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Abstract: We present an exact model of the detection statistics of
a probabilistic source of photon pairs from which a fast, genand
precise method to measure the source’s brightness and rplebnnel
transmissions is demonstrated. We measure such propftiessource
based on spontaneous parametric downconversion in a pEtigdooled
LiNbO3 crystal producing pairs at 810 and 1550 nm wavelengths. We
further validate the model by comparing the predicted andsuesd values
for the g@(0) of a heralded single photon source over a wide range of
the brightness. Our model is of particular use for monitramd tuning

the brightness on demand as required for various quanturmerication
applications. We comment on its applicability to source®iving spectral
and/or spatial filtering.
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1. Introduction

Sources of photon pairs are an essential building block plé@mentations of Quantum Com-
munication protocols. Examples of such are Quantum KeyriDigion (QKD), enabling un-
conditional security in the exchange of confidential messdd, 2], or Quantum Repeaters,
needed to break the distance barrier of QKD [3, 4]. Photorspabtained from Spontaneous
Parametric Downconversion (SPDC) [5] or Spontaneous Méawe-Mixing (SFWM) [6] in
nonlinear materials, or from atomic ensembles [7, 8], candsal to generate either entangled
photons by a careful arrangement of two downconversionsg&fhor to create a single pho-
ton source by announcing the presence of one photon thrbiegietection of the other one (a
Heralded Single Photon Source, or HSPS) [10].

All aforementioned sources are of probabilistic natue, the number of emitted pairs per
time unit follows a given statistical distribution such aB@ssonian or thermal distribution. In
most applications, it is beneficial or even essential to kiteevmean number of photon pairs
U emitted per unit of time, a quantity that we shall refer toreshrightnessFor entanglement
based QKD, Mat al. have shown that both the key generation rate and the maxinsiande
over which a secret key can be established can be maximizeddperly tuning the bright-
ness [11]. Another example is the security of QKD based on${S#ich relies on the ability
of the sender to assess the photon statistics in a precispl@ay5]. Also, de Riedmatteet al.
have shown that the visibility in Bell-state measurementsch is a key element of proposed
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guantum repeaters, crucially depends on the brightnegs [16

Assessing the brightness of a source of photon pairs is driveal-task when limited to lossy
channels and non photon-number-resolving detectors proidem can be solved provided one
knows the exact value of the total transmission of all phatbannels. However, evaluating
the loss associated with coupling a single photon from $ce to a singlemode fibre is not
simple. One technique requires mode-matching a probettatiee single photon mode, but this
can be imprecise and unpractical (see [17-19] as examplesprightness can also be inferred
from measurements of the second-order autocorrelatiariibm g(? (0) [20]. However, as the
time required fog'? (0) measurements depends on three-fold coincidence detstéioming
from two simultaneously generated pairs, such measureraentime consuming to implement
(see [8] and [21] as examples). Therefore, a method fromiwhie brightness and the losses
of the transmission lines can be determined with precigipaed and simplicity is necessary.

In this work, we show how one can assess the brightness amhtiten channel transmis-
sions of a source of photon pairs by solely measuring singet&o-fold coincidence detec-
tions stemming from photons belonging to one pair. This raakés method very fast and
efficient. In sectiofil2, we present a model describing theddietn statistics of any probabilistic
source of photon pairs, and we show how the brightness anldgkes of the channels can be
assessed. Then, in sectldn 3, we describe an implementidtibe proposed method and use
it to predict the value of the autocorrelation functigf?) (0), of a HSPS for a wide range of
brightness values. We confirm the model by the direct measemeof the predicted® (0)
values. Finally, in sectidfl 4, we discuss the limits of ourdelavhen the generated photons are
spectrally correlated.

2. Anexact model of the detection statistics

2.1. Description of the model

To assess the properties of a source of photon pairs, weapmahn exact model of the detec-
tion statistics of the experimental setup detailed in Hig. 1

Photon S _
pair source epgatlon
hd [ )
° N {>_D Dy
o
D>— Fibre coupling D,

50/50
DB

Fig. 1. The sources of photon pairs we consider comprisaaligbilistic sources, includ-
ing those based on nonlinear crystals, optical fibres or iatemsembles. The distribution
of the number of produced photon pairs per measurement tiiméow can be given by
any distribution such as Poissonian or thermal and is as$torige known in advance. The
pairs are deterministically separated, potentially bychiic beamsplitter in the case of
collinear generation with non-degenerate wavelengthisy mon-collinear generation, into
two separate channels. Each beam is filtered to remove alp pigit and then the pairs
are coupled into optical fibres. One beam is split again ata®BBeamsplitter before the
photons are detected by non-photon number resolving spigiton detectorBy, Da and
Dg.

To model the detection statistics of this experimentals@ta construct a column vectex,
as shown in Eq[{1), which describes the joint state of thedalets:

P = (Pagi Pagi7 PAaT PABH Pasr Pash Phen Pagr )| (1)



Each element o describes the probability that a set of detectors clickenlodiper measure-
ment time window, which is defined as the elementary observéime (e.g. a short time win-
dow centered on one pump pulse; see later) for which detexctice considered for statistical
analysis. For exampl@agy is the probability that detect@, clicked, during the measurement
time window, andDy andDg did not. The goal is to determine how this vector, initialysitate
Po=(10.. o)T, is affected by single and multiple photon pair emissionsvaell as detector
dark counts during one measurement time window. First, veerdee the interaction obne
photon pair with the detectors using the following tramsitmatrix:

1-nu-+(nat+ne)(nu—1) 0 0 0 0 0 0
na(1-nw) (1-ng)(1-nw) 0 0 0 0 0 0
ne(1-nn) 0 (1-np)(1—nR) 0 0 0 0 0

M, — nu(1-(na+ns)) 0 0 1-(nat+ns) O 0 0 o )
n 0 ne(1-n1)  na(l-nwn) 0 I-np 0 0 O
NANH NH(1-ng) 0 Na 0 1-ng 0 O
NBMH 0 NH (1-na) ns 0 0 1-na0
0 NBNH NaNH 0 N8 nNa 1

Each element oM, describes the probability for a pair to cause a transitiothef three
detectors. Each term is written as a functionnef, na and ng which are the overall trans-
missions of each channel, from the photon pair sourcBygo Da and Dg respectively, in-
cluding all optical losses, fibre coupling losses, detettsfficiencies, and the 50/50 beam-
splitter. For exampleM; (1,1) is the probability for the system to make a transition from
ABH to ABH (i.e. to remain in the state where no detectors clicked)ctwhnust equal
Par + Pea = (1= N1 —Na+Nank) + (1= NH —Ne+N8NH) =1 —NH +(Na+n8)(NH — 1).
Similarly, My, (2,1) is the probability to make a transition froABH to ABH (i.e. no detectors
clicked before and, provided one photon pair arrives, @glicks), which equalga(1—nu).
All the upper diagonal elements are equal to 0 as photonsotanake detectors “unclick”.
The rest of the matrix is constructed following the same @atseasoning. Furthermore, to
conserve the total probability, each columnMj sums to 1. The result asne photon pair
interacting with the detectors is thus giveny Po.

Second, the evolution of the system wherhoton pairs are created during the measurement
time window is described bfM, )IPg, as losses and the beamsplitter choice for individual pairs
in multi-pair emission are independent.

In addition to the absorption of a photon, thermal excitadioan also cause detector clicks.
These dark counts can be taken into account by constructioth@r matrixMgc. Thus, the
evolution resulting from dark counts amgbhoton pairs is described thc(M,,)iPo. Noting
the dark count probabilities per measurement time windodasly anddg, we get

(1—da)(1—dp)(1—dy) 0 0 0 0 0 0
da(1-dg)(1-dy) (1-dg)(1—dy) 0 0 0 0 0 O
(1—da)d(1—dy) 0 (1—da)(1-dy) 0 0 0 0 0

M. — (1—da)(1—dp)dy 0 0 (1—dp)(1-dg) O 0 0 O (3)
dc = dadg(1-dy) dg(1-dy) da(1—dy) 0 1dy 0 0 0
da(1—dg)dy (1—dg)dy 0 da(1—dg) 0 1-dg 0 O
(1—dp)dpdy 0 (1—da)dy (1—da)dB 0 0 1-dp O
dadgdy dgdy dady dads dy dg da 1

Thus, when an unknown number of photon pairs are incidei# possible to calculate the
final vectorP through

P= i PiMac(Mp)'Po, 4)

wherep; is the probability to create photon pairs per measurement time window. Provided
that the probability distribution fop; is known this equation holds for all distributions, such as
Poissonian, thermal or any distributions between the 9. [Rote that all matrices commute



so the order in which they are applied does not matter. Thstagetion of the matrices ensures
that all elements dP are bounded individually between 0 and 1 and that the elesméRtsum

to 1, i.e. the total probability is conserved. We note that todel is exact and there are no
approximations.

2.2. Determining the photon channel transmissions

We now show how one can determine precisely the valugs gfy, na andng by measuring
single and two-fold coincidence detection probabilitiesraming from single pairs only. For
these measurements, we require that the pump power (oradepuiity the brightness of the pho-
ton pair source) is low enough so that multi-pair events aggigible: p; < p; fori > 1. Exper-
imentally, this can be verified by looking at how correlatedettions orDp are to detections
on Dy. To measure this, we first defirngg to be the heralding probability, i.e. the probability
for Dy to click independent of the other detectaps, = pagy + Pash + Pasn + Pasx, and the
similar expressions fopay andpa. We then define a paramet®r= pan/(pr pa) quantifying
the strength of the correlation between detectioxandDy . The model described by Efl (4)
predicts that, for Poisson, thermal and in between didiohs, the value ofs equals one at a
very low brightness, when the coincidences are dominatedilly counts and detections are
uncorrelated, and equals one again at high heralding pildles) when the coincidence detec-
tions stem mostly from multi-pair emissions and correlagiare smeared out. In between, the
value ofG can go well above 1 and this is an indication that multi-pairssions are negligible.
As we show here, this allows to experimentally obtain an uppend foru when proceeding
as follows. First, the dark count probability per measunentiene window for each detector
is measured. Second, the pump power is lowered and the tissisns are optimized until a
value of G significantly higher than 1 is measured. Third, a plot®fersusyu is produced
numerically assuming that the fibre coupling is perfect drad there are no additional optical
losses, thereby setting the valuesnef and na equal to the specified detection efficiency of
the detectors. Finally, an upper bound fois obtained from this plot by identifying the largest
value of u that produces a value @& equal to the measured value. They key point is that, for
a givenu and dark count probabilitie§; is decreased towards 1 when the transmissions are
decreased. Thus, using this method, the true valye miust be smaller than the upper bound
as the transmissions are overestimated. This, in retdowsibne to obtain a lower bound for
the ratio,r = p1/pi>1, of the probability of single pair emissiong;, over the probability of
multi-pair emissionspj~1 = 1 — po — p1- As an illustration, using)y = 60% andna = 25%,
corresponding to the detection efficiencies of our detsctord using their respective measured
dark count probabilities (see sectidn 3), we produced tlid ke shown on Figl 2 where we
assumed a Poisson distributiqn= exp(—u)u'/il.

Once the pump power is properly set and the lower boundissatisfactory, Eq[{4) can be
truncated ta = 1 and one can show that the probability fay to click on a photon and not a
dark count is given b]o<H1) = (pn —dn)/(1—dy). Similarly, we geipf) =(pa—0da)/(1—dp)
and the equivalent fopgl). In the same way, we can get expressions for the coincidenote p
abilities pa and pgy. Then, using these expressions and an experimental ddgatanh run
with a heralding probability that guarantees negligibldtirpair events, one can solve for the
four unknownsu, Ny, Na andng, since the dark count probabilities can be measured djrectl
These unknowns can be calculated through equafidns (5)ghrd). The equivalent set fas

is constructed by replacing, and p&l) by ng and pé”, respectively:

_ Par— Piyda(1— dh) — P d (1~ da) — dady
P (1—da) (1~ )

NH (5)
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Fig. 2. Correlation strengt@ versus brightness. The solid line corresponds tpy = 60%
and na = 25%. It reaches a maximum value at very lpwand then sharply decreases
to 1 for u = 0 (not visible). The meanings of the dotted and dashed liresliscussed in
sectior B anfll4 respectively.

_ Pan— Pi'da(1— dn) — P/ (1— da) — dadk
Pl (1—da)(1— )

ﬁ = i)- (7)
M+ Na
Note that these predictions apply to any statistical distion for which the multi-pair events
can be neglected (for example, through the method desaaiii®ee). However, to determine the
value of the brightness, one must have prior knowledge oflibteibution and how to relate it
to the measured value gf;. In the case of a Poissonian source, we hpyve= pexp(—u)
which can be solved numerically fqr. The case of a thermal distribution is similar with
py = (tanhu/ coshu)?.

Once the transmissions are precisely known, one can us&Em. find the brightness that
corresponds to any measured heralding probability. THIghen allow to predict the complete
detection statistics vecté.

na (6)

p1=

2.3. Applicationto a HSPS

The transmissions and the brightness, along with the krdy@l@f the pair distribution type,
can be used to predict the second-order autocorrelatioctiumof the heralded mode of a
HSPS g(?(0), for any desired heralding probabilify, in a Hanbury Brown and Twiss (HBT)
experiment[23]. The distribution of the number of photanthiat mode follows the distribution
of the number of photon pairs created by the source excejt feduced vacuum component,
po, due to the heralding. 42 (0) < 1, which is achievable with a HSPS, implies a nonclassical
source (for a perfect single photon sougt® (0) = 0). Alternatively, ag® (0) > 1 describes a
classical source (for Poissonigt?) (0) = 1 and for thermat® (0) = 2). To verify our model,
we compare its predictions with a real measurement ofytFl¢0). In this experiment, which
can be seen as measuring a subset of[Eq. (4), detétandDg are activated only wheDy
clicks. Theg'?(0) is defined as

g2 (0) = —PABH
PaH X PgjH

(8)



wherepag is the probability that botba andDg click provided thaDy clicked, etc.

For a specific heralding probability, we can directly measug? (0) using the setup of
Fig.[ by keeping only the events wheg clicked. On the other hand, thg? (0) can also
be predicted for the same heralding probability using E}y. The experimental results of this
verification are presented in the next section.

One interesting result can be derived from our model. Camsid a Poissonian distribution
at low brightness and assuming that dark counts are nelgligine can derive from Ed.](4)
thatg(® (0) = u(2— nw) [24]. This indicates that for a HSPS, the transmission tdralding
detector is a crucial parameter to optimize.

It is important to note here that the 50/50 beamsplitter leeithe setup of Figl ]l is not
required to determine the brightness and the transmisdinased, to assess the brightness and
the transmissions only the detect@g andDa are necessary. In this work, the beamsplitter
andDg were added only to provide a way to verify the validity of thedlictions through the
g?(0) measurement. Modifying the vectBrand the matrices to accommodate for a setup with
no beamsplitter anDg is straightforward.

3. Experimental results

The experimental setup is shown in HigJ. 3. A clocking sigrigbers a pulsed laser diode (Pi-

Clock . Start
Si SPD
PPLN DM (Perkin Elmer) | TDC

Stops

Pulsed Dy
laser diode

532 nm 1550 nm

D>—  Fibre coupling
== Pump filter

InGaAs SPDs
(IdQuantique)

Lens

50/50 Dy

Fig. 3. Experimental setup.

coQuant PicoTA) creating 50 ps pulses at 532 nm filtered toovenexcess 1064 nm light.
The pulses are focused onto a 1 cm long periodically polecoOiNcrystal (PPLN) from
Stratophase with a grating period of 7.05 um heated to 1. Then, collinear spontaneous
parametric downconversion to one or several photon pairsceur, each pair consisting of one
810 nm and one 1550 nm photon. A dichroic mirror DM separdte$wo wavelengths and, af-
ter removing the 532 nm light with long-pass color filterg ghotons are coupled into SMF28
optical fibres. The 810 nm photons are sent towards a freeingrsi single photon counting
moduleDy (SPCM-AQR-14-FC, Perkin-Elmer) and the 1550 nm photonslatected by two
gated InGaAs single photon detect@g andDg (id201, IdQuantique) positioned right after a
50/50 fibre beamsplitter. The detection statistics arerdEmbusing a Time-Digital-Converter
(TDC-GPX, ACAM), providing the time elapsed between a gpatse, given by the clock, and
each stop pulse, corresponding to detections. The datalgzaa in real-time and the statistics
are updated continuously until the end of each run. The euterlengtt of the downcon-
verted 810 nm photons was measured to be @80using a Michelson interferometer. From
these measurements we calculated the bandwidth ®Aeg) ~ 4nm and, based on energy
conservation of the SPDC procefd;550~ 15nm. As the downconverted photons’ coherence
time, which equal&;/c= 0.54 ps, is much smaller than the pump pulse duration, whic@ fs5
we can confidently assume that our source of photon pai@dsIPoissonian statistics [22].
The InGaAs detectors, which require gating to limit excem& dounts, were activated from



each clocking signal for a 5 ns measurement time window. dietgs on the Si detector were
considered valid only if they arrived within a 5 ns window tened on the clocking signal, as
measured by the TDC. To determine the transmissions, tlokiolp signal triggering the laser
and InGaAs detectors was set to 30 kHz. This low repetititmeasured that saturation effects
in the detection electronics and biases in the detectidistita from the InGaAs detectors’
10 us dead-time were avoided. We first measured the dark pooimaibilities to bely = 2.87 x
1074, dg = 3.84x 10 *anddy = 2.5 x 10~ per 5 ns. Next, we lowered the pump power using
neutral density filters in order to increase the correlasivength betweeby andDx to a value

of G=20.6+ 1.0, corresponding to a heralding probability o287+ 0.001%. Intersecting
this value with the solid line of Fid.l2 gives a upper bounduof 0.0480+ 0.0013, yielding

r > 41.0+ 2.2, which we considered sufficiently high to continue. Nextmeasured the single
and coincidence detection probabilities from which we oietd the following valuesny =
0.1212+4+0.0031,na = 0.0145+ 0.0005,ng = 0.0162+4+0.0005 andu = 0.02375+ 0.00016,
corresponding to = 83.5+ 0.6. TheG curve corresponding to these values is plotted as the
dotted line on Fig 12, and the predicted valuedoht u = 0.02375 is 2394 0.5, which is close

to the measured value of 20.6.

Using these values together with Hg. (4), we produced a ptoepredictedagH, Pan and
pgH for a wide range of the brightness (and consequently, of ¢énaltiing probability). These
predictions are compared to the measured values ofJFigad@®3(b). Next we compared the
predicted and measuret?) (0) as shown on Fig]5(a). On the same figure we plotted the value
of the brightnessu corresponding to each heralding probability. In all caslkes,agreement
between the predicted and measured values is excellentoWetrat for these measurements,
the repetition rate was increased to 5 MHz and the InGaAsteewere activated for 5 ns
only when the Si detector clicked synchronously (within asSwindow) with the pump, as
required forg® (0) measurements in the HBT setup. This resulted in an averagetib
rate of 30 kHz, with randomly distributed time differencs, the InGaAs detectors and was
thus sufficient to ensure that saturation effects in theatiete electronics was not an issue.
However, to eliminate the effect of the dead-time on thedat&te statistics, we considered only
the events where both InGaAs detectors were ready to ddietiis, as provided by the “gate
out” electrical signals of these detectors.

(a) 21 (b) o014
- _

P _

0.012

0.01 [

0.008

0.006

0.004

Conditional Detection Probability (%)

0.002

Conditional Coincidence Detection Probability (%)

1 15 2 2.‘5 3‘ 0 0,‘5 1‘ 1.‘5 2 2.‘5 ?‘:
Heralding Probability (%) Heralding Probability (%)

Fig. 4. (a) Predicted (solid lines) and measured (pointajlitional detection probabilities
PajH and pgy.- (b) Predicted (solid line) and measured (points) cond#iccoincidence
probability pagH - The dashed lines on both plots are the one standard deviateertainty
bounds on the predicted values which were generated usingnitertainty bounds on the
measured transmissions.

Our method drastically reduces the time needed to charzetiie source as measurements
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Fig. 5. (a) Predicted autocorrelatig?@(O) for Poissonian (solid line) and thermal (dotted
line) distributions, measured values (points), and theesmonding brightnesg (dash-
dotted line). The measured data agrees very well with thesBaoian distribution. The
dashed lines are the one standard deviation uncertaintydsoon the predicted values.
(b) As the heralding probability reaches the noise leveDgf (dashed line), the model
correctly predicts that thg? (0) approaches one, as uncorrelated dark counts begin to
dominate over photon clicks.

of single and two-fold coincidence detections at a low hiéng probability are sufficient to

determine the transmissions. These can then be used tetttedbrightness and thg?) (0) of

a HSPS for any heralding probability. In contrast, a singleal measurement of trg#?) (0) at

a given heralding probability requires three-fold coirside detections stemming from multi-
pair emissions, which are less likely to happen. In our erpent, at a heralding probability
of 0.287%, two-fold coincidences were approximately 7008 more likely than three-fold
coincidences. Consequently, a dirg® (0) measurement required much more time.

4. Effect of spectral and spatial correlations

The model proposed in sectibh 2 may not apply directly to acwhen spectral and/or spatial
correlations exist between the photons of each pair and wetransmission of each chan-
nel are frequency and/or spatially selective. For instaBed#l state measurements generally
requires filtering of photons that are spectrally correld®5]. Let's suppose the spectral fil-
tering applied on each spatially separated photons is e with two separate filters that
both need to be aligned on the photons spectra. Due to enengtation, transmission of one
photon through a spectral filter determines the spectrurheobther photon [26]. If the filter-
ing of the second photon does not match its now modified sp@ctthe coincidence detection
probability is reduced. In this case, given that one photin\pas created, we can still write
the probability to get a detection By to beny and atDp to bena. However, the probability
to get a coincidence is lowered ¢gy na, where 0< ¢ < 1. The upper bound is reached when
either the photons’ spectra are uncorrelated before tlegifif (see [27]), or when the selected
spectra satisfy the energy conservation conditions pityfec



When this situation applies, the detection matrix can benitten as follows:

1-nu+(na+ne)(cnu—1) 0 0 0 0 0 0
na(l-cnw) 1-ng+nu(cne—1) 0 0 0 0 0 o

ng(1-cnun) 0 1-na+nH (cna—1) 0 0 0 0 o

M. — NH(1-c(na+nB)) 0 0 1-(natns) 0O 0 0 0
n 0 ne(1-cnu) na(l-cnn) 0 1-nw O 0 0
CNANH nu(1-cne) 0 NA 0 1ng O O

CnBiH 0 NH (1—cna) N8 0 0 1-na0

0 CNBNH CNANH 0 nH n8 na 1

The presence of spectral correlations affects the predistof the proposed model but as we
show here, the consequences are minimal. First of all, favendorightness, a value af< 1
lowers the measured value Gftowards 1. Therefore, when assessing if multi-pair evergs a
negligible, one can assume tlat 1 and the upper bound aqn, along with the lower bound
onr, are still valid. As an illustration, reducingfrom 1, corresponding to the solid line of
Fig.[2, down to (6, corresponding to the dashed line on the same figure, laersurve to-
wardsG = 1. Also, performing the above analysis to calculate thestrdasions, while neglect-
ing dark counts, we can show that the obtained solutiongjgre cnu, Ny = cna, Ng = cNe
andy’ = p/c, and that the value af cannot be assessed directly. Therefore, if one is unaware
of ¢, the analysis performed underestimates the transmissjoagactor ofc and overestimates
the brightness by a factor of &. However, we can show by direct calculation that the predict
probability vectoiP, and consequently the predictgd (0) for a given heralding rate, are inde-
pendent ot. Therefore, in our results obtained in secfibn 3, we may khghtly overestimated
the values of the brightness but we still predicted the abwalue for the measuregi? (0).

For QKD with a HSPS, one can assess the security of the prcigeainst PNS attacks by
knowing the value ofu. The analysis we propose gives an overestimated valug fohen
there are reasons to expect that spectral correlationsrandtahed filtering are present. This
is not detrimental to the security of QKD, as a sender unawhtieis will, in the worst case,
only overestimate the information available to an eavggueoand shorten the key more than
necessary through privacy amplification [28, 29].

5. Conclusion

We developed a model exactly describing the detectionstitatiof a probabilistic source of
photon pairs. From this model, we outlined a method from Whtee transmission of each
photon channel, as well as the source’s brightness, can teendeed by measuring single
and two-fold coincidence detection probabilities stemgrfiom photons belonging to one pair.
Then, we experimentally confirmed the method by demonstaitiat the measuref?) (0) of a
HSPS can be correctly predicted for any heralding prolgibilhis allows one to quickly tune
the brightness on demand as required to optimize the peafocenof entangled QKD, to assess
the security of HSPS-based QKD or to optimize quantum repeator rates and distances,
all in the context of fluctuating experimental conditionsisas photon channel transmissions.
Finally, we showed that our model correctly reproduces #teation statistics even if the pho-
tons are spectrally and/or spatially correlated, and thiatdnly leads to an overestimation of
the brightness of the source. The simplicity of the propaesethod makes it very attractive for
the field of quantum communication in general.
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