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A recently proposed fully passive quantum key distribution (QKD) removes all source modulator side
channels. In this work, we combine fully passive sources with measurement-device-independent (MDI)
QKD to simultaneously remove side channels from source modulators and detectors. We show a numerical
simulation of passive MDI QKD, and we obtain an acceptable key rate while achieving much better
implementation security, as well as ease of implementation, compared with a recently proposed fully
passive twin-field QKD, paving the way towards more secure and practical QKD systems. We prove that
a fully passive protocol is compatible with MDI QKD and we propose a novel idea that can improve the
sifting efficiency.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The laws of quantum mechanics ensure theoretically
secure communication using quantum key distribution
(QKD) between two parties [1,2]. However, practically
implementing QKD systems is still a challenge due to
the lack of perfect equipment [3–7]. Hence, physicists
have been working on eliminating side channels arising
from these imperfections. The concept of measurement-
device-independent (MDI) QKD, introduced in 2012, is
automatically immune to attacks on detectors. In other
words, it completely removes the risk of side channels at
detectors [8].

To perform MDI QKD, the two verified users, Alice
and Bob, desire to communicate and send signals to a
third party, Charlie. Charlie can even be untrusted, and
he should perform a Bell state measurement and publicly
announce the successful outcomes. The decoy-state anal-
ysis technique [9–11] could be used when there are no
available single-photon sources. A review of MDI QKD
can be found in Appendix A [8].

While side channels from the detector side can be
eliminated, sources remain a vulnerable part in QKD
implementations. Active modulations on laser’s phases or
intensities are one of the vulnerabilities in the sources.
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Specifically, they may either leak information directly to
an eavesdropper or compromise the security of the decoy-
state analysis. Meanwhile, an eavesdropper may hack the
information using, for example, a Trojan-horse attack or
pattern effect [3,6].

A fully passive QKD protocol proposed in 2022 [12,13]
offers a way to remove side channels from the source mod-
ulator, so that the abovementioned vulnerabilities can be
prevented. In the recently proposed fully passive QKD,
the fully passive source setup is essentially a combina-
tion of a passive decoy-state and a passive encoding setup
[12]. A passive decoy state [14,15] uses a 50:50 beam
splitter (BS) to interfere with two incoming signals; the
intensity of the output signal is determined by the phase
difference of the incoming signals while maintaining a ran-
domized global phase. In the passive encoding setup [15], a
polarizing beam splitter (PBS) is used. The polarization of
the output signal is determined by the phase difference of
the two incoming signals, again with a randomized global
phase.

The fully passive QKD source setup is shown in Fig. 1
[12]. Each user prepares four laser sources with inde-
pendent random phases; the pairwise phase difference
determines the intensities of the two arms. Subsequently,
the phase and intensity difference of the two arms yield
an output with random polarization. This output can be
represented by a state on a Bloch sphere [12]. The signals
coming out of the fully passive source can then be postse-
lected by users to perform QKD [12].
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FIG. 1. Fully passive MDI-QKD setup. Alice and Bob each
possess a fully passive source, and Charlie possesses the usual
MDI measurement device. The fully passive sources and Char-
lie’s setup are reproduced from Refs. [12] and [8], respectively.
Figure is reproduced with modifications from Fig. 1 in W. Wang
et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 220801 (2023) with permission.
Copyright 2023, American Physical Society.

It is a natural progression to consider combining MDI
QKD with passive QKD, in order to ensure that both detec-
tor and source modulator sides can simultaneously avoid
side channels. This notion inspired this work, which we
have named passive MDI QKD. This work mainly entails
the following key contributions. (1) In this work, we gen-
eralize the fully passive source proposed in Ref. [12] to
MDI QKD. Since MDI QKD involves single-photon pairs,
it is nontrivial to apply the decoy-state analysis based on
passively prepared mixed states to MDI QKD; we present
a proof to show that decoy-state analysis is applicable to
fully passive MDI QKD. (2) We develop a new channel
model for fully passive MDI QKD that caters for arbitrary
source state polarizations on a Bloch sphere [i.e., per-
fect polarizations undergoing arbitrary three-dimensional
(3D) rotations]. Such a model has never been explic-
itly studied in previous works for active MDI QKD,
which usually consider perfectly prepared signal states
and only 2D rotations of polarizations on the X -Z plane
caused by channel misalignment. (3) The main challenge
in simulating the channel statistics is efficiently calculat-
ing high-dimensional integrations, such as Eq. (3); we
use a high-speed numerical integration library [16] to
implement efficient simulations. Because of the double
sifting nature of MDI QKD, working with very small num-
bers throughout the project is inevitable; additionally, the
higher-dimensional integrations cost significant computa-
tional power, which brings additional technical challenges
for numerical simulation and key rate optimization. (4) To

address the relatively low sifting efficiency, we propose a
novel sifting method that can further improve the key rate.

In the work that originally proposed this idea, this fully
passive source was applied to a BB84 protocol [12]. Most
recently, a fully passive twin-field (TF) QKD protocol has
also been proposed, which can also remove side chan-
nels from both modulators and detectors [17]. However,
TF QKD is significantly more challenging experimentally
compared to MDI QKD due to the requirement of remote
frequency stabilization. The same applies to passive TF
QKD, while the requirement on frequency stability will be
much less stringent for MDI QKD, which we discuss in
this work.

In this paper, the details of the passive MDI-QKD pro-
tocol will be discussed in Sec. II, including the passive
sources, channel model, decoy-state analysis, and key rate
calculation. In Sec. III, a simulation result is shown with
some interpretation. In Sec. IV, we provide some dis-
cussion and propose a novel idea to improve the key
rate.

II. THE PROTOCOL

In this section, there are four subsections that cover the
discussion on the fully passive sources and detectors, post-
selection, channel model, decoy-state analysis, and key
rate calculation.

A. Fully passive sources and detection

A fully passive source setup [8,12] is shown in Fig. 1,
Alice and Bob each hold one fully passive setup to per-
form passive MDI QKD. As shown in Fig. 1, each of Alice
and Bob needs four light sources, and they join in pairs
at a 50:50 BS to yield the signals at the H and V arms.
The two arms then combine at a PBS to generate the final
output signal, whose polarization is fully passively cho-
sen [12]. The phases of the four sources, φ1,φ2,φ3,φ4, are
entirely random; hence, each user has four degrees of free-
dom (DOFs). While Alice (or Bob) makes measurements
of intensities and phases of the light signals at the H and V
arms, represented as μH ,μV,φH ,φV, they correspond one
to one with a Bloch sphere coordinate μ, θHV,φHV, and a
global phase via [12]

θHV = 2 cos−1
(√

μH

μH + μV

)
,

φHV = φV − φH .
(1)

So the four DOFs that Alice possesses convert from the
beginning four phases to the Bloch sphere coordinates

φ1,φ2,φ3,φ4 → μH ,μV,φH ,φV → μ, θHV,φHV,φglobal.
(2)

Since all of the four phases at the beginning are randomly
chosen, the final signal can be any state on the Bloch
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sphere. The output states are then ready for users, Alice
and Bob, to postselect.

Charlie, the untrusted third party, possesses the usual
MDI-QKD measurement devices; see Fig. 1 [8]. The four
detectors Charlie uses are single-photon detectors (SPDs).

B. Postselection

The output signals from the sources can be any state
on a Bloch sphere. The users determine regions on the
Bloch sphere to represent the four states H , V, +, −. Alice
and Bob postselect only those signals that lie within those
regions. More specifically, the regions in (μH ,μV,φHV)

space are shown in Fig. 2. One could subdivide the regions
into smaller ones to perform decoy-state analysis [12]. This
point will be discussed further in Sec. II D.

Within a given region, Si, there is a mixture of Bloch
sphere states. Hence, observables are described by their
expectation values, for example, for an observable A, its
expectation value (in a fully passive MDI-QKD protocol)
within given regions, Si for Alice and Sj for Bob, is given
by

〈A〉SiSj = 1
2

(
1

PSiSj

)

×
∫ 2π

0,φ′
R

∫∫∫
Si

∫∫∫
Sj

pA(μHA,μVA,φHVA)

× pB(μHB,μVB,φHVB)

× A(μHA,μVA,φHVA,μHB,μVB,φHVB)

× dμHAdμVAdφHVAdμHBdμVBdφHVBdφ′
R, (3)

PSiSj =
∫∫∫

Si

∫∫∫
Sj

pA(μHA,μVA,φHVA)

× pB(μHB,μVB,φHVB)

× dμHAdμVAdφHVAdμHBdμVBdφHVB.

FIG. 2. Alice’s postselection regions and decoy settings
shown in μH ,μV,φ space. Three decoys are used. The whole
setup is determined by six parameters, {�Z ,�XY,�φ , t1, t2, t3}.
Bob possesses the same decoy setting. This figure is reproduced
from [12]. Figure is reproduced with modifications from Fig. 2
in W. Wang et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 220801 (2023) with
permission. Copyright 2023, American Physical Society.

Here, the integration of phase, φ′
R, will be discussed in the

next section. The probability distribution pA for Alice is
simply a classical probability, given by [12]

pA(μHA,μVA,φHVA) = pμA(μHA,μVA)pφA(φHAV), (4)

pμA(μHA,μVA) = 1
π2

√
μHA(μmax − μHA)

× 1√
μVA(μmax − μVA)

, (5)

pφA(φHVA) = 1
2π

, (6)

and Bob has the same distribution. Therefore, for
one observable in fully passive MDI QKD, a seven-
dimensional integration is required (three for Alice and
Bob each, with an additional dimension on phase random-
ization), which consumes significant computational power.
Throughout the project, all high-dimensional integrations
were performed using the CUBA library [16].

In our protocol, Alice and Bob need to perform an
additional postselection, whose probability distribution
depends on the intensities for Alice or Bob:

qμ(μHA/B,μVA/B). (7)

This means that Alice and Bob discard some of the sig-
nals according to qμ. In this case, the overall probability
distribution used to calculate the expectation value is the
product of p and qμ. In this work, qμ is chosen to be [12]

qμ(μHA/B,μVA/B)

= Cπ2
√
μHA/B(μmax − μHA/B)

× √
μVA/B(μmax − μVA/B)e(μHA/B+μVA/B), (8)

so the overall probability distribution is an exponential

pμ = CeμH +μV . (9)

One may find this “modulation” of postselection useful
while doing decoy-state analysis. This will be covered in
detail while discussing decoy-state analysis.

C. Channel model

In active MDI QKD, the two bases (X and Z) con-
sist of a two-dimensional plane, while in the fully passive
case, signals are represented on a three-dimensional Bloch
sphere. This poses additional difficulties when simulating
its channel model.

The signals coming from Alice and Bob’s fully pas-
sive setup go through the fiber channel to reach Charlie.
Alice and Bob may prepare the states with slight misalign-
ment. At the same time, the signals may gain some rotation
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while traveling through the channels. A model was built to
describe the misalignment and rotations based on the 3D
Rodrigues formula [18].

The two signals arriving at Charlie from Alice and Bob
interfere at a 50:50 BS, described by the interference for-
mula. Therefore, we could calculate the probability of a
detection event happening at each of the four detectors.
The probabilities can then be used to calculate the gains,
G, and error gains, QE, given the set of input parame-
ters {μHA,μVA,φHVA,μHB,μVB,φHVB}, which describes the
states coming from Alice and Bob’s fully passive source.
A detailed mathematical explanation of the channel model
is given in Appendix E.

D. Decoy-state analysis

In QKD, the conventional decoy-state analysis solves a
set of linear equations to find the lower and upper bounds
of the single-photon yield Y11 and the error yield e11Y11,
for example, in MDI QKD [19],

QμAμB =
∞∑

n,m=0

PA
n PB

mYnm
μAμB

,

QμAμBEμAμB =
∞∑

n,m=0

PA
n PB

mYnm
μAμB

enm
μAμB

,

(10)

where P is the Poisson distribution, and μA,μB are Alice
and Bob’s decoy intensity choices.

While in the passive MDI-QKD case, the gains and
quantum bit error rates (QBERs) are of the forms

〈Q〉SA
i SB

j
=

∞∑
n,m=0

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
,

〈QE〉SA
i SB

j
=

∞∑
n,m=0

〈PA
n PB

menmYnm〉SA
i SB

j
,

(11)

where the expectation value of any observable in passive
MDI QKD is described in Eq. (3).

One could note that the single-photon yield Y11 or the
error yield e11Y11 is within the whole sevenfold integra-
tion, and hence cannot be directly “decoupled” to a linear
programming form [19].

It is important to find a way to transform this “coupled”
form into a “decoupled” form, so that one can apply a lin-
ear program (which is what is usually used in decoy-state
analysis to find the single-photon parameter bounds), and,
subsequently, it is also important to prove that the bounds
derived from the “decoupled” form can be used to calcu-
late the key rate. In the “decoupling” process, we propose
a novel postselection method that can effectively decouple
the parameters, The details of the derivation are shown in

Appendix B [12]. The “decoupled” forms are

〈Q〉SA
i SB

j
= 〈PA

n 〉SA
i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× Ymixed
nm , (12)

〈QE〉SA
i SB

j
= 〈PA

n 〉SA
i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× enmYmixed
nm . (13)

Though linear programs can be applied to Eqs. (12)
and (13) to bound the single-photon yield Y11 and error
yield e11Y11, one might note that in Eqs. (12) and (13),
the yield is “mixed,” that is, a mixture of signals that are
slightly polarized [12]. However, in the key rate calcula-
tion, the “perfectly prepared single-photon” yield and error
yield are required. From here, we denote them Ymixed

11 and
Yperfect

11 . We argue that the bounds for the “mixed” quan-
tities are actually the bounds for the “perfectly prepared”
ones by explicitly writing and making comparisons to their
density matrices [12].

For the single-photon yield Y11, we find that the lower
bound of the mixed single-photon yield term is actually
the lower bound of the “perfect encoding state” [12].
Mathematically,

Ymixed,Lower
11 ≤ Ymixed

11 = Yperfect
11 . (14)

More specifically, we prove that the mixed single-photon
yield is actually equal to the perfectly encoded one. There-
fore, lower bounds solved from linear programming can be
used to calculate the key rate.

For the single-photon error yield e11Y11, the upper bound
of the mixed error yield, e11Ymixed

11 , is actually the upper
bound of the “perfect encoding state” error yield, e11Yperfect

11
[12]:

e11Ymixed,Upper
11 ≥ e11Ymixed

11 ≥ e11Yperfect
11 . (15)

In this way, we can apply the linear programming tech-
nique to find the lower bound of the single-photon yield
and the upper bound of the single-photon error rate and,
subsequently, use them to calculate the key rate. Detailed
derivations of the results in this section are given in
Appendices C and D.

E. Key rate

The key rate for passive MDI QKD is given by [8,12,19]

R = PA
Z PB

Z

{
〈PA

1 〉Sz 〈PB
1 〉Sz Y

Z,Lower,mixed
11

×
[
1 − h2

(
eX ,Upper,mixed

11

)]

− f 〈QAB
Z 〉Sz h2

(〈QAB
Z EAB

Z 〉Sz/〈QAB
Z 〉Sz

) }
, (16)

where PA/B
Z represents the probability for Alice or Bob

to choose the key generation basis, the Z basis; 〈PA/B
1 〉Sz
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denotes the average probability for Alice or Bob to
send a single-photon state in the key generation region;
YZ,Lower,mixed

11 is the lower bound of single-photon states in
the X basis, found from linear programming; eX ,Upper,mixed

11
is the upper bound of the error rate in the X basis; and QAB

Z
and EAB

Z are the Z-basis gain and QBER.

III. SIMULATED RESULTS

In this section, we show the simulated results of the key
rate for asymptotic passive MDI QKD. In Fig. 3, we plot
the key rate against communication distance for both an
active and a passive MDI-QKD system. Both systems used
three decoy settings. We see that the key rate of passive
sources is 2–3 orders of magnitude lower than active MDI
QKD. This difference is mainly due to the double-sifting
nature of passive MDI QKD, where both Alice and Bob
discarded many signals while doing postselection. In the
result shown, the parameters t3 and �Z were optimized.

FIG. 3. Key rate of passive MDI QKD (green) and active MDI
QKD (red), along with the key rate of the newly proposed method
(dashed blue line; see Sec. IV). There is a misalignment of 1%
(Alice and Bob 0.5% each) on the X -Z plane, and three decoy
settings are used in both passive and active schemes. In the pas-
sive cases,�Z is optimized within the range [0.01, 0.05] and t3 is
optimized within the range [0.1, 0.99]. The other parameters used
are fixed: �XY = 0.2,�φ = 0.2, t1 = 0.02/umax, t2 = 0.04/umax.
In the active case, the three intensities [μ, ν,ω] are used; all three
intensities are optimized within the range [0, 1.0]. In both cases,
we use a channel loss coefficient of 0.2 dB km−1 and a detec-
tor dark count of 10−6. The passive MDI QKD’s key rate is
reasonable. It is about 2–3 orders of magnitude lower than the
active one. However, it possesses the advantage of the removal
of all source modulator side channels. In the “small-ring” method
key rate calculation, the three decoy-state intensities used are the
same as the passive one. We see an improvement in the key rate
by about 6%.

But we chose fixed small values of �XY = �φ = 0.2 [20].
Passive MDI QKD could reach a maximum communi-
cation distance of about 143 km. However, sacrificing
some key rate performance, passive MDI QKD allows the
removal of side channels from both source modulators and
detectors.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we proposed a QKD scheme that imple-
ments the recently developed fully passive sources on MDI
QKD—a passive MDI QKD that compromises some per-
formance with the removal of all source modulator side
channels. Recently, a fully passive TF QKD [17] was
also proposed, which could also eliminate source mod-
ulator side channels. However, our protocol is easier to
implement because it does not require a global phase ref-
erence. The key rate of passive MDI QKD is 2–3 orders
of magnitude lower than active MDI QKD (see Fig. 3),
mainly due to the double-sifting nature of the passive
sources. Further efforts could be made to tackle the sifting
problem, which could improve the key rate performance
significantly. Meanwhile, an experimental realization of
the proposed scheme is also planned in our subsequent
research.

The protocol proposed in this paper differs from a typi-
cal MDI-QKD setup in that it involves the preparation of
a fully passive source for both users. Note that here we
still have to make a few assumptions about the practical
preparation of the fully passive source [12]. (1) The phase
of each pulse emitted must be random and uniformly dis-
tributed, and there is no correlation between consecutive
pulses or between any two sources. (2) The classical detec-
tors locally at Alice and Bob’s site should give secure and
accurate measurements of the intensities and polarization
of the output states. (3) In addition to the remote Hong-Ou-
Mandel interference between Alice and Bob, they need to
achieve reliable interference between their local sources.
Additionally, the passive scheme only removes side chan-
nels from active modulation devices, so one still needs
to avoid potential side channels that might arise from the
classical detectors and the fixed-pattern modulators [21].

Nonetheless, previous works have shown that the above-
mentioned assumptions can either be successfully verified
in experimental demonstrations or be bounded by a revised
theoretical analysis. (1) Experimentally, previous works
verified the phase uniformness and randomness, as well
as the feasibility of achieving good interference, particu-
larly using the aforementioned single-laser implementation
[22,23]. (2) Theoretically, it has been shown [12,13] that,
in principle, one could bound the security impact of phase
measurement inaccuracy and intensity modulator leakage
and obtain a lower bound on the key rate. (3) We can pre-
vent the injection of strong light by Eve by using an optical
isolator. Our passive sources and local detectors operate at
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(a) (c) (d)

(b)

FIG. 4. An additional method that could improve the key rate. The key generation regions, H and V, are subdivided into smaller
rings (shaded regions between dark blue lines), and the key rate of each “ring” is calculated and integrated together; see Eq. (17).
Panels (a) and (b) show the ring’s corresponding regions in μH − μV space for Alice and Bob, respectively. Panels (c) and (d) show
the rings on the Bloch spheres for Alice and Bob, respectively. The rings are labeled by the polar angle, θ , and have a thickness of dθ .
On Alice’s Bloch sphere, the integration limits of Eq. (17), 0 and �Z , are labeled. Bob’s integration limits are the same.

classical strong light levels. So the injected but attenuated
light from Eve will have negligible effect on the classical
local detectors [12,13].

Also, our current work focuses on the asymptotic regime
with infinite data sizes. While a rigorous finite-size analy-
sis will be a subject of future studies, here we remark that,
like for the BB84 protocol, our passive MDI-QKD scheme
does not introduce any fundamental theoretical difference
from standard MDI QKD that might prevent its standard
finite-size analysis (such as Ref. [24]) from being applied
to our scheme. (1) As discussed in Ref. [12], the passive
selection of the intensity setting (i.e., photon-number dis-
tribution) introduces one more step before the selection of
the actual photon number. This random two-step drawing
still results in an identical and independent photon-number
distribution for each signal. (2) Although the single-photon
components in the X and Z bases both have mixed polar-
izations, they still average to fully mixed states and are
mutually unbiased, so this does not prevent the random
sampling assumption used commonly in finite-size anal-
ysis that bounds Z-basis phase errors with X -basis bit
errors.

In terms of an estimation of the finite-size performance
of our scheme, an X -basis slice size of �XY = �φ = 0.2
can be selected, resulting in 0.022% of X -basis signals
passing the postselection. By selecting moderately larger
data sizes, for instance, of the order of 1012, we could
achieve similar levels of the limits of statistical fluctuation
in active MDI QKD, which require a data size of the order
of 1010 [25]. If we are willing to accept a decrease in key
rate performance of approximately 35%, we can increase
the values of �XY and �φ to 0.5. This expansion would
result in a significant increase in X -basis signals, specifi-
cally from 0.022% to 0.42%. Consequently, we would be
able to utilize a data size of approximately 1011 to achieve a

comparable level of statistical fluctuation to that described
in Ref. [25]. However, this is only an estimation, and the
actual simulation of key rates under finite-size effects will
be addressed in future work.

We propose one more method that could improve the
key rate (Fig. 4). In this method, we divide the key genera-
tion regions (H and V regions) into small rings, which can
in principle be infinitesimally small, and one can calculate
the key rate of each ring. In other words, each ring is rep-
resented by a polar angle θHV; hence, the key rate of each
ring is R(θHV). One then integrates the key rates

Rimproved =
∫ �Z

0

∫ �Z

0
R(θHVA, θHVB)

× p(θHVA)p(θHVB)dθHVAdθHVB, (17)

where the limits of the integration are the key generation
region and p(θHV) is the marginal of the intensity prob-
ability distribution [Eq. (5)] in terms of the polar angle.
Intuitively, one might obtain an improved key rate because
we make use of more information. Some “rings” of too
large of a θHV will have a too-big QBER, thus having
a zero key rate. Using this method, those “zero key rate
regions” would be excluded from the overall key rate
calculation. However, while calculating the key rate of
one bulk region, those regions would increase the QBER,
while making no contribution to the key rate. Specifically,
the privacy amplification term remains the same because
the lower bound of the single-photon yield and upper
bound of the single-photon error yield (from a decoy-
state analysis) remains the same, so summing the privacy
amplification term comes down to just summing the num-
ber of single photons [which is multiplied by a constant
YZ,Lower,mixed

11 [1 − h2(e
X ,Upper,mixed
11 )] ], the total number of

which is independent of the binning method. However,
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less error correction is required for the small-ring method,
because the binary entropy function is convex. Because
of Jensen’s inequality [26], the average of the entropy
functions of respective errors in each ring is always less
than the entropy function of the average error, 〈h2(E)〉 <
h2(〈E〉), thus making the small-ring method advantageous.

The key rate using this new method is shown in Fig. 3
(blue dashed line). Comparing it to the passive MDI-QKD
key rate, we observe an improvement of about 6%. This
method is applicable to all protocols that use fully passive
sources, like the fully passive BB84 protocol [12], not just
to MDI QKD.

Note added.—Recently, it has come to our attention that
another work on fully passive MDI QKD is being prepared
[27], which is independently completed from our work.
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APPENDIX A: MDI QKD [8]

In 2012, a novel QKD scheme, termed MDI QKD, was
introduced to remove all detector side channels [8].

Alice and Bob individually and randomly prepare one
of the BB84 states using weak coherent pulse sources,
transferring them to an untrusted third party, Charlie.
Intensity modulators are applied to perform decoy-state
analysis [9–11]. Charlie carries out a Bell state measure-
ment (BSM), resulting in one of the Bell states as the
outcome. Specifically, Charlie could arrange the measure-
ment setup as depicted in Fig. 1 (Charlie’s side), where the
two signals received from Alice and Bob could be inter-
fered with at a 50:50 BS, and at each end of the BS, a PBS
could project the signal into either a horizontal or verti-
cal polarization state. At the end of each path, there is an
SPD. Charlie publicly broadcasts the successful detection
results. If precisely two detectors’ clicks are observed, it
is counted as one successful BSM, yielding two different
types of Bell states. If detectors 1H and 2V or 1V and 2H
click, it signifies a projection on the singlet Bell state |ψ−〉.
If detectors 1H and 1V, or 2H and 2V click, it indicates a
projection on the triplet Bell state, |ψ+〉 [8].

When Alice and Bob receive Charlie’s measurement
results, they keep only those light signals that correspond
to the successful measurements. Then they postselect those
signals where Alice and Bob both use the same basis [8].
The details of the implementation of MDI QKD can be
found in Ref. [8].

Two bases are utilized separately: the rectilinear basis
is employed for key generation, and the diagonal basis is
used for testing. Consequently, the gain and QBER for the
two bases should be calculated independently. The key rate
is given by [8]

R = Q11
rect[1 − H(e11

diag)] − Qrectf (Erect)H(Erect), (A1)

where H(x) = −xlog(x)− (1 − x)log(1 − x) is the Shan-
non entropy function.

APPENDIX B: DECOY-STATE
ANALYSIS—LINEAR PROGRAMMING

CONSTRUCTION [12]

In passive MDI QKD, the gain and error gain relations
are

〈Q〉SA
i SB

j
=

∞∑
n,m=0

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
,

〈QE〉SA
i SB

j
=

∞∑
n,m=0

〈PA
n PB

menmYnm〉SA
i SB

j
,

(B1)

where SA
i and SB

j are postselection regions chosen by Alice
and Bob, PA/B

n are Poisson distributions, and are func-
tions of (μA/B

H ,μA/B
V ), and Ynm or enmYnm are functions of

(μA
H ,μA

V,φA
HV,μB

H ,μB
V,φB

HV), observables of both Alice and
Bob. We can rewrite the coordinates in polar coordinates,
(μA

H ,μA
H ) to (rA, θA), and similarly for Bob. We denote φA

HV
by φA.

We can now explicitly write

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
= 1

Pμ
A,μB,φA,φB

SA
i SB

j

×
∫∫∫ ∫∫∫

SA
i SB

j

pA
μ(r

A, θA)pB
μ(r

B, θB)pA
φ (φ

A)pB
φ (φ

B)

× PA
n (r

A, θA)PB
m(r

B, θB)

× Ynm(θ
A,φA, θB,φB)rArBdrAdrBdθAdθBdφAdφB,

(B2)

〈PA
n PB

menmYnm〉SA
i SB

j
= 1

Pμ
A,μB,φA,φB

SA
i SB

j

×
∫∫∫ ∫∫∫

SA
i SB

j

pA
μ(r

A, θA)pB
μ(r

B, θB)pA
φ (φ

A)pB
φ (φ

B)

× PA
n (r

A, θA)PB
m(r

B, θB)enmYnm(θ
A,φA, θB,φB)

× rArBdrAdrBdθAdθBdφAdφB. (B3)

Note that here Ynm depends on θ and φ, the polarization.
Since Ynm and enmYnm are of similar form, from here, we
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just focus on the calculation of Ynm. The other one follows
the same procedure. The following procedure is largely
inspired by Wang et al. [12].

One could take out the integrals of the φA and φB parts:

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
= 1

PSA
i SB

j

∫∫ ∫∫
SA

i SB
j

pA
μ(r

A, θA)pB
μ(r

B, θB)

× PA
n (r

A, θA)PB
m(r

B, θB)

× Ynm(θ
A, θB)rArBdrAdrBdθAdθB.

(B4)

Here, we partially integrate Ynm over φA, φB:

Ynm(θ
A, θB) = 1

Pφ
A,φB

SA
i SB

j

∫∫
φA,φB

pA
φ (φ

A)pB
φ (φ

B)

× Ynm(θ
A,φA, θB,φB)dφAdφB. (B5)

From the above, we can rearrange the integrals by collect-
ing terms related to rA/B:

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
= 1

PSA
i SB

j

∫∫ ∫∫
SA

i SB
j

pA
μ(r

A, θA)pB
μ(r

B, θB)

× PA
n (r

A, θA)PB
m(r

B, θB)

× Ynm(θ
A, θB)rArBdrAdrBdθAdθB

=
∫∫

θA/B

(∫
rA(θA) pA

μ(r
A, θA)PA

n (r
A, θA)rAdrA

PSA
i

)

×
(∫

rB(θB) pB
μ(r

B, θB)PB
m(r

B, θB)rBdrB

PSA
i

)

× Ynm(θ
A, θB)dθAdθB

= 〈PA
n 〉SA

i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

∫∫
θA/B

pθA,n,SA
i
(θA)

〈PA
n 〉SA

i

pθB,m,SB
j
(θA)

〈PB
n 〉SB

j

× Ynm(θ
A, θB)dθAdθB

= 〈PA
n 〉SA

i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× Ymixed
nm,SiSj

. (B6)

Here

PSA
i

=
∫∫

SA
i

pA
μ(r

A, θA)rAdrAdθA (B7)

and

PSA
i
PSB

J
= PSA

i SB
j
, (B8)

and we have set

pθA,n,SA
i
(θA) =

∫
rA(θA) pA

μ(r
A, θA)PA

n (r
A, θA)rAdrA

PSA
i

(B9)

and [12]

Ymixed
nm,SiSj

=
∫∫

θA/B

pθA,n,SA
i
(θA)

〈PA
n 〉SA

i

pθB,m,SB
j
(θA)

〈PB
n 〉SB

j

× Ynm(θ
A, θB)dθAdθB. (B10)

Up to this point, we have effectively decoupled the
functions:

〈PA
n PB

mYnm〉SA
i SB

j
= 〈PA

n 〉SA
i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× Ymixed
nm,SiSj

. (B11)

However, linear programming is not yet applicable
because Ymixed

nm,SiSj
depends on the decoy regions Si/j ; there-

fore, Ymixed
nm,SiSj

is not constant, so one could not bound them
using linear programming.

To solve the problem, we cleverly construct a decoy set-
ting so that the yield Ymixed

nm (θ) is independent of the decoy
settings, namely, it is consistent across all decoy settings
so that a normal linear program can be used [12]. The key
is to let Alice and Bob perform an additional postselec-
tion to “shape” the probability distribution into the desired
form [12].

More concretely, for both Alice and Bob, they perform
an additional postselection to make the overall probabil-
ity distribution p ′

μ = Cer(sin θ+cos θ) [12]. In this way, the
exponential part in the Poisson term can be canceled out.
Finally, we have [12]

Ymixed
nm =

∫∫
θA/B(sin θA + cos θA)n(sin θB + cos θB)mYnm(θ

A, θB)dθAdθB∫∫
θA/B(sin θA + cos θA)n(sin θB + cos θB)mdθAdθB

. (B12)

Meanwhile, they also need to constrain the decoy regions to sector-shaped regions; see Fig. 2.
Now, the linear program can be written as

〈Q〉SA
i SB

j
= 〈PA

n 〉SA
i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× Ymixed
nm , (B13)
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and, similarly, for the error yield, we have

〈QE〉SA
i SB

j
= 〈PA

n 〉SA
i
〈PB

n 〉SB
j

× enmYmixed
nm . (B14)

APPENDIX C: DECOY-STATE ANALYSIS—YIELD
BOUNDS [12]

We argue that the lower bounds of the “mixed” single-
photon yield are actually those of the “perfectly encoding”
yield:

Ymixed,Lower
11 ≤ Ymixed

11 = Yperfect
11 . (C1)

In passive MDI QKD, we need both Alice and Bob to get
an H state or a V state; we label the coordinates θA/B and
φA/B, respectively [12]. We should have the mixed state

ρmixed = |H ′H ′〉〈H ′H ′| + |H ′V′〉〈H ′V′|
+ |V′H ′〉〈V′H ′| + |V′V′〉〈V′V′|. (C2)

We simplify the derivation by setting φA = 0 and φB = φ,
because the global phase does not really matter, and we set
the global phase to Alice’s phase so that φA = 0.

Starting with the first term, we have

|H ′H ′〉 = |H ′〉A ⊗ |H ′〉B

=
[

cos
(
θA

2

)
|H 〉A + sin

(
θA

2

)
|V〉A

]
⊗

[
cos

(
θB

2

)
|H 〉B + eiφ sin

(
θB

2

)
|V〉B

]
. (C3)

The other terms follow similar constructions. Therefore, the density matrix

|H ′H ′〉〈H ′H ′| =
[

cos
(
θA

2

)
cos

(
θB

2

)
, e−iφ cos

(
θA

2

)
sin

(
θB

2

)
, sin

(
θA

2

)
cos

(
θB

2

)
, e−iφ sin

(
θA

2

)
sin

(
θB

2

)]

⊗

⎛
⎜⎝

cos(θA/2) cos(θB/2)
eiφ cos(θA/2) sin(θB/2)

sin(θA/2) cos(θB/2)
eiφ sin(θA/2) sin(θB/2)

⎞
⎟⎠ . (C4)

Similarly, we can construct another basis

|H ′V′〉〈H ′V′|, (C5)

|V′H ′〉〈V′H ′|, (C6)

|V′V′〉〈V′V′|; (C7)

adding them all together, it is not hard to spot that the
diagonal terms are all 1 and the nondiagonal terms are
all 0. Hence, the whole matrix is a four-dimensional
identity matrix:

ρ ′ = |H ′H ′〉〈H ′H ′| + |H ′V′〉〈H ′V′|
+ |V′H ′〉〈V′H ′| + |V′V′〉〈V′V′|

=

⎛
⎜⎝

1
1

1
1

⎞
⎟⎠

= I . (C8)

Note that we have used the trigonometry identity sin2(x)+
cos2(x) = 1. Up to now, we have shown that the “mixed”

state is actually a fully mixed state, I , so that it is equivalent
to the “perfect encoding state,” which is just

|HH 〉〈HH | + |HV〉〈HV| + |VH 〉〈VH | + |VV〉〈VV| = I .
(C9)

So, the “mixed” state and the “perfect” state, ρperfect,
should share a lower bound. Hence, we could use the lower
bound of Ymixed

nm , denoted Ymixed,Lower
nm , as the lower bound of

the “perfectly encoded” state:

Ymixed,Lower
11 ≤ Ymixed

11 = Yperfect
11 . (C10)

APPENDIX D: DECOY-STATE
ANALYSIS—ERROR YIELD BOUNDS [12]

We only consider the HH state here (both Alice and Bob
send an H state) [12]. We would like to compute

ρHH = |H1H⊥
1 〉〈H1H⊥

1 | + |H1H⊥
2 〉〈H1H⊥

2 |
+ |H2H⊥

1 〉〈H2H⊥
1 | + |H2H⊥

2 〉〈H2H⊥
2 |, (D1)

where |H1H⊥
1 〉 is |H1〉 ⊗ |H⊥

1 〉, and we define |H1〉 as just
a “polarized” H state, which has the coordinate (θA,φA)
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on the Bloch sphere. State |H⊥
1 〉 is the “pair state” with

coordinate (θA,φA + π). Similarly, states |H2〉 and |H⊥
2 〉

are Bob’s analog states, with coordinates (θB,φB) and
(θB,φB + π), respectively [12]. We again offset the phases
so that Alice has no phase, and Bob simply has a φ phase.

Therefore, we can write down each of the four states in
terms of

|H1〉 = cos
(
θA

2

)
|H 〉A + sin

(
θA

2

)
|V〉A. (D2)

The remaining three states can be written down in a similar form.
Hence, we could compute the terms, |H1H⊥

1 〉〈H1H⊥
1 |,|H1H⊥

2 〉〈H1H⊥
2 |, |H2H⊥

1 〉〈H2H⊥
1 |,|H2H⊥

2 〉〈H2H⊥
2 | individually.

They should each be a 4 × 4 matrix.
Adding them up, we end up with the matrix

ρ =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

cos2
(
θA

2

)
cos2

(
θB

2

)

cos2
(
θA

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

)

sin2
(
θA

2

)
cos2

(
θB

2

)

sin2
(
θA

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

)

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

. (D3)

We could rewrite the matrix as a combination of states:

ρ =
[

cos2
(
θA

2

)
− sin2

(
θA

2

)][
cos2

(
θB

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

)]⎛
⎜⎝

1
0

0
0

⎞
⎟⎠

+
[

cos2
(
θA

2

)
− sin2

(
θA

2

)]
sin2

(
θB

2

) ⎛
⎜⎝

1
1

0
0

⎞
⎟⎠

+
[

cos2
(
θB

2

)
− sin2

(
θB

2

)]
sin2

(
θA

2

) ⎛
⎜⎝

1
0

1
0

⎞
⎟⎠ + sin2

(
θA

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

) ⎛
⎜⎝

1
1

1
1

⎞
⎟⎠

=
[

cos2
(
θA

2

)
− sin2

(
θA

2

)][
cos2

(
θB

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

)]
(|HH 〉〈HH |)

+
[

cos2
(
θA

2

)
− sin2

(
θA

2

)]
sin2

(
θB

2

)
(|H 〉〈H |)A ⊗ IB)

+
[

cos2
(
θB

2

)
− sin2

(
θB

2

)]
sin2

(
θA

2

)
(IA ⊗ |H 〉〈H |)B)+ sin2

(
θA

2

)
sin2

(
θB

2

)
(IA ⊗ IB). (D4)

We note that the last three terms all have a QBER of
50%, and we also note that the first term is the “perfect”
encoding state, which must have a smaller QBER than the
“mixed” state [12].

For the H state alone (for both Alice and Bob), if we
integrate over all possible pairs of polarized states [12],
each has a density matrix like Eq. (D4), the overall density
matrix for the HH scenario (when Alice has an H state and
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Bob has an H state) would be the sum of some sort of mix-
ture [the latter three terms in Eq. (D4)] and the perfectly
encoding state [the first term in Eq. (D4)]. The mixture
terms have a QBER of 50%, Therefore, we conclude that

e11Ymixed
11 ≥ e11Yperfect

11 ; (D5)

similar reasoning applies for the VV, HV, and VH states. A
similar argument could be proved for the ++, −−, +−,
and −+ states in the X basis.

In conclusion, the upper bound of the mixed state,
enmYmixed,Upper

nm , which can be obtained from linear pro-
gramming, is indeed the upper bound of the “perfect” state,
eYperfect:

e11Ymixed,Upper
11 ≥ e11Ymixed

11 ≥ e11Yperfect
11 . (D6)

APPENDIX E: CHANNEL MODEL

The signals immediately coming out from Alice’s
fully passive source are described by four DOFs,
(μA, θHVA,φHVA,φglobal,A), and a similar set for Bob. The
signals can be slightly polarized after they travel through
the channel. Writing the Bloch sphere state in terms of
coordinates [12]

�sA = (sin θHVA cosφHVA, sin θHVA sinφHVA, cos θHVA). (E1)

This polarization rotation is described by Rodrigues’ for-
mula [18]

�s′
A = cosα�s + sinα(�r × �s)+ (�s · �r)(1 − cosα)�r, (E2)

where α is the rotation angle and �r is the rotation axis (unit
length). We can then convert the coordinate back into the
Bloch sphere coordinates {μ′

A, θ ′
HVA,φ′

HVA,φ′
GA}, where the

superscripts denote postrotation. It is worth noting that the
global phase is also rotated; however, it does not affect the
physics—it will eventually be integrated over.

The former two postrotation parameters for Alice
(μA, θ ′

HVA) can be reconverted into H and V leg intensi-
ties, (μ′

HA,μ′
VA). Considering the channel loss and detector

efficiency, the intensity arriving at the detectors becomes
μ′

HA → μ′
HAη = μ′

HAηLηd = μ′
HA10−αL/10ηd, where α is

the loss coefficient, typically about 0.2 dB/km, and ηd
is the detector efficiency. The other intensities follow the
same format.

The postrotation signals travel through the channels and
arrive at the 50:50 BS for interference. The interference
can be partitioned into H and V components, each adhering

to the interference formula

|√μ1eiφ1〉a|√μ2eiφ2〉b →
|
√
μ1/2eiφ1 + i

√
μ2/2eiφ2〉c|i

√
μ1/2eiφ1 +

√
μ2/2eiφ2〉d.

(E3)

We can derive the output intensity for leg c as

μ1/2 + μ2/2 − √
μ1μ2 sin(φ), (E4)

where φ represents the phase difference between the two
signals. Meanwhile, the output intensity for leg d is
given by

μ1/2 + μ2/2 + √
μ1μ2 sin(φ). (E5)

The intensities applied here are μ′
HA,μ′

HB and μ′
VA,μ′

VB for
the H and V interferences, respectively. For the H leg,
the phase difference used is φ′

HA − φ′
HB = φ′

R. For the V
leg, the phase difference is determined by φ′

VA − φ′
VB =

φ′
R + φ′

HVA − φ′
HVB. Using the formula, we can compute the

intensities reaching detectors 3H and 4H from the H leg
interference, as well as the 3V and 4V intensities from the
V leg interference.

Because the phase differences φ′
R and φ′

R + φ′
HVA − φ′

HVB
are randomized, in order to calculate the average gain, one
needs to integrate the phases from 0 to 2π ; this explains the
phase integration in Eq. (3). The phase integration should
also be separate for H and V; however, the phase difference
in the V interference is also a function of φ′

R. Therefore, to
derive the average gain, it suffices to integrate φ′

R from 0
to 2π .
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