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Silicon-based polarization-encoding quantum key distribution (QKD) has been widely studied,
owing to its low cost and robustness. However, prior studies have utilized off-chip devices to demod-
ulate the quantum states or perform polarization compensation, given the difficulty of fabricating
polarized independent components on the chip. In this paper we propose a fully chip-based decoder
for polarization-encoding QKD. The chip realizes a polarization state analyzer and compensates for
the BB84 protocol without requiring additional hardware. It is based on a polarization-to-path con-
version method that uses a polarization splitter-rotator. The chip was fabricated using a standard
silicon photonics foundry; it has a compact design and is suitable for mass production. In the exper-
imental stability test, an average quantum bit error rate of 0.56% was achieved through continuous
operation for 10 h without any polarization feedback. Furthermore, using the developed feedback
algorithm, the chip enabled the automatic compensation of the fiber polarization drift, which was
emulated by a random fiber polarization scrambler. In the case of the QKD demonstration, we
obtained a finite-key secret rate of 240 bps over a fiber spool of 100 km. This study represents an
important step toward the integrated, practical, and large-scale deployment of QKD systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Security communication is an indispensable part of
government affairs, commerce, national defense, and per-
sonal daily life. As the security of traditional public-key
cryptography depends on the computational complexity
of certain mathematical functions [1], it is threatened
gravely by the development of quantum computing sci-
ence [2–4]. The security of quantum key distribution
(QKD) is based on the fundamental laws of quantum
mechanics and has become a key solution to ensure in-
formation security in the information era [5].

Since Bennett and Brassard proposed the first quan-
tum cryptography protocol (BB84) in 1984 [6], QKD ex-
periments have made great progress, and experiments
have been performed with different degrees of freedom in
photons, such as the time-bin phase [7–10] and polariza-
tion [11, 12] over fiber-based [13–17], free space [18–20],
and underwater [21, 22] channels. QKD networks have
also been deployed worldwide [23–28]. To achieve inter-
continental secure communications, satellites have been
used as trusted relays to connect remote user nodes [29],
and large-scale satellite networks [30] have also been suc-
cessfully constructed. Furthermore, recent progress in
QKD has been observed in the latest research [31, 32].

To apply the increasingly mature QKD technology to
standard communication networks, it is important to
develop a stable, simple, inexpensive, and miniaturized
QKD system. Silicon photonics, the leading platform
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of quantum photonics technology, has excellent charac-
teristics, such as high integration, mature technology,
and compatibility with CMOS [33, 34]. In recent years,
silicon-based optoelectronic platforms have been used to
develop high-speed, robust, and practical QKD devices.
These integrated devices can implement the BB84 proto-
col [35–41], measurement device–independent QKD pro-
tocol [42–45], continuous variable QKD protocol [46],
high-dimensional QKD protocol [47], and coherent one-
way and differential phase shift protocols [36, 48]. The
potential realistic vulnerabilities of chip-based devices
have been extensively studied in previous studies [49–52].
A recently published review provides a detailed report on
the development of integrated QKD [53].

Polarization encoding has been extensively applied in
QKD systems over fiber-based or free-space channels.
Polarization encoding–based implementations of QKD
have been extensively studied using bulk optical com-
ponents [54, 55] or silicon photonics [35, 37, 39, 56, 57].
However, because of the difficulty of realizing polariza-
tion conversion using silicon photonics, prior chip-based
devices utilized either bulk optical devices to decode po-
larization states [35, 37, 39, 56] or additional off-chip de-
vices to perform polarization-based tracking or polariza-
tion compensation [39, 57].

In this study, we developed a novel silicon-based de-
coder for polarization-encoding QKD. Based on the
polarization-to-path conversion method [58], the chip
avoids the requirement of using polarization-independent
devices and realizes a polarization state analyzer and po-
larization compensation for the BB84 protocol without
requiring additional hardware. The chip was manufac-
tured using a standard silicon-based photonic platform
and exhibited robustness against environmental distur-
bances, owing to its compact design. In an experimental
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a silicon-based decoder chip. All devices are manufactured on standard silicon-based optoelectronic
platforms, including the polarization splitter-rotator (PSR), thermal phase shifter (PS), multimode interferometer (MMI), and
variable optical attenuation (VOA). The device contains two polarization controllers (PC1 and PC2). Photons moved through
ports H, V, D, and A in |H〉, |V 〉, |D〉, and |A〉 states, respectively. (b) The microscopic image of the decoder chip. The size
of the decoder chip is 1.6×1.7 mm2. (c) The physical picture of the decoder chip. The volume of the package is 3.95 × 2.19 ×
0.90 cm3.

stability test, an average quantum bit error rate (QBER)
of 0.56 ± 0.02% was achieved through continuous oper-
ation for 10 h without any active feedback. We further
tested the stability by inducing a random fiber polar-
ization scrambler to emulate the polarization drift. We
showed that the decoder can automatically compensate
for polarization drift using a developed feedback algo-
rithm. Finally, we performed a proof-of-principle QKD
demonstration with a finite-key secret rate of 240 bits
per second (bps) over a 100-km fiber spool. Our study
demonstrates the feasibility of a silicon-based integrated
decoder chip and represents an important step toward a
fully integrated polarization-encoding QKD system.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Sec. II, we describe the basic setup of the decoder chip.
The results of the experiment are described in Sec. III.
Finally, we summarize the concluding points in Sec. IV.

II. SILICON PHOTON POLARIZATION
DECODER

A schematic of the proposed decoder chip is shown in
Fig. 1(a). The chip was fabricated using a standard sil-
icon photonics foundry with a size of 1.6×1.7 mm2, as
shown in Fig. 1(b). It was packaged based on a chip-on-
board assembly, with a total volume of 3.95 × 2.19 ×
0.90 cm3, as shown in Fig. 1(c). The entire decoder chip
is composed of a spot-size converter (SSC), a polarization
splitter-rotator (PSR), two variable optical attenuations
(VOAs), and four Mach–Zehnder interferences (MZIs),
each containing two multi-mode interferences (MMIs)
and two thermal phase shifters (PSs).

A spot-size converter (SSC) was used to couple the re-
ceived randomly polarized signal light into the decoder
chip. Subsequently, the PSR converted the horizontal
and vertical components of the polarized signal light into
two on-chip single-mode waveguides propagated as two

transverse electric (TE) signals. The variable optical at-
tenuation (VOA) was placed into each arm of the PSR to
balance the polarization-dependent loss caused by state
preparation [49].

Each TE signal was then spit by a 1×2 multi-mode
interferences (MMIs) into either a stage 1 polarization
controller (PC1) or stage 2 PC (PC2). Each PC com-
prised a phase shifter (PS)–driven Mach–Zehnder inter-
ference (MZI) with two additional PSs. The outputs of
the PC were coupled with single-photon detectors via
the SSC. Further information regarding the chip design
and fabrication is provided in Appendix A. By carefully
controlling the PSs, the outputs of PC1 (PC2) consti-
tute the positive operator value measurements (POVMs)
in the Z-basis (X-basis) in the BB84 protocol. Further-
more, because the POVMs were constrained by actively
adjusting the PS, this allows our chip to compensate for
variations in the polarization states caused by fiber bire-
fringence. Further information regarding the POVMs by
the polarization decoder chip for the BB84 protocol is
presented in Appendix B.

III. EXPERIMENTAL TEST

To test the performance of the chip, we built a test-
ing platform, as shown in Fig. 2. We used a commer-
cial laser source (LD, WT-LD, Qasky Co. LTD), with a
repetition rate of 50 MHz and a pulse width of 200 ps.
The generated light pulses were coupled into the encoder
chip, which was composed of an intensity modulator and
a polarization modulator, generating decoy states with
a dramatic extinction ratio (ER) of ∼ 18 dB and four
polarization states with an average ER of ∼ 25 dB. The
modulated quantum states were then attenuated to the
single-photon level through off-chip variable optical at-
tenuation (DA-100, OZ Optics Ltd.) and transmitted to



3

Alice

Laser

VOA Bob SPDs

TDC

FIG. 2. Experimental setup of the silicon-based integrated QKD. Alice utilizes a laser to generate pulsed light, with a repetition
rate of 50 MHz. The generated pulsed light is coupled into an encoder chip containing an intensity modulator and a polarization
modulator for the random modulation of decoy and polarization states. It is then attenuated to a single photon level by the
off-chip VOA and transmitted to Bob via a fiber spool. Bob decodes the received photons using a decoder chip and detects
them using four single-photon detectors (SPDs), and the detector results are recorded by the time-to-digital converter (TDC).
The detector events recorded by the TDC are processed using a personal computer. The personal computer and the electronics
module of the decoder chip are connected as a polarization feedback loop.

the receiver chip over a fiber channel. The signals were
analyzed by using the decoder chip and then detected by
an off-chip single-photon detector (SPDs, WT-SPD2000,
Qasky Co. LTD.), with a detection efficiency of 10%
and a dark count rate of 400 Hz. Final detection events
were recorded using a time-to-digital converter (TDC;
quTAG100, GmbH). A personal computer was used to
process the data recorded by the TDC.

A. Characterization of decoder chip

First, the decoder chip was characterized. The inser-
tion loss was approximately 4.6 dB, which is compara-
ble to that reported in previous studies [57, 59]. The
3-dB bandwidth of PSs was approximately 3 kHz, which
was sufficient to respond to the polarization variations
in field-buried and aerial fibers [60]. We then measured
the half-wave voltage of the PS, which is a key parame-
ter of the chip. Here, we measured the half-wave voltage
of the PS by measuring the ER of an MZI containing
PS (using the same technology as the decoder chip). As
shown in Fig. 3, The IM has a maximum static ER of
approximately 26.65 dB and a half-wave voltage PS of
approximately 0.72 V.

Finally, we tested the ERs of the decoder chip to mea-
sure different polarization states. The pulsed light emit-
ted by the laser was coupled into the encoder chip to gen-
erate one of the four BB84 polarization states and then
transmitted to the decoder chip for demodulation. ERs
of 28.86 dB, 26.02 dB, 27.70 dB, and 29.21 dB were ob-
tained for the polarization states |H〉 , |V 〉 , |D〉 and |A〉,
respectively.
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FIG. 3. Extinction ratios obtained by separately sweeping
the PS voltages inside the intensity modulator. The ab-
scissa represents the scanned voltage value, the ordinate is
ERS = 10× lg(Iout/Imin), Iout is the output photons number
corresponding to the current voltage, and Imin is the mini-
mum output photons number in the entire scanning voltage
range.

B. Inherent stability test

To demonstrate the reliability of the decoder chip, a
10-h long-term run test was conducted. We randomly
generated four BB84 polarization states and measured
them directly using the decoder chip, as shown in Fig. 4.
An average QBER of 0.56±0.02% was obtained through
continuous operation for 10 h without any active feed-
back control. Our chip exhibited inherent stability and
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provided the feasibility of building a QKD system with
a long run time.
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FIG. 4. QBER of the polarization-encoding decoder without
active polarization feedback over 10 h. The total QBERs are
represented by red lines. QBER is calculated every 5 min.

C. Automatic polarization compensation over a
75-km fiber link

We developed a polarization compensation scheme
that can realize real-time polarization compensation us-
ing only shared qubits. The basic idea of the polariza-
tion compensation scheme is that Bob evaluates the av-
erage QBER Z- and X-bases (QBER Z and QBER X)
every second. The computer, after processing by the
feedback algorithm (the algorithm is based on gradient
descent [61]), then controls the programmable linear DC
source to change the retardance of θ1, θ2, θ3, and θ4 un-
til QBER Z and QBERX are less than the set threshold.
The detailed process of our scheme is described in Ap-
pendix C.

To test the performance of our polarization compen-
sation scheme, we randomly modulated four BB84 po-
larization states and used the VOA to attenuate to ap-
proximately 0.6 photons per pulse, which were then sent
to Bob via a 75-km fiber spool for decoding and detec-
tion. Because the polarization drift in an installed fiber
is relatively small, a polarization scrambler was placed
behind the fiber spool to randomly disturb the polariza-
tion of photons entering the decoder chip (the scrambler
triggers the time interval randomly within 20–30 min).

The experimental results are presented in Fig. 5.
QBER Z , QBER X , and the total QBER of the sys-
tem are represented by green, blue, and red lines, re-
spectively. During the entire 180-min running time, the
error rate increased by more than 50% on average af-
ter each perturbation. The polarization compensation
system feedback reduced the average QBER to approx-
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FIG. 5. Polarization compensation system when the polar-
ization scrambler performs a random disturbance at any time
within 20–30 min. The red solid line represents the aver-
age QBER of the system, whereas the green and blue lines
represent the QBER Z in the Z-basis and QBER X in the
X-basis, respectively. The inset shows enlarged experimental
data during the period of 111.7–112.7 min.

imately 1.39% in about 1 min, as shown in the inset of
Fig. 5. The polarization can be compensated potentially
in much shorter time by optimizing algorithm. The re-
sults showed that the polarization compensation scheme
is both feasible and robust.

D. QKD Secure key rates at different fiber
distances

Finally, we performed a QKD test using fiber distances
of 25 km, 50 km, 75 km, and 100 km. For each distance,
we performed a real one decoy–state protocol [62] with
optimized parameters, except for the probability of Bob
choosing the Z-basis, and the X-basis was set to 0.5 (ow-
ing to the balanced MMI used in our chip).

For each distance, the total number of pulses N = 1010

and the SKR in the finite regime were estimated by,

l ≤ slz,0 + slz,1 (1− h (φuz ))

− λEC − 6 log2 (19/εsec)− log2 (2/εcor) ,
(1)

where slz,0 is the lower bound of the detector event re-
ceived by Bob, given that Alice sends an empty state un-
der the Z-basis, slz,1 is Bob receiving the lower bound of
the detection event, given that Alice only sends a single-
photon state in the Z-basis. φuz is the upper bound of the
phase error rate, λEC is the number of bits disclosed for
error correction, and εsec and εcor are the parameters
used to evaluate secrecy and correctness, respectively.
The h (x) = −x log2 x − (1− x) log2 (1− x) denotes the
binary Shannon information function.
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The experimental results are plotted in Fig. 6. We
achieved an SKR of 240 bps over 100 km. The further
detailed experimental results for each distance are shown
in Appendix D.
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FIG. 6. Secure key rate versa fiber distance. The red pen-
tagons represent the experimental results, and the blue lines
represent the theoretical simulation results based on our ex-
perimental parameters.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study, we developed and validated a novel de-
coder chip for polarization-encoding QKD systems using
a silicon-based optoelectronic platform. The receiver chip
shows high inherent stability and can demodulate the
polarization states with favorable extinction ratios. The
chip can automatically perform polarization compensa-
tion. In the QKD test, secure key bits were successfully
distributed over a fiber distance of up to 100 km.

These results demonstrate the feasibility of implement-
ing polarization decoder chips without an off-chip po-
larization controller, which is an important step toward
a more compact QKD system. Our chip would be at-
tractive across different operative scenarios, in particular,
an uplinking satellite-based QKD, where the receiver is
placed in space [63].
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Appendix A: Device design and fabrication

The decoded chip had a device footprint of 1.6×1.7
mm2. The device was fabricated on a standard silicon-
on-insulator wafer with a 220-nm silicon layer and a 3-µm
buried silica oxide layer. The width of the single-mode
silicon waveguide was 450 nm. The light was coupled
into/out of the device via a spot-size converter (SSC)
with a taper length of approximately 100 µm and then
split and converted into transverse electric (TE) modes
using a compact polarization rotator-splitter [64]. The
variable optical attenuations (VOAs) function based on
the forward carrier injection PIN junction, the attenu-
ation of which increases with the applied voltage. The
length of the VOA was approximately 200 µm. The 1×2
multimode interferometer (MMI) and 2×2 MMI couplers
were designed to be approximately 4×14 µm2 and 8×60
µm2, respectively, to obtain a nearly balanced splitting
ratio. All eight phase shifters (PSs) shown in Fig. 1(a)
are identical, with a length of 260 µm, which efficiently
results in a static extinction of approximately 28 dB when
implemented in Mach–Zehnder interferences (MZIs). No-
tably, in real-time, only one PS on one arm in each MZI
was active and the other PS was designed for the com-
pensation of a 0.05-dB loss. The pitch of the aluminum
DC pad was approximately 150 µm. The pad area was
approximately 80×100 µm2.

Appendix B: POVM of the decoder chip

Here, we describe the construction of positive opera-
tor value measurements (POVMs) for the BB84 protocol
by controlling the PSs in the chip. For simplification, we
did not consider the fiber’s polarization drift, that is, four
ideal BB84 polarization states, |H〉, |V 〉, |D〉 and |A〉 ,
are transmitted to the decoder chip. Arbitrarily polar-
ized light incident on the decoder chip was first converted
by the PSR from the polarization-encoding state to the
path-encoding state, and this process is expressed as,

|φ〉pol = α|H〉+ β|V 〉 ⇒ |ϕ〉path =

(
α
β

)
. (B1)

When we consider the ideal BB84 states, (α, β) is

(1, 0) for |H〉, (0, 1) for |V 〉, (
√

2/2,
√

2/2) for |D〉 and

(
√

2/2,−
√

2/2) for |A〉. The two 1 × 2 MMI extend the
two-path state to a four-path state and then guide two
of them into PC1 and the other two into PC2. The cor-
responding splitter operators are given by,

S =

√
2

2

(
1 0
0 1

)
. (B2)
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TABLE I. The measurement probability of different polariza-
tion states, where |H〉 , |V 〉 , |D〉, and |A〉 , respectively, repre-
sent the polarization state of the photons sent by Alice. The
PH , PV , PD, and PA represent the measured probabilities at
ports H, V, D, and A, respectively.

Input state
Measurement probability

PH PV PD PA

|H〉 0.5 0 0.25 0.25

|V 〉 0 0.5 0.25 0.25

|D〉 0.25 0.25 0.5 0

|A〉 0.25 0.25 0 0.5

The operators of PS and 2× 2 MMI can be described by
the Jones matrix as,

Rθ =

(
eiθ 0
0 1

)
, U =

√
2

2

(
1 i
i 1

)
. (B3)

The collapse results of ports H and V on the Z-basis are

|ψH〉 =
(

1 0
)T
, |ψV 〉 =

(
0 1

)T
, respectively. The

collapse results of ports D and A in the X-basis are

|ψD〉 =
(

1 0
)T
, |ψA〉 =

(
0 1

)T
, respectively, where

T is the transposition symbol.
Assuming that the retardance of PS1, PS2, PS3, and

PS4 in Fig. 1 are θ1, θ2, θ3, and θ4, respectively, the mea-
surement operator corresponding to ports H, V, D, and
A is,

MH =
√
S∗R∗θ1U

∗R∗θ2U
∗ |ψH〉 〈ψH |URθ2URθ1S

=

√
2

4

(
1− cos θ2 e−iθ1 sin θ2
eiθ1 sin θ2 1 + cos θ2

)
,

(B4)

MV =
√
S∗R∗θ1U

∗R∗θ2U
∗ |ψV 〉 〈ψV |URθ2URθ1S

=

√
2

4

(
1 + cos θ2 −e−iθ1 sin θ2
−eiθ1 sin θ2 1− cos θ2

)
,

(B5)

MD =
√
S∗R∗θ3U

∗R∗θ4U
∗ |ψD〉 〈ψD|URθ4URθ3S

=

√
2

4

(
1− cos θ4 e−iθ3 sin θ4
eiθ3 sin θ4 1 + cos θ4

)
,

(B6)

MA =
√
S∗R∗θ3U

∗R∗θ4U
∗ |ψA〉 〈ψA|URθ4URθ3S

=

√
2

4

(
1 + cos θ4 −e−iθ3 sin θ4
−eiθ3 sin θ4 1− cos θ4

)
.

(B7)

These positive semi-definite operators satisfy the follow-
ing completeness relation:

M∗HMH +M∗VMV +M∗DMD +M∗AMA = I, (B8)

where I is the identity matrix and ∗ is the conjugate
transpose notation.

Therefore, for any polarization state, the measurement
probability at ports H, V, D, and A is given by,

PH (|ϕpath〉) = 〈ϕpath |M∗HMH |ϕpath〉

=
1

4

[
(1− cos θ2)α∗α+ eiθ1 sin θ2αβ

∗

+e−iθ1 sin θ2α
∗β + (1 + cos θ2)β∗β

]
,

(B9)

PV (|ϕpath〉) = 〈ϕpath |M∗VMV |ϕpath〉

=
1

4

[
(1 + cos θ2)α∗α− eiθ1 sin θ2αβ

∗

−e−iθ1 sin θ2α
∗β + (1− cos θ2)β∗β

]
,

(B10)

PD (|ϕpath〉) = 〈ϕpath |M∗DMD|ϕpath〉

=
1

4

[
(1− cos θ4)α∗α+ eiθ3 sin θ4αβ

∗

+e−iθ3 sin θ4α
∗β + (1 + cos θ4)β∗β

]
,

(B11)

PA (|ϕpath〉) = 〈ϕpath |M∗AMA|ϕpath〉

=
1

4

[
(1 + cos θ4)α∗α− eiθ3 sin θ4αβ

∗

−e−iθ3 sin θ4α
∗β + (1− cosθ4)β∗β

]
.

(B12)

From Eqs (B9)-(B12), we find that, by carefully ad-
justing the phase of PSs where θ1 = 0, θ2 = π, θ3 = 0,
θ4 = π/2, the decoder chip can constitute the POVM of
the Z- and X-bases, and the measurement probabilities
of different incident states at ports H, V, D, and A are
shown in Table I.

These results indicated that our chip can compensate
for variations in polarization states caused by fiber bire-
fringence by adjusting the PS phases. Let us consider
the POVM of the Z-bases as an example. Because of the
polarization drift, the ideal BB84 states sent by Alice are
in |H〉, |V 〉, |D〉 and |A〉 degenerate into arbitrary polar-
ization states before entering the decoder chip, which can
be expressed as [65, 66],

|ϕ〉Hpath =

[
cosϕ

sinϕeiφ

]
,

|ϕ〉Vpath =

[
− sinϕe−iφ

cosϕ

]
,

|ϕ〉Dpath =

√
2

2

[
cosϕ− sinϕe−iφ

sinϕeiφ + cosϕ

]
,

|ϕ〉Apath =

√
2

2

[
cosϕ+ sinϕe−iφ

sinϕeiφ − cosϕ

]
,

(B13)
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TABLE II. Symbol definitions of the polarization feedback algorithm

Definitions :

Vi(PSj) : The voltages loaded on PSj in the ith cycle, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
Eλ,i : The QBER of the λ basis in the ith cycle, λ ∈ {Z,X}.
Gλj,i : The partial derivative is used to estimate the change of Eλ,i, where i is the number

of program cycles, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
∆vi : A tiny dither voltage is applied to tune Vi(PSj). Vi(PSj) is the voltage at the jth

PS in the i cycle, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
∆αi : A scalar factor is used to tune Vi(PSj). Vi(PSj) is the voltage at the jth

PS in the i cycle, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
Eλ,th : The threshold of QBER in the λ basis, λ ∈ {Z,X}.

where ϕ is the drift angle of the polarization basis be-
tween Alice and Bob and φ is the retardation between
|H〉 and |V 〉 components. Using a similar analysis, we
found that, when θ1 = φ, θ2 = π − 2ϕ, the arbitrary

state |ϕ〉Hpath (|ϕ〉Vpath) will be the output from port H

with a probability of 50% (0) and from port V with a
probability of 0 (50%). Furthermore, the arbitrary state

|ϕ〉Dpath (|ϕ〉Apath) will be the output from port H with a

probability of 25% (25%) and from port V with a prob-
ability of 25% (25%). This satisfies the Z-basis POVM
requirement in the BB84 protocol.

Appendix C: Polarization feedback algorithm

For the Polarization-encoding QKD system, Alice and
Bob share the same reference frame and need to compen-
sate for the polarization drift caused by the fiber channel.
In this study, we developed an automatic polarization
compensation scheme based on the receiver chip setup,
as shown in Fig. 7. Before implementing the polarization
feedback scheme, Alice randomly sent four polarization
states. The symbol definitions used in the polarization
feedback algorithm are listed in Table II, which can be
summarized as follows:

Step 1: Set the values of V0(PS1), V0(PS2), V0(PS3),
and V0(PS4) and set the thresholds of EX and EZ as
EX,th, and EZ,th, respectively.

Step 2: Evaluate the systems EX and EZ and compare
them with the set thresholds. If they are less than the
set threshold, exit the feedback program; however, if they
are greater than the set threshold, provide feedback.

Step 3: Set ∆vi and ∆αi based on the EX,i and EZ,i
values.

Step 4: Calculate the partial derivatives of EX,i and

SET: ∆𝑣𝑖 , ∆𝛼𝑖

Measuring: 𝐺1,𝑖
𝑋 , 𝐺3,𝑖

𝑍

Reset: 𝑉𝑖 𝑃𝑆1 , 𝑉𝑖 𝑃𝑆3

Measuring: 𝐺2,𝑖
𝑋 , 𝐺4,𝑖

𝑍

Reset: 𝑉𝑖 𝑃𝑆2 , 𝑉𝑖 𝑃𝑆4

STOP

N

Y

N

N

Y

Y

SET: 𝑉0 𝑃𝑆1 , 𝑉0 𝑃𝑆2 , 𝑉0 𝑃𝑆3 , 𝑉0 𝑃𝑆4 , 𝐸𝑋,𝑡ℎ , 𝐸𝑍,𝑡ℎ , i = 1

Measuring: 

𝐸𝑋,0 < 𝐸𝑋,𝑡ℎ , 𝐸𝑍,0 < 𝐸𝑍,𝑡ℎ

Measuring:

𝐸𝑋,𝑖 < 𝐸𝑋,𝑡ℎ , 𝐸𝑍,𝑖 < 𝐸𝑍,𝑡ℎ

Measuring:

𝐸𝑋,𝑖 < 𝐸𝑋,𝑡ℎ , 𝐸𝑍,𝑖 < 𝐸𝑍,𝑡ℎ
𝑖 = 𝑖 + 1

FIG. 7. Flow chart showing the improved gradient descent
method
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EZ,i as follows:

GZ1,i =
EZ (Vi(PS1) + ∆vi, Vi(PS2))

2∆vi

− EZ (Vi(PS1)−∆vi, Vi(PS2))

2∆vi

GX3,i =
EX (Vi(PS3) + ∆vi, Vi(PS4))

2∆vi

− EX (Vi(PS3)−∆vi, Vi(PS4))

2∆vi

(C1)

Step 5: Apply the voltage to PS1; PS3 is given by,

Vi(PS1) = Vi(PS1)− αiGZ1,i,
Vi(PS3) = Vi(PS3)− αiGX1,i.

(C2)

Step 6: Evaluate the current EX,i and EZ,i. If both
values are below the set threshold, exit the feedback pro-
gram; otherwise, continue with the following steps.

Step 7: Calculate the partial derivatives of EX,i and
EZ,i as follows:

GZ2,i =
EZ (Vi(PS1), Vi(PS2) + ∆vi)

2∆vi

− EZ (Vi(PS1), Vi(PS2)−∆vi)

2∆vi

GX4,i =
EX (Vi(PS3), Vi(PS4) + ∆vi)

2∆vi

− EX (Vi(PS3), Vi(PS4)−∆vi)

2∆vi

(C3)

Step 8: Apply the voltage to PS2; PS4 is given by,

Vi(PS2) = Vi(PS2)− αiGZ2,i,
Vi(PS4) = Vi(PS4)− αiGX4,i.

(C4)

Step 9: Evaluate current EX,i and EZ,i. If both values
are below the set threshold, exit the feedback program;
otherwise, continue with steps 2–9.

Appendix D: DETAILED EXPERIMENTAL
RESULTS

Table III shows the results of QKD experiments.

TABLE III. Experimental results. µ (ν) is the intensity of the
signal (decoy) state, pµ (pν) is the transmission probability
of the signal (decoy) state, and pz (px) is the probability of
the Z (X) basis emission. The nz,µ (nz,ν) is the raw count
of the signal state (decoy state) measured under the Z-basis,
nx,µ (nx,ν) is the raw count measured under the X-basis for
the signal state (decoy state), mz,µ (mz,ν) is the error count
measured under the Z-basis for the signal state (decoy state),
mx,µ (mx,ν) is the error count of the signal state (decoy state)
measured under the X-basis, φuz is the upper bound of the
phase error rate, QBER is the average error rate, slz,1 is the
lower bound for measuring single-photon events under the Z-
basis, and SKR is the final secure key rate.

Channel

Parameters 25 km 50 km 75 km 100 km

4.97 dB 9.73 dB 14.22 dB 18.68 dB

µ 0.679 0.654 0.626 0.569

ν 0.127 0.151 0.176 0.185

Pµ 0.859 0.809 0.726 0.598

Pν 0.141 0.191 0.274 0.402

Pz 0.960 0.943 0.907 0.761

Px 0.040 0.057 0.093 0.239

nz,µ 3.08× 107 8.56× 106 2.23× 106 4.53× 105

nz,ν 9.57× 105 4.75× 105 2.31× 105 1.05× 105

nx,µ 1.09× 106 5.03× 105 2.22× 105 1.43× 105

nx,ν 2.91× 104 2.69× 104 2.61× 104 3.53× 104

mz,µ 1.59× 105 4.70× 104 1.90× 104 9.90× 103

mz,ν 8.04× 103 4.48× 103 4.73× 103 4.68× 103

mx,µ 8.14× 103 4.91× 103 3.00× 103 4.84× 103

mx,ν 8.84× 102 8.95× 102 1.03× 103 2.92× 103

φuz 3.37× 10−23.36× 10−23.25× 10−27.62× 10−2

QBER 5.27× 10−35.70× 10−39.66× 10−32.61× 10−2

slz,1 1.48× 107 4.26× 106 1.08× 106 2.64× 105

SKR(bps) 4.94× 104 1.41× 104 3.15× 103 2.40× 102
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