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Light-in-flight (LiF) measurements allow to resolve and
visualize the path that light travels through an arbitrary
volumetric scene. Traditional LiF methods involve ex-
pensive high-speed electronics or narrow-pulse light
sources. We present a novel computational LiF approach
that only requires continuous-wave (CW) lasers and off-
the-shelf CMOS cameras to capture the full LiF infor-
mation about the scene. From multiple CW scene mea-
surements at different optical wavelengths, we create
multiple “synthetic fields,” each at a “synthetic wave”
which is the beat wave of two respective optical waves.
Due to their robustness to speckle, the synthetic fields
can be computationally combined into a “synthetic light
pulse,” which precisely sections the volumetric scene.
Moreover, the complex synthetic fields can be freely ma-
nipulated in the computer after their acquisition, which
allows for spatial and temporal shaping of different sets
of pulses from the same set of measurements to maxi-
mize the decoded information output for each scene. In
addition, the relative speed at which the pulse travels
through the scene can be used to characterize physical
scene properties such as depth or indices of refraction.

1. INTRODUCTION

Although many years have passed since light-in-flight (LiF) mea-
surements were first demonstrated [1–5], visualizations of a light
pulse traveling through a volumetric scene and interacting with
embedded objects, has still not lost its “magical effect” on the
observer. Today, light-in-flight (LiF) imaging (i.e., the ability to
resolve light itself in space and time at high frame rates as it
propagates through a volumetric scene) has developed into a
powerful method to observe light-related ultrafast phenomena,
which in turn enables numerous potential imaging applications
in biomedical imaging, industrial inspection, or virtual reality.
Examples include observing light propagation through hetero-
geneous material or tissue [3, 6–8], characterization of manufac-

tured components [9, 10], and the development of innovative
viewpoint rendering techniques [11].

State-of-the-art LiF techniques generally capture LiF videos
by launching ultra-short light pulses into a medium or volumet-
ric scene and recording the response with a high-speed detector
such as a single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD) or a streak cam-
era [5, 12–16]. As an example, the iconic “soda bottle video” [12]
was captured using this kind of approach, and related LiF con-
cepts triggered important follow-up ideas in research fields such
as non-line-of-sight (NLoS) imaging or imaging through scatter-
ing media [7, 17–22].

In this paper, we present a novel computational approach to
LiF imaging that completely eliminates the need for high-speed
equipment. Instead, our technique uses ordinary CMOS detec-
tors and (tunable) continuous-wave (CW) laser sources. Our ap-
proach draws inspiration from interferometric and holographic
LiF approaches that have been proposed over the years [3, 4, 23–
25], but specifically builds upon the concept of “synthetic wave-
length imaging” (SWI), which has been utilized for various ap-
plications in 3D imaging of rough surfaces, NLoS imaging, and
imaging through scattering media and optical fibers [26–39]:
When coherent light is reflected off a rough surface or transmit-
ted through a scattering medium, the phase randomization in
the arising speckle field hinders the extraction of distance or
time-of-flight information from an interferometric measurement.
SWI addresses this problem by exploiting spectral correlations
in speckle fields captured at slightly different wavelengths λ1
and λ2. Combining these two speckle fields E(λ1), E(λ2) creates
a high frequency carrier wave with a low frequency beat note.
The wavelength of this beat wave can be described by the “syn-
thetic wavelength” [28, 30] Λ = λ1 · λ2/|λ1 − λ2|. For closely
spaced λ1 and λ2, which results in a large Λ, the computation-
ally generated “synthetic field” E(Λ) is largely robust to the
phase perturbations in an optical speckle field, and hence can be
used for interferometric phase measurements of light transmit-
ted through a scattering medium or reflected off a rough surface.
Related evaluations happen purely computationally at the much
larger synthetic wavelength Λ.

In the following sections of this paper, we describe our “Syn-
thetic LiF” (SLiF) approach and provide proof-of-principle exper-
imental results, serving as a first-ever demonstration of pulsed
SLiF measurements in a variety of volumetric 3D scenes, scenes
with varying refractive indices, and scattering media with em-
bedded foreign bodies. Additionally, we demonstrate for the
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first time how SLiF pulses can be computationally shaped and
manipulated in time and space after their acquisition to highlight
various features and maximize the decoded information output
for each measured scene.

2. FROM SYNTHETIC WAVES TO SYNTHETIC PULSES

As described in [28, 30], one method for generating the unspeck-
led synthetic field E(Λ) is by computationally mixing the two
captured speckle fields E(λ1) and E(λ2) (see Fig. 1):

E(Λ) = E(λ1) · E∗(λ2)

= Aλ1 Aλ2 · ei(ϕ(λ1)−ϕ(λ2)) = AΛ · eiϕ(Λ) (1)

In the case that E(λ1) and E(λ2) are emitted and captured
sequentially, their beat wave (synthetic wave) has never physi-
cally existed and only exists in the computer. Nevertheless, the
complex synthetic field E(Λ) largely possesses the characteris-
tics of a conventional electromagnetic field at wavelength Λ. In
particular, if λ1 and λ2 are closely spaced, the synthetic field’s
phase term ϕ(Λ) = ϕ(λ1) − ϕ(λ2) is robust to microscopic
path length variations introduced when light is reflected off
an optically rough surface or propagates through a scattering
medium [28, 30].

One key contribution of this paper lies in the realization of
how the concept of synthetic waves can be used for pulsed
LiF measurements. The proposed procedure exploits another
striking analogy between synthetic waves and optical waves:
For pulse generation in the optical domain (e.g., in a pulsed
laser), light fields at multiple wavelengths are synced in phase
and simultaneously emitted so that their superposition in space
forms a light pulse. To generate and capture a “synthetic pulse”,
we perform the “computational synthetic wave equivalent” of
optical pulse generation: The basic idea is to capture multiple
synthetic fields E(Λn) (n = 1, ..., N), each generated from a
pair of captured optical fields E(λj) and E(λl), and eventually
superimpose all E(Λn) computationally after their acquisition
to form the synthetic pulse P [38].

We emphasize, however, that drift prevents the phases of
the captured fields E(Λn) from being aligned after their acqui-
sition and that an alignment procedure has to be performed
prior to their superposition. Notably, the unique properties of
synthetic fields (in particular, their smooth, unspeckled phase
front) allow us to perform this alignment completely computa-
tionally after the acquisition: As shown in Eq. 1, each generated
synthetic field is assigned a synthetic amplitude AΛ and syn-
thetic phase ϕ(Λ), both of which may be freely manipulated
in the computer after acquisition. For example, we can add a
global phase offset to all phase values in the 2D arrays of every
captured synthetic field E(Λn). To now computationally align
the phase values in all captured fields, we observe the phases
ϕ(Λn, xo, yo) at an arbitrary scene point (xo, yo). Eventually, we
add a global phase offset ∆ϕn to each individual synthetic field
(new phase: ϕ̃(Λn) = ϕ(Λn) + ∆ϕn), satisfying the condition
that all phase maps for all fields arrive at the same phase value
in point (xo, yo):

ϕ̃(Λ1, xo, yo) = ϕ̃(Λ2, xo, yo) = ... = ϕ̃(ΛN , xo, yo) (2)

Additionally, we replace the (speckled) amplitude AΛn of each
synthetic field with an array of ones (ÃΛn = 1) to mitigate
speckle artifacts in our final pulse reconstruction. With each com-
putationally manipulated synthetic field Ẽ(Λn) = ÃΛn · eiϕ̃(Λn)

Fig. 1. Generation of synthetic pulses: A set of captured opti-
cal fields at different wavelengths λ1, ..., λM is used to create a
set of synthetic fields at synthetic wavelengths Λ1, ..., ΛN , e.g.,
via computational pairwise mixing. Eventually, the synthetic
fields are computationally superimposed to create a synthetic
pulse train. The pulse becomes more well-defined the more
synthetic fields are added.

the synthetic pulse is then assembled via

P(Λ1, ..., ΛN) = Ẽ(Λ1) + Ẽ(Λ2)... + Ẽ(ΛN) . (3)

Due to the computational phase alignment at scene point (xo, yo),
calculation of the intensity term |P|2 produces a “synthetic pulse
maximum” at (xo, yo), and all scene points that observe the same opti-
cal path length distance (see, e.g., Fig. 2a-d). This results in a pulse
front which is then computationally advanced over the scene by
simply advancing the time variable in the synthetic phase term.
The outome is a SLiF video that reveals how the synthetic pulse
has traveled through the volumetric scene (see next sections and
Figs. 2 and 3 ). We note that this computational advancement in
time can be performed in arbitrarily fine time increments, mean-
ing that the temporal frame resolution of each SLiF video can be
infinitely high and is not limited by any hardware constraints.
In turn, this means that the often used concept of camera frame
rate as a measure of temporal resolution does not apply to SLiF. The
temporal resolution (which is directly proportional to the depth
resolution or the measured scenes) is solely defined by the width
of the synthetic pulse, which can be readily deduced based on
the given Fourier relationships. One possibility to quantify the
pulse width is by evaluating the full-width-at-half-maximum
(FWHM) of the synthetic pulse, which is mainly proportional
to the inverse of the total captured optical wavelength range
|λ1 − λM| and the number of captured (synthetic) fields. An-
other important factor is the pulse period, which determines the
unambiguous measurement range, and is mainly dependent on
the inverse of the smallest spacing between captured individual
optical wavelengths, |λj − λj−1|. Both quantities can be equiva-
lently expressed using synthetic wavelength spacings and are
ultimately constrained by the wavelength sampling as defined,
e.g., by the tuning characteristics of the used laser.

With the exception of Fig. 3d (see caption), all measurements
presented in this paper have been captured at 41 roughly equidis-
tantly spaced optical wavelengths within a range of 854.20nm
to 856.05nm ( ultimately limited by the maximal tuning range
of our lasers), which corresponds to 40 distinct synthetic wave-
lengths. The actual used wavelength range for each measure-
ment varies depending on the depth of the actual scene being
captured. Shallow scenes, which require less unambiguous dis-
tance, are captured with larger separations between wavelengths
compared to scenes with greater depth. Our measurement with
the largest optical wavelength range ∆λ = 1.85nm shown in
3a demonstrates an experimentally evaluated pulse FWHM
of 0.57ps which corresponds to a depth resolution of 170µm.
Higher resolutions can be achieved by larger wavelength ranges.
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Fig. 2. Synthetic pulse propagation through volumetric 3D scenes and scattering media (see videos here [40]): a)-d) Synthetic
pulse propagation at different time stamps (b-d) across a 3D-printed bunny object (a). Experimentally evaluated pulse FWHM for
this measurement: 9.88ps or 2.96mm. e)-h) Reflection of synthetic pulse at mirror embedded in lightly scattering medium (e), shown
at different stamps (b-d). i)-l) Synthetic pulse traversing through a strongly scattering medium with embedded "foreign object" (i).
Photon horizon at different time stamps (j-l).

To capture the required optical fields fast and with high pixel
resolution, we use the single-shot procedure introduced in [31].
Although the described setup would allow us to capture each
synthetic field E(Λn) (i.e., two optical fields) in single-shot, we
herein limit ourselves to the single-shot capture of each individ-
ual optical field E(λn) due to the slightly better noise character-
istics described in [31].

A. Synthetic Pulse propagation through a volumetric scene
The first measurement, shown in Fig. 2a-d, depicts the propaga-
tion of a synthetic pulse front across a 3d printed bunny figure
(Fig. 2a). The scene is flood illuminated at the different wave-
lengths by a distant fiber tip, meaning that the pulse front that
hits the printed bunny is not perfectly planar (i.e., parallel to
the x-y-plane), but rather slightly spherical. Figure 2b-d shows
the advancement of the pulse front over the bunny surface at
selected time stamps (3ps, 60ps, 140ps). The synthetic pulse
front can be seen traveling through the scene and sectioning
the bunny surface at different depth values. We encourage the
reader to view the rendered SLiF videos here [40]. Besides visu-
alizing the SLiF video, the presented information could be used,
e.g., to calculate a precise 3D model of the object. For the optical
tuning range in this measurement of 854.2nm to 854.43nm, the
experimentally evaluated FWHM of the visualized synthetic
pulse |P|2 is 9.88ps which corresponds to 2.96mm.

The experiment shown in Fig. 2e-h depicts the propagation
of a synthetic pulse packet through a scattering medium and its
interaction with a reflecting mirror. Here, a tightly collimated
laser beam is launched perpendicular to the optical axis towards
a 45◦ angled mirror, which is embedded in a weakly scattering
medium to make the light beam visible. It can be seen that the
synthetic pulse propagates through the medium, hits the mirror,
and continues in a different direction as dictated by the law of
reflection (see video here [40])

B. Synthetic Pulse propagation through a scattering medium
The experiment shown in Fig. 2i-l showcases how the SLiF
framework can be used to visualize the “photon horizon” , seen
when a light pulse interacts with a strongly scattering medium
containing an embedded occluder (“foreign object” ). Again, a
tightly collimated beam is launched perpendicular to the optical
axis into the scattering medium and the scattered light is viewed

from an orthogonal orientation relative to the propagation direc-
tion. While the synthetic pulse is advancing and spread through
the scatterer, one can observe the propagating photon horizon,
as it is blocked by the occluder and eventually scatters back into
its geometrical shadow.

3. SYNTHTETIC PULSE SHAPING

One of the distinct advantages of our computational SLiF ap-
proach is the ability to manipulate pulse measurements after
they have been acquired. Besides the basic phase alignment
of all synthetic fields which was discussed in the last section,
this unique property can be further expanded to freely shape the
synthetic pulse in time and space. From an information-theoretical
perspective, this temporal and spatial pulse shaping is equiv-
alent of changing the information decoder [41–43], and can be
used to highlight or visualize different aspects or properties of
the measured scene.

A. Temporal Pulse Shaping
The experiments described in the last section involve the su-
perposition of synthetic fields, where each field is added with
aligned phases and constant amplitudes. Due to the Fourier pair
relationship between added fields and pulse shape, the resulting
pulse train P takes the form of a repeating sinc function in the
temporal domain. This can be observed in Fig. 3a: The experi-
ment shows a synthetic pulse front incident on a planar ground
glass diffuser. The light is emitted from a point source (fiber tip)
centered behind the diffuser, which results in a pulse front in the
spatial shape of an expanding circle (see also video here [40]).
For the used optical wavelength range between 854.2nm and
856.05nm, the experimentally evaluated FWHM of the synthetic
pulse |P|2 is 0.57ps or 170µm.

Given the fact that each synthetic field used to create the
pulse train can be computationally manipulated individually,
it is now possible to adjust the amplitude ÃΛn of each field to
produce different temporal pulse shapes from the same set of mea-
surements after their acquisition. For example, adjusting the ÃΛn

values to fit a Hann windowing function rather than a rectan-
gle in the Fourier domain results in an apodized pulse shape
(Fig. 3b, FWHM of |P|2 is 2.07ps or 621µm). If a sinc distribution
is selected in the Fourier domain, a rectangular pulse shape will

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
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Fig. 3. Synthetic pulse shaping and evaluation of material properties (see videos here)[40]: a)-d) Temporal pulse shaping of
a spherical synthetic pulse front incident on a planar diffuser. Windowing the amplitudes of the captured synthetic field with
different functions creates different temporal pulse shapes. Window functions: a) Rectangular, b) Hann window, c) sinc-function,
d) Rectangular function, but only 11 synthetic fields over an optical wavelength range between 854.2nm and 856.05nm are used.
Note that (a-d) plot |P| instead of |P|2 for better visibility of the temporal profiles e)-h) Spatial pulse shaping by computationally
delaying the synthetic pulse front with a different value in each scene point. A "bunny-shaped" pulse front hits all surface points
of a 3D printed bunny object (e) at the same time (f). Using the same bunny-shaped wavefront to illuminate a similar bunny object
with small ∼ 1mm thick applied defects (g), enables immediate visual identification of the defects (h). i)-l) Synthetic pulse front,
delayed by optical path length difference of a 1mm thick glass slide. Planar diffuser, half covered with glass slide (i), illuminated
by spherical synthetic pulse from behind (j). Synthetic pulse shaping allows for additional forms to decode increased optical path
length. Pulse front offset clearly visible in a horizontal "scan line" (k) from a planar vertically tilted pulse front, and also in a bunny-
shaped pulse front (l) illuminating diffuser and glass slide.

appear in the temporal domain (Fig. 3c). Moreover, it is possible
to select a subset of the measured fields to adjust the length of
the pulse train. By selecting fields with larger wavelength dif-
ference, the pulse train period is shortened so that a full period
becomes observable in the given field of view (Fig. 3d). We note
that Figs. 3a-d depict |P| instead of |P|2 for better visibility of the
temporal profiles. The figures also show a plot of each temporal
pulse profile, by selecting a single point in the rendered scene
and graphing the amplitude in this point as a function of time
(see video here[40]).

Besides the numerous advantages of computationally sharp-
ening or broadening the pulse peak after the measurements have
been acquired, we envision several other potential, future appli-
cations of temporal pulse shaping. For example, pulse pairs with
a precisely defined distance could serve as a “temporal ruler”
that could be flexibly moved back and forth in the computer
to measure time or depth differences in the scene. In full-field
mode, this could potentially be used as an “adjustable virtual
strobe illumination” whose frequency could be selected very
high, and dynamically changed after acquisition. Our pulse
shaping approach could also be developed in a computational
variant of earlier holographic pulse shaping approaches demon-
strated, e.g., in [44, 45]. In another application scenario, a syn-
thetic pulse sequence with different temporal shapes and inten-
sity levels could be produced, which could potentially be used
as a “temporal code,” similar to what has been proposed in [46]
for amplitude-modulated time-of-flight cameras that work at
much lower temporal and depth resolution.

B. Spatial Pulse Shaping

In addition to the temporal pulse response shaping described
above, a second type of computational pulse shaping is possible
after measurement collection: spatial shaping. Spatial pulse
shaping can be used to change the 3D spatial shape of the syn-

thetic pulse front. An illustrative example would be to turn a
spherical pulse front (as emitted from our point source-like fiber
tip) into a planar pulse front. We perform this spatial shaping
by computationally delaying the synthetic pulse front, where
each scene point (pixel) receives a different delay so that a cer-
tain pulse front can be shaped. After calibrating the initial 3D
pulse shape produced by the setup (e.g., by taking a “calibration
measurement” of a planar surface, similar to Fig. 3a or b), we
computationally add a custom phase delay to every pixel (x, y)
of each synthetic field E(Λn). This phase delay is calculated
from the difference between the calibrated 3D pulse shape and
the “target 3D shape” of the desired pulse front. We emphasize
that this “target 3D shape” could be a mathematical function
(plane, sphere, paraboloid, etc.) or a freeform 3D shape (bunny,
face, technical part, etc.). The 3D shape can be imported from
a CAD-file, measured by an independent 3D sensor, or even
measured with the sensor introduced in this paper1. Figures
3e-h visualize the process of spatial pulse shaping and a poten-
tial application: After taking a SLiF measurement of a scene
with a printed 3D object (bunny) and performing the steps men-
tioned above, the object is virtually illuminated with a synthetic
pulse front that has been spatially reshaped to the 3D shape of
a bunny. As all points in the bunny-shaped pulse front hit the
surface of the 3D object at the same time, all surface points “flash
up” simultaneously for one time stamp (arbitrarily set to 0ps in
Fig. 3f and h). In a following step, we add small surface “defects”
by applying small white paint droplets to the surface of the
printed object. An image of the bunny figure “with defects” is
shown in Fig. 3g. Each defect is only approximately 3mm wide
and 1mm thick, and spotting the defects in the conventional
camera image of Fig. 3g is nearly impossible. However, when
illuminating the 3D object (with defects) with the previously

1Although not the focus of this paper, we emphasize that a “byproduct” of our
SLiF measurements is a very precise 3D model of the measured scene.

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Nm6MK2ZsylDEgIyq00DVy0KtVHMU4dxr?usp=sharing
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created bunny-shaped wavefront (without defects), the three ap-
plied defects are immediately visible in the image produced for
the 0ps timestamp (Fig. 3g), as the pulse front now differs from
the true 3D shape at the positions of the defects. We believe that
this measurement highlights the great potential of our method
for defect detection in industrial inspection, but also to detect
irregularities in medical images, forensic scenes, or works of art.
An image like Fig. 3g can easily be processed with basic image
processing algorithms and fed into existing pipelines, e.g., in a
production line.

C. Material Properties
Although the pulses presented in this paper do not physically
exist and only exist in the computer, they are still subject to
the physics of the scene. An example of this can be shown by
observing the material properties of the objects in the scene,
including their refractive indices. Exactly as optical pulses, syn-
thetic pulses slow down when passing through materials with
higher refractive indices. The experiments shown in Fig. 3i-l
demonstrate this effect: Similar to Fig. 2, a diffuser is illuminated
with a point source from behind, but now an additional ∼ 1mm
thick glass slide covers a part of the diffuser. The respective
SLiF video (see Fig. 3j and full video here [40]) shows that the
synthetic pulse front travelling through both diffuser and glass
slide is clearly delayed with respect to the pulse front that only
travels through the diffuser, which is caused by the increased op-
tical path length introduced by the glass. Figures 3k and l show
the same effect, but demonstrate additional forms to decode the
increased optical path length with synthetic pulse shaping. In
Fig. 3k, the original spherical pulse front is computationally re-
shaped to a planar pulse front with a tilt in the vertical direction.
When propagating through the flat diffuser with glass slide, the
pulse front creates a horizontal “scan line” which experiences
a vertical offset from the increased optical path length in the
glass. In Fig. 3l the diffuser is illuminated with a bunny-shaped
wavefront. While this experiment is meant to emphasize the
flexibility of the approach (i.e., arbitrary spatial pulse shapes are
possible), a clear pulse front offset from the glass slide is still
visible in the bunny profile.

Although not shown here for the sake of brevity, temporal
pulse shaping could also be exploited to further decode po-
tentially important information in this scene. For example, a
“double-peak” pulse front could be engineered where the tem-
poral difference between both peaks exactly lines up with the
optical path length difference introduced by the glass slide. For
a pulse with a planar-shaped front parallel to the diffuser sur-
face, this would mean that the glass slide and diffuser surface
flash up at the exact same time stamp. This procedure could
be used to detect thickness or refractive index variations in the
glass slide. We believe that quantifying material properties with
synthetic pulses has important potential application in the char-
acterization of optical components (e.g., testing of multi-surface
lens system, optical flats or mirrors), or the characterization of
thin film materials [47]. Moreover, the “sectioning” ability of
synthetic pulses paired with their robustness to scattering could
potentially lead to impactful applications in medical imaging,
such as novel pump-and-probe methods or virtual, optical stain-
free histology which would not require slicing the sample and
could potentially even be performed in-vivo.

4. CONCLUSION

We presented a novel approach that exploits multiple synthetic
field measurements to generate “synthetic pulses” , used to ren-

der “Synthetic Light-in-Flight” (SLiF) videos of the synthetic
pulse traveling through arbitrary scenes (including volumet-
ric 3D scenes, scattering scenes, and scenes with varying re-
fractive indices). Our demonstrated method does not rely on
pulsed lasers or expensive high-speed detectors and requires
only tunable CW lasers and ordinary CMOS detectors. Our
SLiF measurements display infinite frame resolution (no cam-
era frame rate restriction) and we have experimentally demon-
strated sub-ps temporal resolution of up to 0.57ps. This value
is only dependent on the tuning range of the used lasers and
can be easily improved with other hardware in future experi-
ments. Besides showing basic synthetic pulse generation, we
demonstrated how each individually captured synthetic field
can be freely manipulated in the computer after its acquisition
to shape the synthetic pulse in space and time, which can be
used to efficiently decode specific information about the cap-
tured scene. We emphasize that all of our pulse measurements
have been demonstrated in fairly small measurement volumes
with a maximal size of 8 × 8 × 8cm3, which is another indica-
tor for the remarkable temporal resolution capabilities of SLiF.
These capabilities enable multiple potential applications in med-
ical imaging, NLoS imaging, imaging through scattering media,
material characterization, and automotive sensing. Similar to
existing approaches in interferometric LiF imaging [1, 3, 4], our
method bears resemblance to optical coherence tomography [48],
coherence radar [49], and white light interferometry [50], how-
ever, with the important distinctions that our measurements
are always performed full-field (no raster scanning or B-scan),
and that each synthetic field is acquired individually which al-
lows for the described free computational pulse manipulation
in post-processing (temporal and spatial pulse shaping).

Of course, our method is not without limitations. A current
bottleneck is the large number of synthetic fields that needs to
be acquired for one single SLiF measurement, which currently
restricts SLiF to strictly static scenes. Another restriction of
technical origin is the power of our tunable lasers, which would
need to be significantly increased to perform SLiF measurements
in larger scenes such as rooms or traffic settings. Our future work
will seek to address these limitations.

Due to the brevity of this letter we have limited ourselves
to introducing the numerous new SLiF concepts and SLiF’s
unique and diverse capabilities, but refrained from an extensive
performance analysis which will be part of further publications
tied to specific applications of SLiF. In the future, we hope
that the capabilities introduced by SLiF can be further used
to advance multiple fields in computational imaging and
potentially spawn a new breed of computational cameras to
image and quantify ultrafast processes.
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