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ABSTRACT

Time-domain spectroscopy encompasses a wide range of techniques, such as FTIR, pump-probe,
FT-Raman, and 2DES. These methods enable various applications, such as molecule characteriza-
tion, excited state dynamics studies, or spectral classification. Typically, these techniques rarely use
sampling schemes that exploit the prior knowledge scientists typically have before the actual exper-
iment. Indeed, not all sampling coordinates carry the same amount of information, and a careful
selection of the sampling points may notably affect the resulting performance. In this work, we
rationalize, with examples, the various advantages of using an optimal sampling scheme tailored
to the specific experimental characteristics and/or expected results. We show that using a sampling
scheme optimizing the Fisher information minimizes the variance of the desired parameters. This
can greatly improve, for example, spectral classifications and multidimensional spectroscopy. We
demonstrate how smart sampling may reduce the acquisition time of an experiment by one to two
orders of magnitude, while still providing a similar level of information.

Keywords Optimal sampling, Time-domain spectroscopy, 2DES, Fisher information, compressed sensing

1 Introduction

Optical spectroscopy in the time domain and optimal design of experiments are two topics that are rarely connected.
The former is a field that includes all forms of measurements collected in the time coordinate, where time can be
considered either the real time of the experiments or the delay between pulses or interferometric branches. It in-
cludes both the Fourier-transform (FT-) spectroscopies, such as Fourier-transform Infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)[1, 2],
Fourier-transform Raman spectroscopy (FT-Raman)[3, 4], and the time-resolved spectroscopies such as fluorescence
lifetime[5, 6, 7], pump-probe[8, 9], two dimensional vibrational[10, 11] or electronic[12, 13] spectroscopies (2DIR,
2DES). All these techniques find applications, for example, in material characterization, molecular classification, and
the study of excited state dynamics. On the other hand, optimal design of experiments is an area of statistics that
aims to optimize the sampling scheme of an experiment, maximizing the information for the estimation of chosen
parameters[14, 15, 16]. In a spectroscopic measurement, these parameters take the form of the frequencies, ampli-
tudes, and widths of relevant spectral peaks.
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Fisher Information in Time-Domain Spectroscopy

Why is it then important to connect these fields? As the goal of spectroscopy is to accurately measure relevant
parameters, the optimal design of the experiment offers a way to find the sampling coordinates carrying most of
the information, avoiding the acquisition of noisy data points with low information content. This approach can vastly
reduces the acquisition time with all the related advantages. For example, it allows the saving of photons in experiments
with a low photon budget, avoiding sample degradation, and reducing duration of time-consuming experiments.

How can one then optimize a sampling scheme in the time domain? If one has no idea at all about what to look for and
what to expect as a signal, then the prior information is uniformly distributed in the time-space and any collected point
can be expected to carry the same amount of information as any other. In this case, a spectroscopist has to iteratively
try different time ranges and steps to find where the features of the signal are to be found. However, this is rarely
the case in spectroscopy, and most of the time a spectroscopist has a substantial level of prior knowledge about the
experiment.

In this work, we rationalize how to exploit this foreknowledge and, based on that, how to optimize the sampling
scheme to get most of the information with minimum number of acquisitions. Spectroscopists generally do some
instinctive (automatic) sampling optimization, such as choosing the time step and the time range in oscillating and/or
decaying signals. The time step has to comply with the Nyquist boundaries of the bandwidth one is looking for, while
the time range determines the frequency resolution in the oscillating signal; there is little reason to exceed the time
where the signal has decayed far below the noise level. These trivial rules are taken for granted in spectroscopy while
they are all based on the fact that one knows something in advance, for example, the expected lifetime or bandwidth.

In oscillating signals, uniformly distributed sampling in the time domain is convenient for the application of fast
Fourier transform algorithms (FFT), as usually the desired observables (peak height, width, and so on) are defined in
the frequency domain. However, the information concerning these observables is generally not uniformly distributed
in the time domain. Consequently, an optimal sampling is likely not uniform[17, 18]. A simple example can be
represented by a free induction decay (FID) or, more generally, a decaying oscillating signal, where most of the
information will reside at the beginning of the measurement, where the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is notably higher.
Thus, a sampling scheme that is denser at earlier times and sparser at longer times will collect more information than
a uniform scheme for the same number of acquisitions. This is the idea behind non-uniform gap sampling, such as
deterministic gap[19] or Poisson gap sampling[20], already shown to be very efficient in characterizing FID in NMR
spectroscopy[21], where the time steps are increasing along the time axis and, at the same time, following a Poisson
distribution. This leads to the need for non-uniform spectral density estimation algorithms, to reconstruct the signal.
This can include non-uniform discrete Fourier transform[22, 23] but also compressed sensing (CS) methods[24], that
can make use basis changes[25], least squares (LS) estimations with or without Lasso or Ridge regularizations[26],
sparse exponential mode analysis[27, 28, 29, 30], and more[31, 32]. The method we propose in the following sections,
does not aim to reconstruct the signal, as in CS, but more to retrieve very specific information, based on a certain level
of foreknowledge. Through some typical case studies, we demonstrate how to translate the a priori knowledge into
a model function, or a set of functions, that is used to retrieve the optimal sampling, maximizing the accuracy of the
desired parameters.

2 Information, noise, variances and observations in time domain

Before progressing further in our discussion, it is essential to clarify a fundamental concept: the quantity of information
is inversely related to the degree of uncertainty, represented by the noise power, σ2. This relationship underscores the
principle that measurements are conducted to diminish the uncertainty associated with a parameter, θ, that we aim to
estimate from observations, o. Each measurement obtained in an experimental or observational context is inherently
affected by noise or uncertainty. This noise introduces variability into our observations, which, in turn, influences the
precision with which parameters can be estimated. When observations are direct measurements of the parameter of
interest, the uncertainty in the measurement directly translates to uncertainty in the parameter estimate σ2

θ ≡ σ2
o , such

as is the case when estimating the intensity of light by detecting the intensity of light itself. However, for parameters
derived from complex models, such as decay constants in time-resolved experiments, the connection between the
variance of the parameter estimates (σ2

θ ) and the variances of the observations (σ2
o(tn)) at different times tn becomes

more complicated.

To analytically relate the observed data point variance to the variance of the estimated parameters, we utilize statistical
tools that quantify how much information each observation contributes towards the quality of the parameter estimates.
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This is achieved using Fisher information matrix[33] (FIM), I, defined as

I = −E


∂2 logL

∂θ2
i

· · · ∂2 logL
∂θi∂θj

...
. . .

...
∂2 logL
∂θj∂θi

· · · ∂2 logL
∂θ2

j

 (1)

where E denotes the statistical expectation and L the likelihood function of the parameters given the observation. This
likelihood function is defined via the noise distribution, as L is by definition the probability of measuring o, assuming
the parameters θ.

2.1 Noise in spectroscopy

In spectroscopy, where signals are often collected through light detectors, an intrinsic form of noise encountered is shot
noise, which is inherently Poissonian due to the discrete nature of photon detection[34]. However, the total noise of an
experiment does not arise solely from shot noise. It typically includes contributions from various sources, including
instrumental and thermal noise, which is prominent in electronic systems. Each type of noise has its characteristic
distribution and origin. According to the Central Limit Theorem, when multiple independent noise sources contribute
to the overall noise, their combined effect tends toward a normal (Gaussian) distribution[35]. This theorem applies
regardless of the individual distributions of the noise sources, provided there are enough contributing sources or noise
events. Thus, in practical spectroscopy, the aggregate noise can reasonably be modeled as Gaussian. For this reason,
we will here consider the noise to be well modelled as being normal distributed, defining the likelihood function as

L(θ; o) =
∏
n

1√
2πσ2

o(tn)
exp

(
− (o(tn)− f(tn, θ))

2

2σ2
o(tn)

)
(2)

where f(tn, θ) is the model function.

In our simulations, we assume a constant Gaussian noise level over time. However, it is possible to set arbitrarily the
noise level σ2

o(tn) for every tn. There are, indeed, at least two cases where noise exhibits particular time or function
dependencies, that should be mentioned.

The first situation is the case of pure shot noise that has the typical Poisson distribution. If the number of photons
detected exceeds about 20-30 per observation, the Poisson distribution can still be well-approximated by a Gaussian
distribution, with the variance equal to the mean. It would be then sufficient for a correct analysis to set the σ2

o(tn)
equal to the function evaluation f(tn) for every tn. The second condition is the case of phase noise, which is linked to
uncertainties in the time coordinates tn. The influence of phase noise σ2

tn on the observation variance σ2
o(tn) can be

determined through the error propagation
σ2
o(tn) ≈ (f ′(tn))

2σ2
tn (3)

where f ′(tn) is the first derivative of the model function. The larger the derivative at a particular tn, the larger the
measurement error induced by any displacement in tn. If the phase noise is non-negligible with respect to the other
noise sources, it should be incorporated, giving a model with a variable variance along the time domain.

2.2 Example: Simple exponential signal

As an illustrative example, consider a signal of interest formed by a single exponential decay model, such that

f(t) = ae−γt (4)

where a and γ denote the amplitude and decay rate of the exponential, respectively. In order to estimate the unknown
parameters, a and γ, one generally measures the signal decay at various time points, tn. Each measurement yields an
observation o(tn) affected by noise,

o(tn) = ae−γtn + ϵn (5)

where the additive noise ϵn is assumed to be well modelled as being normally distributed noise with zero mean and
variance σ2

o(tn). The task at hand in this example is thus to estimate the parameters γ and a, which may be done using
methods such as LS or maximum likelihood. However, before doing any measurement, one may already estimate the
uncertainties σ2

γ and σ2
a just knowing σ2

o(tn) and the tn vector. The minimal achievable variance of these estimates
can be determined using the Cramér-Rao Lower Bound (CRLB), which is formed as the inverse of the FIM.
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Forming the logarithm of the likelihood function, yields a sum of contributions from each sampling point n, i.e.,

logL(a, γ; o) = −
∑
n

(o(tn)− ae−γtn)2

2σ2
o(tn)

−
∑
n

1

2
log
(
2πσ2

o(tn)
)

(6)

Curiously, maximizing this log-likelihood corresponds to minimizing the sum of squared residuals for a and γ, as the
only element of the log-likelihood varying with these parameters is

∑
n(o(tn) − ae−γtn)2, showing the equivalence

between the least square and maximum likelihood estimates in the case of white Gaussian noise. The FIM for the
parameters a and γ in this model may be calculated by combining (1) and (6), such that

I = −E

[
∂2 logL

∂a2
∂2 logL
∂a∂γ

∂2 logL
∂γ∂a

∂2 logL
∂γ2

]

=

[ ∑
n

e−2γtn

σ2
o(tn)

∑
n

atne
−2γtn

σ2
o(tn)∑

n
atne

−2γtn

σ2
o(tn)

∑
n

a2t2ne
−2γtn

σ2
o(tn)

]

=
∑
n

1

σ2
o(tn)

[
e−2γtn atne

−2γtn

atne
−2γtn a2t2ne

−2γtn

]
n

(7)

The CRLB, which is formed as the inverse of I, determines the minimal variance of any unbiased estimator, i.e., the
variance of the sought parameters will be, at least, as large as the inverse of the FIM. Thus, the covariance matrix of
the estimated parameters, Cov(â, γ̂), is bounded by

Cov(â, γ̂) =

[
σ2
â σâγ̂

σγ̂â σ2
γ̂

]
≥ I−1 (8)

where A ≥ B indicates that the matrix A − B is positive semidefinite, with σ2
â and σ2

γ̂ denoting the variances of the
estimators â and γ̂, respectively, and σâγ̂ = σγ̂â their cross-covariances. Notably, if the noise power is constant along
the time coordinate, such that σ2

o(tn) = σ2
o , one may simplify the FIM, extracting σ2

o from the matrix elements, such
that [

σ2
â σâγ̂

σγ̂â σ2
γ̂

]
≥ σ2

o

[∑
n

[
e−2γtn atne

−2γtn

atne
−2γtn a2t2ne

−2γtn

]
n

]−1

(9)

This allows for a direct relation between the variances of parameter estimates, σ2
a and σ2

γ , and the noise variance in the
measurement σ2

o and the sampling points tn.

This relationship indicates that the minimal variances of the parameter estimates are inversely proportional to the
accumulated Fisher information, adjusted for the noise level, which quantifies how each observation contributes to
our knowledge about each parameter. This method not only enhances our understanding of how to form an appro-
priate experimental design, but also informs the minimum variances obtainable with such a measurement, before any
measurements has been taken. Figure 1 illustrates the overall procedure.

2.3 Optimization of sampling for Variances Minimization

2.3.1 Minimization Parameter

Now that the relationship between the sampling points n and the covariance of the estimators σ2
θ̂

has been established,
our objective shifts to optimizing a sampling scheme aimed at achieving minimum variance for the desired parameters.

There are several criteria to consider when optimizing sampling using the FIM, each suited to different experimental
needs and objectives. Among them are D-optimality, which maximizes the determinant of I; C-optimality, which is
more tailored to emphasizing specific contrasts between parameters; and A-optimality, which seeks to minimize the
trace of the inverse of the FIM, tr(I(θ)−1). This corresponds to minimizing the average variance across all parameters.
Given the nonlinear nature of our model and the potential for parameters to vary significantly in magnitude, a simple
average (as in standard A-optimality) may not suffice. To address this, we can consider a weighted version of A-
optimality, where weights are applied to the trace of I−1 based on the relative importance or scale of the parameters,
such that

W = diag(wi) · tr
[
I(θ)−1

]
=
∑
i

wiσ
2
θi (10)
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where W is the overall cost function to minimize, with wi representing weights that could be chosen based on the
relative importance of each parameter or based on their expected magnitudes. This ensures that parameters with
greater expected variances or more significance impacts on the model’s outcome are given appropriate attention in the
design. In summary, the aim to design the experiment in such a way that the weighted trace of I−1, W , is minimized.

Figure 1: An illustration of the introduced Fisher method. An assumed signal is discretized using a uniform grid
respecting the Nyquist conditions. For every sampling point n, I of the parameters of the function f(t) is calculated.
As the Fisher information is additive, the sum of all matrices can be combined to a

∑
n In. The inverse of total I

contains on the diagonal the variances of all the parameters, which correspond to the lower bounds for their estimations.
The same procedure can be applied on a subset of sampling points u, in this way obtaining a lower bound on the
variances of the parameters that could be obtained by acquiring only data on the reduced subset. The variances of the
total (

∑
n) and selected (

∑
u) sampling schemes can be compared to check the goodness of the selected subset. The

minimization of the weighted variances is used to find the best subset u.

2.3.2 Sampling Selection method

As noted, minimizing W is our primary goal, but it is important to recognize that simply adding sampling points will
reduce the minimal W , as more points generally increase the information, thereby reducing the variances. However,
our objective is to optimize these points while considering a limited number of samples at our disposal. The method
employed involves generating an over-sampled grid of time points, tn with N samples, and then selecting a subset of
these, denoted u aiming to minimize the difference between the variance captured by subset and the full sampling[29],
Wu −WN . This optimization is a convex function over the selected subsamples and can be effectively minimized
using convex minimization algorithms. The optimization criterion for the selection of time points of the subset u as
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Figure 2: Optimal sampling for exponential function, ae−γt. Top graph shows the best sampling varying the weights
between parameters. The information is displayed as heatmap in the background. The best sampling when the min-
imization run only on the amplitude parameter is shown in blue, only for the decay rate in green and when they are
balanced in red. Bottom graph shows how the balanced information varies as a function of the decay rate of the model
function.

compared to the full set N may then be expressed as

argmin
u

(Wu −WN ) = argmin
u

(
diag(wi) · tr[Iu(θ)−1]

−diag(wi) · tr[IN (θ)−1]
)

= argmin
u

(∑
i

wi(σ
2
θi,u − σ2

θi,N )

)
(11)

Figure 2 shows the information distribution for the sought parameters [a γ]
T of the exponential function ae−γtfor

varying weights [wa wγ ]. This distribution is obtained by evaluating the exponential function on a full grid of 1001
points between 0 and 100, and counting the number of times a specific tn is selected when varying the number of
elements in the subset, i.e., when selecting, for example, 1%, 2%, or 3%, accumulating the number of times a given
sample has been selected in each simulation, we obtain the information heatmap shown behind the graphs. As can be
seen in the figure, the information in all cases is focused on 2 areas, one close to t = 0 and the other around t ≈ 1.2

γ .
When the focus is on minimizing the variance of a, the information is more focused in the initial part of the signal,
whereas when the focus is on minimizing the variance of γ, the information is more focused in the latter part of the
signal. This makes intuitive sense; the value of a is easiest to determine in the initial part of the signal when this has
an high SNR, so the more points that are selected at the beginning of the signal, the more precise the estimate of a
will be. However, not all samples should be selected there, as one also needs to determine the decay rate to estimate a
properly, so there will be always the need to measure in the second area. Similarly, when instead focusing the attention
on minimizing the variance of γ, it becomes more important to determine the decay rate properly, and one then needs
more information later on in the signal.
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3 Applications

3.1 Exploiting the prior knowledge

Until now, our discussion has focused on minimizing the variance of estimators for predefined parameters within our
model, assuming a clear prior knowledge of both the model and its parameters’ values. This approach is ideal for
controlled scenarios, such as quantifying or classifying different but known molecules present in the same sample. To
illustrate a more practical use of the method, we examine several case studies in spectroscopy. Initially, we consider
scenarios involving simple exponential decays, commonly found in fluorescence lifetime techniques. Then, we pro-
ceed to explain how to treat oscillating signals, both real- and complex-valued, that can be used in Fourier transformed
techniques. We illustrate this case by showing an example of sampling optimization in molecule classification through
FT-raman. Finally, we examine a case in which the prior knowledge is limited, as so often happens in real-world
experiments. We illustrate this case with an example of Action-Two-Dimensional Electronic Spectroscopy, examining
how one may retrieve an optimal sampling scheme using a Monte Carlo approach to probe a broader range of expected
parameters’ values.

3.2 Exponential decaying signals

One of the most typical time-dependent signals in spectroscopy is the exponential decay. This prevalence is not coin-
cidental; exponential functions are the solutions to differential equations that describe the stochastic decay processes
of quantum states. Here, we focus on exploring scenarios that can be well modelled as a sum of exponentials, as is
typical in Fluorescence Lifetime Imaging (FLIM). In FLIM, different decay rates and amplitudes are used to identify
the concentrations of specific molecules within a spatial region. While typical FLIM setups, such as those using the
Time-Correlated Single Photon Counting (TCSPC) methods, may not be compatible with sampling reduction, other
scenarios might allow for specific gating of the signal to optimize data acquisition. As a general and illustrative
example, consider a signal composed of two exponentials, such that

f(t) =

2∑
k=1

ake
−γkt (12)

which is detailed by the unknown parameters

θ = [ a1 γ1 a2 γ2 ]
T (13)

Considering a case when one seek to estimate the signal amplitudes as accuratly as possible, which would be crucial,
for example, for quantifying molecular concentrations in FLIM, we select the weighting vector to focus only on these
two parameters, i.e.,

wθ = [ 1 0 1 0 ] (14)
As shown in Figure 3, the information about the amplitudes is not mainly centered close to t = 0, as it was for the
single exponential. The reason for this is that the optimization algorithm seeks the best sampling strategy to maximize
information on both amplitudes simultaneously, thus aiming to sample at time coordinates where the two exponentials
exhibit the greatest differences.

3.3 Oscillating time-domain signals

Another typical spectroscopic signal is characterized by oscillating signals, typically originating from coherences
between quantum states. Oscillations measured in the time domain are often analyzed using Fourier Transform (FT)
techniques, as the parameters of interest, such as the amplitude and frequency of a peak, or its shape, are typically
expressed in the frequency domain. This form of signals can be expressed in the time domain using three components:
the amplitude a, the oscillating part s(t), and the lineshape L(t), such that

f(t) = a · s(t) · L(t) (15)

The relationship between the time signal and its frequency counterpart is established through the Fourier Transform:

f(t)
FT←→ f(ω) (16)

Before entering into specifics, it is crucial to highlight a significant distinction in the techniques used for acquiring
oscillating signals, particularly their phase sensitivity. In spectroscopic techniques like FTIR, for instance, the detected
signals are photons, meaning that the measured signal is real-valued. This detection typically involves measuring the
interferometric autocorrelation of the electric field, where what is observed at the detector is the square of the light

7



Fisher Information in Time-Domain Spectroscopy

Figure 3: Information distribution for estimating the amplitudes of a sum of real exponential functions.

electric field, i.e., an integer number of photons. In contrast, techniques that involve phase cycling, holography, and
other methods capture both the phase and the intensity of the signal at every observation o. In the first case, s(t)
typically takes the form cos(ωt+ ϕ), while for phase-sensitive acquisition, s(t)→ ei(ωt+ϕ). This distinction leads to
different approaches in the sampling scheme. Figure 4 illustrates these differences, using a simple exponential decay
as the lineshape L(t) = e−γt. In the real-valued case, the information is sensitive to the different phases within the
oscillation period, especially at the oscillation’s maxima, where amplitude and decay rate are most discernible due to
better SNR at these points, which define the envelope. In contrast, the information about the frequency and phase is
concentrated at the nodes.

This disparity does not occur with complex-valued data, where the maxima and nodes in the real part find their
counterparts in the imaginary part. Although sampling optimization is applicable in both scenarios, acquiring complex-
valued data is preferable as the sampling depends only on the envelope, not on the oscillating frequency. If complex-
valued data acquisition is not feasible, it is often possible, especially if the subset of data is sufficiently large, to apply
a non-uniform Hilbert transform to the collected data. If this is the case, sampling optimization can be effectively
performed assuming complex-valued functions.

It is worth noting that, for complex-valued oscillating signals, the frequency and phase do not influence the information
of the model function, implying what becomes important to target is instead the lineshape, L(t). The lineshapes of
oscillating signal are function that are related to the correlation between the fluctuations of the energies of the quantum
states involved in the coherence. It is common to distinguish in 2 limit cases, when the fluctuations are much faster
or much slower than the coherence. The former is called homogeneus broadening and leads to a exponential decay of
the oscillation the second inhomogeneous and leads to an Gaussian decay of the oscillation decay. Their frequency
counterparts are a Lorentzian and a Gaussian function, respectively, formed as

Lh(t) = e−γt FT←−→ Lh(ω) ∝
1

γ2 + ω2
(17)

Li(t) = e−∆2t2 FT←−→ Li(ω) ∝ e−
ω2

∆2 (18)

As an alternative, a Voigt profile is often used to account when both effect are present simultaneously, using

Lv(t) = e−γt · e−∆2t2 FT←−→ Lv(ω) ∝ e−
ω2

∆2 ∗ 1

γ2 + ω2
(19)

Comparing these lineshapes, one can see how the function profile in frequency is related to the time envelope of the
decaying oscillating signals. As a result, one may optimize the sampling in time to maximize the information for
the shape parameters, ∆ and γ. Figure 5 illustrates the information content for these parameters for the considered
example. It should be noticed that while for pure homogeneous or inhomogeneous broadening there are two main
areas of information, whereas for the Voigt signal, there are three areas which are required to properly estimate both
∆ and γ.
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Figure 4: Comparison between the information distributions between real-valued acquisition (top graph) and complex-
valued acquisition (bottom graph), as a function of different weights.

3.4 Lineshapes in Action-2DES

The potential of optimized sampling techniques in resolving amplitude, frequency, and lineshapes becomes partic-
ularly evident when applied to two-dimensional spectroscopies. In these methods, the need for data points scales
quadratically with the time range, making optimized sampling even more beneficial. In 2DES, one aims to capture the
ultrafast non-linear response of a sample by interacting with ultrafast laser pulses. Various 2DES configurations and
geometries, each with distinct advantages[36], are currently employed. Notably, the collinear beam geometry is gain-
ing attention for its characteristic action detection, which is detecting a signal that is proportional to the population of
the excited state[37], like fluorescence[38] and current[39, 40], opening the possibility to study non-transmitting sam-
ples or to integrate 2DES with imaging. These action-detection techniques requires a different approach for extracting
non-linear signal components, as these involve scanning the third time interval rather than detecting it in the frequency
domain through a spectrometer, as it occurs in non-collinear techniques. This can significantly extend the required
acquisition time. On top of that, phase cycling is necessary to retrieve the single components of the non-linear signal,
necessitating at least 27 times as many acquisitions as in a regular spectroscopic setup[41]. For this reason, many
groups have explored various compressed sensing methods to reconstruct signals with fewer acquisitions[27, 42, 43].

The primary aim of these methods is signal reconstruction, determining the relevant frequencies and amplitudes, while
preserving the lineshape information. [44, 45]. A better approach is to think the other way around: optimizing the
sampling scheme to have more informative observables to reconstruct the signal. Attempts in this direction has been
made from different groups. In one study, the Brixner group uses a projection of an optimized sparse sample along time
coordinates into von Neumann basis [25]. Another approach come from the group of Tiwari[46], where they make
use of an non-uniform sampling, with exponentially increasing step size. However, in both cases, the optimization
of the sampling scheme is made a posteriori, i.e. as a function of the actual signal acquired. Our approach instead
aims to retrieve the best sampling pattern as a function of the prior knowledge, that means without knowing with high
precision the fully acquired signal.

To select the best acquisition coordinates (t1, t3) that minimize the variance of the parameters for the signal model,
one can apply the Fisher information method. In this example, we consider a grid of 101 × 101 points, ensuring the
selected parameter values are appropriately captured within this range. Assuming acquisition of complex-valued data,
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Figure 5: The information distribution in the time-domain for the parameters γ and ∆, for the three different line-
shapes.

coming from phase cycling, we can model the 2D peaks as 2D Voigt functions, defined as

F (t1, t3) = a · e−i(ω1t1+ω3t3) · e−γ(t1+t3)−∆2(t21+t23−2t1t3)

Should one wish to focus on purely Lorentzian lineshapes, set ∆ = 0; similarly, for a purely Gaussian lineshape set
γ = 0. As observed in the 1D case, when the model function is complex-valued, the optimal sampling points remain
unaffected by the value of the frequency parameter. From the third to the fifth column of Figure 6, this can be seen in
the information distribution, shown as a heatmap in the background, where the colormap goes from 0 to the maximum
number of coordinate selection. The number of informative regions also varies with the quantity of parameters in the
model; more parameters leads to more regions of sampling. In the third column, the shown information distribution
is for the case when full prior knowledge about the lineshapes parameters, γ and ∆, is known. For single-function
models, the information is predominantly distributed along the axes. When the model includes multiple peaks, the
information disperses more broadly across the map, highlighting that as the complexity of the signal model increases,
with more parameters to be estimated, the more the information is spread in the time map. When the exact values
are unknown, a Monte-Carlo simulation has been computed across the considered range of parameters in order to
determine a more general optimal sampling pattern. The simulations are computed picking parameters values (γ,∆
or both) using [b, c] range that goes between ±50% of their expected value. In the fourth column the uncertainties is
homogeneously distributed along the range while in the fifth one [b, c] act as FWHM of a normal distribution. This
approach yields an information distribution that, while somewhat more blurred, retains a degree of localization. This
demonstrates that, even without the full knowledge on the final signal, it is possible to reduce the acquisition space by
sampling mainly in the most informative areas.
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Figure 6: The time-domain information distribution for a 2D spectra with varying lineshapes. The first column dis-
plays the real parts of the frequency-domain functions with different lineshapes. The second column shows their
time-domain counterparts. The third to fifth columns illustrate the lineshape parameters’ information distribution,
illustrating the case for fixed parameter values, parameters with uniform distribution across a range [b, c], and parame-
ters distributed around an expected value with uncertainty. As can be seen, the information is denser close to the axes
for a single peak and more spread across the map with multiple peaks.

3.5 Molecules classification in FT-Raman

Minimizing the variance of parameter estimates is crucial for enhancing the classification efficiency of different spec-
tra. Consider the scenario where two peaks in a spectrum correspond to two distinct molecular species. Distinguishing
between these species can be effectively achieved by comparing the amplitudes of these peaks. While the linewidth
and other spectral features could also serve as discriminators, peak amplitudes are often the most direct and significant
indicators. To optimize the classification for this, we next construct a model function representing the sum of the two
peaks. We then determine the optimal sampling that will minimize the variance of each peak’s amplitude. This ap-
proach improves the precision of amplitude estimation and consequently the overall efficiency of species classification.
It should be noted that, as discussed above, the results may differ between real- and complex-valued data. Figure 7
illustrates how optimal sampling points are selected to achieve this minimized variance for the amplitudes estimation
in both types of data.

We examine the suitable sampling pattern in FT-Raman spectroscopy under realistic conditions. For this reason,
we simulate realistic signals, with different numbers of sampling points and noise levels. The simulated frequency
domain spectra are generated with five Lorentzian peaks with random amplitudes, frequencies, and linewidths for
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Figure 7: Classification through peak amplitudes. Top graph shows optimal sampling pattern for minimizing the
variance of amplitude estimates of the sum of two oscillating exponential function, shown for both real- (blue) and
complex-valued data (red). Bottom graph, the frequency domain functions and their sum are shown.

each molecule. They are then transformed into the time domain, preserving only the real part to emulate a realistic
experimental scenario. We chose a full time grid with a step of 0.4 fs from 0 to 1000 fs. This is (with a large margin)
within the Nyquist limit for a hypothetical Raman signal generated by a HeNe laser (633 nm / 15790 cm−1 / 0.47 fs−1).
We opted for oversampling the time axis to avoid possible aliasing of stokes and anti-stokes time domain signals that
can spread over more than 8000 cm−1, and to avoid the possible missing of critical points inside a "bandwidth"
period in case of real data acquisition. However, the range of the ratio of the selected points span from 1% to 12%,
that corresponds to between approximately 5% and 60% of the data points that would be necessary according to the
Nyquist criterion for the 8000 cm−1 bandwidth.

We explore three different sampling methods: the Fisher method, a uniformly distributed random selection, and Pois-
son gap sampling. The latter, transitioning from denser to sparser sampling, has proven effective in free induction
decay data[21]. For practicality and easier visualization, we focus on the amplitudes of just two spectral coordinates
for each molecule type, denoted by vertical dashed lines in Figure 8(a). These coordinates reflects the position of the
two peaks that are less overlapping between the two molecules, as this simplifies the distinction between them.

The Fisher sampling employs a model assuming all ten Lorentzian functions for signal reconstruction, with only
the weights of the amplitudes of the two "classification" peaks are left non-zero to focus the minimization on their
variances. A Monte-Carlo simulation is set to choose a molecule, take its signal along the full grid, add normal
distributed random noise, picking a number of observation coordinates according to the percentage of data and the
method, and estimate the amplitudes of the peaks, a1 and a2, using LS. The amplitude estimates for each iteration are
plotted in scatter plots in Figure 8c), revealing the variance across different SNRs. Supervised linear discrimination,
based on the separation of amplitude sets in the [a1, a2] space, evaluates the classification efficiency. It is noticeable
how the fisher method reduces the spread of the amplitudes, that translates into enhanced classification reliability.
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Figure 8: a) Simulated frequency domain Raman spectra for two molecules. b) The real part of the time-domain
spectrum for molecule 1. The dashed vertical lines indicate the peaks selected for classification, avoiding overlap
with the other molecule’s peaks. The colored dots in a) correspond to amplitude estimations using LS estimation on
the selected data sets shown in b), where the colors represent samples selected via the Fisher, Poisson, and random
sampling methods. c) Scatter plots of fitted amplitudes from 100 Monte-Carlo simulations across different SNRs,
demonstrating the Fisher method’s reduced amplitude variance and improve classification efficiency. d) A detailed
comparison of classification accuracy between the Fisher, Poisson, and the random sampling schemes, relative to SNR
and data usage percentage.

Figure 8d) illustrates the robustness of the Fisher method, which is clearly achieving superior classification efficiency
as compared to both the Poisson gap and random sampling methods. As can be seen, the method shows an efficiency
reduction at ≈ 5dB lower SNR with respect of the Poisson method and even ≈ 15dB with respect of the random
selections, i.e., more than one order of magnitude lower SNR.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we present some examples of the application of the Fisher information in spectroscopy. After the defini-
tion of the method, we considered a set of case studies, with different functions modeling the expected spectroscopic
signal, going from exponential to oscillating samples and from real- to complex-valued acquisitions. We particularly
emphasize the differences between this "parameter-centric" method and the standard compressive sampling methods

13



Fisher Information in Time-Domain Spectroscopy

that use a random sampling pattern to reconstruct the signal with high fidelity. The Fisher method is also shown to
be able to visualize where most of the information on the parameters of response functions of 2DES spectra lies,
even without precise foreknowledge of the parameters values but just knowing the range or the distributions of the
values. Finally, we demonstrated how this method outperforms other sampling methods in classification of FT-Raman
molecular spectra.
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