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Abstract: We show a setup for characterising the efficiency of a
single-photon-detector absolutely and with a precisiciteb@f 1%. Since
the setup does not rely on calibrated devices and can be rimepled
with standard-optic components, it can be realised in abgritory. Our
approach s based on an Erbium-Doped-Fiber-Amplifier (EpBéiometer
as a primary measurement standard for optical power, and atira-stable
source of spontaneous emission. As a proof of principle,lveeacterise the
efficiency of an InGaAs/InP single-photon detector. Wefiedithe correct-
ness of the characterisation with independent measursmenparticular,
the measurement of the optical power made with the EDFA raéter has
been compared to that of the Swiss Federal Office of Metrolagigg a
transfer power meter. Our approach is suitable for freqoleatacterisations
of high-efficient single-photon detectors.
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1. Introduction

Recently, important developments have been achieved ghesphoton-counting technologies
and high-efficient detectors have been developed in selayatatoried[l} 12, /3]. These im-
provements allow us to perform challenging experimentsuanqum optics, such as Device-
Independent quantum-key distribution [4] and detectimophole-free Bell test5[5.] 6]. How-
ever, while the system detection efficiency is rapidly iasiag, an accurate characterisation
method is still not easy to access.

Conventionally, calibration of a single-photon detectobtained by measuring the power
of a classical beam with a reference power meter, then tha estrongly attenuated and sent
to the detector under test, DUTI [7]. The accuracy of this mé{lusually between 5% and 10%)
is mainly limited by the power stability of the beam, the psemn of the attenuation stage and
accuracy of the reference power meter. In particular, tearacy of the absolute measurement
for commercial power meters is large 6 %) so a direct calibration traceable to the primary
standard is required. This calibration can only be perfafine metrological laboratory having
the primary measurement standard, e.g. the cryogenicituiiost radiometer[8]. This process
is long and time-consuming.

An alternative approach has been developed on the basisrefated photon pairs[9, 10]. It
allows us to estimate the detection efficiency of the DUT wiitfrelying on calibrated devices.
In this scheme, the fraction of emitted photons impingingfma DUT has to be determined
precisely. This is challenging due to the many spatial maadesived, particularly for fiber-
coupled detectors[11]. Therefore, the conventional nethatill commonly employed.

Sanguinettiet al.[12] demonstrated an absolute measurement of classitaldigl 540 nm
using a radiometer based on an Erbium-Doped Fiber Amplit®HA). This radiometer is
appealing for two reasons: it can be built with standardoghtiomponents and it is suitable for
low powers in the range of nW, allowing a weaker attenuattages.

Moreover, when characterising single-photon detectosedan semiconductor materials
(SPAD), non-linearities such as afterpulsing and dead/linid-off time have to be corrected
in order to reduce errors. Time-correlated detectiondefiicy measuremenis [13] attenuate the
impact of these non-linearities at the expense of a more toated setup. A simpler but effi-
cient approach is thus welcome.

In this paper we present a testbench for absolute charseatiens of single-photon detectors
with high precision. Our setup is based on the conventior#thod, but we avoid the calibration
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at the metrological laboratory by using an EDFA radiomdtat has been built followin@g[1.2].
We calibrate the reference power meter with this device hedwe verify the calibration factor
at the Swiss Federal Office of Metrology. Compared to [13,aalibration has been performed
at a different wavelength (1552 nm) and includes a full earwalysis. To improve stability and
repeatability, we have developed a stable light sourceaftsmeous emission [14]. This source
has been demonstrated as a precise reference for metalagpications since it is stable over
days, unpolarised and incoherent. As a proof of principke civaracterise the efficiency of a
SPAD analysing extensively the uncertainty on the effigfemeasurement and compensating
the impact of non-linearities.

This paper aims to provide a rigorous and reliable calibrafirotocol for characterising the
efficiency of a SPAD. It is organized as follows: first of all g&e an overview of the actual
implementation devoting particular attention to the EDBAliometer and the optical source.
Then we show how to characterise the uncertainty introdbyeglach component. Particular
attention is given to the calibration of the reference pometer traceable to the EDFA ra-
diometer. Finally, we show how to characterise the detedtfticiency of a SPAD.

2. Experimental setup
2.1. Overview

Figurdd shows the testbench we use for the efficiency claisation. Here we give an
overview of the proposed testbench while the implemeniasaletailed in Selc.4l.1. The beam
emitted by the source is sent with an optical switch, eitbéne reference power meter (RM

or to the DUT. The power in the beam is attenuated in two stageandAtt, before imping-
ing on the DUT. During the measurement RMnonitors periodically the beam power. When
calibrating PMs, the light is also sent to the EDFA radiometer.

BPF: Band-Pass Filter
IS: Isolator

EDFA
Switch Radiomete

.
m ’ -
1&/" ’
A0 P ::|

7 D
Att DUT

Fig. 1. Conventional method: sketch.

2.2. Incoherent stable source of spontaneous emission

An appropriate light source is vital for the stability angheatability of the measurement. Al-
though laser sources have the advantage of well-definedeveytl, the long coherence of the
emitted light degrades the repeatability of the calibratiecause of interreflections that can
occur between any couple of semi-reflecting surfecés [19reldver, polarisation-dependent
losses degrade the stability of the entire setup. Comniéncieherent sources are good alter-
natives, however their power may deviate by more than 20@9after a few hours of measure-
ment[17].

Another possible alternative is represented by an invextehic medium, such as Erbium-
Doped Fibre (EDF)[14]. In this system, a strong 982 nm punspri@romotes all the Erbium
ions in a metastable, excited state. When an ion decaysgoatsd level a photon is emitted.
When the emission coming from the EDF is dominated by the tsp@ous component, the



light guided in the fibre is unpolarised and has a short catteréime as it can be deduced by
the broad spectrum (centred at 1530 nm and 48 nm broad). Maramder strong pumping,
the output optical power saturates with extremely smallatimns. Monteircet al.[14] reported
less than 25 ppm of power deviation after 3 days of measurefmea short-length EDF.
Based on their work, we have developed a stand-alone deséeeHid.R) increasing the length
of the EDF (ER30-4/125 by Thorlabs) te18 cm (emitted power uW). The relative Allan
deviation of the output power show&0 ppm of deviation after one day of measurement.

Fig. 2. Picture of the stand-alone device: the output fibarthe right) is plugged into the
power meter (on the left).

2.3. EDFA Radiometer: operating principle

As mentioned previously, the accuracy of the conventionethwd relies on the accuracy of
the reference power meter. When measuring a light beam witimaalibrated but linear power
meter, the reading will be off by a factarcompared to the real value. Absolute optical power
measurements can be obtained with the EDFA radiometer.
Like the stable source, this device is based on the EDF: thoeuof output photons per mode
oyt €xiting from an EDF depends on stimulated and spontaneoissiom and is described
by [12]:

Hout = Glin +G -1 1)

wherepin is the number of input photons per mode, & the gain of the medium. The term
Guin represents the emission stimulated by the input light wihiéietermG — 1 represents the
spontaneous emission. Using the formalism of(Eq. 1, the unedsptical powers exiting the
fibre when we injectRg) or not (%) an input light are given by

P;p:(e—l).%hv.k )

2
5= (GHin+G—1)- —-hv -k 3)

C

where v is the photon energy and 2 is the number of modes per secondfdis the number
of temporal modes and the factor 2 corresponds to the nunfilpeiarisation modes)u, can
be derived from EGIPI13T18]:

o 1\ (R
tn(A) = <1‘W) (ngm —1) @)




We stress thafii, is an absolute measurement siiggA ) /Ps,(A) does not depend on The
gainG(A) can always be deduced independentlk aking:

G(A) = st(A)_Ps*p(A) 5

W= ®
whereP;, (1) is the reading of the incoming power. Thedependencies introduced in Eq.4 ,5
are meant to emphasise that is obtained for each temporal/spectral mode.

Following [12], we have built the fibred setup shown in Eig)3(The pump light is first in-
jected into the EDF using a WDM, then it is removed with anoiv®M. We used a counter-
propagating pumping configuration to prevent the pump lighth exiting at the output of the
radiometer. The input light travels through the two DWMs dhd EDF where it is ampli-
fied. At the output the light is sent either to a spectromei@rifsu, MS9710A) or to a power
meter. Two isolators are introduced at the input and outptiteodevice to suppress any back-
reflection of the telecom light that can occur outside thaeaméter. Within the radiometer,
back-reflections are suppressed using APC-connectors.

Input: . Erbium [solatori
U : H -_—

Spectr.

» 1530 nm
(b) <4 980 nm

Fig. 3. (a) Schematic of the radiometer. (b) Picture of theseThe green line (orange
arrow) enhances the & fiber (the pump laser fibre).

3. Absolute calibration of the reference power meter
3.1. EDFA radiometer characterisation

To correctly determine the number of incoming photons, thedmission factors before and af-
ter the EDF have to be carefully measured. We label the tressgon of the input connector as
T1, T2 is the transmission up to the EDF, dfgiis the output transmission (see Eig.3). The pump



laser is off. When connecting an optical fibre to the powereméhe reading can be affected by
a systematic calibration error that can be as high as 10% TdSEduce the impact of this error
we employ an integrating sphere photodiode (Thorlabs, 814¢his photodiode, however, has
a poor power sensitivityX1 uW) therefore we perform this measurement using a commercial
amplified spontaneous emission source (Trillium PhotQrasghe input source. The impact of
the statistical errors is reduced by repeating severaktiimepower measurements. To correctly
calibrateT; we connect and disconnect repeatedly the input fibre intifig connector max-
imising the transmission each time in order to improve thpeatability [12]. The uncertainty
on Ty can be estimated from the statistics of the measured trasemifactorsT,, instead, is
calibrated by injecting the light backwards into the radéer and measuring the light firstly in
B, then in A. All the connectors belonging 1o are adjusted to maximise the transmission. In
this way, T is affected only by statistical errors which scale with theare root of the number
of acquisitions. Finally, we calibrafg by injecting light from the input port and measuring the
lightin C and then at the output. Again, all the connectoiemging toTs are adjusted in order
to maximise the transmission. Also in this case the unaggtaicales with the square root of
the number of acquisitions. The results are tabulated ifflTab

Transmission factors

Sym. Value Rel. uncertainty (k=1)
Ty 0.967(2) 0.2%
T, | 0.8788(9) 0.1%
T3 | 0.5430(5) 0.09%

Table 1. Transmission factofs.indicates the coverage factor.

Once the transmission losses are characterised the ragioimeonnected to the output C of
the optical switch (see FIg.1).

3.2. EDFA radiometer: gain measurement

The last quantity to be characterised is the gain of the EBindJthe reference power meter
(Thorlabs, S154C) we monitor the light at the output of trdigmeter by injecting or not an
input beam. In the first case, the reading of the power meteesponds to both spontaneous
and stimulated emissior®y), while in the second situation it is only due to the spontarse
component ;). The input light is blocked using A(EXFO, FVA-3150 equipped with an
optical shutter). After having measured the light at theuirgf the radiometer always with the
reference power meteP}), we can calculat& using

B * _ pr
G— st~ sp ©6)

TP TiT2
OG = \/ op. + apzs*p + 0,_%; +0% +0f +0%, 7)

and obtainingG = 6.67(2). Note, in Ed.B, all powers must be read using the s we
take care to use the same power-measurement-range seiting the three measurements.
For simplicity, we introduceG corresponding to the average gain over the spectrum of the
input light. In the actual measurement we calculate the faieach wavelength as described
in[12)and in Appendi{A.



3.3. Absolute measurement of the input power

The input power is deduced absolutely, by measuring firssffmmtaneous emission from the
EDF (Psp), then all the output light when the input beam is injectetd the EDF Bg). Those
powers are recorded with a spectrometer (Anritsu, MS97106A¢cover the dependencies on
A. With Eq[4 we obtainuin (A). We convert this number into optical powé o) using [12]

1 2hZAA
Pradio = T, /IJin(/\) : Td/\ (8)

whereA, AA are given by the spectrometer employed in the measuremgtttiBmeasurement
we can calibrate P\;. We definekpy as the ratio between the power measured with the ra-
diometer and the reading of the reference power metekpve= Pradio/P- When calculating
the effective amount of light measured with the power metee, must take into account that a
disconnected APC fibre end has an output loss of 3.3%, duetmEtreflectiori[16].

We estimate the uncertainty d@y for a single-shot measurement. We detail the analysis
in the AppendikA obtaining 0.6% of relative standard erifa.test the repeatability of the
measurement, we repeat the entire characterisation Hedén Se€3 three times. The average
between the obtaindgys yields 95.2% with a standard deviation of 0.4%. This is xtast
with the uncertainty of the single-shot measurement. Asrdilcoation, the calibration factor
of PMes has been measured at the Swiss Federal Office of MetrologyT8Eat 1550 nm
against a transfer power meter traceable to the cryogedicmeter. In this case, the absolute-
calibration factor is measured at J0W yielding kagsmetas=95.3+0.7%. Considering the non-
linearity coefficient between 100V and 10 nW (measured at 1541 nm with a Ge photodiode,
KNL Metas1onw=99.754£0.001%), kieTas =95.140.7%. We stress that the measurement with
the radiometer was blind test since METAS characterised the reference power metgr on
after we have measurdgy. The two values agree within less than one standard demjatio
confirming the potential of the radiometer as a measurenetel for the primary standard.

4. Characterisation of the measurement setup
4.1. Testbench: actual implementation

Once the reference power meter is calibrated, we proceedhanacterising the efficiency
measurement setup. Here we describe in details the testlsbioavn in FidIL: the light emit-
ted by the source is filtered at =1552+1.67 nm (DiCon, TF500). The beam passes through
Ao (EXFO, FVA-3150) and goes towards the optical switch (Légtht, LT-210) that diverts the
light either to PMet (Thorlabs, S154C) or to the DUALt consists of two variable attenuators,
A1,A2 (EXFO, FVA-60Db). All the APC connectors have been polishéthwthe same equip-
ment to guarantee the same angle. The number of incomingphper second on the detector,
N, is derived from the measurement of the light power made Riths using

_ Pem-Roc - Att
B hC//\t (9)

wherePpy is the power measured by R hc/A; = 1.28- 10197 is the photon energptt =
A; - A> andRpc is the splitting ratio.

4.2. Splitting ratio

The repeatability and stability of the optical switch and sitability ofAtt affect the uncertainty
of N. After settingAtt to the minimum value, we characterise the splitting ratiefirled as
RDC=,;% where R (Pp) is the power measured at the point C (point D). We measurkghie



firstly in the upper path then in the bottom path over an exddngeriod ¢10 hours). We
use PMes to monitor the light at C (see Fig.1) and an EXFO PM1100 powetemcalibrated
against PNys to monitor the light at D. Each power measurement is averdged second
and repeated 10 times on each path. We obtaix-R.3441 (3) which corresponds to a relative
standard error of 0.09%.

4.3. Attenuation stage

On the basis of the detector characteristics, we choes2d900 ph/s to guarantee enough de-
tections without attaining saturation. Givepy=9 nW we set A=A,= 30dB. The remaining
attenuation is introduced adjusting)ATo characterise the variable attenuator over 30 dB of
attenuation we can not use the stable source since its quijugr is low, so we use the com-
mercial source of amplified spontaneous emission, filteted @1552+1.67 nm again. Ais
obtained measuring the incoming light when the attenuagisat to the minimumg{ W range)
and when the attenuation is increased by 30 dB. Each powesureraent is averaged over 1s
and repeated 10 times. The attenuation value is

~ P3odBnKNL30dBm

= 10
PsodBnKNLE0dBm (10)

whereknLrangeis the linearity measurement of the reference power metéoimeed at METAS.
The standard error is

_ /52 2 2 2
On = \/ Obs0em T FPsodem T INL30dBm + INL60dBM (11)

From that we can deduce the standard erroAtin

Opt = \/OF + 0F, ~ V204 (12)

Transmission Factors

Sym. Value Rel. uncertainty (k=1)

A 0.99690(96)10°3 0.096%

As 0.97203(93)10°3 0.096%
KNL30dBm 0.998203(9) 0.0009%
KNL60dBm 0.99671(2) 0.002%

| Att | 0.9690(13)10°°® | 0.13%

Table 2. Error budget of the attenuation

4.4. Overall stability

While characterising the detector, the stability of theiagltcomponents can affect the uncer-
tainty of the measurement. We measure the Allan deviatichebptical power at D over an
extended period18 hours). The power stability of the source is degraded éyabtbench but
after one hour of measurement the power fluctuations arevd@ld2% of the average value.
Because of that, during the efficiency characterisationtveek the power every hour with 10 s
of collection time.



Stability of the optical power
Time | Stable source| pointD
10s 0.8 ppm 8 ppm
1hour 0.6 ppm 200 ppm

Table 3. Stability of the optical power

4.5. Uncertainty budget

Tabld4 reports the uncertainty budget measured for theagtbwer impinging on the detector.
The relative uncertainty of the testbench is 0.16%. Ineclgdhe uncertainty of the reference
power meter, the uncertainty of the number of photons impipgn the detector is 0.59%. This
number is suitable for precise characterisations evergaenidetection efficiencies.

Error Budget
Sym. Name Rel. uncertainty (k=1)
Roc Splitting ratio 0.09%
Att | Attenuation chain 0.13%
Stability 0.02%
| | Total | 0.16%

Table 4. Error budget of the testbench.

5. Measurement of the detection efficiency

The DUT is a pigtailed InGaAs/InP avalanche photodiode witinonolithic integrated nega-
tive feedback resistor. The detector is cooled with a 8tirliefrigerator down to -7 [19].
The electronic readout drives the detector in free-runoorglitions applying a programmable
hold -off time after each detection to reduce the afterpglsi

To quantify the stability of the overall setup, we continalyumeasure the detection-rate
over 10 hours. In Figl4(a) we show the detection-rate pritibabistribution. Each data point
corresponds to 10 seconds of collection time. The disiobytinned according to Scott's
rule [21], is Gaussian with standard deviation (184) closhé square root of the average value
(191). This is consistent with a Poissonian distributionihg a large average value. For such
a detection rate (which corresponds to a relative uncéytamaller than 1%), the fluctuations
of the optical beam are negligible. In Fiy.4(b) we also shajuantitative analysis by means of
the relative Allan deviation for the same dataset. Notettmatelative Allan deviation remains
below 0.2% for the entire dataset.

After the calibration of Pl¢, to estimate the detection efficiency)(of an ideal single-
photon detector it would be sufficient to record, with two épeéndent measurements, the
avalanche rate sending or not photons to the detector. fhederived using:

ldet—ldc
= — 13
n N (13)
whererget is the avalanche rate originated by both photons and darkhts@andry. is the
avalanche rate originated only by dark counts.
However, SPADs are affected by afterpulses which are coedht@troducing an hold-off
time after each detection. This influences the measurest @tehe one hand, the detector can
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Fig. 4. (a) Detection rate probability distribution for an220 with collection time set to
10s. The incoming power is not adjusted during the entiresemegnent (10 hours). The
measured detection rate is limited only by Poissonianssiesi and no significant drift
of the average value is measured. This demonstrates thestability of the setup. (b)
Relative Allan deviation for the same measurement. The bie shaded area represents
the uncertainty of the measured value.

not detect photons during the hold-off times so, at a higloentrate,n is underestimated.
On the other hand, the afterpulses increase the detectiobriaging an overestimation af.
The impact of the hold-off times on the detection rate candseected introducing a duty-cycle
corresponding to the time when the detector is on. To cofoedhe afterpulsing we consider
that after any detection an afterpulse is generated withgbility p.p. These corrections are
introduced modifying 4e: andrgc with

_ fda
Fdet(1+ Pap) = () (14)
r*
Fdc(1+ Pap) = ﬁ (15)
Cc

wherer is the hold-off time and, (. is themeasureddetection rate (dark-count rate). We
can now plug EQ.J4.15 into EqJ13 to det[13]:



1 et Fdc
=N (1+ pap) (1— M 1—rgcr) (16)

In our casefj., 'y. have been measured after having integrated the avalangkesio

extended period for different hold-off times (5, 10, @6) and different nominal efficiencies
(15% and 20%). As one may notice, it can happen that an afserjpmioriginated by another
afterpulse. To consider thisapshould correspond to the total afterpulsing probabilitg an
include also higher-order afterpulses (see [22], Se@&g. 6.10).
Pap Can be measured reconstructing the temporal evolutionecévhlanche rate given that an
avalanche has occurred at time zeRgt | 0). For very long delays there will be no correlation
between two events and the probability that a pulse occurbe@determined only by the mean
count raten. We calculate g, using

~75US
Pap= /0 " (Pu(t | 0) — n)dt (17)

We use two independent measurement procedures (see Agiggndi

e The first method, described in[22], records the time irdkrvetween successive
avalanches. This is the easiest measurement procedureguices only a Time To Dig-
ital Converter device to register the time-stamp.

» The second method, described[in/[13], uses a pulsed lasegder the first avalanche.
The temporal evolution is recorded with an FPGA board whichtmls the setup to
record data only when the detector is in a well-defined candifThis method has the
advantage of precise control of the detector but it requrésdicated setup.

5.1. Results

For our detector, we measure a detection efficiency of 20.2% with a dark-count rate of
89 Hz at -70C. However, here we are interested in the measurement atroduced by an
insufficient compensation for hold-off time and the aftdsps. In our case, the uncertainty
introduced by the hold-off time correction is negligible(dw ~0.04%) since the length of the
hold-off time is known precisely and we pay attention notstusate the detector (the detector is
inactive less than 10% the time). The afterpulse corredsiomore delicate as it is illustrated in
Tab[B. The table reports the efficiencies with differenthoff times before and after correcting
for the afterpulsing (for g, obtained by the 2 methods).

Detection efficiency (%)
Bias (V) | ri.(Hz) Without pap corr. 1st method 2nd method
5us | 10us | 20us Sus | 10us | 20us 5us | 10us | 20us
72.3 49 17.34| 16.54| 16.20| 15.89| 16.09| 16.06 || 16.13| 16.17 | 16.09
73.5 89 26.54 | 22.56| 21.55|| 20.36| 20.98| 21.19|| 21.15| 21.20| 21.27

Table 5. Detection efficiency estimated before and aftelyapgpthe afterpulsing correc-
tion. For the latter, we compared the two methods used tounedise afterpulsing proba-
bility.

One would expect the quantum efficiency of a SPAD to be indégetof the chosen hold-off
time. This is clearly not the case for the efficiencies olgdiwithout afterpulsing correction.
Looking at the values including correction, we note thatdlierences become much smaller.



This is especially the case ikpis measured with the second method. This indicates that the
values obtained with this method are more appropriate. thatie differences above 0.23% are
significant according to TdB.6. However for smaller efficies, Ry obtained by the simpler
first method can give still satisfactory results, in particifor longer hold-off times. We ex-
pect the values for longer hold-off times being a bettenest of the real quantum efficiency.
The uncertainty of the quantum efficiency introduced by irfgaetion of the afterpulses com-
pensation depends on the settings. For 20% efficiency aps 20 hold-off time, we assume
conservatively the introduced error to be smaller than Qwbich is the difference between the
values obtained with 2Qs and 1Qus, respectively. Finally, we can provide the total uncetai
budget for the quantum efficiency characterisation, seé@Ffaban overview.

Error Budget(Nom. Eff 20% HO 20 us)
Sym. Name Value Effectonn | Uncertainty(k=1)

Pom Power at PNkt (nW) 6.59+0.04 0.57%
Transmission up to port D (3.687-0.006)10' 0.16%

I det Detection rate (Hz) 3860+6 0.16% 0.23%
lde Dark-count rate (Hz) 87.84+0.66 0.02%

Corr. for the afterpulses 0.4% 0.4%

| | Quantumefficiency | 21.19+0.15% | | 0.73% |

Table 6. Error budget of the efficiency characterisation.

6. Conclusions

In this paper we have shown how to perform an absolute céliloraf the detection efficiency
of a fibre-coupled single-photon detector using a simpltbéesh and only standard optical
components. We have determined the detection efficiencg&¥d with a relative uncertainty
well below 1%. If the measurement is performed carefullyrecting for afterpulses and hold-
off times, the precision is determined by the absolute catibn of the reference detector. This
calibration is achieved using a stable light source and aRAfadiometer with an error as
low as 0.57%. The EDFA radiometer provides a reliable pnnmaeasurement standard and is
suitable for calibrating single-photon detectors.
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Appendix
A. Error analysis of the calibration factor

Here we provide the analysis for the standard error of asisgbt absolute power measurement
using the EDFA radiometer. We assume a flat gain to simpliyahalysis. Equatidi 4 states

S (A)
3= (1-3) (ng( - 1) (18)
0f 0 —OA+Oa=A-B (19)
where
_ oc
AT B1-1/0) (20)

A(Ps(A)/Psp(2))
5t(A)/Pep(A) =1

To estimateA(Pg(A)/Psp(A)) we repeatedly measure (20 timé%)(A) and we calculate its
standard error. The error dhygio can be deduced from Ed).8 using:

o = (21)

O-Fz’radio = 0121 + 0122 + /(Oﬁin()\) + UAZ/\ + O-Aleg)dA (22)

The calibration factor is

k= —Pr;f"’ (23)
in
OF = Of o + O (24)

whereapi; is the statistical error on the reading of the P

Error Budget

Sym. | Rel. uncertainty (k=1)

Og 0.26%

Pi(A)

Ps*:)( ) 0.28%

O 0.0002%

Op L, 0.01%

A

oT, 0.24%

o, 0.1%
OP, i 0.57%

Op- 0.068%

| o | 0.57% |

Table 7. Error budget of the radiometer.

B. Afterpulsing characterisation

As mentioned before, afterpulses are usually charactesiseting from the statistical distribu-
tion of the time intervals between two avalanches. The tiyaons about the physical nature



of the phenomena are usually carried out considering thiegimibity distribution between two
subsequentavalanches[24]. On the contrary, we are interested in atvia distribution be-
tweenany pairs of avalanches with no assumption on what is happerehgden them. The
difference between the two distributions is mainly due wghleir order afterpulsing. We imple-
mented two independent methods able to reconstruct tharmlaé rate at time t conditioned
on having an avalanche at time zefg(t | 0).

In the first method[22], the timestamps of the avalanche weoges are recorded. Then the
histogram of the time delays between two pul$gi€\T], is built: for every pulse in the times-
tamp, the delays between this pulse and its successorsgunéximum delay Thax= 75US)
are calculated and[iAT] is increased by one for each of these delaygaxlis chosen consid-
ering that the histogram becomes flat when the avalanchasarerelatedP;(t | 0) is then
deduced:
h[iAT]

ot

whereNrq; is the total number of pulses that belong to the timestampAniad the bin-width,
~300ns. The main advantage of this method is its simplicitgssiit requires only a TDC
to be performed. However, since the condition of the SPADeethe first avalanche is not
well-defined, we can not guarantee that the distributiondependent from the history of the
diode.

For this reason, a second method[13] has been developddsimethod the SPAD is pre-
pared in a well-defined condition, i.e. that no avalanchedwasirred in the previous fbs.
Then an FPGA triggers a laser pulse which is sent to the detétthen the pulse is detected,
the FPGA records all the avalanches occurring in the neps75uildingh[iAT]. This time,
Nrot corresponds to the total number of avalanches originatédéolaser pulses.

The total afterpulse probabilitiepap, obtained with these methods are reported in[Tab.8 for
different settings of efficiency and hold-off times (HO).rkbe first method we also estimate
the repeatability of the measurement doing the measurefitenés. The two methods produce
significantly different results. Since the measurementlitams can be well controlled for the
second method, we believe that this method gives betteltse$his hypothesis is reinforced by
the analysis of the results in chapter 5.1. However, moré&wit be necessary to understand
the systematic difference between the two methods. It hhe twoted that the impact of these
discrepancies is small(fopp<<1) and , and finally not limiting the precision of the efficieny
measurement.

P:(IAT | 0)AT = (25)

15% Efficiency
Method 1 Method 2
Value Repeatability
HO5us | 9.15(9)% 1.0% 7.48%
HO 10us | 2.83(4)% 1.3% 2.33%
HO 20us | 0.83(3)% 3.6% 0.63%
20% Efficiency
Method 1 Method 2
Value Repeatability
HO 5us | 30.35(7)% 0.07% 25.51%
HO 10us | 7.50(8)% 1.1% 6.40%
HO 20us | 1.71(3)% 1.8% 1.34%

Table 8. Total afterpulse probabilities. The acquisitiomet for the first (second) method is
10 minutes (1 hours).
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