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We propose a new scheme to enhance the performance of the Gussian-modulated coherent-state continuous-variable
measurement-device-independent quantum key distribution (CV-MDI-QKD) system via quantum scissors (QS) operation
at Bob’s side. As an non-deterministic amplifying setup, we firstly introduce the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD protocol and
then investigate the success probability of the QS operation in accordance with the equivalent one-way scheme. Afterwards,
we investigate the effect of the QS operation on the proposed scheme and analyze the performance of the QS-enhanced CV-
MDI-QKD system under the extreme asymmetric circumstance. Simulation results show that the QS operation can indeed
improve the performance of the CV-MDI-QKD system considerably. QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD protocol outperforms
the original CV-MDI-QKD protocol in both the maximum transmission distance and the secret key rate. Moreover, the
better the performance of QS operation, the more significant the improvement of performance of the system.

Keywords: measurement-device-independent, quantum key distribution, quantum scissors, performance
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1. Introduction
Quantum key distribution (QKD) enables two distant le-

gitimate parties, Alice and Bob, to share secret keys in the
presence of eavesdropper (Eve). Based on the laws of Heisen-
berg’s uncertainty principle and no-cloning theory, QKD can
achieve unconditional secure communication through the un-
trusted channel in theory. Currently, the mainstream QKD pro-
tocols can be divided into discrete variable quantum key distri-
bution (DVQKD) protocols[1–3] and continuous variable quan-
tum key distribution (CVQKD) protocols.[4–9] The Gaussian-
modulated coherent state (GMCS) CVQKD protocol,[10–12]

which encodes information on the quadratures of coherent
state and measures the quadratures via homodyne detector or
heterodyne detector, has become the most favorable protocol.
This protocol has been certified to be secure in both asymptotic
case[13] and finite-size effect,[14] and its composable security
has been established under collective attack. Furthermore, the
GMCS CVQKD protocol has been successfully demonstrated
in both labs and field tests.

However, theoretical security analyses of CVQKD proto-
col usually depend on some ideal theoretical hypothesis and
models. Actually, practical CVQKD systems are usually devi-
ated from ideal theoretical models. Devices applied in prac-
tical CVQKD systems may be imperfect,[15] such as laser
source, beam splitters and detectors. Deviation between non-
ideal devices and idealized models will open loopholes for
Eve to eavesdrop encrypted information without being discov-

ered. To defend side channel attacks,[16] some researchers
put forward measurement-device-independent (MDI) QKD
protocol.[17–21] Similarly, MDI-QKD protocols can be mainly
divided into discrete variable (DV) MDI-QKD protocols[22]

and continuous variable (CV) MDI-QKD protocols.[23–25]

Compared to a DV-MDI-QKD system, the maximum trans-
mission distance of the CV-MDI-QKD system is not satisfac-
tory. Therefore, improvement of performance of the CV-MDI-
QKD system has been a hot spot in recent years.

In order to improve performance of CV-MDI-QKD sys-
tems, some researchers have proposed various schemes,
which can be mainly summarized as optical amplifier,[26–29]

photon subtraction operation[30–34] and quantum catalysis
operation.[35–37] Among the mentioned methods, photon sub-
traction and quantum catalysis can improve the system perfor-
mance by enhancing the success probability of non-Gaussion
operations, while optical amplifier improves the system per-
formance by amplifying the amplitude of the coherent state.
Among various amplifiers, the heralded noiseless linear ampli-
fier (NLA)[38–41] outperforms the other linear amplifiers, since
it will maintain the initial noise level while amplifying the am-
plitude of the coherent state. However, the implementation of
NLA should be under strict assumption that the amplifier is
ideally noiseless, and it is of challenge to apply it to a practi-
cal CV-MDI-QKD system.

Fortunately, quantum scissors (QS),[42–48] an non-
deterministic amplifying setup which combines the input sig-
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nal with a single photon, can be regarded as an ideal NLA
under weak amplitude of input signal. In this paper, we pro-
pose a new scheme to improve the performance of a GMCS
CV-MDI-QKD system by introducing QS operation at Bob’s
side. By amplifying the amplitude of the input state, the sys-
tem performance can be improved considerably.[46] Simula-
tion results show that the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD proto-
col indeed outperforms the original CV-MDI-QKD protocol
in both the secret key rate and the maximum transmission dis-
tance. Moreover, the better the performance of QS operation,
the more significant the improvement of the performance of
the system.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, we investigate the proposed scheme of the GMCS CV-
MDI-QKD protocol with QS operation in detail. Afterwards,
the performance analysis of the new scheme is demonstrated
in Section 3. Eventually, conclusions are drawn in Section 4.

2. The new scheme of CV-MDI QKD with quan-
tum scissors

In this section, we firstly introduce the GMCS CV-MDI-
QKD protocol with QS operation in detail. Afterwards, we
investigate the QS operation in accordance with the equivalent
one-way scheme, especially the success probability of the QS
operation. Eventually, we perform simulation to demonstrate
that success probability will be affected by some parameters.

2.1. The QS-enhanced GMCS CV-MDI-QKD protocol

Generally speaking, the prepare-and-measure (PM)
scheme is usually applied for practical implementation, while
the equivalent entanglement-based (EB) scheme is of great
convenience for analysis. The EB scheme of the CV-MDI-
QKD protocol with QS operation is drawn in Fig. 1, which is
comprised of the following steps.

EPR EPR D↼θ↽ QS

Alice Bob

Charlie
XC PD

Hom1 Hom2

HetHet

XA

PA PB

XB

Channel A Channel B

BS

A1 A2 B1B2

A′ B′

C

B1B1
QM

TA,εA TB,εB

′′′

D

θ/g↼XC⇁iPD↽

Fig. 1. The EB scheme of the GMCS CV-MDI-QKD protocol with QS operation. EPR: Einstein–Podolsky–Rosen state; BS: beam splitter;
Hom: homodyne detector; Het: heterodyne detector; QM:quantum memory; D(θ): displacement operation; QS: quantum scissors operation.

Step 1 Alice prepares an EPR state with modulation vari-
ance VA and retains mode A1 to perform heterodyne detection,
while the other mode A2 is transmitted to the untrusted third
party Chaile via the lossy channel A with transmittance TA

and excess noise εA. Similarly, Bob prepares another EPR
state with modulation variance VB and retains mode B1, while
the other mode B2 is transmitted to the untrusted third party
Chaile via the lossy channel B with transmittance TB and ex-
cess noise εB. Thus the corresponding transmittance of the
channels A and B can be expressed as

TA = 10
−αLAC

10 , TB = 10
−αLBC

10 , (1)

where α = 0.2 dB/km represents the loss coefficient of the
fiber channel, LAC and LBC depict the length of the channels A
and B, respectively. As a result, the total transmission distance
between Alice and Bob is LAB = LAC +LBC.

Step 2 After being transmitted through the lossy channel,
modes A′ and B′ are obtained. Then Charlie interferes them
at the 50:50 beam splitter (BS) with output modes C and D.

Afterwards, Charlie performs homodyne detection to measure
the quadrature x of the mode C and the quadrature p of the
mode D. As consequence, measurement results XC and PD are
obtained and announced publicly by Charlie.

Step 3 The mode B1 is stored in the quantum memory
until Charlie announces the measurement result {XC,PD} and
returns θ = g(XC + iPD) to the displacement operation D(θ),
where g depicts the gain of the displacement operation. When
the mode B1 is released from quantum memory, Bob performs
D(θ) on the mode B1, further obtains the mode B′1. The mode
B′1 is probabilistically amplified by the QS operation and the
amplified mode B′′1 is obtained. Afterwards, Alice and Bob
perform heterodyne detection on the modes A1 and B′′1 , re-
spectively. Eventually, Alice and Bob obtain the final mea-
surement results {XA,PA} and {XB,PB}. It is noteworthy that
the measurement results will be useful if and only if the QS
setup works successfully.

Step 4 Alice and Bob accomplish the steps of parame-
ter estimation, reverse reconciliation and privacy amplification
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through a classical channel. Ultimately, Alice and Bob share
the encrypted key.

2.2. The equivalent one-way model of the CV-MDI-QKD
protocol with QS operation

In the proposed scheme, since the QS operation is an non-
deterministic amplifying setup, the final secret key rate should
be multiplied by the success probability Psucc. Therefore, it
is of great significance to investigate the success probability

Psucc. For simplicity, under the assumption that all operations
at Bob’s side are untrusted except the heterodyne detection,
the EB scheme of the GMCS CV-MDI-QKD protocol can
be converted into a specific one-way scheme using entangle-
ment swapping, in which both Alice and Bob perform hetero-
dyne detection on modes A1 and B′′1 , respectively, as drawn
in Fig. 2. In what follows, we firstly give a brief introduction
of QS operation and further investigate the success probability
Psucc in detail.

EPR

Alice

HetHet

Equivalent channel

T, ε

Vac

SPS

Bob
QS

D1

D2

BS1

BS2

A2A1

µ

50:50

XA

PA

XB

PB

B1
′′

Fig. 2. Equivalent one-way scheme of GMCS CV-MDI-QKD with QS operation. Vac: vaccum states; SPS: single photon source; BS1:
balanced beam splitter; BS2: unbalanced beam splitter with transmittance µ; D1 and D2: single photon detectors.

The schematic view of the QS operation is drawn in the
dotted box in Fig. 2, which is composed of two single pho-
ton detectors and two beam splitters. The upper beam splitter
is balanced with transmittance 50:50 whilst the lower beam
splitter is unbalanced with transmittance µ . The two single
photon detectors and the balanced beam splitter form a partial
Bell-state measurement (BSM) module. In addition, the vac-
uum states and the single-photon source (SPS) are introduced
here. For simplicity, it is usually supposed that the SPS is on-
demand and ideal. Meanwhile, the detection efficiencies of
the two single photon detectors are also supposed to be unity.
When the single photon generated by SPS and the vacuum
states passing the unbalanced beam splitter, an asymmetric en-
tangled state is obtained and further drives the BSM module.
Then the balanced BS1 couples the input signal from Alice
with the asymmetric entangled state. Finally, the coupled state
is transmitted to the single photon detectors D1 and D2. For
an input state in the space spanned by the vacuum states and
the single photon, the QS can offer an asymmetric teleporta-
tion functionality, whenever the BSM operation is successful,
i.e., if and only if one of D1 and D2 detector clicks. It is worth
noting that the QS operation is considered to be a failure under
the case that both detectors click or neither clicks. The ampli-
fication gain of the QS operation is given by k =

√
(1−µ)|µ ,

then the success probability of the QS operation is expressed
as[44]

Psucc =
1

k2 +1

[
4(2F +1)k2 +3F

(2F +1)2 − k2

F

]
, (2)

with

F =
1
2
+

1
4

T
[

2(δ 2−1)+
(1−T )ε

T

]
, (3)

where ε and T represent the equivalent excess noise and the
equivalent transmittance, respectively, in the one-way scheme,

and δ =
√

VA
2 +1 is the parameter relevant to EPR state.

The equivalent excess noise and transmittance in the one-way
scheme can be given by[33]

ε = 1+
1

TA

[
TB(χB−1)+TAχA

+

(√
2(VB−1)

g
−
√

TB(VB +1)
)2]

,

T =
g2TA

2
, (4)

where χA = 1−TA
TA

+ εA and χB = 1−TB
TB

+ εB. In order to min-
imize the equivalent excess noise ε , g is usually set to satisfy

g2 =
√

2(VB−1)
TB(VB+1) . Consequently, the equivalent excess noise

can be simplified to

ε = εA +
1

TA
[TB(εB−2)+2] . (5)

From Eqs. (1)–(5), we can conclude that the success prob-
ability of the QS operation behaves as functions of the trans-
mission distances LAC and LBC, the equivalent excess noise ε ,
the equivalent transmittance T , the transmittance µ of the BS2
and the modulation variance VA. Among these parameters, T
and ε are relevant to parameters LAC, LBC, εA and εB. As a
result, the success probability can be expressed as a function
Psucc = Psucc(LAC,LBC,εA,εB,µ,VA). For simplicity, we in-
vestigate the success probability under the extreme asymmet-
ric circumstance that LAC 6= LBC and LBC = 0. Therefore, the
function can be simplified to Psucc = Psucc(LAC,εA,εB,µ,VA).

To demonstrate the effect of the transmittance µ , trans-
mission distance LAC and the excess noise εA (εB) and on the
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success probability of the QS operation, we perform simula-
tions as shown in Fig. 3. The success probability Psucc as a
function of modulation variance VA under different transmit-
tance µ is plotted in Fig. 3(a). From top to bottom, the three
curves depict the relationship between the success probability
Psucc and modulation variance VA with transmittance µ = 0.8,
µ = 0.7 and µ = 0.6, respectively. Obviously, the success
probability Psucc increases with the increasing transmittance
µ when other parameters are the same. Meanwhile, the suc-
cess probability Psucc increases with the increasing modulation
variance VA within a certain range, while the success proba-
bility Psucc will decrease gradually when VA exceeds a certain
value. The certain value can be labeled as the optimal variance
and the optimal variance decreases slightly with the increasing
transmittance µ .

Afterwards, we investigate the relationship between the
success probability Psucc and the modulation variance VA with
different transmission distance LAC, as drawn in Fig. 3(b). The
success probability Psucc increases with the increasing modu-

lation variance VA within a certain range and decreases gradu-
ally when VA exceeds the optimal variance. The optimal vari-
ance increases with the increasing transmission distance LAC.
Meanwhile, we find that the success probability Psucc increases
with the increasing transmission distance LAC when the opti-
mal variance is exceeded. Finally, the success probability Psucc

as a function of modulation variance VA for different excess
noise εA (εB) is plotted in Fig. 3(c). The success probabil-
ity Psucc increases with the increasing modulation variance VA

within a certain range and decreases gradually when VA ex-
ceeds the optimal variance. The optimal variance decreases as
the excess noise increases. Meanwhile, the success probability
Psucc changes slightly when the excess noise εA (εB) fluctuates
greatly, which implies that the effect of the excess noise on the
success probability Psucc is much smaller than the transmit-
tance µ and transmission distance LAC. In brief, the analysis
of success probability Psucc of the QS operation is beneficial to
select the appropriate parameters to obtain the optimal system
performance.
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Fig. 3. (a) Success probability as a function of VA with different transmittance µ . The excess noise εA (εB) is fixed at 0.02 and the transmission distance
LAC = 30 km. (b) Success probability as a function of VA with different transmission distance LAC. The excess noise εA (εB) is fixed at 0.02 and the
transmittance µ = 0.6. (c) Success probability as a function of VA with different excess noise εA (εB). The transmission distance LAC = 30 km and the
transmittance µ = 0.6.

3. Performance analysis of the new scheme

As aforementioned, the EB scheme of the QS-enhanced
CV-MDI-QKD protocol can be converted into a specific one-
way scheme under the assumption that all operations at Bob’s
side are untrusted except the heterodyne detection. In other
words, the EB scheme is a specific case of the equivalent one-
way scheme with more constraints on Eve. Therefore, the se-
cret key rate of the equivalent one-way scheme should be a
lower bound of the EB scheme. Assuming that the secret key
rate of the equivalent one-way scheme and the EB scheme are
K∗ and KQS, respectively, we can further obtain KQS ≥ K∗.[33]

For the sake of simplicity, we use the lower bound of KQS to
depict the secret key rate of the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD

protocol under collective attack, that is,

KQS ≥ Psucc (β IAB−χBE) , (6)

where β is the efficiency of reverse reconciliation, IAB rep-
resents the amount of mutual information between Alice and
Bob, and χBE is the amount of information constrained by
Holevo bound that can be obtained by Eve from Bob.

When Bob performs QS operation successfully, the co-
variance matrix of γA1B1

′′ can be written as

γA1B1
′′ =

[
aII cσz
cσz bII

]
, (7)

where II = diag(1,1) and σz = diag(1,−1) with

a =

(
8
[
(δ 2−1)T +(2F +1− (δ 2−1)T )(k2(2F +1)+2F)

]
(2F +1)3 − k2(2F− (δ 2−1)T )

F2

)
δ 2

Psucc(k2 +1)
−1,

b =
4

Psucc(k2 +1)

(
4
[
k2(2F +1)+F

]
(2F +1)2 − k2

F

)
−1, c =

8δ
√

δ 2−1
Psucc(k2 +1)(2F +1)2 k

√
T . (8)
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Thus, the mutual information IAB can be calculated by

IAB = log2
a+1

a+1− c2

b+1

, (9)

and for the gaussian-modulated coherent states, χBE can be
simplified to

χBE = G(Λ1)+G(Λ2)−G(Λ3), (10)

where G(x) = (x+ 1)log2(x+ 1)− xlog2x and the symplectic
eigenvalues can be given by

Λ1,2 =

√
(A±

√
A2−4B2)

2
, (11)

Λ3 = a− c2

b+1
, (12)

with A = a2 +b2−2c2 and B = ab− c2.
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Fig. 4. (a) Performance comparison between the original CV-MDI-
QKD protocol and the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD protocol with
transmittance µ = 0.6 under practical parameters and ideal parameters,
respectively. The practical parameters focus on the detection efficiency
of homodyne detector η = 0.97, electronic noise of homodyne detec-
tor vel = 0.01 and the ideal parameters focus on the detection efficiency
of homodyne detector η = 1, electronic noise of homodyne detector
vel = 0. (b) The secret key rate as a function of transmission distance
for different transmittance µ . Remaining parameters are similarly fixed:
The excess noise εA = εB = 0.01, the modulation variance VA = 20, and
reconciliation efficiency β = 0.98.

In what follows, we analyze the performance of the
GMCS CV-MDI-QKD system equipped with QS operation
under the extreme asymmetric circumstance in detail. Firstly,
to investigate the effect of the QS operation on the perfor-
mance of the GMCS CV-MDI-QKD system, we perform the
simulation of the original CV-MDI-QKD protocol[23,24] and
the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD protocol, respectively, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 4(a). The blue curve represents the secret key
rate of the original CV-MDI-QKD system versus the transmis-
sion distance with practical parameters. The red curve repre-
sents the secret key rate of the QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD
system versus the transmission distance with practical param-
eters. The black curve depicts the relationship between the
secret key rate of the original system and the transmission dis-
tance with ideal parameters. The purple curve depicts the rela-
tionship between the secret key rate of the system equipped
with QS operation and the transmission distance with ideal
parameters. The green curve is the PLOB bound,[49] which
constrains the maximum secret key rate of the system with
lossy channel. The results show that the QS-enhanced CV-
MDI-QKD protocol outperforms the original CV-MDI-QKD
protocol in both the secret key rate and the maximum transmis-
sion distance. In other words, QS operation at Bob’s side can
indeed improve the performance of the CV-MDI-QKD sys-
tem significantly. In addition, compared to the system with an
ideal homodyne detector at Charlie’s side, the performance of
the system with a practical homodyne detector which has fi-
nite detection efficiency and eletronic noise can be improved
more considerably via the QS operation. In fact, the improve-
ment of the performance can be attributed to the QS operation
which truncates the input state to first order and simultane-
ously amplifies it by increasing the amplitude of the single
photon component relative to the vacuum component.

Then from the schematic view of the QS operation, we
can conclude that different transmittance µ corresponds to
different QS operation, further leads to different degree of
improvement of the performance. As aforementioned, the
success probability Psucc increases as the transmittance µ in-
creases. In other words, the performance of the QS operation
will increase with the increasing transmittance µ . Therefore,
we further perform the simulation to demonstrate the effect of
the performance of QS operation on the improvement of the
system, as plotted in Fig. 4(b). From left to right, curves repre-
sent the secret key rate as a function of transmission distance
for transmittance µ = 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, respectively. Simulation
results indicate that the performance of the QS-enhanced sys-
tem will improve more significantly with the increasing trans-
mittance µ in both the secret key rate and the maximum trans-
mission distance. In conclusion, the better the performance
of QS operation, the more significant the improvement of the
performance of the system.
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4. Conclusion
In summary, we have proposed a new scheme to enhance

the performance of the GMCS CV-MDI-QKD system by ap-
plying QS operation at Bob’s side. In order to investigate
the success probability of the QS operation and demonstrate
the effect of the QS operation on the performance of the CV-
MDI-QKD system, we perform simulations. The simulation
results show that the transmittance of the unbalanced BS, the
transmission distance, the excess noise and the modulation
variance will all affect the success probability of the QS op-
eration. Therefore, selecting suitable parameters is of great
significance for obtaining the optimal performance. Subse-
quently, the performance analysis indicates that QS operation
can indeed improve the performance significantly, in which the
QS-enhanced CV-MDI-QKD protocol outperforms the orig-
inal CV-MDI-QKD protocol in both the secret key rate and
the maximum transmission distance. Meanwhile, the better
the performance of QS operation, the more significant the im-
provement of performance of the system.

Acknowledgements
Project supported by the National Natural Science Foun-

dation of China (Grant No. 62001383) and the Scientific Re-
search Plan Project of Shaanxi Education Department (Natural
Science Special Project) (Grant No. 19JK0847).

References
[1] Ekert A K 1991 Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 661
[2] Bennett C H, Bessette F, Brassard G, Salvail L and Smolin J 1992 J.

Cryptol. 5 3
[3] Warke A, Behera B K and Panigrahi P K 2020 Quantum Inf. Process.

19 407
[4] Ralph T C 1999 Phys. Rev. A 61 010303
[5] Reid M D 2000 Phys. Rev. A 62 062308
[6] Braunstein S L and Van Loock P 2005 Rev. Mod. Phys. 77 513
[7] Weedbrook C, Pirandola S, Garcı́a-Patrón R, Cerf N J, Ralph T C,

Shapiro J H and Lloyd S 2012 Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 621
[8] Cerf N J, Lévy M and Van Assche G 2001 Phys. Rev. A 63 052311
[9] Gisin N, Ribordy G, Tittel W and Zbinden H 2002 Rev. Mod. Phys. 74

145
[10] Grosshans F, Van Assche G, Wenger J, Brouri R, Cerf N J and Grangier

P 2003 Nature 421 238
[11] Chi Y M, Qi B, Zhu W, Qian L, Lo H K, Youn S H, Lvovsky A and

Tian L 2011 New J. Phys. 13 013003
[12] Zeng G H 2010 Quantum Private Communication (Beijing: Higher

Education Press) pp. 260–309
[13] Leverrier A, Garcı́a-Patrón R, Renner R and Cerf N J 2013 Phys. Rev.

Lett. 110 030502
[14] Renner R and Cirac J I 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 110504

[15] Xu F H, Ma X F, Zhang Q, Lo H K and Pan J W 2020 Rev. Mod. Phys.
92 025002

[16] Lo H K, Curty M and Tamaki K 2014 Nat. Photonics 8 595
[17] Lo H K, Curty M and Qi B 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 130503
[18] Braunstein S L and Pirandola S 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 130502
[19] Yin H L, Chen T Y, Yu Z W, Liu H, You L X, Zhou Y H, Chen S J,

Mao Y Q, Huang M Q, Zhang W J, Chen H, Li M J, Nolan D, Zhou F,
Jiang X, Wang Z, Zhang Q, Wang X B and Pan J W 2016 Phys. Rev.
Lett. 117 190501

[20] Yin H L and Fu Y 2019 Sci. Rep. 9 3045
[21] Yin H L, Zhu W and Fu Y 2019 Sci. Rep. 9 49
[22] Xu F, Qi B, Liao Z and Lo H K 2013 Appl. Phys. Lett. 103 061101
[23] Li Z Y, Zhang Y C, Xu F H, Peng X and Guo H 2014 Phys. Rev. A 89

052301
[24] Ma X C, Sun S H, Jiang M S, Gui M and Liang L M 2014 Phys. Rev. A

89 042335
[25] Pirandola S, Ottaviani C, Spedalieri G, Weedbrook C, Braunstein S L,

Lloyd S, Gehring T, Jacobsen C S and Andersen U L 2015 Nat. Photon.
9 397

[26] Li F, Zhao W and Guo Y 2018 Int. J. Theor. Phys. 57 112
[27] Guo Y, Zhao W, Li F, Huang D, Liao Q and Xie C L 2017 Commun.

Theor. Phys. 68 191
[28] Zhou Y H, Qin S F, Shi W M and Yang Y G 2021 Optik 242 166826
[29] Wu X D, Wang Y J, Huang D and Guo Y 2020 Front. Phys. 15 31601
[30] Peng Q Q, Wu X D and Guo Y 2019 Appl. Sci. 9 1333
[31] Zhao W, Ruan X C, Feng Y Y, Wang X X, Guo Y and Shi R H 2020

Int. J. Theor. Phys. 59 2939
[32] Djordjevic I B 2019 IEEE Access 7 147399
[33] Ma H X, Huang P, Bai D Y, Wang S Y, Bao W S and Zeng G H 2018

Phys. Rev. A 97 042329
[34] Zhao Y J, Zhang Y C, Xu B J, Yu S and Guo H 2018 Phys. Rev. A 97

042328
[35] Zhang S L and Zhang X D 2018 Phys. Rev. A 97 043830
[36] Guo Y, Ye W, Zhong H and Liao Q 2019 Phys. Rev. A 99 032327
[37] Ye W, Zhong H, Wu X D, Hu L Y and Guo Y 2020 Quantum Inf. Pro-

cess. 19 346
[38] Zhang Y C, Xu M Y, Han S L, Yu S and Gu W Y 2013 Proceeding

of 2013 IEEE 4th International Conference on Electronics Informa-
tion and Emergency Communication, November 15–17, 2013, Beijing,
China, p. 9

[39] Jing F, Liu W Q, Kong L Z and He C 2021 Entropy 23 1691
[40] Zhou J, Shi R H, Y Feng Y Y, Shi J J and Guo Y 2019 J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor. 52 245303
[41] Blandino R, Leverrier A, Barbieri M, Etesse J, Grangier P and Tualle-

Brouri R 2012 Phys. Rev. A 86 012327
[42] Ghalaii M, Ottaviani C, Kumar R, Pirandola S and Razavi M 2020

IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun. 38 506
[43] Li Y, Guo Y, Ruan X C and Zhao W 2021 Int. J. Theor. Phys. 60 1949
[44] Ghalaii M, Ottaviani C, Kumar R, Pirandola S and Razavi M 2020

IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quantum Electron. 26 6400212
[45] Ralph T C and Lund A P 2009 AIP Conf. Proc. 1110 155
[46] Winnel M S, Hosseinidehaj N and Ralph T C 2020 Phys. Rev. A 102

063715
[47] Ghalaii M, Kumar R and Razavi M 2017 Proceeding of 2017 Confer-

ence on Lasers and Electro-Optics Europe & European Quantum Elec-
tronics Conference (CLEO/Europe-EQEC), June 25–29, 2017, Mu-
nich, Germany, p. 1

[48] Seshadreesan K P, Krovi H and Guha S 2020 Phys. Rev. Res. 2 013310
[49] Pirandola S, Laurenza R, Ottaviani C and Banchi L 2017 Nat. Commun.

8 15043

090304-6

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.661
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00191318
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00191318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02914-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02914-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.010303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.062308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.052311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/1/013003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.030502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.030502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.110504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.025002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.025002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.130503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.130502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.190501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.190501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-39454-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-36366-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4817672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.052301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.052301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.83
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.83
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-017-3545-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/68/2/191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/68/2/191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijleo.2021.166826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11467-020-0954-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/app9071333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04553-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04553-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2946777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.043830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02859-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02859-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e23121691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab1ecd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab1ecd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.012327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSAC.2020.2969058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSAC.2020.2969058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10773-021-04813-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2020.2964395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2020.2964395
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3131295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.063715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.063715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.013310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15043

	1. Introduction
	2. The new scheme of CV-MDI QKD with quantum scissors
	2.1. The QS-enhanced GMCS CV-MDI-QKD protocol
	2.2. The equivalent one-way model of the CV-MDI-QKD protocol with QS operation

	3. Performance analysis of the new scheme
	4. Conclusion
	References

