ω)]τS(ω, η0)

∫
∞

−∞
dω[1 − e−η0L(ω)]

. (F3)

It is straightforward to show that Taylor expanding the
numerator and denominator up to second order in η0 and
performing the frequency integrals gives

τS ≈
π
2
η0 − π

4
η20 +O(η30)

πΓ
2
η0 − πΓ

8
η20 +O(η30)

= 1

Γ

1 − η0/2 +O(η20)
1 − (η0/4 +O(η20))

≈ 1

Γ
[1 − η0/2 +O(η20)][1 + η0/4 +O(η20)]

≈ 1

Γ
− η0
4Γ
+O(η20) . (F4)

Furthermore, for broad-band Gaussian incident pulses of
RMS duration σ ≪ 1/Γ, and in the limit of η0 ≪ 1, it is
straightforward to expand PT as

PT ≈ 1 −
√
π

2
σΓη0 , (F5)

meaning that the effective optical depth ηeff is given by

ηeff = − ln(PT ) ≈ − ln(1 −
√
π

2
σΓη0) ≈

√
π

2
σΓη0 .

(F6)
Plugging this into Eq. (F4) then gives τS as a function of
ηeff ,

τS ≈
1

Γ
−
√

2

π

ηeff
4σΓ2

. (F7)

To determine the behavior of τS for η0 ≫ 1, we note
that the approximate form of τT in this regime (which is
derived in Appendix G) is simply τT ≈ 0.5ηeff/Γ. Using
this expression together with the probability sum rule,
τav = PS/Γ = PSτS + PT τT , we can then approximate
τS as

τS ≈
1

Γ
− e−ηeff

1 − e−ηeff

ηeff
2Γ

, (F8)

where PT = 1 − PS = exp(−ηeff).
The atomic excitation time τS experienced by the av-

erage scattered photon is plotted in Fig. 6 together with
the approximations from Eqs. (F7) and (F8).
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FIG. 6. Atomic excitation time τS experienced by scattered
photons for a broad-band pulse vs ηeff , together with approx-
imate forms in the limits of η0 ≪ 1 (blue dashed, given
by Eq. (F7)) and η0 ≫ 1 (green dot-dashed, given by Eq. (F8)).

Appendix G: Limiting behavior of τT for broad-band
pulses

Here we will derive an approximate form of τT for
a broad-band Gaussian pulse of RMS duration σ in the
limits of η0 ≪ 1 and η0 ≫ 1. Beginning in the limit of
η0 ≪ 1, we have, making use of Eq. (F4),

τT =
PS

PT
[ 1
Γ
− τS] ≈

PS

PT

η0
4Γ

. (G1)

We then note that for η0 ≪ 1,

PS

PT
≈ PS ≈

√
π

2
σΓη0 , (G2)

where we have made use of Eq. (F5). Hence, we have

τT ≈
√
π

2

σ

4
η20 . (G3)

We now turn to the limit of η0 ≫ 1. The full expres-
sion for τT is

τT =
1

PT
∫
∞

−∞

dω c∣α̃in(ω)∣2e−η0L(ω)tg(ω, η0) , (G4)

where c∣α̃in(ω)∣2 is the normalized spectrum of the input
pulse, L(ω) = [1 + (2ω/Γ)2]−1, tg(ω, η0) is the narrow-
band group delay (as defined in Eq. (34)) and PT is given
by Eq. (31). We will assume a Gaussian input pulse of
intensity duration σ ≪ 1/Γ, so that the input spectrum is
given by

c∣α̃in(ω)∣2 =
√

2

π
σe−2σ

2ω2

. (G5)

Now, for η0 ≫ 1, we can make the following approxima-
tion:

exp

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
− η0

1 + ( 2ω
Γ
)2
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
≈ exp[−η0(

Γ

2ω
)
2

] . (G6)
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This approximation is valid here because the left hand
side is approximately zero near resonance and only be-
comes non-negligible when η0L(ω) is of order unity, at
which point (2ω/Γ)2 ≫ 1, so 1 + (2ω/Γ)2 ≈ (2ω/Γ)2.
With this approximation, PT becomes

PT ≈
√

2

π
σ∫

∞

−∞

dωe−2σ
2ω2

e−η0
Γ2

4ω2 = e−σΓ
√
2η0 ,

(G7)
from which it is clear that ηeff ≈ σΓ

√
2η0. Similarly, we

can replace tg(ω, η0) in Eq. (G4) with an approximate
form that is valid for 2ω/Γ≫ 1,

tg(ω, η0) = −
η0
Γ

1 − ( 2ω
Γ
)2

[1 + ( 2ω
Γ
)2]

2
≈ η0

Γ
( Γ

2ω
)
2

. (G8)

We then have

τT ≈
1

PT

√
2

π
σ∫

∞

−∞

dωe−2σ
2ω2

e−η0
Γ2

4ω2
Γη0
4ω2

= 1

PT
σ

√
η0
2
e−σΓ

√
2η0 ≈ σ

√
η0
2
, (G9)

where the last approximation makes use of Eq. (G7). We
can then express this in terms of ηeff ≈ σΓ

√
2η0 as

τT ≈
ηeff
2Γ

. (G10)

The atomic excitation time τT experienced by transmit-
ted photons is plotted in Fig. 7 together with the approx-
imations from Eqs. (G3) and (G10).
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FIG. 7. Atomic excitation time τT experienced by trans-
mitted photons for a broad-band pulse vs ηeff , together with
approximate forms in the limits of η0 ≪ 1 (blue dashed,
given by Eq. (G3)) and η0 ≫ 1 (green dot-dashed, given
by Eq. (G10)).

Appendix H: Cavity model details

Here we present a complete weak-value calculation of
the cavity dwell time for the model presented in Sec. IV.

The model consists of a single-photon input field in-
cident on a Fabry-Perot cavity. For mathematical conve-
nience, we treat this as having zero size, and being lo-
cated at z = 0. The cavity has two mirrors with intensity
decay rates γ1 and γ2. The probability amplitude αin(t)
describes the photon incident on mirror 1 and causes the
probability amplitude β(t) for the photon to be inside the
cavity to grow from an initial value of zero. The ampli-
tudes for the photon to be reflected from the cavity and
transmitted through the cavity at time t are denoted by
αref(t) and αtr(t), respectively. The time evolution of
these amplitudes is governed by the following equations,

β̇(t) = −γ1 + γ2
2

β(t) −√γ1 αin(t) , (H1)

αref(t) = αin(t) +
√
γ1 β(t) , (H2)

αtr(t) =
√
γ2 β(t) . (H3)

These are isomorphic to the classical field equations for
a driven cavity, and we may use the term “field” in place
of “probability amplitude” below.

The boundary condition used to solve the field differ-
ential equation is that the cavity field is zero for t→ ±∞.
It is also necessary that the input field amplitudes van-
ish at the boundaries for normalization of the input field
intensity:

β(t→ −∞) = β(t→ +∞) = 0 , (H4)
αin(t→ −∞) = αin(t→ +∞) = 0 . (H5)

The mean number of photons in the cavity at time
t is given by ∣β(t)∣2, and the mean number of pho-
tons incident on the cavity per unit time at time t is
∣αin(t)∣2. Since the input field is a single-photon field,

∫
∞

−∞
dt∣αin(t)∣2 = 1. Also, for this single-photon input

field, the reflection and transmission probability densi-
ties are

ρref(t) = ∣αref(t)∣2 , ρtr(t) = ∣αtr(t)∣2 , (H6)

and the total reflection and transmission probabilities are
found by integrating the respective probability densities
over all time,

Pref =∫
∞

−∞

dt∣αref(t)∣2 , Ptr =∫
∞

−∞

dt∣αtr(t)∣2 . (H7)

The fields propagating towards the left and right in this
system can be represented by field amplitudes αl(z, t)
and αr(z, t), respectively. For any position and time,
these amplitudes can be expressed in terms of the ampli-
tudes of the incident, reflected or transmitted fields at the
time the field enters/exits the cavity as follows:

αl(z, t) = αref(t + z/c)Θ(−z) , (H8)
αr(z, t) = αin(t − z/c)Θ(−z) + αtr(t − z/c)Θ(z) ,

(H9)
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where Θ is the Heaviside step function with Θ(0) = 0 to
avoid the cavity itself.

Now, at any arbitrary time, the single photon can be
present in any of the left or right moving fields or in the
cavity. As shown in Fig. 5, these possible locations for
the photon are labelled A, B, C and D, which represent
the photon being in the incident field, reflected field, in-
side the cavity and in the transmitted field, respectively.
The δ-normalized state of a single photon at a position z
outside of the cavity which propagates either to the left
(l) or to the right (r) can be defined as

∣1⟩l,z = ∣B⟩z Θ(−z) , (H10)

∣1⟩r,z = ∣A⟩z Θ(−z) + ∣D⟩z Θ(z) , (H11)

and we let ∣C⟩ ⟨C∣ denote a unit-normalized state with a
photon inside the cavity (equivalent to an atomic excita-
tion in this analogy) at position z = 0. Hence, the nor-
malized general state of the photon can be represented as
a superposition of the above states as

∣ψ(t)⟩ =β(t) ∣C⟩ + ∫
∞

−∞

dz√
c
αl(z, t) ∣1⟩l,z

+ ∫
∞

−∞

dz√
c
αr(z, t) ∣1⟩r,z . (H12)

We first note that the cavity dwell time of the aver-
age (not post-selected) photon—which is simply the time
integral of the average photon number in the cavity—is
given by

∫
∞

−∞

dt∣⟨C∣ψ(t)⟩∣2 = ∫
∞

−∞

dt∣β(t)∣2 = Ptr/γ2 , (H13)

where we have used Eqs. (H3) and (H7). Recalling that
transmission in the cavity model corresponds to scatter-
ing in the atomic system, this result is perfectly analo-
gous to the atomic system, for which we had τav = PS/Γ.

We now consider the case when a photon is reflected
and then detected at a time td and position zd (< 0). Let
tref be the time at which the photon leaves the cavity after
reflection, which can be written as tref = td − ∣zd∣/c. The
state of the photon when it is detected can be labelled as

∣χtref (td)⟩ ∶= ∣1⟩l,zd = ∣B⟩zd . (H14)

The weak value for the cavity photon number measured
at a time tm, and post-selected on a reflected photon leav-
ing the cavity at a time tref , is given by

⟨nw⟩ref (tm, tref) = Re
⟨χtref (tm) ∣ n̂c ∣ψ(tm)⟩
⟨χtref (tm) ∣ψ(tm)⟩

, (H15)

where n̂c ∶= ∣C⟩⟨C∣ is the cavity photon number oper-
ator. Here ∣ψ(tm)⟩ = Û(tm,−∞) ∣ψ(−∞)⟩ is the pre-
selected state of the photon evolved from time −∞ to
tm and ∣χtref (tm)⟩ = Û †(td, tm) ∣χtref (td)⟩ is the post-
selected state at time tm, which represents the state of a

photon reflected at time tref , evolved backwards to time
tm.

The cavity dwell time τB, tref of a reflected photon
which exits the cavity at time tref is found by integrat-
ing the weak value of the photon number over the weak
measurement time,

τB, tref = ∫
∞

−∞

dtm ⟨nw⟩ref (tm, tref) . (H16)

The cavity dwell time of a reflected photon is then cal-
culated by averaging the dwell time for a reflected pho-
ton which leaves the cavity at time tref , weighted by the
conditional probability density of the photon leaving the
cavity at tref given that it is reflected, ρ(tref ∣ref). This
conditional probability density is given by

ρ(tref ∣ref) =
ρref(tref)
Pref

, (H17)

where ρref(tref) and Pref are defined in Eqs. (H6) and
(H7), respectively. Hence, the average cavity dwell time
for a reflected photon, τB, is given by

τB = ∫
∞

−∞

dtref ρ(tref ∣ref) τB, tref . (H18)

We now wish to calculate τB. We begin by find-
ing the weak value of the cavity photon number given
in Eq. (H15). The denominator of this expression can be
expanded as

⟨χtref (tm) ∣ψ(tm)⟩ = ⟨χtref (td)∣ Û(td, tm) ∣ψ(tm)⟩
= ⟨χtref (td)∣ψ(td)⟩
= αref(tref)/

√
c , (H19)

since the overlap of the states remains unchanged in time.
Furthermore, the numerator can be expanded as

⟨χtref (tm) ∣ n̂c ∣ψ(tm)⟩
= ⟨χtref (td)∣ Û(td, tm) ∣C⟩⟨C∣ψ(tm)⟩
= β(tm) ⟨χtref (td)∣ Û(td, tm) ∣C⟩ . (H20)

To calculate Û(td, tm) ∣C⟩, the field evolution equations
(Eqs. (H1)–(H3)) have to be solved again with different
initial conditions: an initial state at time tm with the
photon being inside the cavity and no input field (i.e,
αin(t) = 0 for t > tm). Since the field inside the cav-
ity will simply decay at a rate of (γ1 + γ2)/2 ∶= γ, this
state will be

Û(td, tm) ∣C⟩
=e−γ(td−tm)Θ(td − tm) ∣C⟩

+√γ1 ∫
0

−∞

dz√
c
e−γ(Td,z−tm)Θ(Td,z − tm) ∣1⟩l,z

+√γ2 ∫
∞

0

dz√
c
e−γ(Td,z−tm)Θ(Td,z − tm) ∣1⟩r,z ,

(H21)
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where Td,z ∶= td − ∣z∣/c, so Td,0 = td and Td,zd = tref .
The numerator of Eq. (H15) is then given by

β(tm) ⟨χtref (td)∣ Û(td, tm) ∣C⟩
=√γ1β(tm)e−(γ1+γ2)(tref−tm)/2Θ(tref − tm)/

√
c .

(H22)

Here the Heaviside function causes the weak value to be
zero when the weak measurement is performed after the
photon has exited the cavity via reflection.

Before proceeding, it is useful to express some quan-
tities in frequency space. Firstly, transforming the evo-
lution equations Eqs. (H1) and (H2) into the frequency
domain gives

β̃(ω) = −
2
√
γ1 α̃in(ω)

γ1 + γ2 + 2iω
, (H23)

α̃ref(ω) = (
γ2 − γ1 + 2iω
γ1 + γ2 + 2iω

)α̃in(ω) , (H24)

α̃tr(ω) = −
2
√
γ1γ2 α̃in(ω)

γ1 + γ2 + 2iω
. (H25)

Additionally, the reflection probability can be expressed
as

Pref =∫
∞

−∞

dω ρ̃ref(ω) , (H26)

where

ρ̃ref(ω) = ∣α̃ref(ω)∣2 =
(γ1 − γ2)2 + 4ω2

(γ1 + γ2)2 + 4ω2
∣α̃in(ω)∣2 .

(H27)
Here the tildes represent a Fourier transform
and Eq. (H26) follows from Plancherel’s theorem.
Also, ω = 0 corresponds to the resonance frequency of
the cavity.

We can now express β(tm) in terms of its Fourier
transform β̃(ω) as

β(tm) =
1√
2π
∫
∞

−∞

dωβ̃(ω)eiωtm

= −2
√
γ1√
2π
∫
∞

−∞

dω
α̃in(ω)eiωtm

γ1 + γ2 + 2iω
, (H28)

where we have used Eq. (H23).

Using Eq. (H15), Eq. (H19), Eq. (H22) and Eq. (H28),
the weak value for the cavity photon number turns out to
be

⟨nw⟩ref (tm, tref) = −
2γ1√

2παref(tref)
∫
∞

−∞

dω
α̃in(ω)

γ1 + γ2 + 2iω
eiωtm−(γ1+γ2)(tref−tm)/2Θ(tref − tm) . (H29)

Integrating this expression over tm then gives

τB,tref = ∫
∞

−∞

dtm ⟨nw⟩ref (tm, tref)

= − 4γ1√
2παref(tref)

∫
∞

−∞

dω α̃in(ω)eiωtref

[γ1 + γ2 + 2iω]2
. (H30)

Using Eq. (H6) for ρref(tref), Eqs. (H26) and (H27) for
Pref and the above equation for τB,tref in the definition
of τB given in Eq. (H18), τB is then given by

τB =
1

Pref
∫
∞

−∞

dtref ∣αref(tref)∣2τB,tref

= − 4γ1
Pref
∫
∞

−∞

dω
α̃in(ω)α̃∗ref(ω)
[γ1 + γ2 + 2iω]2

=
∫
∞

−∞

dω (γ1 − γ2 + 2iω
γ1 + γ2 + 2iω

) ∣α̃in(ω)∣2

[(γ1 + γ2)2 + 4ω2]
1

4γ1
∫
∞

−∞

dω [(γ1 − γ2)
2 + 4ω2

(γ1 + γ2)2 + 4ω2
] ∣α̃in(ω)∣2

,

(H31)

where we have used Eq. (H24) for α̃∗ref(ω).

Appendix I: Cavity and atom models correspondence

In this section we compare the cavity model to the
atomic system, demonstrate that the Feynman-path cal-
culation for τB presented in Sec. IV agrees with the direct
calculation of τB given in Appendix H, and derive the ap-
proximate expression τB ≈ −ηc0/γ2 mentioned in Sec. IV,
which is valid in the limit of a narrow-band input pulse
and low ηc0.

To make a comparison with the case of an atomic
medium, we specialize to a resonant input pulse in the
narrow-band limit, ∣α̃in(ω)∣2 = δ(ω). In this regime,
Eq. (H31) reduces to

τB =
4γ1

γ21 − γ22
. (I1)

Now, using Eqs. (H26) and (H27), the decay rates of the
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cavity can be related to the resonant ‘optical depth’ of the
cavity ηc0 by

PB ∶= Pref = (
γ1 − γ2
γ1 + γ2

)
2

∶= e−η
c
0 . (I2)

Note that the probability of reflection from the cavity is
defined as e−η

c
0 since reflection from the cavity is anal-

ogous to transmission through the atomic cloud. Here,
since Eq. (I2) is symmetric with respect to γ1 and γ2,
one of them needs to be chosen lesser than the other to
express them in terms of ηc0. Letting γ> (γ<) denote the
larger (smaller) of the two, we have

γ<
γ>
= 1 − e−η

c
0/2

1 + e−ηc
0/2
≈ η

c
0

4
, (I3)

where the approximation is valid for ηc0 ≪ 1.
In order to determine which choice (γ1 < γ2 or γ1 >

γ2) better models the atomic problem, we note that the
optical depth of a uniform medium of length L and cou-
pling constant g0 is given by η0 = 4g20L/cΓ. Since Γ
represents the loss rate in the atomic system and γ2 rep-
resents the “loss rate” (transmission rate) in the cavity
model, it is natural to draw an analogy between these
rates. Similarly, γ1 describes the coupling into the cav-
ity, while g20L/c is a measure of the effective coupling
rate into the atoms. We therefore choose γ1 < γ2 so
that ηc0 = 4γ1/γ2, in analogy with the atomic problem.
Using Eq. (I3) in Eq. (I1), the cavity dwell time for a
reflected photon then becomes

τB = − (eη
c
0/2 − e−η

c
0/2) /γ2

= −2 sinh (ηc0/2) /γ2 . (I4)

For ηc0 << 1, up to first order in ηc0 we have τB ≈ −ηc0/γ2,
in perfect analogy with the atomic case, for which we had
τT ≈ −η0/Γ. The cavity model is thus a good analogy for
the atomic cloud in the limit of low optical depth and for
resonant, narrow-band pulses.

The above result can also be expressed in terms of the
reflection (r1, r2) and transmission (t1, t2) coefficients of
the cavity mirrors, where rj = ∣rj ∣ and tj = i∣tj ∣. Firstly,
the probabilities of the photon ultimately being reflected
or transmitted can be found by summing the probability
amplitudes for all Feynman paths leading to reflection
and transmission as follows:

PB = ∣r1 + t1r2t1 + t1r2r1r2t1 +⋯∣2

= ∣r1 − ∣t1∣2r2
∞

∑
n=0

(r1r2)n∣
2

= (r1 −
∣t1∣2r2
1 − r1r2

)
2

= ( r1 − r2
1 − r1r2

)
2

, (I5)

PD ∶= Ptr = ∣t1t2 + t1r2r1t2 + t1r2r1r2r1t2 +⋯∣2

= ∣−∣t1∣∣t2∣
∞

∑
n=0

(r1r2)n∣
2

= ( ∣t1∣∣t2∣
1 − r1r2

)
2

. (I6)

In the above equations, ∣ri∣2 + ∣ti∣2 = 1 and r1r2 < 1 have
been used.

Next, we wish to express the cavity decay rates γ1 and
γ2 in terms of the reflection and transmission coefficients
of the mirrors. The decay rate of mirror j can be found
by calculating the ring-down time of the field amplitude
in the cavity—which is equal to 2/γj , since γj is the de-
cay rate of the intensity—assuming the other mirror is
perfectly reflecting. Hence, we have

2

γj
=
∞

∑
k=0

(2k + 1)τrt
2

rkj

∑∞n=0 rnj
= τrt

2
(
1 + rj
1 − rj

) , (I7)

where τrt is the round-trip time of the cavity. Rearrang-
ing, we have

γi =
4

τrt
(1 − ri
1 + ri

) . (I8)

Substituting the decay rates into Eq. (I2) gives

PB = (
γ1 − γ2
γ1 + γ2

)
2

= ( r1 − r2
1 − r1r2

)
2

= e−η
c
0 , (I9)

as expected from Eq. (I5).
From Eq. (I9) it is clear that ηc0 = 0 is achieved by

taking either r1 = 1 or r2 = 1. Since we have chosen
γ1 < γ2, Eq. (I8) implies that r2 < r1, and therefore the
limit of ηc0 ≪ 1 will correspond to r1 ≈ 1. Using Eqs. (I8)
and (I3), r1 and r2 can be expressed as

r2 =
1 − γ2τrt/4
1 + γ2τrt/4

, r1 =
r2 + e−η

c
0/2

1 + r2e−η
c
0/2

. (I10)

Since the cavity is assumed to be infinitesimally small,
τrt is infinitesimally small. If γ2 is assumed to be a finite
constant, we then have γ2τrt ≪ 1, which implies that
r2 ≈ 1. So, we have r1 ≈ 1 and r2 ≈ 1 with r2 < r1.
Using Eq. (I8) in Eq. (I1), the cavity dwell time for a
reflected photon can be found to be

τB = −
τrt
4
∣t1∣2

(1 + r2)2

(r1 − r2)(1 − r1r2)
. (I11)

For r2 ≈ 1, this can be approximated as

τB ≈ −τrt
r2∣t1∣2

(1 − r1r2)(r1 − r2)
, (I12)

in agreement with the pointer-shift calculation of τB
given in Eq. (43) of the main text. Furthermore, for
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ηc0 ≪ 1 and r1 ≈ 1, up to first order in ηc0 and 1 − r1
we have

PD ≈ ηc0 = 2(1 − r1) (
1 + r2
1 − r2

) (I13)

and

τB ≈ −
τrt
2
(1 − r1) (

1 + r2
1 − r2

)
2

. (I14)

Hence, using the above equations and Eq. (I8), it is clear
that we have

τB ≈ −PD/γ2 ≈ −ηc0/γ2 . (I15)
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