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Abstract: Superconducting nanostrip photon detectors have been used as single photon detectors,
which can discriminate only photons’ presence or absence. It has recently been found that they
can discriminate the number of photons by analyzing the output signal waveform, and they
are expected to be used in various fields, especially in optical quantum information processing.
Here, we improve the photon-number-resolving performance for light with a high-average photon
number by pattern matching of the output signal waveform. Furthermore, we estimate the
positive-operator-valued measure of the detector by a quantum detector tomography. The result
shows that the device has photon-number-resolving performance up to five photons without any
multiplexing or arraying, indicating that it is useful as a photon-number-resolving detector.

© 2021 Optical Society of America

1. Introduction

Photon detectors, which can count photons, are widely used in many fields, including quantum
optics [1], metrology [2], or imaging [3], where ultra-weak light detection is required. Typically,
photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) [4], avalanche photodiodes (APDs) [5], superconducting nanostrip
photon detectors (SNSPDs) [6], and superconducting transition edge sensors (TESs) [7] are in use.
Most of these detectors, except TESs or other special detectors [8] , are single-photon detectors
that only determine the presence or absence of photons. In contrast, photon-number-resolving
detectors (PNRDs) such as TESs, which can discriminate even the number of photons, are desired
as ideal detectors in myriad fields [9–12].

Very recently, the quantum computational advantage with photons has been demonstrated by
Gaussian boson sampling, where 100 single-photon detectors based on SNSPDs were used [13].
However, since realistically available detectors are limited to single-photon detectors, one can
perform only approximate calculations. Replacing the single-photon detectors with PNRDs
would essentially advance such research. Besides, in continuous-variable quantum information
processing [14–16], it is essential to generate a special quantum state called non-Gaussian
quantum states of light toward fault-tolerant universal quantum computer, where a PNRD is a
key component [17,18]. Although non-Gaussian quantum states have been actively studied using
various types of photon detectors [9, 10, 19–21], PNRDs that can be easily incorporated into real
experimental systems are highly demanded.

There are two main ways to realize a PNRD. One is to multiplex single-photon detectors
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spatially or temporally. Geiger mode APDs [3,22] or SNSPDs [23–26] are often used. These
methods achieve compact photon-number-resolving performance by laying out the sensor in a
small area, which are quite versatile for many applications. The other way is to use a single element
sensor with photon-number-resolving performance, such as a TES, which can discriminate the
photon number with almost unity detection efficiency [27, 28].

However, it is known that to realize an ideal PNRD by the method of multiplexed single-
photon detectors is challenging task from theoretical considerations, especially in optical-
quantum-information-processing applications, where one must need to know the exact photon
number [29–32]. This can be explained based on a positive-operator-valued-measure (POVM)
formalism, which mathematically characterize a non-projective quantum detectors such as PNRDs
(the details can be found in a later section) [32]. If we know the POVM elements {𝜋𝑛} of
a detector, we can calculate the output statistics of the detector with respect to the input as
𝑝𝑛,𝜌 = tr[𝜌𝜋𝑛], where 𝑝𝑛,𝜌 is the output statistics of obtaining detection outcome 𝑛 when a
quantum state 𝜌 is input. Also, by measuring the POVM of a detector, we can determine how
close the detector is to the perfect PNRD. For example, let us consider a target detector to measure
the photon number state (also known as Fock state) |𝑛〉. In the case of a perfect PNRD, when
the detector output is 𝑛, the input state can be determined to be |𝑛〉 with 100% probability, that
is, 𝜋𝑛 = |𝑛〉〈𝑛|. Surprisingly, the probability that the input state is |𝑛〉 is the highest when the
detector output is 𝑛, even if the detection efficiency of the PNRD is somewhat low [32]. In
contrast, in the case of multiplexed single-photon detectors to mimic an PNRD, an unrealistic
number of single-photon detectors with almost 100% detection efficiency must be multiplexed to
achieve the same result of the single-element PNRD mentioned above. In practical, the PNRD
required for optical-quantum-information processing (i.e., a PNRD which can assert that the
input state is |𝑛〉 when the output is 𝑛) is only realized by a single-element PNRD. Furthermore,
time-multiplexed configuration may limit detection speed [33], and spatial array increases the
dark count and the system complexity. Although, in recent years, the development of SNSPDs
has enabled us to achieve almost 100% detection efficiency with negligible dark count [34],
large-scale multiplexing involves many technical challenges.

Due to this background, especially in optical quantum information processing, TESs have been
almost exclusively regarded as an ideal PNRD. However, the biggest challenge of TESs is its
time performance. While most single-photon detectors have a temporal resolution of less than
100 ps [6, 35], TESs are approximately 100 times worse [36]. Also, TESs require a cryogenic
environment of about 100 mK, which requires a large refrigeration system such as a dilution
refrigerator or adiabatic demagnetization refrigerator (ADR). In addition, a superconducting
quantum interferometer is typically required to read out the signal. For these reasons only a few
research groups can install TESs.

Recently, it has been reported that an SNSPD can detect up to four photons based on the slew
rate [37] or the height of the signals waveform [38]. The commonly used readout circuit for an
SNSPD can not show the difference in signals due to the photon number, but by using a low-noise
amplifier or adding a special structure to the SNSPD, it becomes possible to distinguish the
small difference in signal due to the number of photons. But the performance as the quantum
detector of such a photon-number-resolving SNSPD has not been clarified. Here, we focus on
the POVM as a quantity that fully characterizes the SNSPD-based PNRD. We used a technique
called detector tomography to estimate the POVM [39]. The results show that the sensor can
determine the photon number with high accuracy for as few as five photons, consistent with the
theoretically expected value. Furthermore, since our method uses the waveform information to
discriminate the number of photons, the identification performance is improved. It will be easy
to combine this method with a high-speed digitizer and a field-programmable gate array (FPGA),
and high-speed, real-time photon-number resolving will be possible.



2. Superconducting nanostrip photon-number-resolving detector
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Fig. 1. (a) Electrical model of an SNSPD and a simplified readout circuit. (b) An
example of oscilloscope trace of single-shot photon-detection event with a readout
circuit shown in Fig. 2. (c) Overlay of 10,000 traces around the red region in (b), when
|𝛼 |2 = 5.7. The SNSPD discriminates input photon number up to five. (d) Waveform
histogram at the time of 400 ps (vertical dashed line in (c)). Each peak represents the
number of photons (𝑛 = 0, . . . , 5 and 𝑛 ≥ 6).

By cooling an SNSPD to well below the critical temperature and applying a bias current slightly
lower than the critical current, the SNSPD was shown to be sensitive to single photons [6, 40].
When a photon with an energy (ℎ𝜈) greater than the superconducting gap is incident on it,
a normal-conductive spot called a hotspot is created. The creation process of the hotspot is
a physically interesting subject [41, 42], but since it is sufficiently faster than the time scale
considered in this research, we assume that the hotspot is created instantaneously and focus on
the phenomena after it is created. The superconducting current flows in such a way as to avoid the
hotspot, but since the nanostrip is narrow (typically narrower than 100 nm), the current density
around the hotspot increases and exceeds the critical current. This continues until the hotspot
spreads over the entire width of the nanostrip, creating a resistive barrier. The temperature of
the nanostrip then drops because the current is no longer flowing, and it returns to its initial
state. When multiple photons are injected within a relaxation time of the hotspot (typically the
order of 100 ps [43, 44]), hotspots are created simultaneously along the nanostrip. Therefore, the
resistance of the nanostrip depends on the number of photons incident on the nanostrip. In other
words, a single-element SNSPD acts as a highly multiplexed single-photon detector.

The electrical model consists of a kinetic inductance (𝐿k), a time-dependent resistance (𝑅N),
and a switch [40, 45], as shown in Fig. 1(a). The bias current (𝐼b) is supplied by a current
supply (typically a voltage supply with a series resistor) and splits between the current passing
through the SNSPD (𝐼det) and the signal current (𝐼s) passing through the load resistor of readout
circuit (𝑅L, usually 50 Ω). Initially, the switch is closed (SC: superconducting state), and most
of the bias current flows through the switch. When a photon is injected, a hotspot is created,
the switch opens (N: normal state), and the current flows through the resistor, resulting in a
voltage signal. Figure 1(b) shows an example of signal waveform when the SNSPD is irradiated



with a picosecond pulsed laser by the readout circuit as shown in Fig. 2. The process from the
creation of the hotspot to its disappearance corresponds to the rising part of the signal waveform
(red occupied). At this time, the resistance value changes in accordance with the number of
incident photons, and thus the signal wave height and rise time show dependence on the number
of photons. Note that the undershooting of the waveform at the falling edge may be due to
impedance mismatch between circuits at cryogenic temperatures, but this is not a problem in this
study.

Figure 1(c) shows that the overlay of 10,000 waveforms is shown when a picosecond optical
pulse with |𝛼 |2 = 5.7 is injected. As shown in the figure, the rising part of the waveform differs
depending on the number of photons. The histogram at 400 ps is shown in Fig. 1(d). It can
be seen that there is a peak corresponding to each photon number, indicating that up to five
photons can be resolved. Note that the signal-to-noise ratio of a typical SNSPD readout circuit
is not sufficient, and it is not possible to see the difference in the rising edge. The previous
studies suggest using an ultra-low noise amplifier at cryogenic temperatures for photon-number
resolving [37]. Also, the selection of coaxial cables, amplifiers used in the later stages, and an
oscilloscope is quite important.

3. Experimental details

VCOApulsed laser 50:50 Power meter

OA
1 µs

Power stabilization

InGaAs PD

Trigger
NbTi

SNSPD
T ~ 500 mK Bias for SNSPDT ~ 2.8 K
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Fig. 2. Experimental apparatus. A power-calibrated, pulsed coherent light is coupled to
the SNSPD in the cryostat. The SNSPD is cooled down to around 500 mK. InGaAs
PD: InGaAs photodiode for triggering the oscilloscope, VCOA: voltage-controlled
optical attenuator, OA: calibrated optical attenuator, NbTi: Niobium-titanium coaxial
cable, 3 dB: 3-dB attenuator, Preamp.: cryogenic amplifier and a bias tee with a series
resistance of 20 kΩ, BeCu: Beryllium copper coaxial cable, Amp.: booster amplifier.

3.1. Experimental apparatus

The experimental apparatus is shown in Fig. 2. The light source is a frequency-doubled mode-
locked Er:fiber laser (Menlo Systems, M-Comb). The center wavelength is 772.66 nm with a
pulse duration of approximately 1 ps , which is much shorter than the relaxation time of the
hotspot [44], and a repetition rate of 1 MHz, after an optical bandpass filter, Er-doped fiber
amplifiers, a pulse picker based on an acousto-optic modulator, and a second-harmonic module
(not shown in the figure). A small portion of light at the fundamental wavelength is detected by
a fast InGaAs photodiode for a trigger of an oscilloscope. The residual light is attenuated by



a voltage-controlled optical attenuator (VCOA) and then split by a 50:50 fiber beam splitter to
control and monitor the optical power. For power stabilization, a home-made feedback circuit
is used, and the optical power is stabilized within 1%. The other output of the fiber beam
splitter is attenuated again by a calibrated optical attenuator (OA) to reach the single photon level.
The detector is a fiber-coupled SNSPD with 100-nm-wide niobium-titanium-nitride (NbTiN)
nanostrip spaced on a 180-nm pitch, meandering over a 15 × 15 𝜇m2 active area. The device
has a dielectric multilayer cavity to enhance its detection efficiency [46]. Note that this SNSPD
is designed for the wavelength of 860 nm, not for 772.66 nm, so the detection efficiency is not
optimized for this experiment. The details of this device can be found in the references [47,48]. A
standard single-mode fiber (Nufern, 780HP) is used as a delivering fiber. The SNSPD is operated
at a Gadolinium-Gallium-Garnet stage in an ADR (ENTROPY, ADR-M) in the temperature
range of 500 mK. The cryogenic amplifier (Cosmic Microwave Technologies, CITLF3-20K) is
used as a preamplifier with the operating temperature of 2.8 K. This amplifier has a bias tee
with a series resistance of 20 kΩ for biasing the SNSPD. The SNSPD and the preamplifier is
connected with a superconducting coaxial cable (COAX Co., Ltd., SC-086/50-NbTi-NbTi). Note
that before the preamplifier, a 3-dB attenuator (Mini-circuits, BW-S3-2W263+) is installed, which
mitigates current back-action at high count rates [49, 50]. A Beryllium copper coaxial cable
(COAX Co., Ltd., SC-086/50-B-B) is used to connect the preamplifier and a feedthrough of the
ADR. Outside the ADR, an additional low-noise amplifier (PASTERNAK, PE15A1007) boosts
the output signal. The signal is monitored and recorded by a high-speed oscilloscope (Tektronix,
MSO6B, 10-GHz analog bandwidth, 50 Gigasamples/s). The bias current of the SNSPD is set to
be 33.5 𝜇A during the experiment. At that current, a dark count is less than one count per second
and the measured detection efficiency is 54.7%. The bias current supply for the SNSPD and
the power supply for the preamplifier are home-made low-noise battery power supplies to avoid
noises due to ground loops. Note that typically the SNSPD’s detection efficiency is dependent on
the input polarization [24], but in our case, the dependence was not very critical, so we do not
optimize the input polarization.
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Fig. 3. (a) Photon number discrimination by pattern matching. Gray lines show
reference traces, which correspond to the photon number of 𝑛 = 0, . . . , 5 and 𝑛 ≥ 6.
The dashed red line shows an example waveform with 𝑛 = 2. (b) Comparison of
measured statistics between the proposed method (red circle, pattern), the single-point
method (blue square, single point), and the theoretical values (black dashed line, theory),
when 𝑛 = 5.

3.2. Photon number discrimination by waveform pattern matching

In the first attempt on photon-number resolving with an SNSPD [37], the electrical signal was
passed through an electrical differentiation circuit, and the photon number was discriminated
from the signal height value. In this paper, we prepared a reference waveform corresponding



to each photon number in advance and determined the photon number by calculating which
reference waveform is the closest to an acquired waveform. The advantage of this method is that
the photon number is determined based on the waveform information, not just the information
at a certain point, so it is highly resistant to noise. This is especially effective for waveforms
for a large number of photons because the overlap between waveforms is large and difficult to
distinguish.

To obtain reference waveforms, we injected probe light into the SNSPD with the coherent state
magnitude of |𝛼 |2 = 5.7 and acquired 10,000 waveforms. The peak of the histogram at each
time (also see Fig. 1(d)) was calculated and connected to determine the waveform corresponding
to each photon number. Here, we classify the photons into 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 photon(s), and 6 or
more photons (gray lines in Fig. 3(a)). The light to be measured is injected, and the waveform is
acquired as shown in a dashed red line in Fig. 3(a). The sum of the squared difference between the
target waveform and the reference waveform for each photon number is calculated, and the one
reference with the smallest value is selected. In this figure, the reference for 𝑛 = 2 is the closest
for example. The range of the waveform used for pattern matching is between 300 ps and 500 ps.
Using a wider range of waveform information did not improve the discrimination performance.
When 𝑛 is small, there is no difference from the result with photon-number discrimination using
information from only single point (here we use the one signal value at 400 ps as shown in
Fig. 1(d)). It is because the noise of the instruments is sufficiently small in our experimental
apparatus. However, when the number of photons becomes large and the input power becomes
high, such as 𝑛 = 5 and |𝛼 |2 > 4, the proposed method is closer to the theoretical line as shown
in Fig. 3(b). The power meter we used is traceable to Physikalisch-Technische Bundesanstalt
(PTB), but has a measurement uncertainty of 3%, which is the dominant error in our experiment.
The error bars in Fig. 3(b) correspond to this uncertainty.

In this paper, the pattern matching was performed on a computer after all waveforms were
acquired by the oscilloscope. This method does not require complex calculations and can be
performed in real time and with low latency if a sufficiently fast digitizer and an FPGA are
available. This means that not only real-time measurement but also operations based on photon
numbers can be realized, which is a key technique for implementing optical quantum information
processing.
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4. Results

4.1. Detector tomography

Non-projective detectors such as PNRDs can be described mathematically using the POVM
formalism [51,52]. If the POVM elements {𝜋𝑛} of a detector are known, the detection probability
𝑝𝑛,𝜌 of obtaining detection outcome 𝑛 when a state 𝜌 is input to the detector can be obtained as

𝑝𝑛,𝜌 = tr[𝜌𝜋𝑛], (1)

where 𝜋𝑛 ≥ 0 and
∑

𝑛 𝜋𝑛 = 𝐼 for a physical detector. Conversely, if the response of a detector to
a set of a sufficient number of probe states is known, the POVM element can be estimated by
inverse calculation. This method is called as detector tomography [24,39,53]. Coherent states
|𝛼〉, which are overcomplete in Hilbert space for an optical mode, are suitable as probe states.
For detectors that are insensitive to the phase of the state, such as a PNRD, the number of probe
states required for tomography can be greatly reduced because the POVM depends only on the
amplitude of the coherent state |𝛼 |2. In other words, we only need to prepare coherent states with
different amplitudes and examine the output of the PNRD to be measured. The phase-insensitive
detector can be represented by the diagonal component of the POVM when expressed in the
photon number basis as

𝜋𝑛 =

∞∑︁
𝑘=0

𝜃
(𝑛)
𝑘

|𝑘〉〈𝑘 | . (2)

Note that, for an ideal PNRD with a unity detection efficiency, 𝜋𝑛 equals to |𝑛〉〈𝑛|, that is
𝜃
(𝑛)
𝑘

= 𝛿𝑛,𝑘 . For an 𝑁-outcome detector, the matrix representation can be used when truncating
to 𝑀 number states as 𝑃𝐷×𝑁 = 𝐹𝐷×𝑀Π𝑀×𝑁 , where 𝑃𝐷×𝑁 is measurement statistics for
𝐷 probe states, 𝐹𝐷×𝑁 contains the 𝐷 probe states {𝛼1, . . . 𝛼𝐷}, and Π𝑀×𝑁 is the POVM
which is wanted to know (subscripts show matrix dimensions). For coherent state probes,
𝐹𝑖,𝑘 =

[
|𝛼𝑖 |2𝑘 exp

(
−|𝛼𝑖 |2

) ]
/𝑘!. As a result, the POVM element can be estimated by solving the

following optimization problem,

min{| |𝑃 − 𝐹Π| |2 + 𝑔(Π)}, subject to 𝜋𝑛 ≥ 0,
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=0

𝜋𝑛 = 𝐼, (3)

where | |𝐴| |2 is defined as
√︃∑

𝑖, 𝑗 |𝐴𝑖, 𝑗 |2, and 𝑔(Π) = 𝛾
∑

𝑘,𝑛

[
𝜃
(𝑛)
𝑘

− 𝜃
(𝑛)
𝑘+1

]2
is a function to

calculate the sum of squares of the differences of adjacent POVM elements. In this paper, we use
𝛾 = 0.01. The details can be found in the references [39].

4.2. POVM estimation

The measured statistics for the number of photons on the SNSPD is plotted in Fig. 4, where the
number of coherent probe states was 𝐷 = 19, and 10,000 waveforms were acquired for each
probe. The reconstructed POVM elements 𝜃 (𝑛)

𝑘
for 𝑛 = 0, . . . , 5 and 𝑛 ≥ 6, that is 𝑁 = 7, based

on the measured statistics are shown in Fig. 5. Note that we choose 𝑀 = 70 for the POVM
estimation. Again, we assume the off-diagonal POVM elements are zero. Theoretical values for
a PNRD with a 54.7% detection efficiency are also plotted in the figure [54]. Because the dark
counts of the SNSPD used in this study are negligible, the POVM element for 𝑘 < 𝑛 are close to
zero. The discrepancy between the estimated and theoretical values is due to the aforementioned
errors in the power meter and the incompleteness of the SNSPD. This may be due to the fact that
we set 𝛾 = 0.01 when we reconstructed the POVM, but this value may not be appropriate. Also,
a more accurate POVM can be estimated if a large number of probes can be used to perform the
detector tomography.
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the detection efficiency of 54.7% are also shown (black diagonal line).

5. Conclusion

By discriminating the photon number from the signal waveform of the SNSPD, we measured
the POVM using the detector tomography technique and clarified its performance as a quantum
detector. The resolving performance is increased for higher photon numbers by applying the
simple pattern matching method. Compared to TESs, the maximum measurable photon number
itself is inferior, but the SNSPD operates about two orders of magnitude faster. In this experiment,
the overall detection efficiency is limited to 54.7%, because the SNSPD used here is not designed
for the probe wavelength of 772.66 nm. Also the losses of fiber splicing and connectors are present.
Recently, an SNSPD with almost unity detection efficiency has been developed [34], and by using
such devices and reducing other losses, a versatile PNRD can be realized. Since it is possible to
add photon-number-resolving performance to an SNSPD, simply by adding a cryogenic amplifier,
it can be easily expanded when an SNSPD is already installed. In particular, in the field of optical
quantum information processing, single-photon detectors, which discriminate only the presence
or absence of photons, are fundamentally different from PNRDs, and this should allow us to
dramatically improve experiments that could only be performed approximately so far [13].
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