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Quantum digital signature is used to authenticate the identity of the signer with information
theoretical security, while providing non-forgery and non-repudiation services. In traditional multi-
receiver quantum digital signature schemes without an arbitrater, the transferability of one-to-one
signature is always required to achieve unforgeability, with complicated implementation and heavy
key consumption. In this article, we propose an arbitrated quantum digital signature scheme,
in which the signature can be verified by multiple receivers simultaneously, and meanwhile, the
transferability of the signature is still kept. Our scheme can be simplified performed to various
quantum secure networks, due to the proposed efficient signature calculation procedure with low
secure key consumption and low computation complexity, by employing one-time universal hashing
algorithm and one-time pad encryption scheme. The evaluation results show that our scheme uses
at least two orders of magnitude less key than existing signature schemes with transferability when
signing files of the same length with the same number of receivers and security parameter settings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Digital signature is an important cryptographic al-
gorithm to ensure the non-forgerability and non-
repudiation of transmitted digital messages. In general,
classical digital signature schemes [1–3] are constructed
based on complex mathematical problems, which face se-
vere security challenges due to the rapid development
of quantum algorithms and quantum computer imple-
mentation technologies [4–6]. Different from classical
digital signatures, quantum digital signature (QDS) is
based on the principle of quantum mechanics to achieve
information-theory security, and use the unique proper-
ties of quantum states such as non-clonability and unob-
structibility to provide higher security and unforgeability
for digital information. With the continuous develop-
ment of quantum communication and quantum comput-
ing technology, QDS has a wider application prospect and
will play an important role in finance, cloud computing
and other fields.

The first QDS scheme was proposed in 2001 which
theoretically demonstrated the feasibility of digital sig-
natures using the principles of quantum mechanics, how-
ever, it is hard to be implemented due to the use of long-
time registers and nondestructive state comparison [7].
In 2012, P. J. Clarke et al. used 50:50 beam splitters
to perform quantum comparisons of coherent states and
gave an experimental demonstration of QDS [8]. After-
wards, various theoretical QDS schemes [9–13] and exper-
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imental QDS schemes [14–20] have subsequently emerged
to eliminate these unrealistic requirements from the first
QDS scheme. However, these schemes can only sign one-
bit message in each round, and multi-bit message can
only be signed one bit by bit. In 2023, H. L. Yin et
al. proposed an efficient three-party QDS scheme based
on secret sharing, one-time pad, and one-time universal2
hashing, which can sign multi-bit messages in each round,
and analyzed the security of the scheme using perfect
keys [21] and imperfect keys [22]. Recently, QDS has be-
come increasingly practical and is being combined with
different quantum technologies [23–25]. All of the above
schemes are only for three-party signature scenarios, that
is, one signer and two receivers.

Recently, quantum networks has become a reality [26–
28], and the transferability of three-party QDS schemes
can be used in specific metropolitan area networks to ex-
pand the three-party signature scene into multiple par-
ties. In addition, there are many theoretical studies on
QDS schemes for more receivers [29–31]. R. Amiri et al.
[32] proposed the multi-receiver QDS scheme based on
universal hashing which enjoys several favorable prop-
erties such as short secret key lengths, short signature
length, and high efficiency compared to the previous
schemes. In 2022, E. O. Kiktenko et al. [33] proposed the
practical multi-receiver QDS scheme that guarantees the
authenticity and transferability of arbitrary length mes-
sages in a QKD network. This theoretical work strongly
promotes the implementation of multi-party QDS in real
QKD networks. In the same year, Y. Pelet et al. [34]
achieved the first experimental demonstration of multi-
receiver QDS scheme with transferability in the eight-
node quantum network [26]. This is also the first demon-
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stration of multi-receiver QDS scheme in a large network.
In transferable multi-receiver QDS schemes, multiple

receivers need to verify signatures one by one, which is
not an efficient signature method for multi-node quantum
networks.

QDS with an arbitrator can rely on the fixed and
trusted arbitrator to verify and confirm the integrity and
authenticity of a message, and can resist forgery and de-
nial attacks more effectively, so as to achieve higher secu-
rity. It is suitable for transaction scenarios with higher se-
curity requirements. Existing QDS schemes with a fixed
arbitrator [35–39], which are used to sign messages com-
posed of quantum states, have been studied since a very
early time. Up to now, whether quantum messages can
be signed is still in the stage of theoretical controversy
[40–43].

Based on the idea of fixing one arbitrator, we pro-
pose the arbitrated one-to-many quantum digital signa-
ture (AQDS) scheme for classical messages which can
complete the signature verification of multiple receivers
simultaneously using one-time universal2 hashing in [21]
and one-time pad. In this paper, we consider the scenario
where the signer needs to sign the same message to mul-
tiple receivers. By setting up an arbitrator, our proposed
scheme can still effectively guarantee this transferability
when applied to one-to-one forwarding verification. This
work is suitable for all types of existing quantum key
distribution (QKD) protocols, and here we model the
scheme for QKD model with continuous-wave pumped
(CW-pumped) entangled-photon sources [44]. Moreover,
based on the keys of different link obtained in labora-
tory demonstration and intercity demonstration of the
eight-node fully connected network [26], we give theoret-
ical signature rate of the proposed scheme on this net-
work. The evaluation results show that our scheme uses
at least two orders of magnitude less key than existing
signature schemes with transferability when signing files
of the same length with the same number of receivers and
security parameter settings.

The paper is structured as follows: in the section II, we
give the general characteristics of QDS schemes. And in
the section III, we give the detailed process of our AQDS
scheme with multy-receiver verification and its security
proof in the section IV. In the section V, the perfor-
mance of the scheme is analyzed, mainly evaluating the
key consumption, time requried under the CW-pumped
QKD model and its performance in the specific eight-user
quantum network. Meanwhile, we compare the proposed
scheme with existing multi-receiver schemes in this sec-
tion. Finally, in the section VI, we give a conclusion of
our paper.

II. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Similar to classical digital signature [45], following the
rules of QDS schemes given in Ref.[35], we give the fol-
lowing characteristics for QDS schemes.

(1) No honest abort. The process for signing a message

can be completed successfully if all participants in the
scheme are honest.
(2) No forgery. Neither the receiver nor a possible at-

tacker are able to change the signature or the attached
message after completion. The signature may not be re-
produced as well.
(3) No repudiation. The signer may not successfully

deny the signature and the signed message.
(4) Firm assignments. Each message is assigned anew

to a signature and may not be separated from it after-
wards.
(5) Quantum nature. The signature involves purely

quantum-mechanical features without a classical analog
and is therefore by nature nonreproducible and may not
be denied or forged.

III. ARBITRATED QUANTUM DIGITAL
SIGNATURE WITH MULTI-RECEIVER

VERIFICATION

III.1. Assumptions

In this paper, the proposed arbitrated quantum digital
signature (AQDS) with multi-receiver verification proto-
col is performed with the following assumptions.

• The protocol is designed for the scenario that a
signer Us signs a m-bit message M , which will be
sent to k receivers {Ui}ki=1 respectively.

• The signature procedure requires the involvement
of a constant trusted arbitrator Ua.

• All receivers will not actively interrupt the verifi-
cation process.

• The quantum secure keys have to be prepared in
advance between the signer and each receiver, as
well as between the signer and the arbitrator.

• An authenticated classical channel has to be en-
sured between the signer and the arbitrator and
between the arbitrator and each receiver.

The proposed AQDS scheme is mainly including three
stages: the distribution stage, the messaging stage and
the timeout verification and forwarding stage.

III.2. Distribution stage

In this stage, we assume that quantum key distribution
protocol is perfectly executed between different users.
The signer Us and each user Ui, i = 1, 2, ..., k to gen-

erate a 3n-bit secure key Ks,i, which can be described
as

Ks,i = (Xi, Yi), (1)
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the AQDS scheme with multi-receiver verification. M is the original message. D is
the digest generated by Us, S is the signature generated by the signer and {Si,Mi} (1 ≤ i ≤ k, i ∈ N) is the

signature and message pair received by the arbitrator Ua from the receiver Ui. Xi (Yi) and Xa (Ya) are the 2n
(n)-bit keys generated by QKD between Ui and Us and between Ua and Us respectively. Rs is the n-bit quantum
random number generated by Us, Ri is the random number obtained by Ui decrypting Si from Us, and Ri

a is the
random number obtained by Ua decrypting Si from Ui. Ti (T

i
a) and Hk

nm (Hai
nm) are the n-bit hash value and the

Toeplitz universal hash function generated by Ui (Ua), respectively.

where Xi is performed for encrypting the generated di-
gest and Yi is performed for generating the signature hash
function. The length of secure key Xi (Yi) is 2n (n).

Meanwhile, a 3n-bit secure key Ks,a has to be gener-
ated between the signer Us and the trusted arbitrator Ua,
which is given by

Ks,a = (Xa, Ya), (2)

where the length of secure key Xa (Ya) is 2n (n).
Then, the signer Us calculates the encryption key Xs

and the signature key Ys by

Xs = (
k
⊕
i=1

Xi)⊕Xa, (3)

and

Ys = (
k
⊕
i=1

Yi)⊕ Ya. (4)

III.3. Messaging stage

(a) Sign the message.
The signer Us generates a string of n-bit quantum ran-

dom numbers Rs, which is represented as an irreducible

polynomial P (x) of degree n. Take Ys as an initial vec-
tor, Us produces a Toeplitz universal hash function Hnm

with the linear feedback shift register (LFSR) structure.
Then, the n-bit hash value T of the message M can be
calculated by

T = Hnm ×M. (5)

Then, a 2n-bit digest can be constructed by

D = (T ||Rs). (6)

Afterwards, the signature S can be calculated by

S = Xs ⊕D. (7)

Finally, the message M and the signature S will be
transmitted to k receivers via the classical communica-
tion channel.
(b) Verification by the receiver.
The receiver Ui should obtain and then forward M , S

and the secure key Ks,i to the arbitrator Ua via the au-
thenticated channel within a certain pre-set time range,
where 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Assume the message and signature
gained by Ua are {Mi, Si}, which may be forged by the
receiver. Once the pre-set receiving time is over, Ua will
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actively send the list of timeout receivers to the signer
and get the keys of the timeout receivers from Us via the
authenticated channel.

Then Ua calculates the verification secure keys by

X
′

a = (
k
⊕
i=1

Xi)⊕Xa, (8)

and

Y
′

a = (
k
⊕
i=1

Yi)⊕ Ya. (9)

Afterwards, X
′

a and Y
′

a will be transmitted from Ua to
the receivers which forward the required information on
time via the authenticated channel.

The receiver Ui can decrypt an n-bit expected hash
value and an n-bit random number, which can be ex-
pressed as

(Ti||Ri) = X
′

a ⊕ S. (10)

Take Y
′

a as an initial vector, Ui produces a Toeplitz uni-
versal hash function Hi

nm with the LFSR structure. If
the result is (

Hi
nm ×M

)
⊕ Ti = 0, (11)

the reciever Ui announces that the signature from Us is
accepted, if not, the signature is rejected.

(c) Verification by the arbitrator.
If the reciever Ui announces that the signature is ac-

cepted, the arbitrator Ua get an n-bit hash value and an
n-bit random number by the decrypting operation(

T i
a||Ri

a

)
= X

′

a ⊕ Si. (12)

Then Ua uses Y
′

a and Ri
a to generate a Toeplitz univer-

sal hash function Hai
nm with the LFSR structure. If the

result is

(Hai
nm ×Mi)⊕ T i

a = 0, (13)

the arbitrator Ua announces that the signature to Ui is
successful; otherwise, the signature is invalid.

The process of the messaging stage is shown in FIG. 1.

III.4. Timeout verification and forwarding stage

After one time of the multi-receiver signature, the ar-
bitrator has the signed message M , the signature S, and

the key set {Ks,i}ki=1.
Assuming the Ui is the timeout receiver, Ui can for-

ward the signature and message {S,M} and the keys
{Xi, Yi} to the arbitrator via the authenticated channel
after the multi-receiver signature of the current round
is completed. The arbitrator can give a verification re-
sult directly based on whether the signature and message
are the same as the signature and message in the com-
pleted round, and whether the key belongs to the key set.

The timeout receiver can decide whether to receive the
signature directly based on the verification result of the
arbitrator.
If Ui is the receiver that has accepted the signature, Ui

can forward the signature and message to other users via
the authenticated channel, and the arbitrator can also
give a verification result.

IV. SECURITY PROOF

In this article, the hosest abort, forgery attack of the
receivers and the repudiation attack of the signer are
mainly considered for the security proof of the proposed
AQDS scheme. At the same time, the security analysis
does not consider the attack by the possible attacker on
the QKD protocol, that is, the attack occurs after the
distribution stage.

IV.1. Robustness

The robustness of the AQDS scheme quantifies the
probability that at least one reciever rejects the signa-
ture when all participants are honest. Assume that all
participants are honest, the key strings obtained after the
XOR operation by the arbitrator and the key strings of
the signer satisfies

X
′

a = Xs, Y
′

a = Ys. (14)

The random numbers representing irreducible polyno-
mials decrypted by k receivers and the arbitrator using
the same key Ys satisfies

Rs = Ri = Ri
a, (15)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ k. All receivers and the arbitrator perform
the identical universal2 hash function to calculate the
correct digest.

Therefore, the signature of the signer will be success-
fully received by k recievers, and the probability of honest
aborting is zero. Here we ignore the insignificant failure
probability of classical bit error correction of quantum
communication protocols in the distribution stage.

IV.2. Forgery

Assume that the sender and the arbitrator are honest
participants in the forgery attack of the receivers. The
difference between individual forgery attack and joint
forgery attack in the AQDS scheme is only the number

of keys from the set {Ks,i}ki=1 held by the dishonest re-
ceivers.

The security of the key Xs is guaranteed by the key
Xa, thus the leaked information about Xa to dishonest
receivers will not be increased while the more keys in

the set {Ks,i}ki=1 are leaked. Therefore, the probability
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of a successful joint forgery attack is the same as the
probability of a successful individual forgery attack.

Here we consider the scenario where the receiver Ui,
in collusion with all other receivers, has obtained the key

set {Ks,i}ki=1 and is ready to carry out a forgery attack.
The receiver Ui can accomplish this attack by generat-

ing a faked message and signature that the signer Us has
not signed, or by tampering with the message and sig-
nature from Us. If the arbitrator Ua announces that the
signature of Us forged by Ui is valid, the forgery attack
by Ui is considered successful.

Case I, the receiver Ui has no information from Us.
The only thing Ui can do is guessing the key strings

Xs, Ys, Xa and Ya, then the successful probability of
forgery attack can be calculated by

ϵ1 ≤ 1

2n
. (16)

Case II, the reciever Ui obtains the signature and mes-
sage {S,M} signed by Us.
In this case, the reciever Ui can execute an optimal at-

tack by guessing out the random number string Rs. By
randomly choosing an irreducible polynomial, the suc-
cessful probability of obtaining the identical hash tag
with two different messages by the reciever Ui is given
by [21]

ϵ2 ≤ m

2n−1
. (17)

Therefore, the successful probability of a forgery attack
is

ϵf = max{ϵ1, ϵ2} ≤ m

2n−1
. (18)

It should be noted that Ui does not get any information
from Ua until Ui forwards the message and the signature
to Ua. Once Ui chooses malicious delayed forwarding,
Ui will fail the authentication qualification of the current
round due to the timeout issue.

IV.3. Repudiation

A repudiation attack refers to a signer who signs a mes-
sage and denies the signature in which at least one re-
ceiver and the arbitrator are honest participants. When
all receivers agree with repudiation of the signer, the sig-
nature is naturally invalid. Since the signer Us sends the
signature of the message to all receivers, the signer can-
not repudiate as long as one receiver validates a signed
message sent by the signer. Us can successfully repudiate
only if Ua fails to verify the signature to all receivers.

Here, we consider the worst-case scenario where only
one honest receiver Ui is existed. Due to the procedure
of the secure key exchange of the receivers and the ar-
bitrator is protected by the authenticated channel, the
arbitrator will always acquire the successful verification
of the signature to the only one hosest receiver. There-
fore, the successful probability of the repudiation attack
is 0. Here, we ignore the insignificant failure probability
of secure message authentication.

V. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

The performance analysis of the proposed AQDS
scheme is given on the assumption that all k receivers
forward the signature, the message, and keys to the arbi-
trator on time, and finally receive signatures within the
valid time.
In this article, the secure key consumption, time re-

quired for multi-receiver signature, the signature perfor-
mance in a specific eight-user metropolitan area network
is analyzed for the proposed AQDS scheme.

V.1. Secure key consumption

In the AQDS scheme, 3n-bit keys are required for each
QKD link. According to the Eq. (18), the parameter n
should at least satisfy

n ≤ log
m

ϵf
+ 1. (19)

The total number of keys required on all links can be
expressed as

l = 3n(k + 1) ≤ 3(log
m

ϵf
+ 1)(k + 1). (20)

When the security parameter ϵf is set as 10−10 and
10−14, and the number of recipients is 2, 6, and 10, the
total key consumption versus the length of message in
shown the FIG. 2. As shown in FIG. 2, the total secure
key consumption is about 2000 bits when ten receivers
are signed with ϵf = 10−14 and m = 210 bytes.

FIG. 2: The secure key consumption versus the length
of message. ϵf is the security parameter and k is the

number of receivers.

When the security parameter ϵf is fixed as 10−10 and
10−14 respectively, the amount of keys required to sign
1-byte, 1KB, and 1MB messages to different number of
receivers is shown in FIG. 3. As an example, the total
consumption of keys is less than 2K bits when k = 8,
ϵf = 10−14 and m = 220 bytes.
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FIG. 3: The total key consumption versus the number
of receivers. ϵf is the security parameter and m is the

length of message.

V.2. Time requried for multi-receiver signature

The QKD links in the proposed protocol can use all
existing key generation protocols (KGP) to generate the
required secure keys, such as BB84-KGP[46], BBM92-
KGP[47] and TF-KGP[48].

Here we take BBM92 protocol as an example for mod-
eling the simulation procedure, where the continuous-
wave pumped entangled-photon QKD [44] (CW-QKD) is
proformed on each link. The calculation details of CW-
QKD are in Appendix C. In the simulation, the length of
message is set to 1 byte and 1MB, respectively. The main
simulation parameters are listed in Table I. The waiting
time requried for performing the AQDS scheme is shown
in FIG. 4.

TABLE I: Simulation parameters. B is the brightness
of the entanglement source. epol is the probability of
individual polarization error. DC indicates the dark

count rate, and tcc indicates the width of window. η is
the loss at the receiving end. ηtCC is the proportion of
true coincidences and α is the attenuation coefficient of

fiber.

B epol DC η (dB)
1× 108 0.0181 300 3

ηtCC α (dB/km) tCC (ps)
0.761 0.2 500

As shown in the figure, for example, when the link
distance between the signer and other users is 360 km, the
security parameter is set to 10−20, and the time required
for executing the AQDS scheme to sign a 1MB message
is about 103 seconds.

FIG. 4: The time required to perform one round AQDS
scheme with the message length of 1 byte and 1MB.

FIG. 5: Multi-receiver AQDS in the eight-user quantum

network. (a) The physical layer topology of the eight-user

quantum network. (b) The communication layer topology of

the eight-user quantum network. (c) AQDS scheme in the

eight-user network. In this scenario, Alice is the signer, Ivan

is the arbitrator, and the other six users are the receivers.

V.3. Performance in the specific eight-user
quantum network

Here, we show the performance of the proposed AQDS
scheme in the demonstrated eight-user metropolitan
quantum entanglmement distribution network, which is
detailed described in Ref. [26]. Each pair of the eight
users shares a different biparitite entangled state, forming
the fully connected network the AQDS shceme required.
The quantum network can be divided into a physical
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TABLE II: Performance in the specific eight-user quantum network.

The secure key distribtion stage The performance of the AQDS scheme
Scenario Total

time

Secure key per link (bits) m
(bytes)

ϵf Secure keys used for
signature per link

Supported rounds
for signatureAB AC AD AF AG AH AI

Laboratory
demonstration

18.45 h 10.03M 10.08M 9.58M 13.37M 16.53M 9.06M 6.81M

210 10−10

6.81Mb 49589

Metropolitan
network

demonstration
27 min 31143 8926 6087 15590 38075 6637 901 901 bits 6

TABLE III: Comparison result of different multi-receiver QDS schemes. k is the number of receivers and ξ is the
integer parameter which is a significant factor in determining the security level and transferability of the signature
scheme. m and ϵf are the message length and security parameters of the signature, respectively. Ktotal is the total

consumption of keys.

Scheme
Time complexity Consumed security key

Sign Verification k m (bit) ϵf Ktotal (kbit)

Amiri et al. [32]

O
(
k2ξ ∗m

)
O (kξ ∗m)

7 8 10−10 21.888

Pelet et al. [34] 7 8 10−10 35.898

Kiktenko et al. [33] 4 8M 10−10 279.400

Extended Yin et al. [21]
O (k ∗m) O (m)

7 8 10−10 1.596

to multiple receivers 4 8M 10−10 1.392

AQDS with
O (m) O (m)

7 8 10−10 0.912

multi-receiver verification 4 8M 10−10 0.870

layer and a communication layer. In the pysical layer,
the entangled photons are transmitted to each user with a
fiber link, using 16 ITU communication wavelength chan-
nels to fully interconnect eight users in total, shown in
FIG. 5(a). In the communication layer, a fully connected
entanglement distribution network is naturally formed
among eight users, shown in FIg. 5(b). Here, we apply
the AQDS scheme by designating Alice as the signer, Ivan
as the arbitrator, and the rest users as the receiver, as
shown in FIG. 5(c).

The evaluated performance in the specific eight-user
quantum network is given in Table II. In the laboratory
demonstration case, the modified BBM92 protocol was
performed between each user pair and gained at least
6.81Mb secure key between Alice and other users in 18.45
hours. Assume the message length is 1KB and ϵf =
10−10, the AQDS scheme can be perfromed 49589 rounds
in total. In the Metropolitan demonstration case, the
minimum amount of generated secure key was 901 bits
between Alice and Ivan via a 15.74km fiber link in 27
minutes. Assume the message length is 1KB and ϵf =
10−10, the AQDS scheme can be perfromed 6 rounds in
total.

V.4. Comparison

In multi-receiver QDS schemes without an arbitrator,
achieving a higher level of transferability often means
consuming more security keys (see Appendix A.1). As
described in section III.4, the key required of our AQDS

scheme does not vary with the transferability of the sig-
nature.
As shown in Table III, the key consumption of our

signature scheme can save at least two orders of magni-
tude compared with minimum key consumption (when
the transferability level is 1) of multi-receiver signature
schemes with transferability [32–34] under the same num-
ber of receivers, the same length of message, and the same
security parameter settings.
Meanwhile, our scheme can save about one-third of the

key usage compared to the extended signature scheme of
Yin et al. [21] where one receiver is a fixed trusted third
party (see Appendix A.2).

VI. CONCLUSION

We propose the arbitrated quantum digital signature
scheme in which multiple receivers can verify signatures
from the same signer simultaneously. The key consump-
tion of our signature scheme can save at least two or-
ders of magnitude compared with recent multi-receiver
signature schemes with transferability under the same
parameter settings. Our scheme has the fixed arbitra-
tor, which is similar to the certificate authority and can
be applied to some specific application scenarios with a
trusted third party. By using our scheme, multiple re-
ceivers can achieve low-key consumption authentication
of the same signature simultaneously, and the scheme can
be practiced in networks using any type of QKD protocol.
Quantum digital signature is becoming more practi-
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cal and gradually oriented towards large-scale quantum
networks. In the future, practical application systems
based on quantum digital signature can be designed and
implemented to verify their performance and security in
real environments, so as to improve the architecture of
quantum cryptographic protocols. High-security quan-
tum digital signature can be applied to the application
scenarios of finance, government affairs, communication
and other fields to meet potential requirements. At the
same time, quantum digital signature can be combined
with emerging technologies such as the Internet of Things
and blockchain to expand its application range.

Appendix A: Multi-receiver signature

1. Multi-receiver quantum digital signature scheme
with transferability

Here, we take the scheme in the literature [32] as an ex-
ample to give a brief introduction to this type of schemes.
The scheme is divided into two stages: the distribu-
tion stage (see FIG. 6(A1)) and the messaging stage (see
FIG. 6(A2)).

Distribution stage The signer Us generates a set of
k2ξ keys as the signature keys, where ξ is the parameter
that determines the security level and transferability of
the signature scheme. This set of keys can be generated
by the signer with k receivers via QKD, each of whom
has kξ keys. Each receiver uses his encrypted channel
(protected by QKD keys) to randomly exchange ξ keys
and their respective key identification (ID) numbers from
his original set to each other.

Messaging stage The signer Us generates multiple
hash functions using the key generated in the distribu-
tion stage. These hash functions are applied to the mes-
sage M to generate the list of k2ξ digests (Ds). The list
formed by Ds is the signature S, which is sent with M to
the receiver U1. The receiver U1 generates multiple hash
functions using the key obtained during the distribution
stage, and obtains the list of kξ Ds as the signature S1 by
hashing the message M several times. Whether to accept
the signature is determined by comparing the matching
degree between S and S1 to meet the preset transferabil-
ity level lmax. (The matching degree of different transfer-
ability levels can be set with different parameters evenly
spaced between 0 and 0.5.) After that, the receiver Ui

(2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, i ∈ N) can pass the signature to the
receiver Ui+1, just as the receiver Ui−1 passed it to him.
The receiver Ui+1 also determines whether to receive the
signature by comparing the matching degree between the
received Si and Si+1 he generates.

2. Extended three-party quantum digital signature
scheme with a fixed trusted party

In the security assurance of a three-party QDS
schemes, it is often necessary to assume that at least

two participants are honest (that is, at least one receiver
is honest), although the honest person is not specified.
Here we take the scheme in [21] as the example to give
a method to extend the three-party signature scheme to
the multi-party signature scheme after fixing one receiver
as the honest one.
Similarly, the scheme is divided into two stages: the

distribution stage (see FIG. 6(B1)) and the messaging
stage (see FIG. 6(B2)).
Distribution stage At this stage, a 2n-bit string Xi

and an n-bit string Yi are generated between the signer
and the receiver i (i ∈ {1, ..., k}) through the QKD chan-
nel. At the same time, k 2n-bit strings XT1

, ..., XTk
and

k n-bit strings YT1
, ..., YTk

are generated between the
signer and the fixed trusted party by executing QKD.
The signer Us obtains k 2n-bit strings

XT1
⊕X1, ..., XTk

⊕Xk (A1)

and k n-bit strings

YT1
⊕ Y1, ..., YTk

⊕ Yk (A2)

through the XOR operation. An authenticated classical
channel is required between the fixed trusted party and
each receiver. After this stage, the messaging stage can
be executed at any time.

Messaging stage The signer Us generates an n-bit
quantum random number and, together with the key
YTi ⊕ Yi, performs the OTUH process on the m-bit mes-
sage M to generate the digest Di. Then Us encrypts
the random number and the digest with the 2n-bit key
XTi ⊕ Xk as the signature Si. Since the signer needs
to sign the same message M to k receivers, the above
process needs to be executed k times to obtain (M , S1),
..., (M , Sk), sends the k message signature pairs to k
receivers respectively.

The receiver Ui receives (M , Si) and sends it along
with the keys (Xi, Yi) to the fixed trusted party over the
authenticated classical channel. After receiving the mes-
sage from the receiver Ui, the fixed trusted party sends
the keys (XTi

, YTi
) to the receiver Ui over the same au-

thenticated classical channel. Then the receiver Ui uses
the key XTi

⊕Xi to decrypt the signature Si to get the
random number and the expected digest Di

exp, and uses
the key YTi

⊕ Yi to perform OTUH process to get the
actual digest Di

act. If the two digests are the same, the
receiver i declares that the signature (M , Si) is accepted,
otherwise the signature is rejected.

After the receiver Ui accepts the signature, the fixed
trusted party needs to perform the same verification pro-
cess. Considering that the signature (M , Si) may be
forged by the receiver Ui, the signature received by the
fixed trusted party is represented as (Mi, SRi

). The fixed
trusted party uses (Mi, SRi

) for OTUH and decryption to

get the expected digest DTi
exp and the actual digest DTi

act.
If the two abstracts are the same, the fixed trusted party
declares the signature accepted, otherwise the signature
is rejected.

Key consumption In this scheme, the key required
for a signer to sign the message to one receiver is 6n
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FIG. 6: Two types of QDS schemes for multiple receivers. (A1) The distribution stage of multi-receiver QDS scheme without
an arbitrator. (A2) The messaging stage of multi-receiver QDS scheme without an arbitrator. M is the original signed

message and S is the signature consisting of the list of the digests Ds generated by the signer. Si (i = 1, ..., k) is respectively
the signature consisting of the list of the digests Ds generated by the receiver i. {Mi, Si} is the signature and message pair
that the receiver i forwards to the next receiver. (B1) The distribution stage of extended QDS scheme with a fixed trusted
party. XT1 , ..., XTk (YT1 , ..., YTk ) are k 2n (n)-bit keys generated between the signer and the fixed trusted party through the
QKD channel. Xi (Yi) is the 2n (n)-bit key generated between the signer and the receiver i through the QKD channel. (B2)
The messaging stage of extended QDS scheme with a fixed trusted party for multiple receivers. M is the signed message.
D1,..., Dk and S1,..., Sk represents k digests and k signatures generated by the signer respectively. Di

act and Di
exp are the

actual digest and the expected digest generated by the receiver i, respectively. {Mi, SRi} is the message and signature pair

sent by the receiver i to the fixed trusted party. DTi
act and DTi

exp are the actual digest and the expected digest generated by the
fixed trusted party using the message and signature pair {Mi, SRi}, respectively.

bits. When the number of the receivers is k, the total
key consumption can be expressed as

Kext = 6nk. (A3)

Appendix B: One-time universal hashing

A hash function h maps a set A to a set B, and |A| >
|B|. If x, y ∈ A and x ̸= y have h(x) = h(y), then
we say that x and y collide under h. A family H of
hash functions h is said to be universal2 if, for every two
different x, y ∈ A, its probability of collision Pr under h
satisfies

Pr ≤ 1

|B|
. (B1)

Carter and Wegman [49] showed that the family of func-
tions consisting of n×m Boolean matrices is a universal2

family of hash functions and its collision probability is

Pr =
1

2n
. (B2)

This kind of hash function costs n ×m random bits. In
order to reduce the cost, we can restrict the Boolean
matrix to be a Toeplitz matrix. Only m+ n− 1 random
bits are needed to construct a Toeplitz matrix, so the use
of random bits can obtain a significant savings. However,
it still requires the length of random input bits to be
longer than that of the message.
LFSR-based Toeplitz hash Let p(x) be an irre-

ducible polynomial over GF(2) of degree n and s0, s1,
... be the bit sequence generated by a LFSR with con-
nections corresponding to the coefficients of p(x) and the
initial state s. A LFSR-based Toeplitz hash function is
defined as the linear combination

hp,s(M) = ⊕m−1
j=1 Mj · (sj , sj+1...sj+n−1) (B3)
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for any message

M = M0M1...Mm−1 (B4)

of binary length m. The collision probability of LFSR-
based Toeplitz hash [50] is

ϵ =
m

2n−1
. (B5)

One-time universal hashing (OTUH) This pro-
cess is performed in the messaging stage of OTUH-QDS.
The signer uses an n-bit quantum random number and
an n-bit keys to generate a LFSR-based Toplitz matrix,
and hash the m-bit message to generate an n-bit digest
using the Toplitz matrix.

Appendix C: CW-QKD model

BBM92-KGP rely on entanglement between distant
physical systems, in our case specifically in the polar-
ization degree of freedom of a photon pair. In an ideal
case, entangled photon pairs form a bell state, e.g.,∣∣ϕ+

〉
=

1√
2
(|H⟩A ⊗ |H⟩B + |V ⟩A ⊗ |V ⟩B) (C1)

where H (V ) denotes horizontal (vertical) polarization
and the subscripts signify the receiver of the single pho-
ton traditionally called Alice (A) and Bob (B).
(1) B. The most general CW-pumped source setup

uses a photon source that produces an average number
of entangled photon pairs per unit of time (known as
brightness B). The rate of true coincident counts is given
as

CCt = BηAηB (C2)

where ηi (i = A,B) is overall channel detection proba-
bility.

(2) epol. We call the probability of erroneous polariza-
tion measurement epol. It consists of contributions of the
individual polarization error probabilities epolA and epolB of
Alice and Bob, respectively:

epol = epolA

(
1− epolB

)
+ epolB

(
1− epolA

)
. (C3)

(3) DCi. DCi is dark count. The actually measured
count rates of Alice and Bob can be written, respectively,
as

Sm
A = BηA +DCA, S

m
B = BηB +DCB . (C4)

Here we assume that Alice and Bob each own identical
detectors the photon and dark count rates of which can
simply be added.

(4) tCC . tCC is coincidence window. Assuming inde-
pendent Poissonian photon statistics at Alice and Bob,

one can define the mean number of clicks at Alice and
Bob, respectively, per coincidence window as

µS
A = Sm

A tCC , µ
S
B = Sm

B tCC . (C5)
The chance of an accidental coincidence being registered
can be approximated by the probability of at least one
detection event taking place at each of them. For µS

i ≪ 1,
this probability can be expressed as

P acc = (1− e−µS
A)(1− e−µS

B ) ≈ µS
Aµ

S
B . (C6)

where we use the fact that the click probability is given

by 1 − e−µS
i . The rate of accidental coincidences per

second is therefore

CCacc =
P acc

tCC
≈ µS

Aµ
S
B

tCC
= Sm

A Sm
B tCC . (C7)

(5) ηtCC . The proportion of true coincidences which
fall into the chosen coincidence window tCC can be ex-
pressed as the integration

ηtCC =

∫ tCC/2

−tCC/2

j(t, t∆, tD = 0)dt =erf [
√

ln(2)
tCC

t∆
]

(C8)
where t∆ is the resulting timing imprecision between Al-
ice’s and Bob’s measurements, tD is a certain constant
delay and j(t, t∆, tD) is a normal distribution

j(t, t∆, tD) =
2

t∆

√
ln(2)

π
exp

[
−4 ln(2)

t2∆
(t− tD)

2

]
(C9)

of the g(2) intensity correlation with the full width at half
maximum t∆ between Alice’s and Bob’s detectors. The
actually measured coincidences can be defined as

CCm = ηtCCCCt + CCacc. (C10)

This is the total number of detector events per second
that Alice and Bob use to create their key. The subset
of these events occurs at the rate

CCerr = ηtCCCCtepol +
1

2
CCacc. (C11)

(6) Error rate and secure key rate. The quantum bit
error rate can be calculated as

E =
CCerr

CCm
=

ηtCCCCtepol + 1
2CCacc

ηtCCCCt + CCacc
. (C12)

The final amount of achievable key per second can be
evaluated as

RS = qCCm [1− f (Ebit)H2 (Ebit)−H2 (Eph)] , (C13)

where H2 is the binary entropy function defined as

H2 (x) = −xlog2 (x)− (1− x) log2 (1− x) . (C14)
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