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Detecting the angles and orbits of remote targets precisely has been playing crucial roles in
astrophysical research. Due to the resolution limitations imposed by the Airy disk in a single
telescope, optical interferometric schemes with at least two telescopes have received considerable
attention. We have extended the piecemeal method to reduce the required number of baselines for
observation. Through the analysis of its performance under practical conditions, we demonstrate
that both the original and extended piecemeal methods exhibit strong robustness against errors
in baseline lengths and orientations. Under the same practical conditions, our approach achieves
higher precision than other existing weak-light interference-based methods.

I. INTRODUCTION

Observation of the orbital diameter, orbital period,
and orbital precession of remote targets as quickly and
accurately as possible is an important task in cosmology
research. The observation precision of a single telescope
is limited by the Rayleigh criterion: R = λ

D , where λ is
the wavelength of the received light, and D is the diam-
eter of the telescope. Evidently, to get higher angular
resolution and observe stars with higher magnitudes, we
have to increase the aperture of the telescopes. How-
ever this cannot be done unlimitedly. Methods based on
optical interference have drawn much attention. Nowa-
days, large-baseline optical interferometers around visi-
ble light band, such as VLTI[1, 2], Keck[3], CHARA[4],
and GRAVITY[5] are built and used by numerous in-
stitutes across the world. These interferometers mea-
sure the visibility of interference fringes and use van-
Cittert/Zernike theorem to invert the distribution of light
sources in space [6]. Currently, their baseline lengths
can be hundreds of meters; however, the presence of
noise and transmission loss limits the length of their
baseline to increase further. Therefore, employing weak-
light-interference measurement techniques, which require
fewer photons, would be a significant improvement for
existing telescopes. In recent years, a variety of schemes
based on single-photon/weak-light interference have been
proposed, including [7–10]. However, the observation
precision of all these single-baseline methods is limited
by various imperfections in practice. There are numer-
ous uncontrollable errors for a real setup, for example,
variations in the baseline length and orientation of the
telescope, as well as changes in optical path differences
caused by fluctuations in atmospheric density and thick-
ness. Under these noises, the relative phases of the pho-
tons collected by the telescope are usually different from
the expected value and cannot provide high-precision re-
sults.

Differently, our piecemeal method [11] can reach a
higher-level precision because it uses observation data
from different baselines jointly. In this work, we study

our piecemeal protocol with reference star under prac-
tical set-up imperfections, including errors in baseline
lengths and orientations. With the help of reference
stars, our protocol has better resolution than existing
single-baseline protocols under the influence of practical
factors.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2,
we generalize our piecemeal method with reference stars
to allow the length ratio between the two adjacent base-
lines to be any integer multiple. Sections 3 focus on
the impact of set-up imperfections, demonstrating the
robustness of our scheme against baseline length and ori-
entation errors. Finally, in Section 4, we summarize the
advantages of our current scheme and outline potential
directions for future improvements.

II. EXTENDED PIECEMEAL METHOD

II.1. Generalization of piecemeal method

The piecemeal method introduced in [11] is an interfer-
ometric approach that enables precise angle measurement
using a relatively small number of photons by incorpo-
rating multiple baselines of different lengths. We extend
this method to a more general case: The length ratio be-
tween two adjacent baselines is no longer restricted to 2
but can be any integer multiple. The generalized method
reduces the dependence on the number of baselines.

The set-up of our piecemeal method is schematically
shown in Fig.1. Our method consists of K baselines,
each with a telescope positioned at both ends. We take
data from each baseline independently and process them
jointly. The length of the k − th baseline is Lk, where
k = {1, 2 · · ·K}. The lengths of two adjacent baselines
are integer multiples of each other: Lk+1 = skLk.

Suppose that the angle of remote object is θ. Suppose
the weak-light state collected by the pair of telescopes at
both ends of baseline k attenuates to the single-photon
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FIG. 1: Schematic setup of our protocol that utilizing a
reference star to assist in eliminating channel noise. (a)
Photons from the target star and the reference star
enter different beam splitters and are respectively

measured by two threshold detectors at the output port
of each beam splitter. (b) Our protocol contains

different baselines {Lk}. The lengths of two adjacent
baselines are designed to differ by integer multiples:
Lk = skLk−1. Data from different baselines are

collected separately but processed jointly.

state

|Sk⟩ =
1√
2
(|01⟩+ eiϕk |10⟩), (1)

where ϕk = 2πLk

λ θ, λ is the wavelength of the incident
single photon, and |cacb⟩ represents photon numbers of
mode a and b.

Notations:

1. Taking Lk+1 = skLk and hence ϕk+1 = skϕk.

2. x̊ = x mod 2π. When using αx̊, we mean α(x mod
2π).

3. The observed value of x̊k is denoted as x̂k.

In the observation of each baseline, say baseline k, we
collect two sets of data, one set is obtained through set-
ting zero phase shift on S and the other set is obtained

through setting π
2 phase shift on S. In the first (sec-

ond) set, we observe the event of detector Da silent and
Db clicking for mk (m̄k) times in total detected events of
one-detector-clicking Mk

(
M̄k

)
. We have the experimen-

tal data ϕ̂k of baseline k as

ϕ̂k =
1

2

(
cos−1 qk + sin−1 q̄k

)
mod 2π, (2)

where qk = 1 − 2mk

Mk
and q̄k = 2m̄k

M̄k
− 1. The relation

between the actual value ϕ̊k and its observed value ϕ̂k is

ϕ̂k =
(
ϕ̊k + ek

)
mod 2π,∀k, (3)

where ek ∈ (−π, π] is the observation error. We introduce
a new variable

ψk = ϕ̊k − ϕ̂k + π,∀k ∈ {1, 2 · · ·K}

and its modulo

ψ̊k =
(
ϕ̊k − ϕ̂k + π

)
mod 2π,∀k ∈ {1, 2 · · ·K}.

Theorem 1: Under the condition

|ek+1 − skek| < π,

the iterative formula:

ψ̊k =
ψ̊k+1 + r̊k+1

sk
+
sk − 2

sk
π (4)

always holds, where r̊k+1 = (ϕ̂k+1 − skϕ̂k + π) mod 2π.
Proof of Theorem 1: Observe the identity in modulo

arithmetic:

(x mod 2π + y) mod 2π = (x+ y) mod 2π.

Taking ϕ̊k+1 = (skϕ̊k) mod 2π into the definition of the

variable ψ̊k+1, we obtain

ψ̊k+1 = ((skϕ̊k) mod 2π − ϕ̂k+1 + π) mod 2π

= (skϕ̊k − skϕ̂k − (ϕ̂k+1 − skϕ̂k) + π) mod 2π

= (skψ̊k + r̊k+1 − (sk − 2)π) mod 2π,
(5)

Taking Eq. (3) into ψ̊k+1, skψ̊k and r̊k+1 independently,
and we obtain

r̊k+1 = (ek+1 − skek + π) mod 2π

ψ̊k+1 = (π − ek+1) mod 2π

skψ̊k = sk(π − ek) mod 2π.

(6)

Since ek ∈ (−π, π) and |ek+1 − skek| < π, r̊k+1 = ek+1 −
skek + π, ψ̊k+1 = π − ek+1. Thus:

skψ̊k = sk(π − ek) = ψ̊k+1 + r̊k+1 + (sk − 2)π.
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The proof is finished.
Using Eq. (4) iteratively we have:

ψ̊1 =

K∑
k=2

r̊k + (sk−1 − 2)π∏k−1
i=1 si

+
ψK∏K−1
i=1 si

. (7)

Taking ψ̊1 = (ϕ̊1 − ϕ̂1 + π) mod 2π into Eq. (7) and tak-
ing the approximation ψK = π, we obtain the highly
accurate estimated value of ϕ1:

ϕ̃1 = ϕ̂1 − π +

K−1∑
k=2

r̊k + (sk−1 − 2)π∏k−1
i=1 si

+
π∏K−1

i=1 si
, (8)

The precision of our method reaches π∏K−1
i=1 si

in the quan-

tity of uncertainty, and the precision improves much
faster than the increase of the number of baselines. The
estimated value of θ is:

θ̃ =
ϕ̃1λ

2πL1
. (9)

Eq. (9) holds not only for our method but also for other
existing schemes.

II.2. Piecemeal method with reference star

Consider two remote objects: the reference star and
the target star. Suppose that the angles of the two re-
mote objects are θR and θT , respectively. Our goal is to
detect the angle of the target star relative to the reference
star, whose value can be around the magnitude order of
1 arcsecond. Denote the relative angle as

Γ = Γ0 + δθ (10)

where the value of Γ0 is known to us and δθ is an unknown
small value whose range is δθ ∈ (0, θ0]. The value of θ0 is
known to us. Consider the set-up imperfections that the
baseline length and the angles of the objects fluctuate
within a range. When the baseline length error and the
orientation error of baseline k are δLk and δθk, the state
of the single photon coming from the target star and is
captured by the telescopes of baseline k can be written
as

|ST
k ⟩ =

1√
2
(|01⟩+ ei

2π(Lk+δLk)

λ sin (θT+δθk)|10⟩)

=
1√
2
(|01⟩+ eiΦ

T
k |10⟩),

(11)

where ΦT
k = ϕTk + δϕTk , ϕTk = 2πLk sin (θT )

λ , δϕTk =
2πδLk

λ cos θT + 2πLk

λ sin δθk sin θT . The state of single-
photon coming from the reference star is

|SR
k ⟩ = 1√

2
(|01⟩+ ei

2π(Lk+δLk)

λ sin (θR+δθk)|10⟩)

=
1√
2
(|01⟩+ eiΦ

R
k |10⟩),

(12)

where ΦR
k = ϕRk + δϕRk , ϕ

R
k = 2πLk sin (θR)

λ , δϕRk =
2πδLk

λ cos θR+ 2πLk

λ sin δθk sin θR. δϕ
T
k −δϕRk is a second-

order quantity compared to ϕTk − ϕRk . If we take

δϕTk − δϕRk =
2π cos θRΓ0

λ
δLk − 2πLk sin θRΓ0

λ
δθk = 0,

(13)
we obtain

ΦT
k − ΦR

k = ϕTk − ϕRk

=
2πLk sin (θR + Γ)

λ
− 2πLk sin θR

λ

≈ 2πLk

λ
cos θR(δθ cos Γ0 + sinΓ0).

Define

∆̊k = (ΦT
k − ΦR

k − 2πLk

λ
sin Γ0 cos θR) mod 2π. (14)

The experimental value of baseline k is ∆̂k, and the error
of the experimental value is ek:

∆̂k = (∆̊k + ek) mod 2π,∀k ∈ {1, 2 · · ·K}. (15)

We introduce the new variable

Ψ̊k = (∆̊k − ∆̂k + π) mod 2π.

Theorem 2:Under the condition

|ek+1 − skek| < π,

we have the iterative formula:

Ψ̊k =
Ψ̊k+1 + γ̊k+1 + (sk − 2)π

sk
, (16)

where γ̊k+1 = (∆̂k+1 − sk∆̂k + π) mod 2π.
The proof of Theorem 2 follows the same approach as

that of Theorem 1, and therefore will not be elaborated
here.
Eq. (16) leads to the conclusion:

∆̃1 = ∆̂1−π+
K∑

k=2

(
γ̊k + (sk−1 − 2)π∏k−1

i=1 si
)+

π∏K−1
i=1 si

. (17)

The RHS of Eq. (17) contains only experimental data of
different baselines with error, but the difference between
the estimated value ∆̃1 and the true value ∆̊1 will be
smaller than π∏K−1

i=0 si
. Finally, we get the estimated value

of Γ:

Γ̃ =
∆̃1

cos θR

λ

2πL1
+ Γ0. (18)

Here we have ignored the second order term δϕTk − δϕRk .
Below, we consider the effect of this term in detail.
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III. PERFORMANCE WITH SET-UP
IMPERFECTIONS

In practical experiments, setup imperfections may
arise, such as errors in baseline lengths and orientations,
which significantly impact angular measurement preci-
sion. Our piecemeal approach offers an advantage in
mitigating these noise effects. In this section, we demon-
strate the robustness of the extended piecemeal method
against baseline length and orientation errors under dif-
ferent baseline numbers K and baseline length ratios sk.

We shall use the average failure probability and the
uncertainty of the observed angle results to judge the
performance of different methods. The failure probability
is defined as:

⟨ϵ⟩ = P
(∣∣∣ϕ̃1 − ϕ̊1

∣∣∣ > π

2K

)
(19)

for a set of {ϕ̊1}, where each element is randomly cho-
sen between [0, 2π). An experimental result is marked
as successful if the output of the method, ϕ̃1, correctly
provides the first K bits of ϕ̊1 in binary form. In our
study here, we shall generate the initial data to simulate
the experimental data and repeat the simulation by n
times for one point. Among these n calculation results,
the ratio n−m

n is the failure probability where m is the
number of successful results.

III.1. Robustness of our method with baseline
length error

Earlier, we simply take δϕTk − δϕRk = 0 in Eq. (13).
However, in practice, its value cannot be zero due to
the set-up imperfections, such as the baseline length
error and the orientation error of different baselines.
There are errors in the value of ∆̂k = (ΦT

k − ΦR
k −

2πLk

λ sin Γ0 cos θR) mod 2π defined in Eq. (14) if we sim-
ply take δϕTk − δϕRk = 0.

Suppose we have assumed the length of baseline k is
Lk. Due to the baseline length error δLk, the actual
baseline length is Lk+δLk. The baseline length error δLk

and the orientation error δθk cause error ek in relative
phase ∆k, explicitly

ek = δϕTk − δϕRk

=
2π cos θRΓ

λ
δLk − 2πLk sin θRΓ

λ
δθk

(20)

and ∆̂k = (∆k + ek) mod 2π. According to Theorem 2,
our method works well as long as |ek+1−skek| < π for all
baselines. More strictly, we have the following sufficient
condition for Eq. (18):

Fact 1: Disregarding baseline length error δLk or ori-
entation error δθk, Eq. (18) of our piecemeal method
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FIG. 2: The variation of the average failure probability
and angular uncertainty with the maximum baseline

length error in our generalized piecemeal scheme under
different (sk,K) setups. For each point, we repeat the
calculation by hundreds of times, with the input data
pairs (θT = θ0T + δθT , θR = θ0R + δθR), where δθT is

randomly chosen from the range δθT ≤ 5 mas and δθR
is randomly chosen from the range δθR ≤ 5 mas. In

each calculation, each setup used 2× 103 photons. We
then calculate the failure probability based on the

statistics of number of successful results and number of
failure results among those hundreds of calculations. (a)
Comparison of average failure probabilities defined in
Eq. (19) with baseline length errors. (b) Comparison of
resolution of different setups with baseline length errors.

The vertical axis is the angle uncertainty.

gives the correct result provided that

|ek| = |δϕTk − δϕRk | <
π

sk + 1

holds for all baselines.
However, given baseline length error δLk no matter

how small it is, it leads to error at least δθ = δLk

L Γ cos θR
in existing single-baseline methods with baseline length
L. Here we have assumed no orientation error.
We present in Fig.2 the relationship between the aver-

age failure probability, angular uncertainty, and the max-
imum baseline length error for different values of sk and
different numbers of baselines K as specified in the no-
tations. All three datasets are simulated using 2 × 103
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photons. The shortest baseline length in each setup is
identical (L1 = 10m), and the maximum baseline lengths
are the same for the cases of (sk = 2,K = 7) setup and
(sk = 4,K = 4) setup (LK = 640m), while the maxi-
mum baseline length for (sk = 3,K = 5) setup is longer
(LK = 810m). From Fig.2(a), we observe that reduc-
ing the number of baselines while increasing the baseline
length ratio does not significantly decrease the maximum
tolerable baseline length error of our method. Meanwhile,
as shown in Fig.2(b), within the tolerable range of base-
line length errors, our approach consistently achieves an
angular measurement accuracy of 0.05 mas.

To compare the robustness of our scheme and exist-
ing single-baseline scheme, we take Γ0 = 500mas in
Eq. (10). The numerical simulation results are presented
in Fig.3. Choosing the wavelength of incident light to
be λ = 550nm. From these numerical simulations, it is
evident that our method holds a distinct advantage in
the presence of baseline errors, and this advantage be-
comes increasingly pronounced when the photon count
is low. As shown in Fig.3(a), our numerical simulation
shows correct results of our piecemeal method with base-
line length error up to δLk = 0.08m for all {k} when
choosing sk = 2 in item 1 of notations presented ear-
lier, or up to δLk = 0.05m for when choosing sk = 4.
Under the same failure probability condition, the single-
baseline method [9] can only tolerate a baseline length
error smaller than 1mm. Fig.3(b) shows the uncertainty
of observed angles with baseline length errors for differ-
ent methods. In particular, when baseline length error is
around 10mm, the single-baseline method has an uncer-
tainty of about 0.2mas, which is in agreement with the
existing experiment [? ]. While with the same errors,
our method has an uncertainty of about 10µas, which
shows a precision improvement of about 20 times com-
pared with the existing single-baseline method.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we for the first time took into account
the influence of practical conditions on weak-light inter-
ference schemes and demonstrated the robustness of our
piecemeal method under set-up imperfections. The accu-
racy of our method is better than existing single-baseline
weak-light-interference schemes [7–10]. Our method can
be used to enhance the angular resolution of existing tele-
scope systems over faint targets, providing more accurate
data for critical observational studies in general relativity
and cosmology.

We acknowledge the financial support in part by
National Natural Science Foundation of China grant
No.12174215 and No.12374473. This study is also sup-
ported by the Taishan Scholars Program. We thank Prof.
Y Cao of USTC for useful discussions.
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FIG. 3: Performance comparison of our piecemeal
method and existing single-baseline method. In the

numerical simulation, we have considered the effects of
baseline length random errors. For each point, we

repeat the calculation by hundreds of times, with the
input data pairs (θT = θ0T + δθT , θR = θ0R + δθR), where
δθT is randomly chosen from the range δθT ≤ 5 mas and
δθR is randomly chosen from the range δθR ≤ 5 mas. In
each calculation, both methods used 2× 103 photons.
We then calculate the failure probability based on the
statistics of number of successful results and number of
failure results among those hundreds of calculations. (a)
Comparison of average failure probabilities defined in
Eq. (19) with baseline length errors. The blue line is
the result of [9], and the red line is the result of our

piecemeal method[11]. (b) Comparison of resolution of
different methods with baseline length errors. The

vertical axis is the uncertainty of observation. The blue
line is the result of [9], and the red line is the result of

our piecemeal method[11].
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