
Large Reconfigurable Quantum Circuits with SPAD Arrays and Multimode Fibers

Adrian Makowski,1, 2 Michał Dąbrowski,1, 3, 4 Ivan Michel Antolovic,5, 6 Claudio Bruschini,5

Hugo Defienne,7 Edoardo Charbon,5 Radek Lapkiewicz,2 and Sylvain Gigan1, ∗

1Laboratoire Kastler Brossel, École normale supérieure (ENS) – Université Paris Sciences & Lettres (PSL),
CNRS, Sorbonne Université, Collège de France, 24 rue Lhomond, Paris 75005, France

2Institute of Experimental Physics, Faculty of Physics,
University of Warsaw, Pasteura 5, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

3International Centre for Translational Eye Research, Skierniewicka 10A, 01-230 Warsaw, Poland
4Department of Physical Chemistry of Biological Systems, Institute of Physical Chemistry,

Polish Academy of Sciences, M. Kasprzaka 44/52, 01-224 Warsaw, Poland
5Advanced Quantum Architecture Laboratory (AQUA),

School of Engineering, École polytechnique fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL),
Rue de la Maladière, Neuchâtel CH-2002, Switzerland

6Pi Imaging Technology SA, 1015 Lausanne, Switzerland
7Sorbonne Université, CNRS, Institut des NanoSciences de Paris (INSP), Paris F-75005, France

Reprogrammable linear optical circuits are essential elements of photonic quantum technology
implementations. Integrated optics provides a natural platform for tunable photonic circuits, but
faces challenges when high dimensions and high connectivity are involved. Here, we implement high-
dimensional linear transformations on spatial modes of photons using wavefront shaping together
with mode mixing in a multimode fiber, and measure photon correlations using a time-tagging
single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD) array. In order to prove the suitability of our approach for
quantum technologies we demonstrate two-photon interferences in a tunable complex linear network
— a generalization of a Hong-Ou-Mandel interference to 22 output ports. We study the scalability of
our approach by quantifying the similarity between the ideal photon correlations and the correlations
obtained experimentally for various linear transformations. Our results demonstrate the potential
of wavefront shaping in complex media in conjunction with SPAD arrays for implementing high-
dimensional reconfigurable quantum circuits. Specifically, we achieved (80.5 ± 6.8)% similarity for
indistinguishable photon pairs and (84.9±7.0)% similarity for distinguishable photon pairs using 22
detectors and random circuits. These results emphasize the scalability and reprogrammable nature
of our approach.

Quantum optics with indistinguishable photons have
emerged as a key resource in advancing scientific re-
search, particularly in the fields of quantum information
processing[1], communication[2, 3], and metrology[4–6],
owing to their unique properties such as entanglement[7–
10], superposition[11–13], and non-locality[14, 15]. One
area of interest is the study of photonic quantum walks,
which explores the behavior of quantum particles in com-
plex environments[16–18]. This phenomenon has poten-
tial applications in fields such as quantum algorithms[19],
simulations[20], and metrology[21, 22], as well as quan-
tum computing, communication, and sensing[23]. Sev-
eral research groups have made remarkable strides in the
development of quantum walk, including the first experi-
mental realization of two-dimensional quantum walks on
a lattice using single photons[24], and a quantum walk
in a 21-waveguide array[25] or an application of a quan-
tum walk to the studies of bound states between systems
with different topological properties[26]. However, these
experimental setups have stringent limitations regarding
reprogrammability and scalability, which are crucial for
scaling the system to a higher number of modes for prac-
tical implementation on near-term quantum devices[27].
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In this letter, we present a reprogrammable and scal-
able platform for implementing the quantum walk of a
two-photon state using a multimode fiber (MMF) as a
quantum state mixer[28–30]. Our platform can generate
an arbitrary N-output x 2-input quantum state opera-
tions that can be reprogrammed on demand at a 10 Hz
frequency rate (see Fig. 1). This provides significant
advantages over existing experimental setups[31, 32] and
makes it a promising candidate for the future realizations
of highly-multimode quantum walk experiments[33–36].
The wavefronts of the photons are shaped using a spa-
tial light modulator (SLM), and then coupled into an
MMF. The MMF is a complex medium that supports
around 400 modes at wavelength λ = 800 nm and has low
losses[29] which are the essential features for performing
multidimensional unitary operations on the single pho-
tons efficiently [28, 37–39].

Previous implementations faced a significant limitation
in achieving scalability due to the integration of detection
technology[29].This required a large number of separate
avalanche photodiodes, rendering the solution of prob-
lems like boson sampling [40], very impractical. Sev-
eral experiments have employed single-outcome projec-
tive measurements for sequential analysis of the output
state [18, 41]. However, these approaches suffer from in-
herent limitations, including substantial losses (as only
two outputs can be detected simultaneously out of all
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possibilities) and time-intensive procedures (since detect-
ing i output modes demands iK measurements, with K
representing the number of photons involved). Conse-
quently, these methods become impractical for large-scale
systems.

To overcome this issue, here we use a 23-single photon
avalanche detector (SPAD23)[42] array to measure the
number of counts and coincidences between photons at
the linear network output. The ability to modify the
phase pattern on the SLM allows the MMF to performs
a specific linear operation on a two-photon state. This
operation can be easily and reliably adjusted on demand.

Degenerate photon pairs at 810nm are produced by
type-II spontaneous parametric down conversion (SPDC)
process in a ppKTP crystal pumped by a 405 nm con-
tinuous wave laser. To split the photons with orthogonal
polarizations, we use a polarisation beam splitter (PBS).
Our SPDC setup allows us to adjust the time delay be-
tween the photons, and then observe and control Hong-
Ou-Mandel (HOM) interference[43] by changing the pho-
tons’ distinguishability. The measured HOM visibility of
photons from our SPDC source is approx. 95%. See
Supplemental Material for more details on the source.

In our experiment, we utilized a detector array con-
sisting of Single-Photon Avalanche Diodes (SPADs) using
CMOS technology[44, 45], specifically the SPAD23 model
from Pi Imaging Technology[42]. This detector offers
a sub-ns temporal resolution (120 ps jitter FWHM and
20 ps for least-significant bit when using time-to-digital
converters as time-taggers), exhibits low dark noise (less
than 100 counts per second at 20oC), has a high pixel
fill factor (80%), and a "dead time" of approximately 50
ns[46]. However, like all SPAD arrays SPAD23 is prone
to cross-talk, which occurs when a photon detected by
one of the array’s detectors is simultaneously counted by
a neighboring detector[44, 47]. While the probability of
cross-talk is low (approximately 0.1%), it affects the num-
ber of coincidences measured in our experiment but not
the number of single photon counts[44]. To account for
cross-talk, we employed a calibration procedure, which is
detailed in the Supplemental Material.

Figure 2 depicts the experimental setup used in our
study. Two separate parts of the spatial light modulator
(SLM), labeled as H and V for orthogonal light polar-
izations, were illuminated with two photons created in
our SPDC platform. The SLM shaped the wavefronts
of the photons, which were then focused on the MMF
of 50µm core. The MMF with SLM induces a specific
quantum operation on a 2-photon state, and modifying
the phase pattern on the SLM allows for easy adjust-
ment of this operation. The resulting speckle image of
the light emerging from the MMF was either imaged on
the SPAD23 or the CCD camera after passing through a
polarizer to choose just one particular polarization (for
which the TM was measured). To calibrate the relative
position of the MMF and SPAD23, we used a CCD cam-
era, as depicted in Fig. 2(b). It shows the speckle image
captured by the CCD camera, with the positions of the

FIG. 1. Reprogrammable and scalable platform for the imple-
mentation of quantum operations on a 2-photon state where
wavefronts of two photons, generated using spontaneous para-
metric down-conversion (SPDC), are shaped using two sepa-
rate parts of the spatial light modulator (SLM) before being
coupled into the multimode fiber (MMF) used as a quantum
states mixer[28–30]. Usage of a single-photon avalanche 23-
detector array (SPAD23)[42] enables for subset L23

2 arbitrary
23-output x 2-input quantum state operations of the general
U23
23 unitary transformation performed by MMF.

SPAD23 detectors marked with red circles. The CCD
camera was used just for the calibration purposes (see
Supplemental Material for details). The magnification
was choosen to map one speckle mode of the MMF into
one single SPAD detector. The photon arrival time was
measured using SPAD23 detector and then used to cal-
culate the number of counts ni for each detector i and
coincidences Cij = ⟨ninj⟩t for each pair (i, j).

FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup. A pho-
ton pair of two orthogonal polarizations (H and V) is passed
through single-mode fibers. The photons are collimated, and
their wavelengths are shaped by the spatial light modulator
(SLM). The shaped photons are then coupled into a mul-
timode fiber (MMF). The MMF output is imaged on the
SPAD23 or CCD by changing the flip-mirror position to mea-
sure the number of counts and coincidences. By knowing the
MMF’s transmission matrix, we can select a phase pattern on
the SLM to perform an arbitrary operation. (b) Speckle im-
age of the light coming out of the fiber imaged on the camera,
and the localization of the SPAD23 detectors.
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FIG. 3. (a) Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) interference scan for
a 4x4 operation, displaying the number of coincidences as a
function of the relative delay between the two photons. (b)-(e)
Example results of a 10x10 operation on the 2-photon state.
(b) and (c) show the experimental and theoretical coincidence
counts for indistinguishable photon pairs, respectively. (d)
and (e) show the corresponding experimental and theoretical
coincidence counts for distinguishable photon pairs, acquired
over a 100-second measurement period. The SPAD23 detec-
tors used in the experiment are marked in yellow in Fig. 4.

Our experimental platform establishes a connection
between input modes displayed on the SLM and cor-
responding output modes measured using 23 detec-
tors described by unitary operator U23

23 , using the well-
established technique of a transmission matrix (TM)
measurement of the optical system[48]. The measured
TM is stable for a few days in normal laboratory condi-
tions. We measure the TM in a Fourier mode basis by
displaying phase ramps on the SLM with a varying in-
clination and orientation[49]. This allows us to scan the
different spatial positions at the entrance of the MMF
and as a result to address particular output modes of the

MMF after TM calibration. If the addressed mode is not
an eigenvector of the TM, the light becomes scrambled
as it propagates through the MMF. The electric field am-
plitude at SPAD23 is linearly dependent on the electric
field at the SLM and can be represented as:

E
(k)
out = T

(1)
k E

(k)
in , for k = H,V, (1)

where E
(k)
out is the electric field at SPAD23, T

(1)
k is a

one-photon transmission matrix for SLM part k, and E
(k)
in

is the electric field on the SLM part k, corresponding to
the SLM part shaping the polarisation k = H,V . During
the TM measurement, the SPAD acquires the number
of photon counts per 10 ns time-window for each SLM
mode, and in order to obtain the electric field on SPAD23
we perform phase-stepping interferometry[48]. We per-
form this operation separately for both light polarization
(SLM parts) and then calculate the transmission matrix
for the two-photon state[28]:

T
(1)
H , T

(1)
V → T (2). (2)

With this information, we can readily calculate the
SLM pattern that gives us the required quantum opera-
tion on the two-photon state L ∈ M2xN , where N is the
number of detectors. The computation of SLM pattern
for a given L takes only a few seconds. The electric field
on SLM can be calculated using the complex conjugate
of the transmission matrix for the two-photon state:

[E
(H)
in , E

(V )
in ] = T †(2)L. (3)

Knowing the TM of the MMF, one can modify the
phase pattern at the speed of 10Hz on the SLM and ob-
tain different N-output x 2-input quantum linear network
operations LN

2 .
As an example of an all-to-all operator, we emulate

a 10x10 Sylvester operation[50] on the two-photon state
generated by the experimental platform described above.
We measured the TM of the MMF in our setup to cal-
culate the appropriate SLM pattern for performing the
10-dimensional Sylvester operation:

LS =

{
1 for k = V

(−1)i for k = H,
(4)

where i denotes the detector index. We measured the
number of coincidence counts for distinguishable and in-
distinguishable photon pairs.

The results of this experiment are presented in Fig.
3. Figure 3(a) shows a HOM interference scan for a
4-dimensional Sylvester operator, which corresponds to
the number of coincidences as a function of the relative
delay between the two photons. The HOM dip in the
scan indicates the presence of interference between the
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FIG. 4. (a) Sylvester transformation for different numbers
of detectors. The first column exhibits the SPAD23 detector
array used in the experiment, with the detectors used for the
measurement with a given number of detectors marked in yel-
low. The second column shows the experimental coincidence
counts for various numbers of detectors and indistinguishable
photon pairs. The third column shows the theoretical coinci-
dence counts for the corresponding number of detectors. (b)
A random operation similarity trend for indistinguishable and
distinguishable photon pairs.

two photons, which is essential for quantum operations
with indistinguishable particles[43]. The HOM visibil-
ity V for different coincidence distributions Ci,j , ranging
from V = 0.74 to V = 0.92 deviates from ideality (the
95% indistinguishably of the source) mainly because of
cross-talk between different SPAD23 detectors (see Sup-
plemental Material for details) as well as photons spec-
tral dispersion when propagating through the MMF and
non-perfect fidelity of linear network operator.

Figures 3(b) and 3(d) show the experimental coinci-
dence counts for indistinguishable and distinguishable
photon pairs, respectively over 10 output modes. These
counts were acquired for 100 sec by measuring the num-
ber of coincidences between the SPAD23 detectors when
the photons were either indistinguishable or distinguish-
able. The theoretical coincidence counts for indistin-
guishable and distinguishable photon pairs[51, 52] are
presented in Fig. 3(c) and 3(e), respectively.

Comparing the experimental results presented in Figs.
3(b) and 3(d) with the theoretical predictions in Figs.
3(c) and 3(e), we can see that the presented results agree
well with the theoretical predictions[51, 52]. The exper-
imental results also demonstrate that the experimental
platform can successfully generate two-photon states for
quantum operations, as well as measure and characterize
their properties through coincidence counting.

We finally conducted an investigation into the scalabil-
ity and reprogrammable nature of our experimental plat-
form by performing random matrix quantum operations
with varying numbers of detectors. Figure 4(a) presents
coincidence distributions, with the first column showcas-
ing the theoretical coincidence counts for indistinguish-
able photon pairs utilizing the Sylvester operation[50]
across a range of detectors. Meanwhile, the second col-
umn demonstrates the corresponding experimental coin-
cidence counts, which we determined by measuring the
number of coincidences between the SPAD detectors. Be-
cause of a high number of dark counts in one of the de-
tectors, we excluded it from the experiments.

Figure 4(b) shows the difference between the similar-
ity trend for distinguishable and indistinguishable photon
pairs ⟨SET ⟩LR

when performing 100 random LR opera-
tions (random complex numbers from a uniform distri-
bution) for different number of SPAD detectors. The
similarity SET of two coincidence distributions C(E)

i,j and
C

(T )
i,j (corresponding to particular LR operator), repre-

senting a generalized fidelity for 2-fold coincidences[25],
is defined as:

SET =

(∑
i,j

√
C

(E)
i,j C

(T )
i,j

)2

∑
i,j C

(E)
i,j

∑
i,j C

(T )
i,j

. (5)

In other words, similarity quantifies the extent to
which the experimental results align with theoretical pre-
dictions, with higher values indicating stronger agree-
ment. We see that the similarity decreases as we increase
the number of detectors from 4 to 22, from 98.3± 1.23%
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(95.3±5.5%) to 84.9±7.0% (80.5±6.8%) for distinguish-
able (resp. indistinguishable) photons. The similarity is
higher for distinguishable pairs because of more stringent
conditions for 2-photon interference (distinguishable pho-
tons are not affected by phase errors in quantum inter-
ference). For the same reason, the similarity for indistin-
guishable pairs of photons is reduced due to the limited
accuracy of photon wavefront-shaping via SLM. Also, for
a larger number of detectors, the similarity decreases be-
cause the coincidence distribution becomes more noisy as
can be seen in Fig. 4.

To conclude, we present an approach to implement-
ing high-dimensional reconfigurable quantum circuits us-
ing wavefront shaping and mode mixing in the MMF
with a SPAD camera as a detector. It offers advantages
in terms of scalability and flexibility compared to other
approaches[32, 53, 54]. We demonstrate the feasibility
of the presented approach by implementing a complex
linear network for two-photon interference. We measure
the two-photon correlations between all the output pairs
using a time-tagging SPAD array[47, 55], thus advanc-
ing towards scalable detection schemes beyond previously
proposed solutions[28, 29]. The similarity between the
ideal photon correlations and the correlations has been
obtained experimentally for up to 22 output modes for
various randomly chosen linear transformations for both
indistinguishable and distinguishable photon pairs. The
current limitation of the setup is the number of available
photons preventing us from studying high dimensional
linear networks applied to multi-photon states L[56, 57],
as well as detector cross-talk[44] that affect coincidences
between detectors located close to each other thus reduc-
ing the measured similarity of the states.

Future work in this area could focus on further
optimizing the wavefront shaping and mode mixing
techniques – along with sources delivering more than

two photons enabling the achieving of even higher di-
mensional transformations[56]. Additionally, the use
of more advanced detectors, either superconducting
nanowire single-photon detectors with near-unity quan-
tum efficiency[58] or SPAD cameras with more pixels[47,
59] could further improve the measurement capabili-
ties. The scalability and programmable nature of the
presented approach make it promising for applications
in quantum information processing, such as quantum
communication[2, 3] and quantum computing[33–36], es-
pecially in the perspective of using more detectors to test
different boson sampling protocols which can overcome
the capabilities of existing classical information process-
ing schemes[27, 56, 60, 61].
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Abstract: This Supplementary Material consist of three sections extending the content of the
main manuscript. Section SI presents the detailed description of the experimental setup used for
operation on photon pairs. Section SII shows the calibration of the position of SPAD23 array
in relative to the multimode fibre using CCD camera. Section SIII describes the procedure for
accidential coincidences and cross-talk subtraction from the measured data.

SI. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP DETAILS

The detailed scheme of our photon pairs source is pre-
sented in Fig. S1(a). A two-photon state is generated us-
ing the type-II spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) process in a 10-mm periodically poled potas-
sium titanyl phosphate crystal (ppKTP). The crystal is
pumped by a 405 nm single-mode continuous-wave laser
(DLproHP, Toptica) in a single spatial mode configura-
tion. In the process two orthogonaly-polarized photons
with a wavelength of 810 nm defined by a bandpass fil-
ter with a width of 1 nm are generated. To split the
photons with orthogonal polarization, we use a polarisa-
tion beam splitter (PBS). By adjusting the time delay
between the photons (δ1 in Fig. S1a and δ2 in Fig. S1b),
we can control the Hong-Ou-Mandel interference[1] and
measure its properties, as we change the distinguishabil-
ity of the photons. Using a half-wave plate we change
the polarization of one of the photon to make both of
them indistinguishable when shaping by the spatial light
modulator (SLM). The measured Hong-Ou-Mandel visi-
bility of photons from our SPDC source is approx. 95%.
Moreover, we can exchange photon source to a classical
laser light with a wavelength of 810 nm. Thus we can
perform calibration procedures such as cross-talk level
measurements (described in section SIII) and calibration
of SPAD23 and MMF relative positions much faster (sec-
tion SII).

Figure S1(b) depicts the setup module used for the
photons wavefront shaping. Two separate parts of the
SLM (Hamamatsu X10468-02, resolution 800x600 pixels,

∗ sylvain.gigan@lkb.ens.fr

20 µm pixel size) labeled as H and V, were illuminated
with two previously splitted photons created by SPDC
module (Fig. S1(a)). The SLM is shaping the wavefronts
of the photons, which are next merged on PBS, and then
directed into MMF (Thorlabs, GIF50C 50±2.5µm core
diameter, 55.3±0.1 cm length, NA = 0.2) placed in the
conjugate plane relative to the SLM. The MMF along
with SLM induces a specific linear network quantum op-
eration L on a 2-photon state [2–4], and modifying the
phase pattern si on the SLM allows for easy change of
this operator properties. The resulting speckle patterns
from the MMF were either imaged on the SPAD23 (Pi
Imaging Technology) or the CCD camera (FLIR Point
Grey: CMLN-13S2M-CS) after passing through a po-
larizing beam splitter (to choose just one particular po-
larization for which the TM was measured). The CCD
camera (resolution 1296 x 964 pixels, pixel size of 3.75
µm) has just been used to calibrate the relative position
of the MMF and SPAD23, as described in section SII.
We used 4-fold magnification to adjust the size of one
speckle mode of the MMF into single SPAD detector.
The photon arrival times are measured using SPAD23
detector and then we use Matlab scripts to calculate the
number of counts ni for each detector i and coincidences
Cij = ⟨ninj⟩t for each pair (i, j) per second in the post-
processing.

As a detector, we utilized SPAD23 model from Pi
Imaging Technology[5], a detector array consisting of
Single-Photon Avalanche Diodes (SPADs) using CMOS
technology[6, 7]. This detector offers a sub-ns temporal
resolution (120 ps jitter level), exhibits low dark noise
(less than 100 counts per second at 20oC), and a "dead
time" of approximately 50 ns[8]. The single detectors
are arranged in a hexagonal grid pattern with a mini-
mum distance of 23 µm between adjacent detectors. The
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FIG. S1. Full scheme of the experimental setup. (a) Photon-pairs generating module consist of cw-laser which pumps ppKTP
nonlinear crystal. In this process, two orthogonaly-polarized photons are emitted and then collected via separate single-mode
fibers (SMF). Half-wave plate anong with delay line δ1 were used to obtain the same polarization and time-overlapping of both
photons. Instead of blue-light emitting laser, the NIR source can be used for calibration purposes. F - narrow-band spectral
filter, PBS - polarizing beam splitter (b) SLM-based photon shaping module. After adjusting the relative distance δ2 of both
photons from the spatial light modulator (SLM), they are shaped by distinct parts of the SLM and subsequently impinging into
multimode fibre (MMF) placed in the Fourier plane relative to the SLM. As the SLM is working for one particular polarization
of light, the second photon is made polarization-orthogonal after SLM reflection. (c) SPAD23 or CCD camera detection
module. Using flip mirror we can choose SPAD23 or CCD as a detector. Because we control only one polarization during TM
measurement (and the detectors are polarization-insensitive), additional PBS is placed in front of the chosen detector to realize
linear network operator L for one particular output polarization of light.

radius of the single detector active area (native 24% fill
factor increased to 80% using array of microlenses) was
c.a. 5.85 µm. However, like all SPAD arrays SPAD23 is
prone to cross-talk, which occurs when a photon detected
by one of the array’s detectors is simultaneously counted
by a neighboring detector[6, 9]. While the probability of
cross-talk is low (approximately 0.1%), it affects the num-
ber of coincidences measured in our experiment but not
the number of photon counts[6]. To account for cross-
talk, we employed a calibration procedure described in
details in section SIII.

SII. ADJUSTMENT OF RELATIVE POSITION
BETWEEN MMF AND SPAD23

To ensure an accurate alignment of the SPAD23 detec-
tors in relative to the multimode fiber (MMF), we devel-
oped a calibration procedure decided below. It involves
using a classical coherent light source, a CCD camera,
and a spatial light modulator (SLM) to set a phase pat-
tern corresponding to focusing light on specific SPAD23
detector. First, we measured a transmission matrix (TM)
of the MMF fiber with the SPAD23 array and a laser
as the classical source of coherent light with Poissonian
statistics. After TM measurement we have changed the
output detector from SPAD23 to a CCD camera. Next,
based on TM calibration we display on the SLM the

phase patterns si that focus light scrambled after propa-
gation through MMF on a particular SPAD23 detector.
We captured the images of the focused light as well as
the random speckle patterns corresponding to the ran-
dom phase patterns displayed on the SLM, with the CCD
camera. To ensure our calibration procedure works cor-
rectly, we then replaced CCD by SPAD23 and repeat the
same procedure, obtaining histograms of photon counts
on each SPAD23 detector for a particular set of SLM pat-
terns si. To each CCD camera image of of the focused
light spot, we fitted a 2D-Gaussian function to deter-
mine its position accurately. Then we localized the po-
sitions of the fitted Gaussian functions within the region
where random speckle patterns can be registered. Fig-
ure S2 displays CCD images of focused light on specific
SPAD23 detector along with a corresponding 2D Gaus-
sian function. Additionally, the sum of all fits is also
shown is Fig. S3 along with a random speckle pattern
with marked SPAD23 detector positions recovered from
such fitting procedure. This calibration process ensures
the accurate alignment of the SPAD23 detectors with the
MMF fiber, enabling reliable measurements in the exper-
iments presented in the main manuscript.
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FIG. S2. Calibration of relative position between SPAD23 and multimode fiber (MMF). CCD images of focused light on
camera position corresponding to specific SPAD23 detector, along with 2D Gaussian functions fitted to each image and number
of counts collected by each SPAD23 detector are presented, respectively. As shown, we obtain good quality of focusing on any
of the detectors. All CCD camera images as well as histograms of SPAD23 detector counts are normalize to the maximum
value registered for one particular detector. This ensures reliable measurements using SPAD23 detectors. All camera images
are in the same scale, white bar equals 50µm.

SIII. ACCIDENTAL COINCIDENCES AND
CROSS-TALKS CORRECTION PROCEDURE

SPAD arrays’ compactness, high quantum efficiencies,
and time resolution allow them to become widely used
tools in many experimental applications and technology.
However, one of the inconveniences of using them is a
phenomenon called cross-talk. Cross-talk occurs when a
photon coming to one of the array’s detectors is counted
by another neighboring detector simultaneously. It is a

FIG. S3. (a) The sum of all Gaussian fits from Fig. S2 shows
the regular structure of SPAD23 detectors placed on a hexag-
onal grid. (b) CCD camera picture of a typical speckle pattern
from MMF along with marked positions (in red) of the detec-
tors extracted from (a). Each red circle has a diameter of two
standard deviations of a corresponding Gaussian fit.

rare phenomenon (around 0.1% probability for SPAD23
used in our experiment), therefore it does not affect the
photon count rate. Nevertheless, it strongly influences
the number of coincidences, which is critical in quantum
applications.

Another phenomenon that causes fake coincidence de-
tection is so-called accidental photons. Two photons ar-
rive at two different detectors simultaneously. However,
they weren’t created together in the SPDC source, and
they are distinguishable. Photons just accidentally ap-
peared on both detectors at the same time. The likeli-
hood of this phenomenon is proportional to the product
of the number of photons per second on both detectors.
To estimate an amount of accidental counts and cross-
talk we perform an experiment presented in Fig. S4. We
estimate these values with classical light generated by
the laser. We shape the wavefront of the laser beam by
displaying a random phase pattern sp on the SLM. The
light is coupled into the multi-mode fiber, which scram-
bles light. In the end, the MMF is imaged on the SPAD23
and creates the speckles. We measure the number of co-
incidences Ci,j and single photon counts ni, nj for each
detectors i, j.

Then we use this information to extract the number
of coincidences corresponding to real number of coinci-
dences excluding a cross-talk and accidentals during an
analogous experiment performed with SPDC. Figure S4
shows the schema of an experiment for cross-talk calibra-
tion. Such a solution allows us to illuminate each detec-
tor from the SPAD23 array with different light intensities
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FIG. S4. Configuration of the experiment used for measuring
accidental coincidences α and cross-talks counts β matrices
with a classical light laser source. There are shown several
example images registered by the CCD camera placed in a
position of SPAD23, when displaying different random pat-
terns si on the SLM. SPAD23 detectors registered random
number of counts for each particular si SLM pattern which in
the end enable us sampling the SPAD23 detectors responses
on the whole distribution of available photon counts.

and simplify finding the cross-talk and accidental counts.
In our analysis, we assume that we measure only the
coincidences caused by cross-talk and accidental counts,
because of the classical nature of the light. SPAD23 is
characterized by cross-talk events linear to the number
of detected photons [6]. To the data set containing Ci,J

and ni, nj we fit the coefficients αi,j and βi,j according
to equation:

Ci,j = αi,jninj∆t+ βi,jni + βj,inj , (1)

where ∆t is the coincidence bin window, αi,j and βi,j

are proportional coefficients for the accidental events, and
cross-talk parameter measured by the detectors i and j,
respectively for each sp realisation on the SLM. Due to

using many realisations of SLM patterns we could address
various number of counts ni and coincidences Ci,j . In our
calibration procedure, we create around 1000 speckle pat-

FIG. S5. Coefficients α and β used for the accidental coinci-
dences and cross-talk counts subtraction. The characteristic
structure shown in β matrix is defined by the SPAD23 ar-
ray geometry where particular detectors are places nearer or
further from each other. The presented results show that
cross-talk contribution is smaller than the coincidence events
comes from Poissonian distribution of incoming photon flux
in the classical laser beam.
terns to illuminate them on SPAD23. We acquire data
for 1 s to measure the number of counts and coincidences
for each SPAD23 detector. Thus we may smooth inter-
polation of Ci,j surface for undetected number of counts.

After obtaining matrices α and β shown in Fig. S5
we can estimate the number of classical light coinci-
dences and subtract them from the total number of co-
incidences obtained in the SPDC-type experiment with
photon pairs. Thus the HOM visibility and similarity
values (described in main manuscript) can be properly
calculated.
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