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Passive imaging through optical obscurants is a promising application for mm-wave sensing. We have thus developed
the Superconducting Kinetic Inductance Passive Radiometer (SKIPR), a 150 GHz polarization-sensitive photometric
camera optimized for terrestrial imaging using a focal plane array with 3,840 kinetic inductance detectors (KIDs).
We present a full description of the instrument design, with a particular emphasis on the cryogenic system based on a
Gifford-McMahon cryocooler with a two-stage Adiabatic Demagnetization Refrigerator and a dedicated 1.59 m crossed
Dragone telescope with an altitude/azimuth mount. We include a detailed lab-based characterization of the KIDs, which
results in a determination of their superconducting resonator parameters and optical properties. We also present in situ
measurements from the telescope, including point-spread functions and noise characterization. In sum, we find that
SKIPR performs as expected, providing diffraction-limited imaging with detector noise performance set by the random
arrivals of photons from the ambient background. There is minimal variation in detector characteristics over the full
SKIPR focal plane array, and the overall detector yield is 92 per cent.

I. INTRODUCTION

Traditional imaging at optical wavelengths can be degraded
or even prevented due to the presence of obscurants in the
atmosphere1–3. Within the atmosphere, optical visibilities as
low as 10 m are relatively common, severely limiting the util-
ity of such imaging in those conditions. At radio wavelengths,
transmission through these obscurants is significantly better,
with little to no attenuation near the low-frequency end of the
radio window at tens of MHz4,5. However, diffraction effects
significantly degrade angular resolution at those wavelengths,
even for imaging systems with very large physical apertures.
As a result, there is strong motivation to pursue imaging at
the high-frequency end of the radio window, in the mm-wave
band at hundreds of GHz. In this regime, meter-scale aper-
tures can provide arcminute-scale angular resolution while
still allowing for long-range imaging through obscurants that
prevent the use of optical techniques4,6,7. Examples of this
general approach have been described elsewhere8.

Historically, it has been difficult to obtain mm-wave de-
tectors with sufficient sensitivity for operation in the atmo-
sphere where the fundamental noise limit is set by the ran-
dom arrival of photons from the ambient temperature back-
ground near 300 K. As recently as the turn of the century,
state of the art receivers based on either coherent detection

technologies or bolometers with semi-conductors contained
of order ten total detectors9,10. Over the next decade, these
technologies were scaled to focal planes with hundreds of
detectors11,12. Since then, the introduction of superconduct-
ing detectors, both bolometric and those based on pair break-
ing, now allow for single focal planes with several thousand
(or more) mm-wave detectors13–15.

With the advent of these multi-kilopixel focal plane arrays
(FPAs), it is now practical to obtain mm-wave data that pro-
vides sufficient spatial fidelity for imaging. Within this con-
text, we have developed the Superconducting Kinetic Induc-
tance Passive Radiometer (SKIPR)16, a 150 GHz polariza-
tion sensitive imager with an FPA populated with 3840 pair-
breaking kinetic inductance detectors (KIDs). In total, the
FPA contains four separate detector tiles, with each tile com-
prised of 960 KIDs fabricated on a single Si wafer. The FPA is
paired with a custom-built 1.59 m diameter crossed Dragone
telescope with an altitude/azimuth (alt/az) mount to provide
5′ angular resolution over a 3.5◦ field of view (FOV). In total,
the telescope includes two powered mirrors along with a flat
tertiary mirror to fold the optical path. The KID FPA, which
is housed within a cylindrical cryostat, is then placed at the
prime focus of the telescope. See Figure 1. Currently, SKIPR
is fully operational from an outdoor location within NASA’s
Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL).
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FIG. 1. Isometric view of the solid model of the as-built SKIPR
system. The three mirrors are labeled, along with the cryostat that
houses the KID FPA at the prime focus of the telescope. A see-
through cylindrical solid indicates the optical coupling path to the
primary mirror, which is 1.59 m in diameter.

In this paper, we provide a detailed description of the design
of SKIPR, our lab-based characterization of the detectors, and
in situ measurements from the telescope. In Section II, we
describe the cryogenic system used to cool the detectors be-
low the superconducting transition temperature. While not the
main focus of this paper, we then detail the readout electron-
ics used to record the detector signals in Section III. The tele-
scope design and operation is then discussed in Section IV,
and the performance of the detectors in both the lab and on
the telescope is provided in Section V. A summary, along
with considerations for future development, is then given in
Section VI.

II. CRYOGENIC SYSTEM

To cool the KIDs to the desired operating temperature of
200 mK, we use a DRC-200 multi-stage closed-cycle cool-
ing system supplied by Star Cryoelectronics17. The first two
cooling stages, which continuously operate at 34 K and 3.0 K
when our system is in a 300 K ambient environment, are pro-
vided by a Sumitomo RDK-415D2 Gifford-McMahon (GM)
cryocooler paired with an FA-70 indoor/outdoor compressor
unit from Shi Cryogenics Group18. The subsequent two cool-
ing stages are provided by the two-stage Adiabatic Demagne-
tization Refrigerator (ADR) supplied with the DRC-200 unit.
The first ADR stage is a gadolinium gallium garnett (GGG)
paramagnet that operates at approximately 700 mK, while the
second ADR stage a ferric ammonium allum (FAA) paramag-
net that is actively controlled at 200 mK during normal oper-
ation. At this temperature, the typical hold time is six hours.
Cycling the ADR requires a little more than one hour, and
the FAA stage of the ADR is able to reach an ultimate base
temperature of 105 mK when not actively controlled.

Filter Notes Thickness Stage Transmission
Cryostat Window HDPE 0.75 inches 300 K 97 per cent
QMC IR Shader C15-DS N/A 300 K 97 per cent
QMC IR Shader C15-DS N/A 34 K 97 per cent
QMC IR Shader C15-T N/A 34 K 99 per cent
QMC IR Shader C30-T N/A 34 K 99 per cent
QMC LPE Filter 12.0 icm N/A 34 K 95 per cent
QMC LPE Filter 8.5 icm N/A 34 K 97 per cent

Dielectric Nylon 0.75 inches 3.0 K 91 per cent
QMC LPE Filter 8.0 icm N/A 3.0 K 97 per cent
QMC LPE Filter 7.0 icm N/A 3.0 K 99 per cent
QMC LPE Filter 5.8 icm N/A 3.0 K 96 per cent

TABLE I. Optical filters to minimize radiative load and to define the
high frequency edge of the detector passband. The filters are listed
in the order they are encountered by photons incident from outside
the cryostat. The cryostat window and QMC IR Shaders have clear
circular apertures with a diameter of 300 mm, all other filters have
square clear apertures with 206 mm sides. The overall transmission
of the full stack is approximately 68 per cent.

A. GM Cryocooler

The operating temperature of the first stage of the GM cry-
ocooler implies a total load of approximately 15 W based on
the manufacturer’s specifications. We estimate the conduc-
tive load due to ×4 tubular G10-CR supports connected to the
cryostat shell, each with a cross sectional area of 62 mm2 and
a length of 610 mm, to be 0.6 W19. There is an additional
conductive load from ×8 760 mm long stainless steel coax-
ial cables, Micro-Coax part number UT-085B-SS20, which
are clamped to the stage approximately 400 mm from the
cryostat feed-thru, equal to 0.7 W21. There are also ×2 size
18 American Wire Gauge (18-AWG) copper wires, ×32 36-
AWG phospher-bronze wires, and ×28 36-AWG manganin
wires, all approximately 350 mm in length, contributing a
total load of 0.3 W. The dominant load, however, is radia-
tive. If fully transmissive, our 300 mm diameter optical win-
dow would present almost 20 W of loading on the first stage
of the GM cryocooler. We are able to significantly reduce
this load by installing a double-sided IR shader from QMC
Instruments22 on the cold side of the cryostat window (see
Table I and Figure 2 for the full details of our optical fil-
tering). The difference in stage temperature with and with-
out the shader suggests that it reduces the load by approxi-
mately 75 per cent, to 5 W, comparable with other results in
the literature23. The sides of the 34 K radiation shield, with
a total area of 0.52 m2, are covered in multi-layer insulation
(MLI), which we assume to have an effective emissivity of
0.0224, resulting in a radiative load of 4.8 W from the cryostat
shell. The remaining load, approximately 4 W, is attributed
to radiation on the bottom plate of the 34 K radiation shield,
which has a total area of 0.10 m2, implying it has an aver-
age emissivity of 0.08. Given that the plate lacks MLI, and it
also contains a large number of irregularly shaped attachments
such as heat straps, this emissivity value is reasonable.

The operating temperature of the second stage of the GM
cryocooler implies a total load of approximately 200 mW
based on the manufacturer’s specifications. This stage is sup-
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FIG. 2. Cutout view of the optical shaders in the imager cryostat (see Table I for more details).

ported from the first stage of the GM cryocooler with a sin-
gle tubular G10-CR support with a cross sectional area of
590 mm2 and a length of 170 mm, resulting in a conductive
load of 19 mW. The ×8 stainless steel coaxial cables, with
lengths of approximately 400 mm from the thermal clamp
connected to the first stage of the GM cryocooler, produce an
additional conductive load of 32 mW21. There are also ×26
36-AWG phospher-bronze wires and ×22 36-AWG manganin
wires, each approximately 250 mm in length, resulting in a to-
tal load of less than 1 mW. A hollow stainless steel shaft, cou-
pled to the heat switch on the sub-K stage, is estimated to con-
tribute a total load of 5 mW. In addition, we have ×4 SiGe low
noise amplifiers, Cosmic Microwave model CITLF225, each
of which dissipates approximately 22 mW of power when op-
erated at its optimal bias conditions, for a total of 88 mW.
The remaining load, approximately 55 mW, is thought to be
primarily radiative via the optical window, which is further
shielded by three QMC IR shaders and two QMC LPE filters
installed at the 34 K stage. Based on measured stage tempera-
tures with and without the window open, we estimate this load
to be approximately 100 mW, consistent with results in the lit-
erature for similar instruments23. Our total calculated load is
thus 245 mW, which is slightly larger than the measured to-
tal load, and indicates there are no other significant sources of
loading on the second stage of the GM cryocooler.

B. ADR

In order to achieve the longest possible hold time with the
ADR, we have configured the cryogenic system to minimize
the heat load on it. Originally, the cryostat was outfitted with
tensioned kevlar strings to support the sub-K stages. These

supports were later redesigned by Cryogenic Design Solutions
based on bipods to increase rigidity, as detailed below. The
load on the GGG stage is dominated by thermal conduction
from the 3 K GM stage via ×3 bipod supports made from
Graphlite carbon fiber rods26, shown in Figure 3 along with
×8 0.047-inch NbTi coaxial cables from Keycom27. Each of
the ×6 carbon fiber legs have a cross sectional area of 2.5 mm2

and a length of 104 mm, resulting in a load of 14.5 µW on
the ADR GGG stage26. The coaxial cables have a typical
length of 200 mm between the second stage of the GM cry-
ocooler and the thermal clamp on the ADR GGG stage, re-
sulting in an additional load of 12.3 µW28,29. Finally, there is
an additional conductive load of approximately 0.4 µW from
a total of ×16 36-AWG manganin wires, each approximately
200 mm in length30.

Thus, the total conductive load on the ADR GGG stage is
estimated to be 27.2 µW. The specification for the stage is
1.2 J of cooling capacity at 1 K. Using the formalism from
Bartlett, Hardy, and Hepburn 31 , we estimate that the cooling
capacity is approximately 0.8 J in our system where the ADR
GGG stage is at a temperature of 700 mK. Therefore, the total
hold time of the ADR GGG stage is calculated to be approx-
imately eight hours. This is slightly longer than our achieved
hold time of six hours, which is likely limited by the ADR
FAA stage (see below).

The ADR FAA stage is mechanically supported from the
ADR GGG stage with ×3 bipods made from Timet32 Ti 15-
3-3-3 (see Figure 3). Each bipod leg has a cross sectional
area of 1.9 mm2 and a length of 79 mm, resulting in a to-
tal thermal load of 0.16 µW from all ×6 legs28. There is
an additional conductive load from ×8 NbTi coaxial cables,
which we calculate to be 0.44 µW assuming a typical cable
length of 100 mm between the thermal clamp on the ADR
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FIG. 3. View of the imager with the cryogenic radiation shields re-
moved. The four focal plane units, each with 960 KIDs, are shown
near the top of the image and are connected to the ultracold FAA
stage of the ADR. This stage is supported by three sets of Ti bipods
connected to the intermediate GGG stage of the ADR. The interme-
diate stage is in turn supported by three sets of carbon fiber bipods
connected to the second stage of the GM cryocooler.

GGG stage and the ADR FAA stage28,29. Finally, there are a
total of ×8 36-AWG manganin wires approximately 100 mm
in length connected to the ADR FAA stage resulting in a load
of 0.02 µW30. The specification sheet for the ADR implies an
additional intrinsic conductive load of 0.22 µW.

Thus, the total conductive load on the ADR FAA stage is
estimated to be 0.84 µW. For the achieved temperatures in
our system, the total cooling capacity of the ADR FAA stage
is approximately 90 mJ. Given our measured hold time of six
hours, this implies a total load of 4.1 µW, suggesting there is a
radiative load of 3.3 µW on the ADR FAA stage. This is com-
parable to the total incident optical power transmitted through
the optical filter stack, which is calculated to be 10.5 µW, in-
dicating that approximately 30 per cent of the total incident
power is absorbed by the stage.

To better assess the accuracy of our estimated conductive
load on the ADR FAA stage, we have also performed hold
time tests in a modified configuration. The optical filters were
replaced with aluminum covers at each temperature stage to
largely eliminate the radiative load, the NbTi coaxial cables
were removed, and the carbon fiber bipods supporting the
ADR GGG stage were replaced with less conductive (but less
rigid) kevlar supports, which are estimated to contribute a load
of 0.11 µW. In this configuration, our achieved hold time

Component Load
34 K Stage

×4 Tubular G10-CR Supports 0.6 W
×8 SS Coaxial Cables 0.7 W
Other Wiring 0.3 W
Radiative (Window) 5 W
Radiative (Cylindrical Shield) 4.8 W
Radiative (Shield Bottom) 4 W
Stage Total 15 W

3.0 K Stage
G10-CR Support Tube 19 mW
×8 SS Coaxial Cables 32 mW
Other Wiring 1 mW
Heat Switch Shaft 5 mW
×4 SiGe Amplifiers 88 mW
Radiative 100 mW
Stage Total 245 mW

700 mK ADR GGG Stage
×3 Graphlite Carbon Fiber Bipod Supports 14.5 µW
×8 NbTi Coaxial Cables 12.3 µW
Other Wiring 0.4 µW
Stage Total 27.2 µW

200 mK ADR FAA Stage
×3 Timet Titanium Bipod Supports 0.16 µW
×8 NbTi Coaxial Cables 0.44 µW
Other Wiring 0.02 µW
Intrinsic Conduction Within ADR 0.22 µW
Radiative 3.3 µW
Stage Total 4.1 µW

TABLE II. Summary of the Load on each cryogenic temperature
stage due to relevant sources.

was 30 hours, suggesting a total load of 0.83 µW. If we as-
sume that the radiative load is negligible, then the remaining
load from our nominal model including the kevlar supports is
0.35 µW from the combination of the manganin wires and the
intrinsic conductive load of the ADR. This test thus sets an
upper limit of 0.5 µW for any excess conductive load on the
ADR FAA stage that is not included in our model. Alterna-
tively, this can be converted to a lower limit of 2.8 µW for the
total radiative load on that stage when the system is operated
in its default state without aluminum covers over the optical
openings.

A full summary of the loading contributed by sources rele-
vant to each stage in the cryogenic system is provided in Ta-
ble II.

III. READOUT

The original readout system for SKIPR was based on the
room-temperature Reconfigurable Open Architecture Com-
puting Hardware 2 (ROACH2) and is described in detail
elsewhere33. In brief, the field-programmable gate array
(FPGA) on the ROACH2 is programmed to playback a set
of up to 1024 individual tones, each of which is nominally
centered on a KID resonance, with specified frequencies and
complex-valued amplitudes within two 256 MHz sidebands.
The DAC board designed for the MUSIC instrument converts
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FIG. 4. Measured noise power spectrum from off-resonance tones,
illustrating the noise due solely to the readout electronics when the
system is operated in its nominal configuration. The power level of
the off resonance tones has been matched to the power level of the
on resonance tones at the location of the cryogenic SiGe amplifier,
and has been referenced to the on-sky calibration of the KIDs in units
of mK Hz−1/2. The approximate signal band of interest is indicated
by the dashed line, which corresponds to the instrument response
to a point-like object at our nominal dither speed of 1.5◦ s−1 (see
Section IV A for more details).

the digital playback to an analogue signal34, which is then
mixed up to the desired KID resonance band with a control-
lable local oscillator (LO). Next, the signal is sent through
the feedline on the detector tile, before being mixed back
down to the baseband using the same LO. After digitization
with the MUSIC ADC board, the FPGA uses a two-stage
channelization algorithm to digitally down convert and record
the complex-valued data streams associated with each tone
at a cadence of 488.28 Hz. Combinations of attenuators and
low noise amplifiers are inserted between the various compo-
nents of the readout system to achieve the desired power lev-
els for optimal performance, corresponding to approximately
−25 dBm/tone at the DACs/ADCs and −75 dBm/tone at the
detector tile.

Recently, the readout has been upgraded to a new system,
which replaces the ROACH2 and MUSIC ADC/DAC with the
Xilinx ZCU111 Radio Frequency System on a Chip (RFSoC)
module35. General details of this type of readout implemen-
tation can be found elsewhere36,37. Functionally, this new
readout operates almost identically to the original ROACH2-
based system, with the primary benefits related to a signif-
icant reduction in the overall size, weight, and power con-
sumption. Because the implementation, including the number
of tones per channel and noise performance, of the two read-
out systems is approximately identical, we do not distinguish
between them in this manuscript when describing the perfor-
mance of the imager.

The fundamental noise floor set by the random arrival of
photons from the ambient environment on the detector is ap-

proximately 2.5 mK Hz−1/2 (corresponding to approximately
−90 dBc Hz−1 given the desired readout power, see Sec-
tion V for more details), and thus sets the performance re-
quirement for the system. By centering tones away from de-
tector resonant frequencies, we find that the noise for data
streams from the entire readout chain typically varies between
−98 dBc Hz−1 and −105 dBc Hz−1 with an approximately
flat spectral shape above 0.5 Hz, thus satisfying our require-
ment. See Figure 4. Given the typical tone power, along with
the typical resonance depth of 5–10 dB, this corresponds to
between −178 dBm Hz−1 to −190 dBm Hz−1. We note that
this is higher than the expected noise from the cryogenic SiGe
amplifier, which has a noise temperature of 2 K in our detec-
tor band, corresponding to −195 dBm Hz−1, suggesting it is
not the limiting noise source in our system. This is further
confirmed by noise measurements that bypass the cryogenic
system, which yield similar noise levels, and we also note our
measured noise is consistent with the room-temperature noise
performance of −98 dBc Hz−1 obtained using an almost iden-
tical system for the BLAST-TNG instrument33.

In practice, we utilize the readout system as follows to col-
lect imaging data. First, the LO is swept with a step size of
1 kHz over a range spanning 50 kHz above and below its
nominal value to measure the complex-valued transmission
of each detector resonance as a function of frequency. These
data are then used to re-center the playback tones, since the
resonators are found to shift by as much as a couple 10s of
kHz based on changes in ambient optical loading and rotations
within the Earth’s magnetic field. In practice, re-centering is
generally not required for relatively small moves, i.e., ≲ 20◦

in azimuth (AZ) or ≲ 5◦ in zenith angle (ZA), which shift
the tones by less than a couple of kHz. After re-centering,
a second LO sweep is performed over a shorter range, and
the resulting data are used to calibrate the conversion fac-
tor for each tone from its complex-valued data streams to a
fractional frequency shift for the KID resonator. Observa-
tional data are then streamed for the desired duration, after
which all of the recorded detector data streams are converted
to fractional frequency shift, which is subsequently converted
to brightness temperature via the optical calibration measure-
ments described in Section V.

IV. TELESCOPE

We have designed and fabricated a custom telescope for
SKIPR based on a crossed Dragone geometry38 and an alt/az
mount. Below, we separately provide the details of both the
optical and mechanical design.

A. Optical Design and Performance

The primary mirror has a projected diameter of 1.59 m and
a focal length of 26.8 m, and the secondary mirror has a pro-
jected diameter of 1.42 m and a focal length of 17.4 m. The
ray bundle from the telescope passes through an opening in
the elevation bearing of the mount, where it is folded at 90◦
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FIG. 5. Ray-trace of the SKIPR telescope optics.

FIG. 6. Photograph of the SKIPR telescope at JPL. The edges of
both the primary and secondary mirrors are visible within the circular
opening in the baffle structure. The white enclosure to the right of
the mirrors is the receiver cabin, which houses the imager cryostat.
The total height of the telescope system is approximately 3 m and the
total width is approximately 4 m.

by a flat mirror with a projected diameter of 0.60 m. The
prime focus of the telescope is formed 0.50 m below the fold
mirror. The imager cryostat is attached to the telescope mount
on a translating stage that allows for precise alignment of the
FPA at the prime focus. See Figure 5. The final focal ratio
is 2.30, and the corresponding plate scale at the prime focus
is 60′′ mm−1, resulting in the four FPA units subtending an
approximately square footprint of 3.43◦ × 3.43◦ in size. The
center-to-center spacing of the feedhorns used to couple radi-
ation to the KIDs, equal to 5.0 mm, corresponds to approxi-
mately 1.1(f/#)λ . Image quality over the entire 3.43◦ field of
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FIG. 7. Radial profile of the average measured PSF (solid black
line), along with the region spanning 68 per cent of the individual
PSFs. Prior to averaging, all of the individual profiles were normal-
ized to a value of one at the center. Overlaid as a dashed red line
is the predicted PSF profile. The agreement between the measured
and predicted PSF shape is generally good, with the exception of a
slight shoulder in the measured PSF with an amplitude near −10 dB
at a radius of approximately 0.1◦. By averaging over all detectors,
the diffraction peaks at larger radii are smoothed over due to slight
offsets in radius between detectors, as illustrated by the two individ-
ual detector PSF profiles shown in thin green and yellow lines. The
diffraction peaks are more easily seen in the two-dimensional PSFs
presented in Figure 8.

view is excellent, with a Strehl ratio above 0.99 even in the
extreme corners. The system is also highly telecentric to ef-
ficiently couple with the feedhorns, with an exit pupil 11.9 m
beyond prime focus. This is much larger than the projected
size of the FPA, which is approximately 206 mm per side,
indicating that the exit pupil is located close to the value of
infinity required for perfect telecentricity.

Our design does not include an aperture stop, and so the
telescope primary mirror serves as the only such aperture in
the system. This choice was motivated by several consid-
erations, including the operational optical load of approxi-
mately 300 K from the ambient environment, which mitigates
the potential performance degradation from optically coupling
to ambient temperature and/or reflective surfaces beyond the
perimeter of the primary mirror. Another consideration was
the available space within the existing cryostat, which is not
sufficient to accommodate the optics required to produce a
cold (3 K) aperture stop. We have performed idealized sim-
ulations of our optical system under the assumption that the
primary mirror is the only limiting aperture in the system,
which yield an approximately Gaussian far-field point spread
function (PSF) with a full-width at half-maximum (FWHM)
of 0.082◦ at the effective band center of 148 GHz16. Outside
of the primary PSF, there are a series of diffractive rings with
amplitudes that decrease with angular offset and are ≲ 20 dB
below the peak of the PSF. See Figures 7 and 8.

To measure the PSF in the far field for each detector, we
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FIG. 8. Top row: Measured PSFs for three detectors sensitive to the horizontal polarization direction. Bottom Row: Measured PSFs for two
detectors sensitive to the vertical polarization direction, along with the predicted on-axis PSF shape. In all cases the azimuth (AZ) and zenith
angle (ZA) coordinates are referenced to the optical axis of the telescope, and the approximate edge of the FPA is shown as a white line. Most
of the PSF shapes are similar to the one shown in the upper left, and it is only the detectors near the edge of the FPA which have additional
artifacts that we attribute to vignetting and/or scattering in the optical path.

placed a coherent 140 GHz source with a power of approxi-
mately 0.1 mW at a distance of 2.42 km from the telescope. A
rectangular horn with 24 dB of gain was used, resulting in an
effective source temperature of approximately 2000 K. While
this provided high signal-to-noise PSF measurements in rea-
sonable integration times, a slight correction is required for
the non-linear detector response when it was closely aligned
with the source. The setup emits in a single polarization, and
two separate measurements were made with the horn roughly
aligned with the orientations of the two polarization directions
selected by the detectors. Figures 7 and 8 show the measured
PSF profiles for detectors in a range of positions within the
focal plane for both polarizations. The agreement with the
predicted shape is generally quite good, including the appear-
ance of diffractive rings at the expected amplitude and angular
offset in the two-dimensional plots shown in Figure 8. In ad-
dition, the angular positions of the PSF centers are in good
agreement with expectations and indicate a plate scale of 58′′

mm−1 with minimal distortion. See Figure 9. Furthermore,
there is a high degree of co-alignment between the two detec-
tors coupled to orthogonal polarizations within each feedhorn.
Also shown in Figure 9, the distribution of fitted FWHM val-
ues has a median value of 0.094◦, in reasonable agreement
with the predicted value of 0.087◦ for 140 GHz radiation. Ref-
erenced to the effective band center of 148 GHz, this indicates
a median FWHM of 0.089◦. We note that the interquartile
range of FWHM values is 0.028◦, with a modest tail in the
distribution extending to larger FWHM values. Fitted PSF

FWHMs that are smaller than the expected value of 0.087◦

are attributed to noise fluctuations. While the per-detector fit-
ting uncertainty is generally between 0.003◦ – 0.008◦, some
detectors have much larger uncertainties in the range 0.01◦ –
0.03◦.

We note from Figure 8 that additional artifacts are present
in the PSFs near the edge of the focal plane, particularly in the
AZ direction, and generally with an amplitude of ≲ 20 dB be-
low the peak of the PSF. We attribute these artifacts in part to
the square aperture presented by the optical filters on the 34 K
and 3 K stages, which increasingly vignette the optical path
when moving off-axis in the focal plane. However, given the
symmetry of these square apertures combined with the higher
level of artifacts in detectors near the AZ edge of the focal
plane compared with the ZA edge of the focal plane, we sus-
pect that non-idealities in the ambient temperature optics of
the telescope also contribute. In particular, the relative sepa-
rations of the chief rays for different off-axis field positions
within the focal plane are highest at the folding flat mirror,
making it a leading candidate for such positionally-dependent
artifacts.

B. Mechanical Design and Performance

Our mechanical design is based on the requirement that de-
formations due to gravity or the maximum planned acceler-
ation of the structure itself while actively collecting imaging
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FIG. 9. Left: Measured positions and polarizations for detectors in one focal plane tile relative to the optical axis of the telescope. Each circle
corresponds to the predicted FWHM of the PSF. There is minimal distortion and a measured plate scale of 58′′ mm−1, in good agreement
with the prediction of 60′′ mm−1. Right: The distribution of fitted PSF FWHMs for the detectors in Tile 2, with a median of 0.094◦ and an
interquartile range of 0.028◦. For the 140 GHz source used to obtain the measurements, the predicted FWHM is 0.087◦.

data, 1◦ s−2, negligibly impact the optical performance. For
gravity, we consider the most extreme scenario of complete
rotations in ZA, where its impact is typically two orders of
magnitude larger than that expected from motion of the tele-
scope during a typical imaging dither. For local deformations
of the mirror surfaces, we aimed for a maximum deflection of
λ /125, equal to 16 µm, which would at most result in a Ruze
scattering efficiency loss of 1 per cent39. Due to its orienta-
tion relative to horizontal, this specification is more readily
achieved for the secondary mirror, which we find has a maxi-
mum deflection of 2.5 µm. The primary mirror is more prone
to gravitational deformations, and while the majority of its
surface has maximum deformations of less than 16 µm, we
find that deformations of ≳ 20 µm can occur at the extreme
edges.

In addition to local distortions of the mirror surface, we also
consider global translations and rotations of the mirrors due
to deformations of the overall support structure. We again
find that the primary mirror is more impacted, with its mount
points translated by up to 0.3 mm. For overall mirror trans-
lations along or orthogonal to the optical axis, we find that
this has a negligible impact on image quality, corresponding
to a degradation of the Strehl ratio by 0.01 per cent. How-
ever, these translations can also cause an overall tilt of the
mirror, with a maximum rotational deviation of 0.04◦ when
moving the telescope from zenith to the horizon. This is ap-
proximately half of the PSF FWHM, and thus indicates that
a non-negligible change in telescope pointing can occur. In
practice, this pointing offset should not have a significant im-
pact while dithering to collect a single image, which we ex-
pect to typically occur over a relatively small range of ZA.
Furthermore, a lookup table as a function of ZA can be read-
ily calibrated to allow for minimal pointing variation in any
telescope orientation.

The primary and secondary mirrors were fabricated by
N.A.B. Precision Tooling in the United Kingdom, with a re-
quested surface accuracy of λ /40, corresponding to 50 µm.
This specification was chosen as a reasonable compromise be-
tween manufacturing costs and optical performance, and en-
sures Ruze scattering losses of ≤ 10 per cent. Following fabri-
cation, inspections of both mirrors were performed on 50 µm
grids over the entire surface, yielding rms deviations of 41 µm
for the primary mirror and 29 µm for the secondary mirror.
These rms values correspond to Ruze scattering losses of 6
per cent and 3 per cent, respectively.

The telescope ZA is driven by a Kollmorgen AKM54K mo-
tor and AKD motor controller with a gearing ratio of 270 from
the motor to the telescope. Our measurement of the ZA po-
sition is accurate to approximately 0.00014◦, limited by our
readout setup and not the intrinsic specifications of the con-
troller. Control of motion is achieved using a programmable
analog voltage output and readout of ZA position is obtained
via an ethernet communication with the AKD motor controller
at a rate of 50 Hz. This setup ensures that the difference be-
tween requested and actual ZA is less than 0.0019◦, corre-
sponding to approximately 2 per cent of the PSF FWHM. The
telescope AZ is driven by a pair of Kollmorgen AKM33H mo-
tors and S706 Motor Controllers. The second AZ motor is
maintained at a constant and relatively small torque to mini-
mize backlash while moving the telescope. The AZ gearing
ratio is 1169. As with the ZA motors, motion is controlled via
an analog voltage output, and AZ position information is de-
livered through a serial connection with the S706 motor con-
troller at a rate of 50 Hz. We record the AZ position to a
precision of 0.00003◦, and the maximum difference between
requested and actual AZ is 0.0011◦, corresponding to approx-
imately 1 per cent of the PSF FWHM.

Currently, we dither in the AZ direction while collecting
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FIG. 10. Example telescope motion during a set of dithers. Left indicates the AZ position and right indicates the AZ velocity. At the start of
a dither, the velocity deviates from the set value of 1.5◦ s−1 by as much as 0.2◦ s−1. However, the deviations dampen after approximately 1 s,
after which the rms deviations are 0.02◦ s−1.

imaging data, holding the ZA coordinate fixed. Initially dur-
ing this dither, the AZ velocity can fluctuate by as much as
0.2◦ s−1 from the nominal set velocity of 1.5◦ s−1. However,
these deviations dampen within approximately 1 s of the start
of motion, after which the rms of the velocity is approximately
0.02◦ s−1 for the remainder of the dither. See Figure 10. We
have not identified any degradation in performance during the
initial 1 s settling period, and so we do not currently attempt
to correct for this non-ideality (e.g., by discarding the data at
the start of the dither).

A novel approach was taken to route the flexible He lines
associated with the GM cryocooler from the compressor,
which is fixed to the ground nearby the telescope, to the cryo-
stat, which is mounted on the telescope and moves in the AZ
direction. Previous instruments have often employed a rotary
feedthrough, which then requires connection to a He reservoir
to compensate for the continuous loss of He gas at the ro-
tary interface40,41. Instead, our system uses 4 foot lengths of
3/8 inch stainless steel flex line with an external spiral wrap of
polyethylene. These lines are routed through the center of the
AZ rotation bearing via a polyethylene tube with a length of
1 foot and an inner diameter of 7-7/8 inch. The polyethylene
reduces friction and also prevents wear on the outside of the
He flex lines. The lines are rigidly clamped to the telescope
base on one end, and to the movable AZ yoke on the other
end. The smallest bend radius in our installation is a factor of
≃ 2 larger than the 5 inch minimum bend radius of the lines.
We find that AZ rotations of ±90◦ relative to the nominal in-
stallation position do not cause noticeable strain on the lines,
and this range of motion provides access to the full sky given
the 360◦ of ZA rotation allowed by our mount.

V. DETECTORS

Our FPA is populated with feedhorn-coupled aluminum
KIDs on silicon wafers, following the general design pre-

sented in McCarrick et al. 42 and Dober et al. 43 . In brief,
a monolithic aluminum block is used to create an array of
smooth-walled feedhorns and circular waveguides via direct
drilling44. The inductive portion of the KID is placed at the
exit aperture of the waveguide, and serves as the absorbing
element for the incoming radiation. Two KIDs, sensitive to
orthogonal polarizations, are associated with each feedhorn.
The KIDs are front-illuminated on the silicon wafer, which
has a thickness of 1/4 λ and a reflective aluminum layer on
the backside. A single FPA unit consists of 480 feedhorns and
960 KIDs, layed out in a hexagonal close-pack configuration
within a square region approximately 100 mm in size. The
full focal plane consists of four such units, for a total of 3,840
KIDs. See Figure 3.

A. Detector Characterization

To characterize the performance of the detectors, we follow
the general procedure described in detail in Sayers et al. 16 . In
brief, we first perform a sweep with a vector network analyzer
(VNA) to search for resonances within the designed band of
200–600 MHz. As summarized in Table III, we typically iden-
tify ∼ 900 non-overlapping resonances per tile based on the
criteria of being separated from the nearest resonance by at
least four line-widths. This corresponds to a per-tile detector
yield of ≥ 90 per cent. Next, we characterize each resonance
as a function of tile temperature, in increments of 25 mK be-
tween 75–450 mK, with the cryostat in a dark configuration
with aluminum covers over the optical windows in the cryo-
stat shell and the 34 K and 3 K stages. See Figure 11. Us-
ing the center frequency of the resonator at each temperature,
we fit a four parameter model that includes the resonant fre-
quency in the limit of zero temperature, the maximum quasi-
particle lifetime τmax, the superconducting bandgap ∆0, and
the kinetic inductance fraction α . Among these parameters,
∆0 and α have the largest impact on performance. For tiles
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FIG. 11. Fits to our superconducting resonator model for example KIDs from each of the four detector tiles. See text for more details. The
upper left plot within each panel shows data collected in a dark configuration, with an associated fitted model that does not contain any of
the optical parameters. The lower left plot within each panel shows the difference in resonant frequency when the detectors are exposed to
two blackbody sources outside of the cryostat window, one at the ambient temperature of approximately 300 K and one immersed in liquid
nitrogen at a temperature of approximately 77 K. Overlaid is a fit containing the optical parameters, using priors on the non-optical parameters
previously constrained by the dark data. The parameter values from the fit are shown in the bottom right with, [C] the conversion from incident
optical power to detector response in GHz nm−1; [α] the kinetic inductance fraction; [∆0] the superconducting bandgap parameter in meV;
[Texc] the excess optical load in K; [τmax] the maximum quasiparticle lifetime in ms; [n] the power law index describing a possible elevation
in quasiparticle temperature compared to superconductor temperature; [(Pe/g)300K] the effective transition when the quasiparticle temperature
is elevated from the superconductor temperature in mK; [AL] the area of the aluminum KID inductor; [tL] the thickness of the aluminum KID
inductor; [ηopt ] the optical efficiency; [ηph] the efficiency of converting incident power to quasiparticle excitations; [∆νmm] the detector optical
bandwidth in GHz. The KIDs on tiles 2–4 are well described by this model, while the KIDs on tile 1 show small but measurable deviations.
Tile 1 was fabricated separately from the others, and the aluminum detector layer on that tile may have some contamination.

2–4, ∆0 is constrained to a fractional precision of ≃ 1 per cent
in each resonator, is consistent between tiles, and has a spread
of approximately 2 per cent between resonators. Similarly, α

is constrained to a fractional precision of ≃ 6 per cent in each
resonator, is consistent between tiles, and has a spread of ap-
proximately 30 per cent between resonators. In contrast, the
data for tile 1 are not well described by our resonator model,
as illustrated in the top left panel of Figure 11. This tile was
fabricated separately from the others, and the aluminum de-
tector layer appears to have some contamination causing it to
deviate from the expected behavior. We have thus fixed ∆0 for

that tile to the value obtained from a direct measurement of
the superconducting transition temperature of the aluminum
feedline on the tile, equal to 1.31 K or 0.199 meV.

The next step in our detector characterization also involves
measuring the resonator frequency as a function of temper-
ature, this time while completely filling the outside of the
cryostat window with a blackbody absorber either at ambient
temperature (approximately 300 K) or emersed in liquid ni-
trogen (approximately 77 K). Again following the procedure
detailed in Sayers et al. 16 , we difference the 300 K and 77 K
resonance frequencies at each detector temperature spanning
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FIG. 12. Distribution of fitted KID parameter values for each of the four tiles based on the fits shown in Figure 11 and described in the text.
The superconducting properties of the KIDs, described by the kinetic inductance fraction and band gap shown in the tops plots, are consistent
among tiles 2–4. As illustrated in Figure 11, the KIDs on tile 1 are not well described by our resonator model, and the fitted parameters differ
from the other tiles. The bottom plots illustrate the optical characteristics of the KIDs, in particular the end-to-end optical efficiency from the
cryostat window to the KID along with the excess optical load due to stray light.

Tile resonances ∆0 (meV) α ηopt Texc (K)
1 866 0.199 0.52±0.09 0.18±0.05 153±91
2 903 0.204±0.004 0.32±0.09 0.35±0.11 163±39
3 885 0.204±0.004 0.32±0.17 0.57±0.21 99±41
4 935 0.203±0.003 0.30±0.07 0.44±0.11 177±45

TABLE III. Summary of KID parameters obtained from the fits illus-
trated in Figure 11 for each of the four detector tiles. Also listed is
the total number of resonances identified within the design band of
200–600 MHz. Each tile was fabricated with 960 total KIDs, and so
the overall detector yield is ≳ 90 per cent. The range indicated for
each parameter corresponds to the rms among detectors on a given
tile, and is generally larger than the fitted precision per KID.

the range 125–450 mK, where the lowest temperatures used
in the dark measurement are excluded because they cannot be
readily achieved when the cryostat window is open. See Fig-
ure 11. Using the functions defined in Sayers et al. 16 , we fit

an expanded model to the optical data with four additional free
parameters: the detector response to incident optical power C
(in GHz nm−1) and the total excess optical load Texc, along
with two parameters related to possible heating of the quasi-
particles relative to the superconductor, n and Popt/g. The ex-
cess optical load refers to the inferred optical power in the ab-
sence of signal from outside the cryostat window, and is due to
emission from surfaces inside the cryostat. From these fits, we
can then derive the optical efficiency of the imager ηopt , as-
suming fixed values for the efficiency of quasiparticle creation
(ηqp = 0.60), the mm-wave bandwidth (∆ν = 30 GHz), the
area of the inductive portion of the KID (AL = 54475 µm2),
and the recombination constant (R = 9.4 µm3 s−1)46. We also
assume a thickness of the KID, allowing for variation in fab-
rication, of tL = 40 nm with an rms of 10 nm.

The parameters most relevant to imager performance are
the optical efficiency and excess optical load. Typically, ηopt
is constrained to a per-KID fractional precision of ≃ 25 per
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FIG. 13. Top: Measured optical load relative to zenith as a func-
tion of telescope ZA. Overlaid in red is the expectation based on the
measured atmospheric characteristics from the GOES data and the
fyodor analysis package45. The agreement is good, indicating that
our lab-based calibration model illustrated in Figure 11 accurately
describes the KIDs.

cent, limited entirely by the prior on the detector thickness,
with a similar spread in values between resonators. The per-
KID value of Texc is generally constrained to a precision of
≃ 50 K, corresponding to a fractional uncertainty of ≃ 30
per cent, again with a similar spread in values between res-
onators. See Figure 12 and Table III. Aggregating all tiles,
the median optical efficiency is ηopt = 0.37, which increases
to ηopt = 0.45 when excluding Tile 1. For comparison, the
predicted median optical efficiency is ηopt = 0.39, estimated
based on: a total transmission of 0.68 for the optical filter
stack described in Table I; a total optical coupling efficiency
of 0.60 for the system comprised of the feedhorn, waveguide,
and absorbing inductive portion of the KID; and a median effi-
ciency of 0.96 as a result of vignetting. This vignetting is pri-
marily due to the filter holder on the 34 K stage, and this me-
dian detector is located approximately 30 mm from the edge
of the focal plane. It is important to note that, while the me-
dian efficiency due to vignetting is 0.96, a small number of
detectors have much higher vignetting. As specific examples
of the efficiency due to vignetting, 25th percentile detectors
located 15 mm from the focal plane edge have an efficiency of
0.80 and 10th percentile detectors located 5 mm from the focal
plane edge have an efficiency of 0.61. Returning to the over-
all median, our measured optical efficiency is in good agree-
ment with the predicated median value of ηopt = 0.39, and it
is also comparable to the typical value of ηopt ≃ 0.4 achieved
in state-of-the-art imagers at these wavelengths47,48.

Again aggregating all tiles, the median excess optical load
is Texc = 157 K. This is approximately an order of magnitude
higher than the best values obtained from ground-based im-
agers in this wavelength regime when utilizing a cryogenic
aperture stop and baffling49,50, both of which are absent from
our system. This allows for direct coupling to 34 K and am-
bient temperature surfaces over a large range of potential in-

cidence angles. While the exact mechanisms responsible for
producing the excess load have not been determined, we do
note that the transmission of the QMC shaders and LPE filters
is modified at large incidence51, and so the large-angle cou-
pling to warm surfaces can result in both significant in-band
optical power being absorbed by the detector, along with out-
of-band power at higher frequencies. Regardless of the source
of this loading, it is still smaller than the expected ambient op-
tical load of ≃ 300 K for terrestrial imaging. Thus, the impact
on sensitivity from this excess load is modest.

With fitted parameter values for the resonator model for
each KID, it is then possible to determine the loading-
dependent calibration factor to convert from a fractional fre-
quency shift to a signal brightness in units of K. To verify
this calibration model, we performed a skydip measurement
to characterize the resonant frequency of each detector as a
function of telescope ZA. See Figure 13. Based on this mea-
surement, the resonator model suggests that the total optical
load on the KIDs is approximately 120 K colder when the tele-
scope is pointed to zenith (ZA = 0) compared to the horizon
(ZA = 90). To assess this result, we determined the column
depth of precipitable water vapor (PWV) using the the pub-
licly available fyodor package based on time-synchronous
data from the Geostationary Operational Environmental Satel-
lites (GOES)45. The PWV was approximately 28 mm, which
suggests a zenith opacity of 0.82 in our 148 GHz observing
band6. The GOES data further allow an estimate of the effec-
tive temperature of the atmosphere weighted by the distribu-
tion of water vapor, which was 267 K. As shown in Figure 13,
the predicted optical loading from the atmosphere as a func-
tion of ZA based on the GOES data agrees very well with
our measured values based on the fitted resonator model, indi-
cating that the model parameters obtained from our lab-based
calibration are accurate.

B. Detector Noise

To measure the in situ KID noise, we collect data streams
from all of the detectors for a fixed length of time, generally
a few minutes. Using the LO sweep measurement described
in Section III, we then convert the complex-valued transmis-
sion of each detector to a fractional frequency shift. This fre-
quency shift is then converted to units of brightness temper-
ature based on the resonator model detailed in Section V A.
The resulting data streams are generally correlated, due to,
for example, temperature fluctuations common to all the de-
tectors. To remove this correlated noise, we form an average
template from all of the KID data streams, and then subtract
this average template from each individual KID data stream.
The data streams are then separated into non-overlapping 10-
second blocks, and the noise power spectral density (PSD) is
computed separately for each KID and each block. A single
noise PSD is then estimated for each individual KID by av-
eraging the PSDs obtained from all of the 10-second blocks.
To determine the array-average performance, at each spectral
frequency we determine the median noise PSD along with the
range enclosing 68 per cent of the KIDs. The results from this
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FIG. 14. Top: Measured detector noise PSDs in four different configurations. Clockwise from the upper left the plots show noise PSDs with
a blackbody absorber filling the instrument window; again with the blackbody absorber filling the window but with the GM cryocooler turned
off; with the telescope pointed to zenith (ZA = 0), and with the telescope pointed to the horizon (ZA = 90). The photon noise limit in each
case is denoted by a red line, with its value given in the lower left of each plot. the median per-KID noise spectrum is shown as a dark blue
line, with the cyan region enclosing 68 per cent of the KIDs. Also displayed in the lower left of each plot is the effective NET weighted by the
imager PSF, which has a HWHM of 7.4 Hz at our nominal dither speed of 1.5◦ s−1. At frequencies ≳ 10 Hz the imager is photon noise limited
away from the narrow pickup lines associated with the GM cryocooler. Excess noise is observed below ≃ 10 Hz with an amplitude scaling like
f−1/2. We have excluded TLS and microphonics or other pickup from the GM cryocooler as possible sources for this low-frequency noise,
and it does not appear in lab-based measurements. The origin of this low-frequency noise is currently unclear, but we plan future testing to
isolate its source.

analysis are shown in Figure 14 and discussed below.
The SKIPR instrument is nominally designed to image

sources with an ambient temperature background near 300 K.
Ideally, the detector noise should be limited by the random
arrival of photons from this background, along with the ≃
150 K of excess loading we measure, and this photon noise
corresponds to a PSD with a noise equivalent temperature
(NET) of ≃ 2.5 mK Hz−1/2. From our resonator model, we
also predict a quasi-negligible contribution from generation-
recombination of quasiparticles in the KIDs, with an expected
noise PSD of ≃ 0.6 mK Hz−1/2. As shown in Figure 4, there
is an additional quasi-negligible contribution from the read-
out electronics, with an amplitude of ≃ 0.7 mK Hz−1/2. Pre-
vious lab-based measurements of similar detectors in Sayers
et al. 16 indicate that noise from two-level-systems (TLS) is

negligible. Thus, we expect the total KID noise PSD to be
approximately equal to the value of ≃ 2.5 mK Hz−1/2 due to
photon noise.

To assess the KID noise, we collected data in three differ-
ent configurations with the expected ambient background of
≃ 300 K. Two of these configurations involve covering the
imager window with a blackbody absorber, in one case with
the GM cryocooler operating normally and in the other case
with it turned off. The third configuration involved orienting
the imager telescope to the horizon (i.e., ZA = 90). As illus-
trated in Figure 14, the noise PSD from all three of these con-
figurations is consistent, and equal to the expected NET value
of 2.5 mK Hz−1/2 at frequencies ≳ 10 Hz with the excep-
tion of a number of narrow pickup lines, nearly all of which
are associated with the GM cryocooler. We note that the cry-
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ocooler operates at approximately 1.2 Hz, and these vibrations
produce the large noise pickup line at that frequency along
with smaller amplitude lines at the associated harmonics. The
lowest natural frequencies of the bipod supports for the focal
plane are between 35–50 Hz, and so vibrations of those struc-
tures due to the GM cryocooler likely produce the two broad
pickup features at those frequencies. The origin of the pickup
features between 20–30 Hz is unclear.

At lower frequencies the smooth component of the noise
PSD has a rising amplitude, scaling approximately like f−1/2.
Although the spectral shape differs from the typical expecta-
tion for TLS, which is f−1/4, we performed a range of tests
to more definitively assess TLS as a potential noise source.
In particular, previous work has demonstrated that the am-
plitude of TLS noise scales with both resonator temperature
Tres and readout power Pres

52,53, and so we collected noise
data varying Tres between 150–300 mK and Pres decreasing
from its nominal value by as much as 18 dB. Higher read-
out powers are not possible because the resonators bifurcate.
Over the range of temperatures we considered, the amplitude
of the low-frequency noise scales like T 0.1

res , far from the ex-
pected scaling of ≃ T−1.7

res for TLS. The data with varying
readout power also did not match expectations for TLS, with
our measured scaling of P−0.2

res being much shallower than the
predicted P−0.5

res . We thus determine that the excess low fre-
quency noise in our data is likely not due to TLS. We can also
exclude microphonics or other pickup noise associated with
the GM cryocooler, since the low-frequency noise spectrum
is unchanged with the cryocooler turned off. Furthermore, as
detailed in Sayers et al. 16 , this low-frequency noise did not
appear in lab-based measurements of the KIDs with this ge-
ometry. It is currently unclear why this additional noise is
observed at the outdoor location, and future testing is planned
to isolate the cause.

While additional characterization is needed to understand
the source of the excess low-frequency noise, we have esti-
mated its impact on the imager performance. Weighting by
the PSF shape for the typical telescope dithering speed of 1.5◦

s−1, corresponding to a half-width at half maximum (HWHM)
of 7.4 Hz for our median measured FWHM of 0.089◦, the ef-
fective noise PSD viewing a 300 K ambient background cor-
responds to an NET of ≃ 3.9 mK Hz−1/2, a factor of approx-
imately ×1.5 higher than the photon noise limit. As seen in
the noise spectra in Figure 14, this degradation factor also in-
cludes the impact of a small number of narrow pickup lines
associated with the GM cryocooler. In addition, we note that
faster dithering of the telescope provides a general strategy
to mitigate the low-frequency noise by modulating the PSF
signal band to higher frequencies. However, as illustrated by
the noise spectra in Figure 14, there is a significant forest of
pickup lines associated with the GM cryocooler at ≳ 20 Hz.
Because dithering faster than ≃ 1.5◦ s−1 would move these
lines into the PSF signal band, this is not a viable option for
SKIPR.

Along with collecting noise data viewing a 300 K ambient
background, we also collected noise data with the telescope
oriented to zenith (i.e., ZA = 0), where the ambient back-
ground is approximately 180 K. Under these conditions, the

expected photon noise NET decreases to ≃ 1.5 mK Hz−1/2.
As shown in the bottom right panel of Figure 14, we measure
a noise spectrum close to this value at frequencies ≳ 10 Hz.
The rising spectrum at low frequency seen with a 300 K am-
bient background is also apparent with a similar amplitude
and spectral shape. At zenith, where the atmosphere is more
transmissive, it is also possible to observe noise due turbu-
lent fluctuations of atmospheric water vapor54,55, which have
a noise spectrum that scales approximately like f−1.5. Such
atmospheric fluctuations are not evident in our measured noise
spectra while looking at zenith. While the common-mode
template removal applied to the data streams could remove
the atmospheric fluctuations, we note that there is also no
excess low-frequency noise when comparing the noise spec-
trum of the raw data streams prior to common-mode subtrac-
tion. Thus, we conclude that the excess low-frequency noise
of unknown origin must have a larger amplitude than any
noise due to atmospheric fluctuations, at least for f ≥ 0.1 Hz.
For the noise data collected while looking toward zenith, we
again compute the PSF-weighted NET, finding a value of
≃ 2.8 mK Hz−1/2, corresponding to a factor of ×1.8 worse
than the expected photon limit.

VI. SUMMARY

Motivated by the desire to obtain passive imaging through
optical obscurants, we have developed SKIPR. It provides
photometric polarization-sensitive imaging at 150 GHz via an
FPA populated with 3,840 KIDs. The FPA is cooled to its
nominal operating temperature by a GM cryocooler paired
with a two-stage ADR, the latter of which provides approx-
imately six hours of hold time at 200 mK via a cycle that
requires a little over one hour to complete. The SKIPR read-
out electronics are based on an RFSoC module, with a single
readout channel dedicated to the 960 KIDs on each of the four
FPA tiles. The measured readout noise is well below the fun-
damental noise floor set by the random arrival of photons from
the ambient background.

SKIPR utilizes a telescope with a crossed Dragone geome-
try and a 1.59 m diameter primary mirror on a controllable
alt/az mount. The image quality is excellent over the en-
tire 3.43◦ square FOV, and the measured PSF shapes are in
good agreement with the diffraction-limited expectation of a
FWHM equal to 0.082◦. At a level of ≃ −20 dB relative to
the peak, some stray-light artifacts are visible in the measured
PSFs of detectors near the edge of the FOV. While imaging,
the telescope is dithered at 1.5◦ s−1 in the AZ direction, with
a positional accuracy of ≲ 0.002◦ and a typical velocity jitter
of ≃ 0.02◦ s−1.

To calibrate the KIDs populating the SKIPR FPA, we per-
formed a detailed lab-based characterization. From these
measurements, we find good uniformity among the detectors.
This includes an average optical efficiency of 0.37, in good
agreement with the expected value of 0.39, and an excess op-
tical loading of 157 K, well below the ≃ 300 K load due to
the ambient background. To verify the accuracy of our cal-
ibration, we measured the detector response as a function of
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telescope ZA, which we found to be in good agreement with
expectations based on the real-time properties of the atmo-
sphere measured by the GOES satellites.

Finally, we measured the in situ noise performance of the
KIDs, finding that it reaches a level of ≃ 2.5 mK Hz−1/2

limited by the random arrival of photons from the ambient
≃ 300 K background. However, we also observe pickup noise
in narrow spectral lines due to the GM cryocooler, particu-
larly above ≃ 20 Hz, along with a rising noise spectrum below
≃ 10 Hz. In aggregate, these non-idealities degrade the effec-
tive PSF-weighted NET of the SKIPR system by a factor of
approximately ×1.5 relative to the fundamental photon noise
limit.

In aggregate, our characterization of SKIPR indicates that
it performs close to expectations, and the system is thus ready
for imaging tests.
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