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Abstract

High-performance single-photon detectors (SPDs) are indispensable components
for quantum optical tasks. However, the reliance of state-of-the-art devices on
superconducting materials imposes severe technological demands and challeng-
ing operational conditions (e.g., cryogenics), which hinder scalable commercial
deployment. To address this, we propose the Enhanced Single-Photon Detec-
tor (ESPD) framework, a novel paradigm for achieving high-performance SPDs
through the iterative enhancement of low-technology SPDs. Utilizing only stan-
dard quantum optical components, the ESPD scheme transforms a legacy
non-superconducting SPD, with detection efficiency (DE) about 59% and dark
count rate (DCR) 10~2, into a device with superior performance metrics, achiev-
ing DE higher than 95% and DCR below 10~9%. This level of performance is
comparable to or surpasses recently designed superconducting SPDs, allowing
the minimal tolerable channel transmission rate for Quantum Key Distribution
(QKD) protocols to be reduced by several orders of magnitude. Furthermore, the
scheme’s device requirements are moderate, relying on readily available current
technology, which ensures near-term experimental feasibility. The ESPD frame-
work thus provides a clear, scalable path toward the large-scale deployment of
high-performance SPDs and the commercialization of quantum communication
technologies.
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1 Introduction

Single-photon detectors (SPDs) play a pivotal role in quantum optics, as measurement
is indispensable for information readout across virtually all applications. The two most
critical performance metrics of an SPD are the detection efficiency (DE), denoted by
7, and the dark count rate (DCR), denoted by d. The former influences the efficiency
of nearly all quantum operations, while the latter constitutes the ultimate limitation
in high-attenuation scenarios. Regarding DE, numerous quantum experiments rely on
SPD signals to retrieve results. In linear optical quantum computation, where success
events are probabilistic and require the simultaneous detection of multiple photons,
the success rate decreases exponentially with low-efficiency SPDs [1-3]. In Bell tests
for quantum non-locality, verifying violations of the Clauser-Horne—Shimony—Holt or
Eberhard inequalities routinely requires DE exceeding specific thresholds to close loop-
holes [4-10], such as approximately 67% [11] or 83% [12]. In heralded single-photon
sources, where entangled pairs are generated and one photon is detected to confirm
the presence of the other, the efficiency of the SPD directly dictates the success
rate [13-16]. Regarding DCR, a primary constraint arises in quantum communica-
tion, particularly in quantum key distribution (QKD). The security of a practical
QKD protocol relies on maintaining the quantum bit error rate (QBER) below a
protocol-specific threshold, which is significantly lower than 50% [17-20]. However,
communication channels induce exponential photon attenuation [21-24]. If the effec-
tive signal rate, determined by the channel transmission rate and thus communication
distance, falls below the DCR of the SPDs, the QBER rises precipitously, as dark
count events (which yield a 50% error rate) dominate the detection statistics. Conse-
quently, the practical secure distance of QKD is strictly limited by the DCR of the
SPDs [25-27].

Given their critical importance, the development of SPDs has been a continuous
research focus since the inception of quantum technologies. While capable of operating
at room temperature, traditional SPDs often suffer from both low DE and high DCR.
For instance, a frequency upconversion SPD presented in 2004 operates at 300 K with
a DE of approximately 59% and a DCR. of 10~2 [28], while an InGaAs/InP detector
presented in 2017 operates at 223 K with a DE of 27.5% and a DCR of 1076 [29]. These
specifications are insufficient for advanced quantum tasks, which typically require the
DE of SPD above 90% with DCR below 10~7. To suppress DCR and enhance DE,
recent efforts have shifted toward designing SPDs using superconducting devices, such
as superconducting nanowire SPDs (SNSPDs) [30-33]. These detectors achieve perfor-
mance superior to traditional counterparts, boosting DE to over 90% while suppressing
DCR by several orders of magnitude. This capability enables the implementation of
demanding quantum tasks, such as long-distance QKD distance [19, 34-36]. A sum-
mary of recent representative advancements in superconducting SPDs is presented in
Table 1.

However, as illustrated in the table, the reliance on superconductors necessitates
stringent operating conditions, specifically with extremely low temperatures. Further-
more, these systems often entail high technical complexity and cost, hindering scalable
commercial deployment.



Table 1: Summary of recent representative performance benchmarks for state-of-the-
art superconducting SPDs.

Year | Researchers (et al.) | Operation temperature | Detection efficiency | Dark count rate
2020 P. Hu (30] 2.10 K 95.0 % 0.5 x 10=5
2021 J. Chang [31] 2.50 K 99.5 % 1.1 x 1073
2021 G.Z.Xu [32] 0.84 K 92.2 % 3.6 x 107°
2023 I. Craiciu [33] 0.90 K 78.0 % 1.0 x 107
2024 L. Charaev [37] 20.0 K 7.60 % 1.0 x 10~3

To address these limitations, we propose a design for SPDs that meets advanced
performance requirements, and even potentially outperforms superconducting devices,
while relying on accessible, non-superconducting technology suitable for room-
temperature operation. The proposed method, termed the Enhanced SPD (ESPD)
scheme, iteratively upgrades the performance of an existing SPD level by level. As a
demonstration of its capability, the ESPD scheme can enhance a non-superconducting
SPD designed 20 years ago [28] to one achieving a DE exceeding 95% and a DCR
below 1079, thereby rivaling state-of-the-art devices. Our method not only provides
a high-performance SPD design realizable with current (even commercial) technolo-
gies but also establishes a general framework for engineering high-performance SPDs
using low-technology components. This opens a new avenue for research into SPDs
and related quantum optical technologies.

2 Results

In this section, we detail the architecture of the Enhanced Single-Photon Detector
(ESPD) scheme, which iteratively improves performance starting from a base (exist-
ing) SPD. Then we establish the theoretical framework governing its operation and
provide analytical approximations to characterize its performance.

2.1 Design of the Enhanced Single-Photon Detector

The ESPD architecture is designed to upgrade the capabilities of a given SPD level
by level, ultimately achieving high DE and low DCR.

For clarity, we define the DE as the probability of generating a positive detection
event given a single-photon input, and the DCR as the probability of a positive report
given a vacuum input. Let ESPD; denote the ESPD at level s, with DE 1, and DCR
ds. The iteration begins with an initial detector, ESPDy, characterized by 19 = n and
dy = d.

The design utilizes qubit logic. The schematic of the ESPD paradigm is illustrated
in Fig. 1.

The construction of the (s+ 1)-th level detector, ESPD, 1, proceeds as follows. To
facilitate understanding, readers can consider an implementation where the degree of
freedom (DOF) is photon polarization and the controlled operations are C-NOT gates.
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Fig. 1: Schematic representation of the recursive ESPD architecture. The (s + 1)-
th level detector (ESPDgy1) is constructed by integrating multiple copies of the s-th
level detector (ESPD;) with controlled gates. Here, C(F;) are controlled gates, SP
are state-preparation operations, measurements are projective measurements via basis
{]0),]1)}, and filters represent that the |0) path is aborted.

1. DOF Selection: Select a manipulable DOF of the incoming photon (e.g., polariza-
tion). Let {|0), |1)} be the computational basis for this DOF. We treat the signal as
a qutrit in the basis {|0),]0),|1)}, where |} denotes the vacuum state, and |0), |1)
denote the orthonormal states of a non-vacuum photon. Note that if the selected
DOF is the photon number itself, |0) coincides with |@) and |1) represents non-
vacuum. However, for practical implementations, it is often more convenient to use
an internal DOF like polarization distinct from it.

2. State Preparation: Apply a state preparation operation to the incoming signal
to initialize the selected DOF to |1). Consequently, a non-vacuum signal is mapped
to |1), while a vacuum signal remains |0).

3. Controlled Operations: Implement n,41 controlled operations, denoted as C(F3)
for i = 1,...,ns41 (typically C-NOT gates). These gates interact the signal path
with nsy; auxiliary sources, each initialized in the state |0).

4. Auxiliary Measurement: Perform projective measurements on the auxiliary out-
puts in the basis {|0),|1)}. Outcome paths of |0) are discarded, and only the |1)
paths are preserved for detection.

5. Detection: Detect the signals at the end of paths, including the signal one and
the auxiliary ones, using s-th level detectors, ESPD;.

6. Decision Logic: A positive detection report for ESPDgy; is generated if and only
if at least ksy1 positive detections are registered among the ngi1 + 1 detectors
(comprising nsy1 auxiliary detectors and one signal path detector). Otherwise, a
negative report is returned. Here, ksy1 is a pre-selected threshold integer. Here,
ns4+1 should refer to the number of effective operations that survive post-selection
(if the controlled gates include such), namely, the decision logic is essentially that
the positive report rate on the multiple detections reaches a pre-defined threshold.



2.2 Theoretical Formulation
2.2.1 Notations

We define the parameters governing the system dynamics. As stated, ns and ds repre-
sent the DE and DCR of ESPDy, respectively. Although 7s may theoretically depend
on the photon number distribution, we approximate it as a unified value for the given
system. The parameters ns41 and ks11 denote the number of effective controlled gates
and the decision threshold for ESPDg, 1, respectively.

We assume all controlled operations C(F;) are identical, denoted simply as C(F)
for convenience. Let p be the transmission probability of the signal path through
a single module (an optional state preparation followed by a C(F')). Specifically, p
is the probability that the output signal remains non-vacuum given a non-vacuum
input, accounting for loss but irrespective of decoherence (since the state can be re-
prepared). Furthermore, let @) represent the intrinsic error rate of the auxiliary path
in the absence of C(F) (i.e., errors from auxiliary state preparation and measurement,
but not including detection). Given the maturity of commercial linear optical com-
ponents, we assume @ < 1 (typically Q@ < 1073). Finally, let P and Q denote the
probabilities of obtaining a non-vacuum output on the controlled path before detec-
tion, given that the input to the corresponding module was non-vacuum or vacuum,
respectively. For simplicity, we approximately assume p, P, and @ are invariant across
all C(F") operations.

2.2.2 Assumptions

In practical scenarios, SPD DE typically ranges from 10% to 90%, while the DCR is
generally below 1073. Consequently, the hierarchy 0 < d < n < 1 holds. We further
assume dg < Pns. This condition is trivial, for if it were violated, the signal contri-
bution from the controlled operations would be indistinguishable from device noise,
rendering the operations practically insignificant. Additionally, the transmission rate
is assumed to be p & 1 (see Section 3.1). Finally, considering practical implementation
costs, we assume ng and kg are moderate integers satisfying 1 < kg < ng.

2.2.3 Formulations

Let Ps; and Qs denote the probabilities of obtaining a positive report on an auxiliary
path given a non-vacuum or vacuum input to the C'(F) module, respectively, using
ESPD; as the detector. These are expressed as:

Pop1 = Pns + (1 = ns)ds] + (1 = P)ds = Pns(1 — ds) +ds = Pr)s (1)

Qs+1 = Qs + (1 = ns)ds] + (1 — Q)ds = Qns(1 — ds) +ds = Qns +ds < Q +ds
(2)
Similarly, let P! and Q' denote the probabilities of obtaining a positive report on the
signal path after all C'(F’) operations, given a non-vacuum or vacuum output from the
final gate, respectively, then:

P;+1 =ns + (1 = ns)ds = ns, le+1 =ds (3)



We now derive the DE and DCR for the (s 4 1)-th level.

For the DE calculation, we assume a non-vacuum input and calculate the proba-
bility of obtaining at least k441 positive reports out of ns41 + 1 total detections. If the
photon is lost exactly after the i-th C(F), the probability of a final positive report is:

Ps+1»ks+17i
s n—1
ca-@) Y () ray = ()@ - Qe
Jitje=ks+1 1 2 (4)

MNs+1 .
i—jy (TP j n—i—j
AT SN () I ] R AN

Jitje=kst1—1

where the first and second terms correspond to scenarios where the signal path detector
reports negative or positive, respectively.
If the photon survives all C(F') operations, the probability is:
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Combining these, the DE of ESPDg 4 is:
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For the DCR calculation, we assume a vacuum input. The probability of a false
positive is:
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Collectively, the DE and DCR evolution is governed by the non-linear time-variant
dynamic system:

(77s+1a ds—i-l) = Gs+1(778a dS)a (770a dO) = (nvd) (8)

where the mapping G is defined by Eq. (1) to (7).

2.3 Analytical Approximation and Stability Analysis

While Eq. (8) describes the exact dynamics, an analytical solution is generally
intractable. However, employing the approximations in Eq.(1) to (3) and the assump-
tions from Section 2.2.2, we can derive simplified bounds to elucidate the system’s
behavior.

Consider the DCR evolution. Eq. (7) can be reformulated as:
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Applying the upper bound from Eq. (2), substituting Eq. (3) to Eq. (9), and
assuming k — 1 > nx, we obtain:
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which is notably independent of n,. Given Qs,ds < 1 and moderate ng41, ks41, We
assume ("“+ 1)(Q + ds) < 1. This yields the approximation:

ds+1 5 ds <k Ns41 )(Q+d8)k5+11 + <ns+1>(Q+ds)ks+1

s+1 — 1 ks+1 (13)
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This provides an estimation for the DCR at level s + 1.
Similarly, the DE can be lower-bounded by:

Nst1 _
Ms+1 2P [Pyyy Z < “’;’ >P5j+1( — Pyyq)tett™

j>ksp1—1
Ns+1 i
F-Py) ¥ (") P P
j>ksy1 ‘7
ZP"S“[PéH( o )Pskﬁl_l(l — Pypq)tettTheni
kopr — 1
n 1 s
+ D <+) Plyy(1— Poyy)me 9]
J>kq+1

%pnyrl [77& <k Ns+1 )(Pns)k5+11(1 _ Pns)n5+17k5+1+1

s+1 — 1
s j n —J
p> ( “) (Pn.Y (1= Py)"+ ]
JZkst1
(14)
which is independent of ds. Therefore, solving the inequality
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determines the condition under which the DE is enhanced in the subsequent level. If
ns and ks are constant across levels and the system is stable, the DE of ESPD, will
converge to a root of the left-hand side of Eq. (15).



2.4 Performance Simulations

While obtaining an exact analytical solution for the non-linear, time-variant dynamic
system governing the ESPD is mathematically complex, numerical methods provide
a robust and sufficient approach for practical design. In this section, we present
numerical simulations to validate the ESPD paradigm, demonstrating that substantial
performance gains are achievable even with moderate initial hardware specifica-
tions. For example, a three-level ESPD can transform a semiconductor SPD into one
exhibiting DE > 95% and DCR. < 1077, effectively removing the necessity for super-
conducting materials while matching or exceeding the performance of state-of-the-art
SNSPDs.

Simulation Parameters: We evaluated the ESPD scheme using two base-
line detectors: one representing older technology with (no,do) = (59%,1072) [28],
and another representing typical InGaAs/InP performance with (n,dy) =
(27.5%,1075) [29]. The transmission probability is set to p = 0.99, and the auxil-
iary path error rate Q@ = 0.2% (see Section 3.1). We considered two controlled gate
fidelity scenarios: P = 0.81, representing standard linear optical C-NOT gates [38],
and P = 0.95!, representing high-fidelity implementations [39, 40]. Also, a further
implementation with P reduced to 0.4 is reported in Section 3.1. Various combinations
of the configuration parameters ns and ks are evaluated.

Performance Outcomes: Table 2 to 5 and Fig. 2 to 5 summarize the achiev-
able performance metrics across varying configurations and baseline architectures. The
results indicate that the ESPD scheme significantly enhances the capabilities of con-
ventional SPDs. Notably, with only three levels of enhancement, the detectors achieve
performance metrics (DE > 95%, DCR < 10~Y) that rival or surpass those of advanced
superconducting SPDs.

3 Discussion

We now discuss the device requirements, potential applications, as well as current
limitations and avenues for future work.

3.1 Device Requirements

The flexibility of the ESPD paradigm, which allows for various DOF to be employed,
enables the selection of an easily manipulated parameter. In practical implementa-
tions, this facilitates state preparation and projective measurement, ensuring that
the error parameter ) can be executed with extremely low rates. Specifically, @ can
be suppressed to below the 10~% level using commercial platforms[41, 42], thereby
guaranteeing condition @ < 1.

The primary technological requirements of the ESPD scheme are the controlled
quantum gates, typically C-NOT operations, which define the critical parameters p
and P. In practice, the transmission rate p is often approximated as p &~ 1, representing
a high transmission efficiency [42-49]. However, since p decays exponentially as the

LCorresponding to about 0.22 dB, which is very likely to be achieved commercially in the short term,
since it is confident to achieve by the commercial platform Q.ANT in 2026.



Table 2: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from

[28], with 19 = 59%, do = 1072, and high controlled gate fidelity, P = 0.99.
Para 1 Para 2 Para 3
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d))
0 - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10 2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10 2)
1 (4,2) (88.7%, 1.2x10-3) | (6,3) (86.2%, 4.5 x10-2) | (7,3) (90.9%, 7.2 x 10~7)
2 (4,2) (98.6%, 6.5 x 10~°) | (6,3) (97.4%, 1.1 x 10—8) (7,3) (97.7%, 2.4 x 10—7)
3 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.5 x1073) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5x10-7) | (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10~ 7)
4 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x10-%) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5x10-7) | (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10~ 7)
5 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x10-%) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5x10-7) | (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10~ 7)
6 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x10-%) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5x10-7) | (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10~ 7)
7 (4,2) (99.0% ,2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x 10—7) (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10—7)
8 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x10-3) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x10-7) | (7,3) (97.9%, 2.6 x 10~ 7)
Para 4 Para 5 Para 6
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d))
0 - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2)
1 (8,4) (84.3%, 1.8 x107%) | (8,2) (97.3%, 4.2 x 1073) | (8,2) (97.3%, 4.2 x 1073)
2 (8,4) (96.2%,5.7x 10=10) | (8,4) (96.9%, 1.5 x 10~ 7) | (8,3) (97.9%, 1.7 x 10~5)
3 (8,4) (96.8%,9.5 x 10=19) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10=19) | (8,4) (96.9%, 1.1 x 10~9)
4 (8,4) (96.9%,9.8x 10~19) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 10) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 1)
5 (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10=19) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~10) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 19)
6 (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10710) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~19) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~10)
7 (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10—10) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~19) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 10)
8 (8,4) (96.9%,9.8x 10719) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 10) | (8,4) (96.9%,9.8 x 10~ 1)
Detective Efficiency vs Level Dark Count Rate vs Level
1r —— 100¢
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Fig. 2: Performance scaling for initial parameters 79 = 59.0%, do = 1.0 x 1072, with
P =0.99.
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Table 3: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from
[28], with 19 = 59%, do = 1072, and moderate controlled gate fidelity, P = 0.81.

Para 1 Para 2 Para 3
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (1), DCR (d))
0 - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10 2)
1 (4,2) (80.2%, 1.2 x 1073) | (6,3) (74.2%, 4.5 x 10-%) | (7,3) (81.6%, 7.2 x 10~5)
2 (4,2) (94.5%, 5.9 x 107°) | (6,3) (89.1%, 7.3 x 10=8) | (7,3) (95.2%, 1.8 x 10—7)
3 (4,2) (97.9%, 2.3 x103) | (6,3) (95.7%, 1.1 x 10~7) | (7,3) (97.0%, 2.4 x 10~ 7)
4 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (96.8%, 1.4 x 10~7) | (7,3) (97.2%, 2.5 x 10~7)
5 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (96.9%, 1.4 x 10-7) | (7,3) (97.2%, 2.6 x 10~ ")
6 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x 107%) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (7,3) (97.2%, 2.6 x 10~7)
7 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (7,3) (97.2%, 2.6 x 10—7)
8 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (7,3) (97.2%, 2.6 x 10~7)

Para 4 Para 5 Para 6
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (), DCR (d)) (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d))

0 - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10—2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10—2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10—2)
1 (8,4) (69.6%, 1.8 x 107%) | (8,2) (95.2%, 4.2x 1073) | (8,2) (95.2%, 4.2 x 10~3)
2 (8,4) (82.9%,2.6 x 10~10) | (8,4) (95.6%, 1.4 x 10~7) | (8,3) (97.2%, 1.6 x 10~?)
3 (8,4) (92.5%,5.3 x 10719) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~1%) | (8,4) (95.8%, 1.0 x 1079)
4 (8,4) (95.2%,8.2 x 10719) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~19) | (8,4) (95.7%,9.4 x 10~10)
5 (8,4) (95.6%,9.1 x 10~19) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~10) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~10)
6 (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10710) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~19) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10710)
7 (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10719) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~10) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~10)
8 (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10719) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10719) | (8,4) (95.6%,9.3 x 10~19)
Detective Efficiency vs Level Dark Count Rate vs Level
1 100¢

Para 1: DCR
Para 2: DCR
3: DCR
4: DCR
5: DCR
5: DCR

Para 1: DE
Para 2: DE
Para 3: DE
Para 4: DE
Para 5: DE
Para 6: DE

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Level Level

(a) Detection efficiency 7s vs. level s for vary- (b) Dark count rate ds vs. level s for varying
ing (ns, ks). (ns, ks).

Fig. 3: Performance scaling for initial parameters n9 = 59.0%, do = 1.0 x 1072, with
P =0.81.
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Table 4: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from
[29], with 19 = 27.5%, do = 1075, and high controlled gate fidelity, P = 0.99.

Para 1 Para 2 Para 3
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (1), DCR (d))
0 - (27.5%, 1.0 x 1079) - (27.5%, 1.0 x 1079) - (27.5%, 1.0 x 10~6)
1 (4,1) (78.6%, 2.2 x1073) | (6,1) (87.6%, 3.3 x 1073) | (8,1) (92.3%, 4.4 x 1073)
2 (4,2) (97.5%, 1.2 x 10~%) | (6,2) (98.7%, 4.7x 10~%) | (8,4) (96.7%, 1.6 x 10~7)
3 (4,2) (98.9%, 2.7 x 107°) | (6,3) (98.0%, 3.7x 10~7) | (8,4) (96.9%, 9.7 x 10~10)
4 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x 10=3) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (8,4) (96.9%, 9.8 x 10—19)
5 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x 107°) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (8,4)) (96.9%, 9.8 x 10~ 10)
6 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x 1075) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (8,4) (96.9%, 9.8 x 10~ 10)
7 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x 10=°) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5x 10~7) | (8,4) (96.9%, 9.8 x 10~10)
8 (4,2) (99.0%, 2.4 x 10=°) | (6,3) (97.9%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (8,4) (96.9%, 9.8 x 10~10)
] Detective Efficiency vs Level Dark Count Rate vs Level
— 10°¢ Para 1: DCR
Para 2: DCR
Para 3: DCR
102 F
Para 1: DE 10-4 {
= Para 2: DE ~=
Para 3: DE /
10
108}
1 1 1 1 1 I I 1 1010
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Level Level

(a) Detection efficiency 7s vs. level s for vary- (b) Dark count rate ds vs. level s for varying
ing (ns, ks). (ns, ks).

Fig. 4: Performance scaling for initial parameters 9 = 27.5%, do = 1.0 x 1076, with
P =0.99.

number of stages n increases, experimental characterization of p remains crucial. Table
6 and Fig.6 demonstrate the performance when p is degraded, showing that the ESPD
framework remains valid even if p drops to 0.86, albeit with reduced performance
compared to higher values.

Attention now shifts to the parameter P, which is intrinsically linked to the fidelity
of the C-NOT gate. Notably, P is lower-bounded by the gate’s overall fidelity, as
P quantifies deviation only on the controlled path, whereas the full C-NOT fidelity
accounts for the correct operation rate of both the control and controlled paths. Con-
temporary C-NOT gates demonstrate high fidelities, exceeding 99% [39, 40] using
modern technology and reaching 81% via linear-optical methods [38], suggesting that
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Table 5: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from
[29], with 19 = 27.5%, do = 107%, and moderate controlled gate fidelity, P = 0.81.

Para 1 Para 2 Para 3
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d))
0 - (27.5%, 1.0 x 1079) - (27.5%, 1.0 x 1079) - (27.5%, 1.0 x 10~9)
1 (4,1) (72.4%, 2.2 x1073) | (6,1) (82.3%, 3.3 x1073) | (8,1) (88.1%, 4.4 x 10~3)
2 (4,2) (90.7%, 1.1 x 10=%) | (6,2) (97.7%, 4.6 x 10~%) | (8,4) (94.4%, 1.5 x 10™7)
3 (4,2) (97.3%, 2.3 x107°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 3.2 x10~7) | (8,4) (95.5%, 8.8 x 10~ 10)
4 (4,2) (98.2%, 2.3 x107°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x 10~7) | (8,4) (95.6%, 9.3 x 10~10)
5 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x10~°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5x 10~ 7) | (8,4)) (95.6%, 9.3 x 10~10)
6 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4 x10~°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5x 10~ 7) | (8,4) (95.6%, 9.3 x 10—10)
7 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4x107%) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x10~7) | (8,4) (95.6%, 9.3 x 10~ 19)
8 (4,2) (98.3%, 2.4x107°) | (6,3) (97.0%, 1.5 x10~7) | (8,4) (95.6%, 9.3 x 10~ 19)
] Detective Efficiency vs Level Dark Count Rate vs Level
/ 100 f Para 1: DCR
Para 2: DCR
9T Para 3: DCR
102F
104 F
Para 1: DE
= Para 2: DE =
Para 3: DE
108
108F
I I I I I I I 10-10
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Level Level

(a) Detection efficiency ns vs. level s for vary- (b) Dark count rate ds vs. level s for different

ing (ns, ks). (ns, ks).

Fig. 5: Performance scaling for initial parameters ny = 27.5%, do = 1.0 x 1076, with
P =0.81.

high values of P are readily attainable. Our numerical results in Section 2.4 confirm
that the ESPD paradigm does not rely on an excessively demanding value for P, show-
ing similar substantial performance gains for P = 0.99 and P = 0.81. Furthermore,
Table 7 and Fig.7 illustrate the robustness of the scheme, confirming its efficacy even
when the C-NOT fidelity parameter is severely degraded to P = 0.40. This demon-
strated robustness confirms that the technological demands of the ESPD method are
fully compatible with existing quantum technologies.

It is also important to note that the implementation of the ESPD scheme does not
require perfect auxiliary photon sources. The parameter P relies solely on the detection
of the state |1) from the auxiliary path when the control signal input is non-vacuum.
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Table 6: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from
[28], with p varied from 0.86 to 0.98. Here, P = 0.99 and experiments are run for
(n,k) = (5,2) on each level.
p=0.86 p=0.89 p=0.92 p=0.95 p=0.98
Level| (DE (1), DCR (d)) | (DE (1), DCR (d)) | (DE (), DCR (d)) | (DE (), DCR (d)) | (DE (1), DCR (d))
0 {(59.0%,1.0 x 10~2)[(59.0%,1.0 x 10~2){(59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2){(59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2){(59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2)
(70.5%, 1.8 x 10~2)[(75.3%, 1.8 x 10~ )[(80.4%, 1.8 x 10~ )|(85.8%, 1.8 x 10~ ?)[(91.4%, 1.8 x 10~ ?)
(76.3%, 1.3 x 10~ 4)[(82.6%, 1.3 x 10~%)[(88.4%, 1.4 x 10~%)[(93.4%, 1.5 x 10~%)[(97.6%, 1.6 x 10~%)
(78.6%, 2.8 x 10~ °)[(84.8%, 3.3 x 10~ °)[(90.0%, 3.8 x 10~ °)[(94.3%, 4.2 x 10~ °)[(97.9%,4.6 x 10™°)
(79.5%, 2.6 x 10~°)[(85.4%, 3.0 x 10~°)[(90.3%, 3.4 x 107°)[(93.4%, 3.7 x 10~°)[(97.9%, 4.0 x 10~°)
(79.9%, 2.6 x 107°)[(85.6%, 3.0 x 107°)[(90.3%, 3.4 x 10~ °){(93.4%, 3.7 x 10~°)[(97.9%,4.0 x 10~°)
(80.0%, 2.6 x 107°)[(85.6%, 3.1 x 10~°)[(90.3%, 3.4 x 10~°)[(93.4%, 3.7 x 10~°)[(97.9%, 4.0 x 10~°)
(80.0%, 2.7 x 107°)[(85.6%, 3.1 x 10-°)[(90.3%, 3.4 x 10~ °){(93.4%, 3.7 x 10~°)[(97.9%, 4.0 x 10~°)
(80.0%, 2.7 x 10~°)[(85.7%, 3.1 x 10~°)[(90.3%, 3.4 x 10~°)[(93.4%, 3.7 x 10~°)[(97.9%, 4.0 x 10~°)

[N | W[ N

Detective Efficiency vs. p 0 Dark Count Rate vs. p
100
p=0.86
e p= (.89
1L p= 0.92
10 e p= 0.95
———p=0.98
1072
10-3 L
—— =036 104 F
e = .89
p=0.92
—p=0.95 10 5 L
e p=0.98
5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Level Level
(a) Detection efficiency ns vs. p for (ns,ks) =  (b) Dark count rate ds vs. level p for
(5,2). (ns, ks) = (5,2).

Fig. 6: Performance scaling for initial parameters 79 = 59.0%, do = 1.0 x 1072, with
P =0.99.

This condition holds true regardless of the exact number of photons in the auxiliary
path or the presence of unwanted |0) measurement outcomes, which are inherently
filtered out?. Intuitively, multi-photon sources might even offer practical benefits over
single-photon sources by providing more opportunities for detecting the required final
|1), although a rigorous theoretical formulation of this potential advantage is reserved
for future work.

Finally, the requirements for the initial single-photon detector (SPD) used for ini-
tialization are minimal. As demonstrated in Section 2.4, the stable performance of the
ESPD is largely independent of the specific characteristics of the starting detector,

2This justifies the necessity of the dedicated filter block within the design.
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Table 7: Performance evolution of an ESPD initialized with a baseline detector from
[28], with 19 = 59%, dop = 1072, under a low controlled gate fidelity, P = 0.40.

Para 1 Para 2 Para 3
Level | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (n), DCR (d)) | (n,k) (DE (), DCR (d))
0 - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2) - (59.0%, 1.0 x 10~2)
1 (6,2) (64.0%, 2.4 x1073) | (7,2) (69.8%, 3.3 x1073) | (8,2) (74.5%, 4.2 x 1073)
2 (6,2) (68.0%, 2.6 x 10=%) | (7,2) (78.5%, 5.5 x 10~%) | (8,2) (85.5%, 1.1 x 10~3)
3 (6,2) (71.5%, 4.2 x107°) | (7,2) (84.4%, 1.0 x 10~%) | (8,2) (90.6%, 2.3 x 10~%)
4 (6,2) (74.7%, 3.3 x1073) | (7,2) (87.7%, 6.8 x 1075) | (8,2) (92.3%, 1.2 x 10~%)
5 (6,2) (77.4%, 3.5 x107%) | (7,2) (89.4%, 7.0 x 107%) | (8,2) (92.9%, 1.1 x 10— %)
6 (6,2) (79.5%, 3.8 x 107%) | (7,2) (90.1%, 7.3 x 10~5) | (8,2) (93.0%, 1.1 x 10—%)
7 (6,2) (81.0%, 4.0 x 10=°) | (7,2) (90.4%, 7.4 x 107°) | (8,2) (93.1%, 1.1 x 10™%)
8 (6,2) (82.1%, 4.2x107°) | (7,2) (90.5%, 7.5 x 107°) | (8,2) (93.1%, 1.1 x 10~%)
; Detective Efficiency vs Level o Dark Count Rate vs Level
10 Para 1: DCR
05| 1 b b
107
09
0.85 102k
= 0.8 ~
103
0751 Para 1: DE
Para 2: DE
0.71 Para 3: DE 10
0651
107
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Level Level
(a) Detection efficiency ns vs. level s for vary-  (b) Dark count rate ds vs. level s for different
ing (ns, ks). (ns, ks).

Fig. 7: Performance scaling for initial parameters 9 = 59.0%, do = 1.0 x 1072, with
P =0.40.

provided it falls within a certain convergence interval. The dynamic system described
by Eq.(8) exhibits convergence to a stable operational point within this interval, irre-
spective of the initial point. Moreover, while a trade-off exists between DE and DCR,
the DCR of the ESPD can be drastically reduced by increasing k, and the DE can be
significantly enhanced by selecting a small k. One or two levels of the ESPD paradigm,
using suitable n and k, can readily adjust the detector’s performance to a desirable
operational window, provided the initial SPD is not severely deficient. Indeed, simu-
lations confirm that both an SPD with low DE and low DCR and one with moderate
DE and high DCR serve as viable starting points. In summary, the ESPD scheme only
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requires a normal, low-performance SPD for initialization, which is easily achieved.
For instance, a device dating back two decades [28] is sufficient.

3.2 Applications

To illustrate the practical impact of the ESPD scheme, we consider its application
in QKD. For a QKD protocol having a secure threshold ey, the minimal tolerable
channel transmission rate « is conventionally approximated by:

1 — 2e4,)d 1—2ey, d
y = ( €t}) ~ Cth @ (16)
nlew, —ec +d(1 —2¢)] ey, —ecn

Given that the ESPD paradigm reduces the DCR (d) by several orders of magnitude, it
proportionately lowers the minimal tolerable channel transmission rate v by the same
factor. Furthermore, the simultaneous enhancement of the DE (1) not only lowers ~
but also translates directly into an improved QKD key rate at any fixed distance.

Compared to the empty-signal-detection paradigm [27], which also reduces the
threshold of the minimal tolerable channel transmission rate, the ESPD scheme avoids
introducing an extra sifting term that penalizes efficiency. This allows for significant
QKD performance improvements without an additional efficiency cost. Consequently,
the ESPD paradigm offers a compelling first-choice solution for practical quantum
communication implementations.

3.3 Limitation and Future Work

Despite the significance of the ESPD framework, some limitations remain that are left
for future investigations.

3.3.1 Theoretical Completeness

The theoretical framework established in Section 2.2 remains an area for deeper explo-
ration. While the numerical designs presented in Section 2.4 are sufficient for guiding
physical implementation, a complete theoretical study of the dynamic system in Eq.(8)
remains of fundamental academic interest. Future work should focus on rigorously
deducing the exact convergence conditions, calculating the precise steady-state point,
and identifying the minimum initial performance criteria required. Given the inherent
mathematical difficulty of such a non-linear and time-variant system, these specialized
studies are reserved for the future.

3.3.2 Practical Cost and Optimization

Although the parallelized nature of the ESPD’s detection stages theoretically pre-
serves detection efficiency, the requirement for multiple detection events introduces a
practical cost and operational burden, even without increasing the fundamental tech-
nological barriers. An L-level ESPD, with n auxiliary signals per level, requires a
total of (n + 1)~ base detections. While effective performance is typically achieved
with only a few levels, this inherent multiplicative complexity increases the practical
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cost, which may limit immediate commercial scalability. As shown in Section 2.4, the
optimal choice of n and k is crucial as it dictates the convergence speed and the result-
ing DE-DCR trade-off. Enlarging k reduces DCR exponentially, while improving DE
requires a lower k and larger n, and enlarging n increases detection cost. Therefore,
designing the ESPD with optimal parameters constitutes a significant multi-objective
optimization problem for the future.

This optimization problem also encompasses the optimal circuit design. To miti-
gate error propagation, minimizing the maximal circuit length is essential. Optimal
designs could involve leveraging a binary-tree structure and defining the positive report
event via a global, rather than the current level-by-level local, decision criterion, which
expands the tree structure used in Section 2.1 with a local decision criterion. How-
ever, both problems require further and specific discussions: the general binary-tree
structure results in non-independent distributions that are difficult to analyze, while
the global decision criterion design must account for both device requirements and
implementation convenience.

3.3.3 Physical Integrations and Experiments

Despite the convincing demonstration of effectiveness via numerical simulations in
Section 2.4, the physical implementation of the ESPD scheme requires dedicated
experimental validation. Furthermore, the seamless integration of controlled gates into
various quantum optical tasks has not yet been fully investigated. Thus, both the phys-
ical realization of the ESPD scheme and its application to a wide range of tasks are key
directions for future work. Reassuringly, as established in Section 3.1, no fundamental
technological barriers prevent its current achievement.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced the Enhanced Single-Photon Detector (ESPD)
framework, a robust methodology for transforming low-performance, conventional
SPDs into devices with performance comparable to or exceeding state-of-the-art
superconducting SPDs. The ESPD scheme is characterized by significantly reduced
technology requirements and immediate physical realizability using current quantum
components. Our numerical analysis demonstrates that a legacy non-superconducting
SPD, with DE =~ 59% and DCR ~ 10~2, can be enhanced to one achieving DE > 95%
and DCR < 10~. This dramatic boost circumvents the need for cryogenic supercon-
ducting materials, enabling the deployment of high-performance detection capabilities
outside specialized laboratories. Furthermore, this enhancement allows the minimal
tolerable channel transmission rate in quantum communication to be reduced by mul-
tiple orders of magnitude. The ESPD framework thus paves a clear, scalable path
toward the commercialization and widespread implementation of high-performance
quantum optical tasks.
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