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Abstract

Calibrating the optical properties within the detection medium of a neutrino

telescope is crucial for determining its angular resolution and energy scale. For

the next generation of neutrino telescopes planned to be constructed in deep wa-

ter, such as the TRopIcal DEep-sea Neutrino Telescope (TRIDENT), there are

additional challenges due to the dynamic nature and potential non-uniformity

of the water medium. This necessitates a real-time optical calibration sys-

tem distributed throughout the large detector array. This study introduces a

custom-designed CMOS camera system equipped with rapid image processing

algorithms, providing a real-time optical calibration method for TRIDENT and

other similar projects worldwide. In September 2021, the TRIDENT Pathfinder

experiment (TRIDENT Explorer, T-REX for short) successfully deployed this

camera system in the West Pacific Ocean at a depth of 3420 meters. Within 30

minutes, about 3000 images of the T-REX light source were captured, allowing
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for the in-situ measurement of seawater attenuation and absorption lengths un-

der three wavelengths. This deep-sea experiment for the first time showcased

a technical demonstration of a functioning camera calibration system in a dy-

namic neutrino telescope site, solidifying a substantial part of the calibration

strategies for the future TRIDENT project.

Keywords: water-based neutrino telescope, optical calibration, CMOS

camera, light absorption and scattering models, deep-sea experiment

1. Introduction

High-energy neutrinos have ushered in a new era of astrophysics, serving

as unique messengers to unveil the mysteries surrounding the origins of cosmic

rays. Following the exciting discovery and subsequent studies of astrophysical

neutrinos by IceCube [1, 2, 3, 4], TRIDENT is proposed as a next-generation

neutrino telescope and planned to be constructed at a depth of approximately

3500 meters in the Western Pacific Ocean, north of the South China Sea [5].

TRIDENT aims to boost the search for high-energy neutrino sources and opti-

mize for all-flavor neutrino detection, paving the way for further investigations

into astrophysical neutrino production mechanisms within their sources and the

realm of new physics [6, 7, 8, 9]. The equatorial location of TRIDENT also

allows TRIDENT to provide complementary neutrino sky coverage alongside

IceCube. In September 2021, the TRIDENT Pathfinder experiment was con-

ducted as the first expedition for site selection. It successfully collected data on

oceanographic conditions and natural seawater radioactivity, with a particular

emphasis on measuring the optical properties of deep-sea water at a depth of

3420 meters. Additionally, the expedition tested ocean engineering technology

through the deployment of a detector prototype.

A neutrino telescope detects high-energy neutrinos by observing the Cherenkov

photons emitted by the relativistic secondary charged particles generated from

the neutrino interaction vertices. The direction and energy information of the

primary neutrinos can be reconstructed by analyzing the quantity and arrival

2



times of the Cherenkov photons received by the detector array. These pho-

tons, however, can undergo random absorption and scattering processes in the

medium before being detected [10]. Absorption processes can cause the loss of

photons as their energy is converted into undetectable atomic heat, while scat-

tering results in photon deflection, leading to blurred arrival times recorded by

the detector.

Therefore, accurate calibration of the optical properties of the medium is

crucial for optimizing the performance of a neutrino telescope, especially for

its angular resolution and energy scale. In the case of water-based neutrino

telescopes like TRIDENT, pure deep-sea water is expected to have less photon

scattering effect compared to glacial ice, but it also presents additional technical

challenges. These challenges include the dynamic nature of water, which can

cause time variations in optical parameters, and the large volume of water within

the detector array, potentially leading to local nonuniformities. To address these

effects and ensure accurate measurements, the development of a fast real-time

calibration system distributed among the detector array is necessary.

Various optical calibration techniques have been employed in existing neu-

trino telescopes, such as IceCube and ANTARES [11], and others under de-

velopment, including KM3NeT [12], Baikal-GVD [13], and P-ONE [14]. Most

of these experiments use Photomultiplier Tubes (PMTs) coupled with pulsing

light sources for their calibration strategies. Optical parameters are measured

by analyzing the received photon amounts at different distances or fitting the

accumulated photon arrival time distribution from the PMT data [15, 16, 17].

This approach is sensitive to photon absorption and scattering effects due to

the single-photon detection capability and precise time measurement of PMTs.

However, it also requires relatively long-duration data accumulation under the

single-photon detection mode to obtain sufficient photon statistics, which relies

on precise time synchronization between PMTs and the pulsing light source.

Moreover, the dynamic underwater environment can introduce additional back-

ground noise to the PMT signals [18], posing extra challenges for single-photon

selection. Additionally, transient deep-sea currents or bioactivity could lead to
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short-term variations in optical properties, potentially rising difficulties for the

long-duration photon accumulation process.

Some other alternative calibration techniques have also been explored, such

as specialized laser apparatus like AC9 [19] and Baikal-5D [20]. These instru-

ments achieve high accuracy through mature calibration strategies and well-

calibrated laser emitters and receivers. However, they are typically used for

localized optical measurements and require independent power and data trans-

mission systems, posing challenges for real-time calibration across different re-

gions within large detector arrays.

CMOS cameras, a well-established technology, offer great potential for op-

tical calibration in neutrino telescopes. Their compact size and low power con-

sumption facilitate easy integration into optical detection modules, enabling cal-

ibration coverage across entire detector arrays. Moreover, cameras can achieve

rapid calibration by operating with a stable light source, allowing for the ac-

cumulation of sufficient photon statistics even with milliseconds of exposure.

Ongoing related research is actively exploring the use of CMOS cameras in

neutrino telescopes for tasks such as bioluminescence monitoring and specific

optical calibration of glacial ice [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26].

In this paper, we present a real-time calibration system based on CMOS

cameras, designed for fast, real-time measurement of the optical properties of

deep-sea water. The system has been successfully demonstrated by the T-REX

mission for its robustness and accuracy [5]. The paper is structured as fol-

lows: Section 2 introduces the experimental settings and hardware design of

the T-REX and the camera system. Section 3 discusses the photon propaga-

tion models from previous experiments and introduces a refined optical model

for the T-REX. In Section 4, we present two methods for analyzing data from

the camera system to measure attenuation and absorption lengths. Section 5

presents the calibration strategies for the camera system. Finally, Section 6

provides a summary and outlook.
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2. Design of the T-REX and the camera system

16°

LEM

Figure 1: A schematic illustration of the T-REX.

The T-REX apparatus comprises a light emission module (LEM) and two

light receiver modules (LRMs): LRM-A and LRM-B, as shown in Figure 1.

LRM-A is positioned at a vertical distance of 21.56 ± 0.02 m from the LEM,

while LRM-B at 41.62± 0.04 m. Each LRM is equipped with a CMOS camera

(Cam-A or Cam-B) and three 3-inch PMTs, capable of detecting light signals

from the central LEM at two different distances. The LEM operates in two

emission modes: steady mode and pulsing mode. The steady mode ensures

consistent illumination for capturing clear images of the LEM by the cameras,
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while the pulsing mode is adapted for the PMT system [18]. To cover the

detectable waveband of Cherenkov radiation in water, the steady mode employs

LEDs with wavelengths of 405 nm, 460 nm, and 525 nm.

Throughout the T-REX deployment process, the entire apparatus was hoisted

by the research vessel using an umbilical cable, maintaining straight due to self-

gravity in the water. During the descent at water depths of 1200 m and 2021 m,

the camera system conducted periodic tests for image capture. Upon reaching

the target depth of 3420 m, the camera system was activated and carried out an

image acquisition process lasting approximately 30 minutes. It successfully cap-

tured about 3000 images of the LEM with all three wavelengths. Throughout

the retrieval procedure, both the camera system and environmental monitoring

sensors inside the LRMs remained operational, collecting data at various water

depths.

Figure 2: An illustration of the camera system’s size.

The camera system, as depicted in Figure 2, consists of a monochromatic 5

million-pixel camera paired with a 25 mm-focal-length lens, providing a viewing

angle of approximately 16◦ in water. Its automated control is facilitated by a

Raspberry Pi module, which supplies a 5.0 V driving voltage and enables data

transmission through its USB 3.0 port. Additionally, the Raspberry Pi mod-
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Figure 3: The control board of the camera system and assistant sensors.

ule is equipped with temperature-humidity and acceleration-rotation sensors.

These sensors monitor the internal environment and dynamic state of the LRM,

providing supplementary data such as the leaning angle and the rotation speed

along three axes. Upon activation of the Raspberry Pi module, both the camera

and the sensors automatically start data acquisition. The captured images and

sensor readings are then transmitted in real-time back to the research vessel

from the deep sea via the optical fiber within the umbilical cable. Furthermore,

a duplicate copy of the data is stored on a local Secure Digital Memory Card

(SD card) as a safeguard against potential transmission loss.

To accommodate uncertain underwater conditions and variations in the in-

trinsic light intensities of the LEM at three wavelengths, the camera system was

configured with a wide range of exposure time and gain combinations during

the experiment. The exposure time settings included 0.02 s, 0.05 s, 0.07 s, 0.11

s, 0.2 s, 0.5 s, and 1.0 s, while the gain settings ranged from 2 dB to 20 dB

with an increment of 2 dB. This configuration ensured that the captured image

gray values remained within the linear response range of the camera, avoiding
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potential saturation. For each exposure time and gain combination, the camera

recorded 20 images as repeated measurements.

The lower exposure time limit, 0.02 s, was set as a precaution against poten-

tial sway or disturbances of the LRM caused by underwater currents. It aimed

to maintain image motion blur below 0.7 pixels, considering a LEM moving

speed of 0.1 m/s within the field of view and a measurement distance of 20 m.

In practice, measurements of current speed [5] at 3420 m indicated speeds of less

than 10 cm/s, and data from dynamic sensors suggested minimal current dis-

turbances during the deployment process, as shown in Appendix A. Exposure

times of 0.05 s, 0.07 s, and 0.11 s were determined based on LEM calibration

results for three wavelengths [27]. Furthermore, exposure times of 0.2 s, 0.5

s, and 1.0 s primarily served for environmental monitoring, recording potential

biological activity, and capturing deployment dynamics.

3. Photon propagation models in less-scattering water

In this section, we present the adapted photon propagation models in deep-

sea water based on the T-REX design. Considering that the optical models

vary across different types of mediums and light source setups, we first give a

comprehensive review for the optical models commonly used in previous similar

experiments and compare their definitions of the optical parameters [15, 16, 17,

19, 28, 29].

Furthermore, we aim to construct a refined model, particularly for the case

of a spherical isotropic light source in a less-scattering water medium, using only

canonical optical parameters. We can then incorporate experimentally deter-

mined optical parameters into future neutrino telescope simulations, mitigating

systematic uncertainties in TRIDENT arising from optical simulations.

3.1. Attenuation effect in the light beam scenario

As a fundamental optical parameter, the attenuation length characterizes

the exponential decay of the intensity of a monochromatic light beam as it

traverses through a medium [30]:
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I(L) = I0 · e
− L

λatt (1)

Here, I0 represents the initial radiance of the light beam, and after traveling a

distance L, the remaining radiance along the incident direction is denoted as

I(L). The canonical attenuation length, λatt, is defined as the mean free path in

the medium, accounting for photon loss due to both absorption and scattering

processes, as illustrated in Figure 4. λatt can be further decomposed into two

independent components:

1

λatt

=
1

λabs

+
1

λsca

(2)

In this equation, λabs and λsca represent the absorption length and scattering

length, respectively. The scattering length encompasses the combined effects of

Rayleigh and Mie scattering, which are the dominant elastic scattering processes

in natural water. The physical models of Rayleigh and Mie scattering depend on

the size of the scatterer, characterized by different phase functions that describe

the angular distribution of scattered photons [31].

3.2. Absorption-scattering combination effect in the isotropic light source sce-

nario

For a spherical or point-like isotropic light source emitting photons in all

directions, however, Formula 1 should be modified to account for the additional

geometric symmetry.

Assuming the light source emits N0 photons in a short pulse, and a photon

detector is placed at a distance L with a small detection area dS. The detector

will first receive those directly-arrived photons that have not been absorbed or

scattered. At this moment, the scattered photons are still propagating due to

deflection, so they need longer light paths to reach the detector, as illustrated

in Figure 4. Therefore, if we only consider the number of the directly-arrived

photons, denoted as Ndir(L), it will still follow a similar exponential decrease

but with an additional inverse square term due to the spherical symmetry:
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(a) Light beam scenario

scattered photons

direct photons

(b) Direct photons from isotropic light source

(c) Compensating effect of scattered photons

Figure 4: Illustrations of the optical models for the light beam and isotropic light source

scenarios are shown. Panel (a) depicts the absorption and scattering processes in the light

beam scenario, where both lead to photon loss along the initial beam direction. Panels (b)

and (c) present the optical model in an isotropic pulsing light source scenario. In panel (b),

all the scattered photons follow a spherical symmetrical distribution illustrated by the outer

dashed line. The scattered photons, depicted by shallow blue arrows, arrive later than the

direct photons, depicted by deep blue arrows, due to deflection. Panel (c) illustrates the

compensating effect of scattered photons due to geometric symmetry, where the LRM placed

anywhere on the sphere receives the same scattering pattern. The green and blue arrows show

an example of the scattered photons compensating each other, indicating that the scattering

effect does not directly lead to photon loss in this scenario.
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Ndir(L) = N0 ·
dS

4πL2
· e−

L

λatt (3)

This formula presents an experimental strategy to measure the canonical

attenuation length by screening the arrival time of each photon with PMTs. In

practice, separating the directly-arrived photons is challenging due to intrinsic

time response uncertainties in both PMTs and the pulsing light source. Even

with nanosecond-level time response uncertainty, a non-negligible portion of

scattered photons, which have small scattering angles or are scattered near the

detector, can mix with the directly-arrived photons. Therefore, selecting only

photons with shorter arrival times from PMT data can introduce additional

measurement bias. This bias is investigated in our simulation study conducted

for the PMT system of the T-REX [32, 18, 27]. It also inspires the consideration

of selecting directly-arrived photons not solely based on the time information

but also from the angular distribution of the light field captured by the cameras.

This will be fully discussed later in the section of analysis methods 4.

For those scattered photons, they do not get filtered out like in the light beam

scenario but still follow a spherical symmetry distribution. This is because even

if some photons initially pointed towards the detector are deflected away, there

are also some scattered photons compensating for this direction, initially emitted

in another direction. Under an isotropic light source and medium assumption,

these two effects balance out due to geometric symmetry. Therefore, when

calculating the total number of photons, including both scattered and directly-

arrived photons at distance L, Equation 3 is no longer valid. Moreover, scattered

photons are more likely to be absorbed due to their longer light paths compared

to non-scattered ones. This absorption-scattering combination effect can lead

to additional photon loss, which becomes significant when L ≳ λsca.

To quantify the total number of detectable photons N(L) at distance L, an

effective model is commonly applied in previous experiments [15, 17]:

N(L) = N0 ·
dS

4πL2
· e

− L

λeff,att (4)
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Here, λeff,att represents the effective attenuation length, which differs from the

canonical attenuation length λatt in Equation 3. It’s worth noting that λeff,att

is not strictly an intrinsic parameter of the medium but rather a function de-

pendent on L, λabs, and λsca. This dependency arises because the proportion

of multi-scattered photons increases with L, causing the additional photon loss

to vary with distance due to the absorption-scattering combination effect. For

a short measurement distance L ≪ λsca, the scattering effect in the medium is

weak, allowing λeff,att to converge to λabs. However, in water-based neutrino

telescopes, the typical inter-string distance is on the same order as λsca, leading

to non-negligible scattering effects even though absorption typically dominates.

3.3. A refined model for isotropic light source in less-scattering water

To better describe the scattering effect in the medium, the effective scatter-

ing length λeff,sca has been introduced in previous works [28, 29] to represent

the average effect of multiple scattering in a diffusive medium like glacial ice.

Its definition combines the canonical scattering length with the typical mean

scattering angle ⟨cosθ⟩, based on an assumption of infinite scattering times:

λeff,sca =
λsca

1− ⟨cosθ⟩
(5)

However, the deep-sea water typically has a much longer scattering length

than glacial ice, so it cannot be treated as a diffusive medium with infinite

scattering times among the detector array. Therefore, it’s motivated to establish

a model for a less-scattering water medium that describes N(L) at a distance L,

considering both the longer light paths of scattered photons and the absorption-

scattering combination effect.

N(L) = N0 ·
dS

4πL2
· e

− L

λabs (6)

In this model, we use L to replace L, representing the weighted mean light

path of all detected photons after scattering. L is an analytic function depending

on L, the Rayleigh and Mie scattering lengths, and their phase functions. With
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the definition of L, the absorption effect can be separated from scattering, al-

lowing the canonical absorption length to be directly applied in the exponential

decay term to account for the total photon loss.

In Appendix B, we provide a detailed analytical calculation of the first and

second order of L. This model exhibits good numerical accuracy when fitting

data from Geant4 simulations [32]. The results also demonstrate the model’s

validity even when L is in the same order as λsca.

This refined model presents a more accurate description of the photon dis-

tribution in less-scattering deep-sea water adapted to the T-REX. As a direct

application, it provides an alternative method for measuring λabs using the PMT

system [32]. By counting the scattered photons within a specific arrival time bin

ti, corresponding to a fixed photon light path Li in water, λabs can be calculated

from the ratio of the number of these photons detected by LRM-A and LRM-B.

4. Analysis methods for optical measurements with the camera sys-

tem

Based on the above study of optical models, this section presents two analysis

methods established for the camera system to measure the canonical optical pa-

rameters from images captured by the LRMs: the Icenter method for measuring

λatt and the statistical χ2 method for measuring λabs and λsca.

4.1. Icenter method for λatt measurement

In T-REX, the cameras inside the two LRMs can be considered as pinhole

cameras because of their long distances from the LEM. Therefore, each pixel

of the camera records the radiance from a specific direction from the LEM.

The gray value of each pixel is proportional to the number of received photons.

Since the size of the LEM only occupies a 0.6◦ and 1.1◦ viewing angle for Cam-A

and Cam-B, respectively, the directly-arrived photons from the LEM are highly

collimated and concentrated in the center pixels on the image. Conversely,

the scattered photons form a scattering halo around the center pixels, with
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a widely-spread angular distribution. Therefore, by analyzing the gray values

of the LEM centroid pixel on the images, scattered photons can be effectively

excluded. Consequently, according to Formula 1:

IA = I0 · f · e−LA/λatt (7a)

IB = I ′0 · f · e−LB/λatt (7b)

λatt = −(LA − LB)/ ln(−
IA
IB

· I
′
0

I0
) (7c)

Here, IA and IB represent the mean gray values of the pixels around LEM

centroid on the images recorded by Cam-A and Cam-B, respectively, with the

same exposure time and gain. LA and LB are the measurement distances be-

tween the LEM and the cameras, and LA is approximately twice as long as LB ,

as illustrated in Figure 5. The factor I0/I
′
0 denotes the ratio of light emission

intensity between the two sides of the LEM, accounting for the intrinsic non-

uniformity of the light source. This ratio is pre-calibrated in the laboratory

before the deep-sea experiment [27]. The transmission rate f accommodates

for the additional photon loss at the water-glass-air interfaces, which can be

canceled out in a relative measurement.

!" !#
Image recorded
by Cam-A

Image recorded
by Cam-B

$" $#

Figure 5: An illustration of Icenter method. The blue lines show the viewing angles occupied

by the LEM for Cam-A and Cam-B, which are 0.6◦ and 1.1◦. The red dashed lines show the

unit solid angle of a single pixel. We analyze the mean gray values of the center pixels marked

on the images to calculate λatt.

As mentioned above, the Icenter method relies on the angular distribution of

the light field to select direct photons, necessitating a sufficiently small viewing
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angle occupied by the LEM to exclude most scattered photons. Compared to

screening their arrival times by PMTs, the residual scattered photons within

such a small viewing angle typically amount to less than 10%, as indicated by

simulation studies [32]. Therefore, the potential measurement bias of the Icenter

method can be calculated to be less than 4%, even under simulation settings

where the scattering length is less than 30 m [32].

For the image processing in the Icenter method, we first filter out images with

no saturated pixels. Given an 8-bit camera, the upper limit for gray values is

255, and our pre-calibration confirms a safe linear response region for gray values

ranging from 5 to 240, as detailed in 5.1. Within each selected image, we analyze

the gray value distribution and locate the centroid of the LEM. Subsequently,

we crop the image around this centroid to obtain a uniform 300×300 pixel size,

as illustrated in Figure 6. This cropping procedure ensures precise alignment

of the LEM in each image and facilitates subsequent stacking analysis, thereby

reducing statistical uncertainties.

LRM-A
Depth = 1221 m,  Wavelength = 460 nm
ExpT & Gain: 0.05s_g08

!"

65 Pixels

LRM-B
Depth = 1221 m,  Wavelength = 460 nm
ExpT & Gain: 0.05s_g08

!#

130 Pixels

Figure 6: An illustration of image processing. The dashed yellow circle indicates the profile

of the LEM on each images. The central region is selected for calculating the mean gray value

of the centroid pixel.

In the next step, we employ a fitting method to extract the intrinsic noise

from CMOS pixels, as illustrated in Figure 7. Since the scattered photons have a
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widely spread distribution on the image, we analyze the gray value distribution

in the outer region of the image, which encompasses both scattered photons

and the random background noise. To minimize uncertainties arising from the

integer gray values near zero, we define pixel bands where all the pixels have an

identical radius from the centroid and then calculate the mean gray value of each

pixel band. The mean gray values of these pixel bands exhibit an exponential

decrease as the radius increases, enabling us to extract the constant background

contribution via fitting. Subsequently, we calculate the mean gray value of 100

pixels around the centroid and subtract the background contribution to obtain

IA and IB, which are then used to determine the attenuation length λatt.

Radius

Pixel bands

log-scale:

Figure 7: An illustration of the fitting method to obtain the image background. The left plot

shows the gray value distribution of the image under the log scale, which can depict the weak

scattered light. The right plot shows the mean gray value of each pixel band, and the image

background can be obtained by an exponential fitting.

In terms of uncertainty estimation in the Icenter method, systematic uncer-

tainties primarily stem from the experimental setup of measurement distances

LA and LB , as well as the calibration of the light source. Other systematic

uncertainties, which equally impact both LRMs, such as photon loss at glass

shell interfaces as discussed earlier, and the response efficiency of the camera’s

CMOS sensor under deep-sea temperatures, can be mitigated through the rel-

ative measurement strategy. Statistical uncertainty arises from the calculation

of the mean gray value.
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In summary, the Icenter method demonstrates great robustness to measure at-

tenuation length, even if Cam-A and Cam-B capture only a few images each. It

can be applied for real-time optical calibration of the future TRIDENT project.

4.2. Statistical χ2 test for λabs and λsca measurement

To further obtain the λabs and λsca, we established a statistical χ2 model to

extract the best-fitting optical parameters by comparing the gray value distri-

bution of the simulated images and the real images. We scanned the possible

parameter space of λabs, λsca, ⟨cosθ⟩ and refractive index for all three wave-

lengths in Geant4 simulation [32].

The pre-processing steps for real images in this method are the same as

those for the Icenter method mentioned earlier, which include image cropping

and background fitting. After these steps, we convert the 2D image into a 1D

gray value distribution profile by retaining the mean gray value of each pixel

band. A joint normalization is then applied to both Cam-A and Cam-B data

using the same normalization factor, denoted as
∑

i Gi. Here, Gi represents the

gray value of the i-th pixel on the Cam-A image. This normalization process

ensures that the initial gray value ratio between the two cameras is preserved.

Fitting area
Pixel band

Simulated image
L=21.56m

From LRM-B

Figure 8: A comparison of a simulated image example and a real images captured at 21.56

m, which are applied in statistical χ2 analysis method. The dashed white circle indicates the

fitting area in this analysis.

For the simulation data processing, several steps are taken to incorporate

the calibrated response characteristics of the cameras and the LEM. Firstly, we
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re-weight the emitted photons from the isotropic light source in the simulation

based on a pre-calibrated emission profile that describes the nonuniformity of

our LEM. Secondly, we apply a 2D-Gaussian Point Spread Function (PSF) to the

simulated images to account for the potential defocusing effect of the cameras.

The parameter in the PSF is treated as a nuisance parameter and is used in

the global fitting process. Additionally, we consider the factor I ′0/I0 during the

normalization of the simulated images before converting them into 1D arrays.

The χ2 value is then calculated bin by bin using the following model:

χ2 =

N∑
i=1

[Mi − Ti(1 +
∑K

k=1 ϵk)]
2

σ2
Mi + σ2

Ti

+

K∑
k=1

ϵ2k
σ2
k

. (8)

Here, Mi represents the normalized mean gray value of the i-th pixel band

in the real image, while Ti corresponds to the simulated value. σMi and σTi

are uncorrelated uncertainties, such as statistical fluctuations in the measured

gray value of the pixel bands and the simulated photon number in the i-th bin.

ϵk represents nuisance parameters added as penalty terms, which account for

several uncorrelated systematic uncertainties including uncertainties in LA and

LB, the factor I ′0/I0, and the parameter setting of the Gaussian PSF.

Figure 9: The optical parameters with the best fit to the data recorded at 3420 m. The black

points represent the data obtained from real images, while the red and blue points correspond

to the simulated data.
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By minimizing χ2 within the simulation phase space, we can determine the

values of λabs and λsca separately, as depicted in Figure 9. However, distinguish-

ing between Mie and Rayleigh scattering from the overall effect of λsca remains

challenging. A more detailed distinction can be achievable through χ2 fitting of

the full image area, encompassing the weak scattering light illustrated in Figure

7. This aspect is currently under development.

5. Calibration of the camera system

To calibrate the performance of the camera system, several experiments were

conducted to test both the hardware and measurement methods, ensuring their

suitability for the deep-sea experiment.

5.1. Linear response calibration

One important aspect is to verify the linear response of the CMOS sensor of

the cameras. In this test, a steady light source was installed in a darkroom, and

images were captured with varying exposure times ranging from 1 ms to 350 ms

while the gain setting on the cameras remained the same. Since the exposure

time is directly proportional to the light intensity, the camera’s response can

be evaluated by analyzing the gray values of identical pixels of the captured

images.

The test results, as shown in Figure 10, demonstrate a stable linear response

within the operating range of the cameras before reaching the gray value satu-

ration. This figure also illustrates the in-situ self-calibration performed during

the deep-sea experiment, further ensuring the consequent analysis.

5.2. Low-temperature calibration

To ensure expected performance in deep-sea environments, we conducted

a temperature-controlled experiment to calibrate the camera system together

with the LEM. As previously mentioned, I ′0/I0 is a critical input parameter

in the Icenter method, encompassing the influence of both the emission non-

uniformity of the LEM and the camera response. To evaluate this parameter’s
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Figure 10: The left panel shows laboratory test results, while the right panel depicts self-

calibration data from the actual deep-sea experiment at a depth of 3420 m. Both demonstrate

the camera’s stable linear response with a goodness of fit larger than 0.99.

sensitivity to temperature variations, we conducted a test where we captured

images under identical experimental settings at two temperatures: 2.1± 0.5◦C

and 18.9± 0.5◦C. We then compared the measured I ′0/I0 values and estimated

the potential uncertainty. The results indicate that the low-temperature effect

on system performance is negligible, with an influence of less than 1% for all

three wavelengths. Calibration results at 460 nm, for example, are depicted in

Figure 11.

Additionally, in this experiment, we accurately characterized the LEM’s light

emission profile, which accounts for the non-uniformity of light intensity emit-

ted from different latitudes in both hemispheres. This profile is influenced by

factors such as 3D printing tolerances, shadows of wires, and internal LED po-

sitioning. This calibrated profile served as an input for subsequent simulations

and analyses to ensure reliable data interpretation.

5.3. Long-distance test in air

To ensure the suitability of the camera’s focal length and viewing angle

for long-distance measurements in the deep sea, we conducted tests in a dark

environment with varying distances ranging from 5.2±0.1 m to 41.2±0.1 m. For

each wavelength of the LEM, we adjusted its initial light intensity and selected

specific camera exposure time and gain configurations to compensate for the
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𝑰𝟎 = 𝟗𝟖. 𝟓 ± 𝟐. 𝟖
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′ = 𝟏𝟐𝟒. 𝟕 ± 𝟒. 𝟓

𝑰𝟎
′ /𝑰𝟎 = 𝟏. 𝟐𝟔 ± 𝟎. 𝟎𝟒

18.9℃ 460nm

𝑰𝟎 = 𝟗𝟔. 𝟗 ± 𝟐. 𝟔
18.9℃ 460nm

𝑰𝟎
′ = 𝟏𝟐𝟑. 𝟕 ± 𝟓. 𝟖

𝑰𝟎
′ /𝑰𝟎 = 𝟏. 𝟐𝟕 ± 𝟎. 𝟎𝟓

Calibration of light emission PDF (2.1℃ 460nm )

Figure 11: The results from low-temperature calibration. The left plot shows the calibration

results of I′0/I0 at two different temperatures at 460 nm. The right panel shows the normalized

light emission profile of the LEM.

wavelength-dependent attenuation effect underwater.

Additionally, we analyzed the recorded images at varying distances and ap-

plied the Hough-Circle algorithm to extract the LEM radius on the images,

aiming to test potential distortion. The results, as illustrated in Figure 12,

showed that the radius of the LEM in the images followed a 1/L decrease as the

distance changed, confirming the assumption of a pin-hole camera.

Furthermore, this experiment can also serve as a control test for the Icenter

method. According to Formula 7c, the mean gray value of the centroid pixel

should remain nearly constant as the distances change because the attenuation

effect of air is negligible at this distance level. This was confirmed by the results,

as depicted in Figure 13. Furthermore, we verified that the sum of all gray values

followed the expected 1/L2 decrease, as determined by Formula 6.

5.4. Water tank experiment

To simulate the underwater experiment in the laboratory, we designed a

custom water tank and conducted a scaled-down experiment to test the camera

system and measure the attenuation length of tap water using the Icenter method.

As depicted in Figure 14, the stainless steel water tank was crafted with

dimensions of 3.5 m in length, 0.5 m in width, and 0.5 m in height. It featured
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Figure 12: The upper panel shows example images captured at four typical distances in the

air, with dashed yellow circles indicating the radius obtained by the Hough-Circle algorithm.

In the lower panel, the fitting result of the LEM radius varying with distances confirms the

assumption of a pin-hole camera.

a flanged window welded on one side and two parallel guide rails on the bot-

tom. The flange, with a diameter of 25 cm, housed an organic glass window

to accommodate the camera inside the tube and isolate it from the water. The

guide rails, measuring 320±1 cm in length, were equipped with a precise length

scale with 1 cm accuracy to facilitate the movement of a light source platform

along the rails. The design with two guide rails helped minimize movement

uncertainties in other dimensions during the sliding operation.

For the experiment, we used a miniature light source comprising a single

LED embedded in a 2.5 cm Teflon ball, which served as both a light diffuser

and a waterproofing outer shell. During the experiment, we placed a large light-

absorbing cloth on the inner surface and added three black covers to the top of

the tank, all of which were immersed in water. This setup aimed to minimize

light reflection on the internal stainless steel surfaces and the water-air interface,

with the reflection rate measured to be less than 5%.

During the experiment, the camera first recorded images of the light source
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Figure. 13: The left panel shows the test results of the Icenter method conducted in the air

for all three wavelengths. The mean gray values of the LEM centroid at varying distances

remain almost constant, reflecting the negligible attenuation effect. In the right panel, the

sum of gray values in the image follows a 1/L2 exponential decrease at different measurement

distances in the air.

3.5m

L = 3.5 m


















































W
 =

 0
.5

 m



Guide rails Flanged window


Water tank cover Light-absorbing cloth

Figure 14: Experimental setup of the water tank. The upper panel showcases the internal

design, including the flanged window and the guide rails. Meanwhile, the lower image shows

the setup with the light-absorbing cloth and a cover on top.

at distances ranging from 100 ± 1 cm to 300 ± 1 cm without water. Then

the measurements were repeated after filling the tank with tap water. The

compared results, shown in Figure 15, indicated that the mean gray value of
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Figure 15: Test results of the Icenter method in the water tank experiment. The left panel

shows the nearly constant gray values of the light source centroid obtained at varying distances

in the air. The right panel illustrates the fitting result of the exponential decay of the mean

gray value of the centroid in the water.

the light source centroid remained nearly constant in the air, consistent with

the results of the previous long-distance test. In water, the decay of the mean

gray value followed an exponential law, as described in the Icenter method, and

the attenuation length was fitted.

This experiment successfully verified the Icenter method in water, and it

also demonstrated the water tank as a useful facility for laboratory underwater

calibration of optical modules in the future.

5.5. Focal length calibration in water

To account for the optical refraction caused by the glass shell’s curvature

and the refractive index difference between the inside and outside of the shell,

we conducted an experiment in a large ship model towing tank located on the

Minahng campus of Shanghai Jiao Tong University to re-calibrate the focal

length of our cameras for underwater imaging.

The towing tank has a depth of 7.5 meters, a length of 300 meters, and a

width of 15 meters, providing an ideal experimental environment. During the

calibration process, we deployed a waterproof light source with a 15 cm diameter

to the bottom of the towing tank. The camera captured images through the

glass shell on the water’s surface, as depicted in Figure 16. By adjusting the
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Figure 16: An illustration of the towing tank experiment for testing the additional optical

refraction effect. A scaled-down waterproof light source was deployed to the bottom of the

towing tank to help adjust the camera’s focal length.

camera’s focal length in this setup, we aimed to ensure clear image recording

under underwater conditions.

The viewing angle occupied by the miniature light source at a depth of 7.5

m was approximately equivalent to that of the LEM with a diameter of 43

cm placed at a distance of 21.6 m, corresponding to the experimental setup

of T-REX. Additionally, the brightness of the waterproof light source could be

controlled remotely, allowing us to simulate various water conditions and adjust

the camera’s exposure time and gain settings accordingly.

Given that the water’s refractive index slightly differs from actual seawater

and considering the different depths of fields for Cam-A and Cam-B in T-REX,

which could also mildly affect the imaging process, we introduced a PSF for our

data analysis, as discussed earlier. In the future, autofocus can be considered a

significant update for the camera system.
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6. Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we present a costum-designed camera system tailored for real-

time optical calibration in water-based neutrino telescopes, addressing the po-

tential time-varying or non-uniform optical parameters due to the dynamic wa-

ter. This system has been successfully demonstrated in TRIDENT’s Pathfinder

experiment.

We discuss existing light propagation models used in previous experiments

and have introduced a modified version that accurately describes photon prop-

agation in a less-scattering water medium, originating from a spherically sym-

metrical light source. This refined model accounts for the combined effects of

scattering and absorption using only canonical optical parameters.

We then introduced two analysis methods: the Icenter method for rapid mea-

surement of the attenuation length (λatt) and a statistical χ2 test for decoding

the absorption length (λabs) and scattering length (λsca). A comprehensive

laboratory-based calibration procedure was conducted to account for potential

factors influencing the camera system’s performance.

For future application, the camera system’s compact size enables easy in-

stallation within the glass pressure vessel, and its remote control capability

facilitates image capture under varying exposure times and gain settings to

accommodate different water conditions. Efficient data transmission and im-

age processing algorithms make it well-suited for real-time optical calibration

of water-based neutrino telescopes. Our future endeavors include system up-

grades, such as autofocus for cameras, integration into new calibration mod-

ules, and the development of a more comprehensive calibration method using a

fully-functional water tank.
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Appendix A. Supplementary sensor data analysis

During the T-REX deployment, ocean currents can affect the apparatus’s

orientation, potentially causing the LRMs to tilt and deviate from the vertical

direction. This deviation reflects on the LEM shifting from the center of the

camera’s viewing angle. To monitor this influence, accelerometers were installed

inside the two LRMs, as introduced above. By analyzing the acceleration vari-

ations in three directions, the angle of inclination of the LRM from the vertical

direction can be reconstructed, as shown in Figure A.17.

In addition, the acceleration in the vertical direction is influenced by the force

on the cable and the fluctuation of the research vessel on the sea surface. We

observed that the vertical acceleration exhibits periodic behavior, with Fourier

analysis revealing a period of about 5 to 10 seconds, as shown in Figure A.18.
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Figure A.17: An example of the real-time gestures performed by two LRMs during the T-

REX deployment. It showcases the angular attitude reconstruction of LRM-A and LRM-B,

presenting the existing but acceptable tilt.

Figure A.18: The plot displays sensor data of acceleration in the vertical direction, offering

additional evidence of the real-time dynamic stability of the apparatus.
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Appendix B. Refined Model for photon propagation in scatter-less

water

Building upon the discussion in Section 3, where we discussed light propaga-

tion models, we now aim to establish a refined model for the attenuation effect

in a scatter-less water medium. This model considers a point-like or spherically

isotropic light source emitting photons uniformly. The light source is positioned

at the center of a spherical receiving surface with a radius of R. Before the

photons are received by the detector, they undergo multiple scattering, leading

to an optical path length L that is greater than R. The basic idea is to calculate

each order of the weighted mean optical path length, L, for photons that scat-

ters once, twice and multiple times. Then we can incorporate the absorption

effect as a weighting term based on the optical path length.

Appendix B.1. The First-Order Scattering Coefficient

To begin with, we calculate the geometric optical path for photons that

scatter once, as depicted in Figure B.19. In this scenario, a photon scatters at

a random distance x from the point light source, then propagates a distance

y to the detection sphere, at a scattering angle of θ. The mean optical path

for these photons can be determined using Formula B.1, where L1 = x + y.

The weight factor Psca is defined by Formula B.2, and βsca(cos θ) represents the

phase function for photons undergoing Mie or Rayleigh scattering.

L1 =

∫ R

0
dx

∫ π

0
(− sin θ)dθ L1(x, θ) · Psca∫ R

0
dx

∫ π

0
(− sin θ)dθ Psca

(B.1)

Psca = βsca(cos θ) · e−
L1(x,θ)
λsca (B.2)

βsca(cos θ) =


βmie(cos θ) =

1
2

1−µ2

(1+µ2−2µ cos θ)
3
2

µ = ⟨cosθ⟩

βray(cos θ) =
3
8 (1 + cos2 θ)

(B.3)
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Figure B.19: Left panel: optical path of photons that scatter once. Right panel: optical path

of photons that scatter twice.

Considering the mixture of two kinds of scattering, the weight factor can

comprise two components:

Pmix = [
βmie(cos θ)

λmie
+

βray(cos θ)

λray
] · e−( 1

λmie
+ 1

λray
)L1(x,θ) (B.4)

To simplify the description of this scattering effect, we introduce the defini-

tion of the first-order scattering coefficient, c1, and have L1 = c1R. We com-

pared this analytically calculated c1 with Geant4 simulation results, as shown

in Figure B.20.

It can be seen that the analytical c1 is perfectly matched with the numerical

results from Geant4 simulation which verifies the correctness of the first-order

scattering average optical path L1.

Appendix B.2. The Second-Order Scattering Coefficient

Similarly, for all the photons scatters twice, the mean optical path can be

calculated by building a model shown in Figure B.19, where the photons firstly

scatter at the distance of x and at a scattering angle of θ1, then secondly scatter

at another distance of y with a scattering angle of θ2 and the azimuth angle of

φ. The optical path of the photon can be obtained by:
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L2(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) = x+ y + a(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) + b(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) (B.5)

where,

a(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) = −[x(sin θ1 sin θ2 sinφ+ cos θ1 cos θ2) + y cos θ2] (B.6)

b2(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) = x2(sin2 θ1 sin
2 θ2 sin

2 φ+ cos2 θ1 cos
2 θ2 + 2 cos θ1 cos θ2 sin θ1 sin θ2 sinφ− 1)

+ xy(2 cos θ1 cos
2 θ2 + 2 cos θ2 sin θ2 sin θ1 sinφ− 2 cos θ1) + y2(cos2 θ2 − 1)

+R2

(B.7)

L2 =

∫ R

0
dx

∫ π

0
(− sin θ1)dθ1

∫ f(x,θ1)

0
dy

∫ π

0
(− sin θ2)dθ2

∫ 2π

0
dφ L2(x, y, θ1, θ2, φ) · Psca∫ R

0
dx

∫ π

0
(− sin θ1)dθ1

∫ f(x,θ1)

0
dy

∫ π

0
(− sin θ2)dθ2

∫ 2π

0
dφ Psca

(B.8)

Here, the integral interval of y is [0, f(x, θ1)], where f(x, θ1) is given by:.

f(x, θ1) = −x cos θ1 +

√
R2 − x2 sin2 θ1 (B.9)

And the weight factor:

Psca = βsca(cos θ1) · βsca(cos θ2) · e−
L2(x,y,θ1,θ2,φ)

λsca (B.10)

where βsca(cos θ1) and βsca(cos θ2) are phase distribution functions for the first

scattering and second scattering, respectively.

Similarly, the second-order scattering coefficient c2 is defined L2 = c2R. The

analytical and numerical solution c2 obtained by analytical solution and Geant4

simulation with the change of R is shown in Figure B.20.

The conclusion drawn from the model is that each order of scattering effect

is associated with a coefficient ci, and the weight factor is influenced by the

exponentially decreasing probability of multiple scattering. This model provides

valuable insights as it demonstrates that all the essential optical parameters

can be derived from the total light intensity detected at different distances.

Furthermore, in the context of the PMT system of T-REX, the recorded arrival
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Figure B.20: Scatter coefficients with λmie = 50m, λray = 200m and ⟨cosθ⟩ = 0.9. Left

panel: c1 = L1/L. Right panel: c2 = L2/L.

time of each photon directly corresponds to the average optical path length L.

This enables the absorption length to be easily and independently determined

by incorporating a re-weighting factor into the photon counts recorded in each

time bin by Cam-A and Cam-B.

Appendix C. The double imaging phenomenon

During the dynamic T-REX retrieval process, a phenomenon of double imag-

ing was observed in the images captured by LRM-A, as shown in Figure C.21.

This phenomenon occurred when the LEM was nearly out of the viewing field

of the LRM-A’s camera. At this particular viewing angle, the image appeared

as two overlapping circles, with a distance of approximately 15 pixels between

their centers. We repeated this phenomenon in subsequent lab tests using LRM-

A and estimated the potential uncertainties. The investigation revealed that a

small area of the glass surface in front of the camera exhibited unevenness,

causing inconsistent refraction of light at certain viewing angles.

To illustrate the impact of uneven areas on the light propagation path, we

employed Ray Optics Simulation, assuming that this uneven surface acts as a

small-angle slope, as shown in Figure C.21. Through geometric optics calcu-

lations, we determined that for small slope angles, the difference in imaging

distance on the CMOS sensor due to incident light is approximately linear with
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Figure C.21: The Ghosting Phenomenon of almost two images.

the slope angle. Considering practical parameters such as the thickness of the

glass shell, we found that the slope angle is approximately 1.6◦ when the dis-

tance between the centers is 15 pixels, confirming our hypothesis.

In conclusion, this double image effect occurs only at a particular angle and

contribute negligible uncertainties to the normal image-taking process. How-

ever, it provided valuable insights that the application of the camera system

requires a smooth optical glass shell.
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[6] N. Song, S. W. Li, C. A. Argüelles, M. Bustamante, A. C. Vincent, The Fu-

ture of High-Energy Astrophysical Neutrino Flavor Measurements, JCAP

04 (2021) 054. arXiv:2012.12893, doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/

054.
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