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We introduce a self-referenced method for quantum–state tomography of light based on photon-
number–resolved double-slit interferometry. Two identical copies of the unknown quantum field
illuminate laterally displaced slits, guaranteeing perfect spatiotemporal mode matching without a
separate local oscillator. In the far-field, detection at transverse position x is associated with a
relative slit phase ϕ(x), and an N -photon event projects the detected quantum field onto a state
|N ;ϕ(x)⟩. The resulting distribution P (N,ϕ) is the quantum analogue of a Frequency Resolved
Optical Gating (FROG) trace: whereas FROG reconstructs the classical complex spectral field
E(ω) from a spectrally resolved second harmonic of a pulse with its delayed self, our measurement
reconstructs the Fock-space wavefunction or density matrix from binomially weighted self-interference.
The scheme requires no known or mode-matched reference and is compatible with commercially
available photon-number-resolving cameras. Beyond conceptual simplicity and automatic mode
matching, the FROG analogy permits direct transfer of mature ultrafast-optics methodologies–e.g.,
mixed-state, ptychographic, and vectorial extensions–into quantum optics, offering a versatile route
to tomography of quantum photon states.

FRINGE – Fock-Resolved Interferometry
for Number-Gated quantum state Estimation.
Quantum-state tomography of optical fields most com-
monly uses balanced homodyne detection: a signal is in-
terfered with a strong, phase-stable local oscillator (LO),
the quadrature statistics are sampled versus LO phase,
and the state is then reconstructed numerically–e.g., via
inverse Radon transforms of the measured distributions–
to obtain the Wigner function or density matrix [1–
3]. Homodyne detection has enabled reconstructions of
single-photon states [4, 5], displaced Fock states [5], and
squeezed states [6] even under imperfect detection effi-
ciency [7]. More recently, electro-optic sampling (EOS)
has emerged as a time-domain, field-sensitive alternative
in which an ultrashort probe pulse samples sub-cycle
field fluctuations via the Pockels effect; by scanning delay
and analyzing probe polarization, one can reconstruct
quadrature statistics without a conventional LO [8–10].
A practical requirement shared by many such quantum
state tomography schemes is a mode-matched reference
(e.g., an LO or an ultrashort probe) whose spatiotemporal
mode structure closely matches that of the quantum signal.
In many quantum light sources, however, the nonlinear
generation process significantly distorts the signal’s spa-
tial and temporal modes, often in ways that are difficult
to control, making high-fidelity mode matching techni-
cally demanding and frequently a dominant limitation to
reconstruction accuracy.

A complementary route is self-referenced tomography:
interfere (or gate) a state with an identical copy of it-
self, produced by duplicating the optical path, so that
both copies share the same spatiotemporal mode by con-
struction. Self-referencing has a long pedigree in ultra-
fast optics, beginning with intensity autocorrelation for
coarse pulse-length estimates, which later led to frequency-
resolved optical gating (FROG) for full field retrieval

[11, 12]. In a typical second-harmonic FROG experiment,
an ultrashort pulse is combined with a delayed copy of
itself in a χ(2) crystal, and one measures the spectrum of
the generated second harmonic versus delay,

S(ω, τ) =
∣∣∣ ∫ dtE(t)E(t− τ) e−iωt

∣∣∣2 (1)

with E(t) the electric field, τ the delay, and ω the angular
frequency[11]. Unlike autocorrelation, the added spectral
dimension renders the trace informationally complete: it
encodes sufficient redundancy to recover both amplitude
and phase of E(t) across its spectral support. Rigorous
analyses show that the FROG trace uniquely determines
the pulse up to the well-known ambiguities: global phase,
absolute time shift, and time reversal [11, 13].
Here we show that a photon–number–resolved (PNR)

double-slit experiment forms a quantum-optical analogue
of FROG and therefore inherits its chief advantages (self-
referencing, informational completeness), as well as the
same ambiguities [11]. Whereas FROG reconstructs the
complex spectral field E(ω), the PNR double-slit measure-
ment reconstructs the Fock-space probability amplitudes
{cn} (the probability amplitudes of the n-photon compo-
nents) or, more generally, the density matrix ρnm (Fig. 1).
We refer to this approach as FRINGE - Fock-Resolved
Interferometry for Number-Gated quantum-state Estima-
tion.

A concrete motivation for FRINGE comes from recent
experimental demonstrations of photon–number–resolved
interferometry with identical replica beams in the extreme
ultraviolet spectral range (XUV), where the interfering
fields are high–harmonic generation (HHG) beams [14–16].
Despite decades of work, the quantum state of HHG light
has never been reconstructed: no practical local oscillator
(LO) exists at XUV wavelengths, and the only fields that
can be mode–matched to an HHG beam are other HHG
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of (a) Frequency-Resolved
Optical Gating (FROG) for reconstructing ultrashort laser
pulses and (b) Fock-Resolved Interferometry for Number-
Gated quantum-state estimation (FRINGE). In FROG, E(t)
and E(t−τ) are mixed in a nonlinear crystal, and the resulting
spectrogram enables reconstruction of E(t). In FRINGE, a
quantum state interferes with a displaced (or delayed) copy of
itself and the photon-number distribution is measured in the
far field. The two experiments are mathematically analogous,
allowing decades of advances from ultrafast optics to be trans-
lated to quantum optics.

beams whose quantum state is itself unknown. These
attosecond–interferometry experiments already realize
precisely the ingredients required for a self–referenced
protocol: the generation of identical XUV HHG beams in
a Young’s double–slit geometry [14, 15] and photon count-
ing of the resulting XUV interference pattern [16]. That
is, the configuration analyzed is already within experi-
mental reach, providing a natural platform on which to
implement FRINGE and, for the first time, perform quan-
tum–state tomography of XUV high harmonics. More
broadly, such self–referencing offers an initial strategy
for quantum state estimation in any spectral regime that
lacks a quantum–characterized LO: once a state is val-
idated as approximately coherent via FRINGE, it can
itself serve as the LO for conventional homodyne quan-
tum–state tomography.
We begin by considering the geometry presented in

Figure 1(b). Two slits (indexed by j = 1, 2) are centered
at transverse positions x = ±∆X/2 in the object plane
z = 0 and separated along the x axis by a distance
∆X. A photon-number-resolving camera is placed at
distance Z in the far field. We denote by r⊥ = (x, y)

the transverse coordinate in the slit plane, and by x
the transverse coordinate along the slit separation. This
geometry is illuminated with two quasi–paraxial fields
centered at an angular frequency ω0, occupying a product
state |ψ⟩1 ⊗ |ψ⟩2 with |ψ⟩j =

∑
n≥0 cn |n⟩j , where |n⟩j

correspond to an n photon state of the j = 1, 2 slit.
Formally, |n⟩j are Fock states of the annihilation operators

âj =

∫
dω

∫
d2k⊥ ũ

∗
j (k⊥, ω) â(k⊥, ω), j = 1, 2. (2)

where ũj(k⊥, ω) is the (normalized) spatiotemporal mode
function of slit j,∫

dω

∫
d2k⊥

∣∣ũj(k⊥, ω)
∣∣2 = 1, (3)

and the plane-wave operator densities â(k⊥, ω) obey[
â(k⊥, ω), â

†(k′
⊥, ω

′)
]
= δ(ω − ω′)δ(2)(k⊥ − k′

⊥). (4)

Assuming identical spatiotemporal profiles, the two slit
modes differ only by the lateral shift ∆X along x in the
object plane, so that the spatial mode functions obey
u2(r⊥, ω) = u1(r⊥ −∆X, ω). The mode commutator is
the overlap integral,[

âi, â
†
j

]
=

∫
dω

∫
d2r⊥ u

∗
i (r⊥, ω)uj(r⊥, ω). (5)

and for well–separated identical slits [ âi, â
†
j ] ≈ δij . Un-

der paraxial (Fraunhofer) propagation, the far field is
the Fourier transform of the object (slit) plane; the lat-
eral shift by ∆X multiplies the angular spectrum by a
linear phase, ũ2(qx) = e iqx∆X ũ1(qx), where qx is the
transverse wave–vector component conjugate to x (with
qx ≃ k0x/Z in the paraxial approximation). This yields
the position–phase relation [17]

ϕ(x) ≃ k0
Z
x∆X, k0 =

ω0

c
. (6)

A PNR click of total photon number N at screen position
x projects onto the detection mode

|N ;ϕ(x)⟩ ≡ 1√
N !

[
ĉ†(ϕ(x))

]N
|0⟩ , (7a)

ĉ†(ϕ) ≡ ũ1(qx)√
2

(
â†1 + e−iϕâ†2

)
. (7b)

For simplicity, we approximate the angular spectrum as
flat over the detected region, ũ1(qx) ≈ 1; the impact of
imperfect mode matching is discussed in Sec. I of the
SI. Then, the probabilities to measure N photons at the
detection position x (phase ϕ(x)) is:

P (N,ϕ) =
∣∣ 1

2N/2

N∑
m=0

√(
N

m

)
e imϕ cN−m cm

∣∣2. (8)
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The function P (N,ϕ) exhibits the same mathematical
structure of Equation (1). The role of time t is played
by the single-slit Fock index m, the delay τ by the total
photon number N , and the optical frequency ω by the
interferometric phase ϕ. The dictionary is:

FROG (SHG) Two-slit, PNR interferometry

E(t) {cm}m≥0

E(t− τ) {cN−m}Nm=0

t m

τ N

ω ϕ

E(t)E(t− τ)
√(

N
m

)
cN−mcm

Ft[·](ω)
∑

m(·) eimϕ

| · |2 | · |2

As in FROG, redundancy across two axes (N and ϕ)
compensates for the lost phase and renders the measure-
ment informationally complete up to trivial ambiguities.
The ambiguities in P (N,ϕ) are:

cn 7→ ei(χ+nθ) cn, (9a)

cn 7→ c∗n. (9b)

These ambiguities have a simple interpretation in terms of
the Wigner functionW (X,P ), the phase-space quasiprob-
ability distribution of the state, where X and P are the
dimensionless field quadratures (real and imaginary parts
of the complex amplitude). The global phase χ is unob-
servable. The linear phase ramp einθ rotates the Wigner
function about the phase-space origin by angle θ, cor-
responding to a time shift of the field which cannot be
determined without an external reference. The conju-
gation cn 7→ c∗n reflects the Wigner function across the
X-quadrature-axis (i.e., P 7→ −P ).
To recover cn, we Fourier-analyze the fringe pattern

at each photon number N . Since ϕ(x) ∝ x, the Fourier
transform along the screen coordinate x is equivalently
an integral over ϕ:

P̃ (N, ℓ) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

P (N,ϕ) e−iℓϕ dϕ (ℓ ∈ Z). (10)

By Equation (8),

P̃ (N, ℓ) = 2−N
∑

0≤m,m′≤N
m−m′=ℓ

√(
N

m

)(
N

m′

)
cN−m cm c∗N−m′ c∗m′ .

(11)
From this formula, we can directly obtain the magnitudes

|cn|:

|c0| = P̃ (0, 0)1/4, (12a)

|c1| =

√
|P̃ (1, 0)|
|c0|

, (12b)

|cN | =

√
2N |P̃ (N,N)|

|c0|
, N ≥ 2. (12c)

To recover the relative phases, write cN = |cN |eiϕN and fix
ϕ0 = ϕ1 = 0 – essentially setting the unobservable global
phase χ and linear phase ramp θ in Equation (9) and
setting orientation of the Wigner function of the quantum
state in optical phase space. With this convention, the
nearest–neighbor phase increment ∆N := ϕN − ϕN−1 is
obtained, for N ≥ 2, from the (N−1) harmonic as

∆N = arccos

(
P̃ (N,N − 1)

2 1−N
√
N |c0c1cN−1cN |

)
, N ≥ 2.

(13)
Because P (N,ϕ) is invariant under global conjugation
cN 7→c∗N , the initial increment ∆2 is undetermined up to
a sign (Equation (13) has a sign ambiguity for ∆N ). To
resolve it, we arbitrarily choose ∆2 > 0, which in turn
determines the sign of ∆N for N ≥ 3. The true sign of
∆N is the one that satisfies an additional relationship
derived from Equation (11):

cos
(
∆N−1+∆N−∆2

)
=

2N−1 P̃ (N,N−2)− N
2 |c1|2|cN−1|2√(

N
2

)
|c0| |c2| |cN−2| |cN |

.

(14)
To numerically validate our scheme we consider the sin-
gle–slit state to be the squeezed–coherent state |ψsc⟩ =
D(αsc)S(ζsc) |0⟩ where D(αsc) and S(ζsc) are the stan-
dard single-mode displacement and squeezing operators,
and αsc =

√
5ei, ζsc = 1.5e0.3i. The magnitudes and

phases of the corresponding reference Fock coefficients
used to generate the synthetic data (the ”ground truth”)
Fock coefficients cn = ⟨n|ψsc⟩ are shown in Figure 2 (blue).
From these coefficients we synthesize the interferometric
number–phase map P (N,ϕ) via Equation (8), displayed
in Figure 2(c). Applying the closed-form inversion for-
mulas of Equations (12)-(14) to the same dataset yields
the reconstructed coefficients cn. The reconstruction co-
incides with the ground truth in Figure 2 (orange), and
a predicted P (N,ϕ) trace based on the reconstructed
state reproduces the true P (N,ϕ) in Figure 2(d), demon-
strating accurate recovery of both |cN | and the relative
phases.

Detection efficiency. When the detectors have quan-
tum efficiency η < 1, we do not measure the ideal lossless
FRINGE trace Ptrue(K,ϕ) that would be obtained at
unit efficiency. Instead, we detect the efficiency-degraded
distribution Pdet(N,ϕ), related to the ideal distribution
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FIG. 2. Reconstruction of single-slit Fock coefficients from
interferometric number–gated data. (a) Magnitudes |cn| and
(b) phases arg cn of a single-slit squeezed state D(α)S(ζ) |0⟩,
recovered from the true distribution P (N,ϕ). Blue circles:
ground truth cn coefficients of the squeezed–coherent state.
Orange rectangle: FRINGE-reconstructed cn coefficients; the
gauge is fixed by c0 > 0 and arg c1 = 0. (c) Synthetic FRINGE
data generated from the ground truth squeezed–coherent single-
slit state. (d) P (N,ϕ) prediction from the reconstructed single-
slit coefficients {cn} obtained by our FRINGE procedure.
The overlap across n demonstrates accurate recovery of both
amplitudes and relative phases.

Ptrue(K,ϕ) by [18]

Pdet(N,ϕ) =

Nmax∑
K=N

(
K

N

)
ηN (1−η)K−N Ptrue(K,ϕ). (15)

This relationship may be inverted to express Ptrue in terms
of Pdet [18–21]:

Ptrue(K,ϕ) = η−K
Nmax∑
N=K

(−1)N−K

(
N

K

)(
1−η
η

)N−K

Pdet(N,ϕ).

(16)
Equations (15), (16) were used to produce Figure 3,
where an ideal FRINGE trace of a random quantum state
was synthetically thinned by a quantum efficiency η = 0.5
and then recovered exactly by applying the inversion.

We emphasize that in the presence of realistic measure-
ment noise, not every level of loss can be reliably corrected.
The inverse map in Eq. (16) amplifies technical noise that
is present, to some extent, in any measurement. There-
fore, in practice, one should determine empirically which
loss levels can be consistently corrected. A natural consis-
tency check is to first apply the inverse map to obtain a
loss-corrected trace, then reapply the loss transformation
of Eq. (15) and verify that this round trip reproduces the
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FIG. 3. Interferometric number-phase maps P (N,ϕ) in
the Young double-slit geometry (Figure 1b). (a) Ideal trace
Ptrue(K,ϕ) synthesized from a random quantum state. (b)
Detected trace Pdet(N,ϕ) after applying a finite quantum
efficiency of η = 0.5, which binomially thins the photon num-
ber statistics. (c) Exact reconstruction of the lossless trace
Ptrue(K,ϕ) obtained from panel (b) by applying the closed-
form inverse (16).

measured dataset within the expected noise level. Only
when this test is satisfied should the loss-corrected trace
be used as the basis for quantum-state reconstruction.

Mixed states. For a mixed state ρ, the FRINGE
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trace is given by

P (N,ϕ) = 2−N
N∑

m,m′=0

√(
N

m

)(
N

m′

)
ei(m−m′)ϕ ρmm′

× ρN−m,N−m′ .
(17)

To implement the reconstruction of ρ from P (N,ϕ)
numerically, we represent a ground-truth density matrix
ρtrue on a truncated d-dimensional Fock Hilbert space
and compute a synthetic FRINGE trace via Eq. (17).
To recover the populations ρnn, we average the FRINGE
trace over ϕ to obtain the DC harmonic hN = ⟨P (N,ϕ)⟩ϕ,

hN = 2−N
N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
ρN−m,N−m ρm,m. (18)

This gives a recursion for the density-matrix diagonal:

ρ00 =
√
h0, ρnn =

2nhn −
∑n−1

m=1

(
n
m

)
ρn−m,n−mρmm

2 ρ00
.

(19)
The coherences ρnm are obtained through numerical

optimization. To keep the optimization unconstrained
while guaranteeing physicality, we parameterize the state
by a complex matrix T ∈ Cd×d and set [22]

ρ(T ) =
T T †

Tr(TT †)
. (20)

This is a Cholesky-like parameterization: for any choice of
T , the matrix ρ(T ) is automatically positive semidefinite
and normalized to unit trace. Thus the least-squares fit
can be performed over unconstrained complex parameters
in T while ensuring that the reconstructed ρ is a valid
density matrix. Given T , we compute ρ(T ) and subse-
quently P (N,ϕ), denoting this prediction by Ppred(T ).
We minimize the sum of squared residuals over all N and
ϕ, plus a small quadratic penalty that keeps the fitted
diagonal near the analytically reconstructed ρnn:

J (T ) =
∑
N,ϕ

|Pmeas(N,ϕ)− Ppred(N,ϕ;T )|2

+ λdiag

d−1∑
n=0

|ρnn(T )− ρnn|2 ,
(21)

with λdiag = 0.01. We minimize the cost function J (T )
using a nonlinear least-squares optimizer.
As a concrete example, we apply this procedure to a

mixed state composed of two coherent states, ρtrue =
p |α⟩⟨α|+ (1− p) |β⟩⟨β| (normalized such that Tr ρtrue =
1). In the numerical demonstration we consider the
Hilbert space dimension d = 8, and coherent state pa-
rameters α = 1.5, β = 1.5 ei 1.0, with p = 0.6. Figure 4
compares the ground-truth density matrix with the recon-
structed density matrix obtained by minimizing Eq. (21);
the close agreement demonstrates that FRINGE provides

a b

c d

FIG. 4. FRINGE reconstruction of a mixed state.
(a)–(b) Real parts of the true and reconstructed density matri-
ces Re(ρtrue) and Re(ρrec); (c)–(d) imaginary parts Im(ρtrue)
and Im(ρrec). Data were simulated for a mixture of two coher-
ent states in a truncated Fock space (d = 8). The FRINGE
trace P (N,ϕ) was generated from Equations (17). The density
matrix was then recovered by nonlinear least squares over the
parameterization ρ = TT †/Tr(TT †), with a small diagonal
anchor extracted from the trace.

sufficient information to accurately recover both popula-
tions and coherences of mixed states.
We note that the interference of identical copies of a

quantum state was shown in the past to enable estimation
of nonlinear functionals of the state, such as purity and
non-classicality witnesses of the density matrix [23–25].
The FRINGE protocol presented above is conceptually
close in spirit to these multicopy and interferometric ap-
proaches: it also uses two identical copies of a quantum
state and photon-number-resolved detection. However,
the goal is different. Refs. [23–25] focus on extracting
specific nonlinear functionals of the density, and Ref. [26]
targets qubit and qudit states, focusing on the polar-
ization degree of freedom. By contrast, FRINGE uses
a Young double-slit geometry and the two-dimensional
dataset P (N,ϕ) to perform quantum state tomography
of an arbitrary single-mode quantum state in the Fock
basis. Experimentally, FRINGE and the approaches of
Refs. [23–25] can be implemented in the same setup, en-
abling direct cross-checks and consistency tests between
the methods. To conclude, we have shown that a pho-
ton–number–resolved Young interferometer provides an
informationally complete, self–referenced measurement for
quantum states of paraxial light beams. The measurement
acts as a projection on the states Π(N)(ϕ) = |N ;ϕ⟩⟨N ;ϕ|,
and the resulting two–dimensional data P (N,ϕ) are
mathematically analogous to a FROG trace. From the
ϕ–harmonics of P (N,ϕ) we derived a procedure for the
reconstruction of the photon number probability ampli-
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tudes cn. The reconstruction is unique up to the un-
avoidable ambiguities of self–referenced interferometry: a
global/linear phase ramp cn 7→ ei(χ+nθ)cn and global con-
jugation cn 7→ c∗n. Numerical tests on a squeezed–coherent
state confirm quantitative agreement between the recov-
ered {cn} and the ground truth and, crucially, between
the true and predicted distributions P (N,ϕ). For mixed
states, we demonstrate numerically that a single balanced
FRINGE trace provides sufficient information for state re-
construction, recovering both populations and coherences.
The ability to reconstruct full Fock–basis wavefunctions
and density matrices from a single self-interferometric
dataset offers a versatile route to characterization of multi-
photon quantum light sources across spectral, temporal,
and spatial regimes. By leveraging its direct analogy

to FROG, FRINGE can import decades of algorithmic
developments from ultrafast optics—including ptychogra-
phy, vectorial extensions, and machine-learning–assisted
retrieval schemes, into quantum optics [27–31]. FRINGE
provides quantum-state estimation that is reference-free,
intrinsically mode-matched, and applicable across any
spectral range where photon-counting detectors are avail-
able.
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