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Network integration of quantum key distribution is crucial for its future widespread deployment
due to the high cost of using optical fibers dedicated for the quantum channel, only. We studied the
performance of a system running a simplified BB84 protocol at 2.5 GHz repetition rate, operating
in the original wavelength band, short O-band, when multiplexed with communication channels in
the conventional wavelength band, short C-band. Our system could successfully generate secret
keys over a single-mode fiber with a length of 95.5 km and with co-propagating classical signals at
a launch power of 8.9 dBm. Further, we discuss the performance of an ideal system under the same
conditions, showing the limits of what is possible with a discrete variable system in the O-band. We
also considered a short and lossy link with 51 km optical fiber resembling a real link in a metropolitan
area network. In this scenario we could exchange a secret key with a launch power up to 16.7 dBm
in the classical channels.

Quantum key distribution (QKD) allows for distribu-
tion of secret keys between distant parties. As of today,
a variety of QKD experiments have shown the feasibil-
ity of exchanging keys through a dedicated optical fiber
over hundreds of kilometers [1–3]. However, the deploy-
ment and maintenance of optical fiber reserved for QKD
only is rather costly and would hence limit the use cases
of QKD. Therefore a pressing issue is the seamless in-
tegration of QKD into the already existing optical fiber
network infrastructure. Using wavelength division mul-
tiplexing (WDM), it is possible to couple both QKD and
classical communication signals to the same fiber [4]. The
challenge of this approach lies in the fact that QKD pro-
tocols typically require a launch power of less than 1 nW,
whereas classical signals are launched with a power in the
order of 1 mW per channel. A small fraction of the clas-
sical signal arriving at the QKD receiver is enough to
increase the quantum bit error rate (QBER) to a value
where key extraction is impossible.

In many network environments, the classical signals
populate the conventional wavelength band (C-band)
from 1530 nm to 1565 nm separated by 0.8 nm in a dense
WDM (DWDM) grid. Upon coexisting with a quantum
channel, a classical signal generates noise at the quantum
receiver due to imperfect isolation between the DWDM
channels or via non-linear processes. Raman scattering
and, depending on the choice of the DWDM channels
and the quantum channel wavelength, four-wave mixing
are the dominant non-linear processes [5–7]. While the
channel isolation can be easily increased by adding suit-
able filters, non-linear processes can create photons at
the same wavelength as the quantum signal which can-
not be spectrally filtered. Four-wave mixing is restricted
to narrow spectral regions and can therefore be avoided
by choosing the quantum wavelength carefully. Raman
noise, on the other hand, exhibits a broad spectrum. For
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example, classical signals in one C-band channel create a
Raman noise spectrum covering the whole C-band with
only two narrow local minima close to the pump wave-
length [5]. In a densely populated WDM environment,
the local minima are covered by the Raman noise of other
channels.

One can make use of temporal filtering to help re-
duce the impact of noise photons at the quantum chan-
nel wavelength [8, 9]. The propagation direction of the
classical signals also have an influence on the amount of
introduced noise. A signal counter-propagating to the
quantum signal introduces more Raman noise than a co-
propagating one due to the isotropic nature of Raman
scattering and the higher power in vicinity to the receiver
[5].

Regarding the quantum channel wavelength, there are
two frequent choices. Either it is placed in the C-band or
in the original wavelength band (O-band) from 1260 nm
to 1360 nm. The advantage of placing it in the C-band is
the high fiber transmission. However, in a network, the
quantum channel is then spectrally close to the classical
channels and therefore strongly affected by Raman noise.
Placing the quantum channel in the O-band reduces the
amount of Raman noise but also the fiber transmission
[4, 6, 10]. Generally speaking, it is advantageous to put
the quantum signal in the O-band above a certain power
threshold for the classical channels in the C-band [10].
In present-day networks, the total loss of a link is often
dominated by the excess loss due to fiber connections,
routing devices or other components. In such an envi-
ronment, a quantum channel in the O-band is advanta-
geous since the transmission approaches the one of the
C-band, but the noise is reduced. For both choices of
quantum channel wavelength, the performance of QKD
systems in the presence of classical communication has
been studied [4, 9, 11–14]. One study also considered a
quantum channel in the long wavelength band (L-band)
from 1565 nm to 1625 nm and the short wavelength band
(S-band) from 1460 nm to 1530 nm [15].

The performance of a QKD system in a network de-
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pends heavily on the quality of the noise filtering on the
receiver side. First, high isolation of the quantum chan-
nel from the classical channel is needed. This can be
easily achieved by cascading WDM modules. Second,
high Raman noise rejection is desired. The quality of
noise rejection depends on the time-bandwidth product
of the quantum signal and on how tight the temporal
and spectral filtering can be implemented. In the case of
continuous variable (CV-)QKD systems, the homodyne
detection acts as a spectral filter [16]. For discrete vari-
able (DV-)QKD systems, like the one presented in this
study, filters have to be added at a cost of decreasing the
transmission.

In this work we demonstrate the operation of a QKD
system with a quantum channel in the O-band with a
wavelength of 1310 nm. We consider a scenario where
all the classical signals are co-propagating in the same
fiber. This configuration is often found in metropolitan
networks [6, 17]. The quantum channel is launched in
the same direction as the classical channels to minimize
the degradation of the quantum signal. We consider a
channel where the loss is only given by the fiber attenua-
tion and another channel where a substantial amount of
loss is given by imperfections, which is a more realistic
model for a network environment. Finally, we compare
our setup to an ideal system in terms of temporal and
spectral filtering.

We utilize a simple time-bin protocol with one decoy
state, operating at a qubit repetition rate of 2.5 GHz [18].
The QKD implementation and the configuration of the
classical channels are depicted in Figure 1. Alice encodes
the qubits in two time-bins. The bits in the Z basis,
which are used to generate the key, are encoded in either
the early or late time bin. Only one state in the X basis
is used, namely the superposition of the the early and
late bin with a fixed relative phase. The laser source is a
gain-switched distributed feedback laser emitting pulses
with a full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 26 ps.
Due to the gain-switching the pulses are chirped.

Bob uses free-running InGaAs/InP negative-feedback
avalanche diodes (NFADs) [19]. Both NFADs are cooled
to −85 °C, show a detection efficiency of 25% at 1310 nm
and a jitter of 50 ps. The detector in the X basis (Z basis)
shows a dark count rate of 108 Hz (91 Hz).

The dead time was set to 40 µs for the detector in the
X basis and to 32 µs for the one in the Z basis. The
detection window per time bin has a duration of 100 ps.
Detections outside this window are ignored by the acqui-
sition system. The error correction was performed with
a Cascade algorithm [20], with an efficiency of 1.05. The
compression factor was calculated over a privacy amplifi-
cation block of 8 · 106 bits and taking into account finite-
key effects [21].

The classical communication runs over thirteen C-band
channels. They are multiplexed with a DWDM module
and then amplified using an erbium-doped fiber ampli-
fier. The quantum channel is added to the fiber with a
coarse WDM (CWDM) module. On the receiver end, the

quantum and classical signals are separated by a CWDM
module. Another CWDM module is used to increase iso-
lation between quantum and classical channels. To pre-
vent classical signals to travel multiple times between the
CWDM modules and to further improve the isolation, we
added a fiber spool with a winding radius of 16 mm and
36 windings. This spool has an insertion loss of 1.0 dB
at 1310 nm and 32.9 dB at 1550 nm. The remaining sig-
nal and noise are filtered by a fiber Bragg grating (FBG)
with a transmission window of 47 GHz FWHM and more
than 30 dB of extinction outside the window.

The excess loss experienced by the quantum signal due
to the filters is summarized in Table I. The spectral width
of the laser is close to the spectral width of the FBG,
leading to increased insertion loss. Further, the FBG is
slightly chirped and therefore the already chirped laser
pulse gets temporally broadened by the FBG. The broad-
ening due to the FBG together with the detector jitter
increases the chance to detect the pulse outside the pre-
defined time window, and therefore effectively introduces
loss.

We performed secret key exchanges in two differ-
ent regimes. First, we considered a case similar to a
real network where we used standard single mode fiber
(Corning® SMF-28e+®) with a length of 51.5 km to-
gether with 15 dB of excess loss in the channel (see Fig-
ure 1 for details). This configuration acts as a model for
a realistic link. In a metropolitan network, this loss could
be due to connectors and routing equipment. Second, we
exchanged a key over 95.5 km of standard single-mode
fiber (Corning® SMF-28e+®). This measurement was
done for ease of comparison with previous studies. In
both cases we are interested in the secret key rate as a
function of the launch power in the classical channels.

In Figure 2 we show the secret key rate, the QBER in
the Z basis and the phase error rate as a function of the
classical launch power for the two different channel con-
figurations. We obtained a secret key rate of 42 bps with
a launch power of 8.9 dBm, which corresponds to a total
received power of −12.1 dBm. In the case of the 51.5 km
long and high loss link, a secret key rate of 172.2 bps
could be obtained at total launch power of 16.7 dBm,
corresponding to a total received power of −11.8 dBm.

We were also interested in finding the limits of what
would be possible with an ideal setup using the same pro-
tocol, quantum channel wavelength and repetition rate
as our experiment. For this we assume that the filter
block on Bob’s side (CWDM 3, filter spool, circulator
and FBG in Figure 1) has negligible insertion loss, that
the detectors have no jitter and no dark counts, that Al-
ice is sending Fourier-limited sech2-pulses and that the
filter spectrum of the FBG would be optimized both in
bandwidth and in shape for these pulses. Our simulation
shows that in this case, the maximum tolerable launch
power would increase by 17.7 dB, where 14.1 dB could be
gained due to the absence of jitter, the optimized shape
and bandwidth of the FBG and of the laser pulse and
3.6 dB could be gained if we had an ideal filter block
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FIG. 1: Schematic of the setup. The dashed boxes are temperature stabilized. Fibers carrying the classical and quantum
signals are shown in red and yellow, respectively. The transmission line is either a 95.5 km or a 51.5 km long fiber, the latter is

intercepted by attenuators. The classical launch power was measured after the amplifier and the receiver power at the
1550 nm port of the CWDM2. EDFA: erbium doped fiber amplifier; CWDM: coarse wavelength division multiplexer; DWDM:

dense wavelength division multiplexer; FBG: fiber Bragg grating; FM: Faraday mirror; IM: intensity modulator; NFAD:
negative-feedback avalanche photodiode; PC: polarization controller; VA: variable attenuator;

Description
Insertion loss

at 1310 nm (dB)
Isolation from
1550 nm (dB)

Remarks

CWDM 1 0.8 > 45

CWDM 2 0.6 > 45

CWDM 3 0.8 > 45

Filter Spool 1.0 32.9

Fiber Bragg grating (FBG)
and circulator

4.0 > 30
The insertion loss is partially caused by
spectral mismatch of laser pulse and filter.
A loss of 1.8 dB was measured at peak transmission.

Loss due to detector jitter
and pulse broadening by FBG

1.9 -
The loss was obtained by observing the ratio
between detection events outside
and inside the detection time window.

TABLE I: Loss introduced by the filters. The filters are named the same as in Figure 1.
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FIG. 2: Measured secret key rate, phase error rate (triangles
pointing up) and QBER Z (triangles pointing down) as a

function of the total launch power in the classical channels.
The filled green points were measured with the 51.5 km link
and the empty blue points were measured with the 95.5 km
link. The green solid line and the blue dashed line show the
corresponding secret key rates without any classical signal.

with negligible insertion loss. We also estimated that
we the maximum tolerable launch power would increase
by 1.5 dB if we used superconducting nanowire single-
photon detectors (SNSPDs) with a jitter of 30 ps instead
of NFADs with a jitter of 50 ps as in our experimental
setup.

In Figure 3 and Table II, we compare our work to pre-
vious studies. In summary, CV-QKD systems show the
best performance both in the tolerated launch power and
in the secret key rate at short and low loss links. At
longer distances DV-QKD systems, both in the C- and
O-band, outperform the CV-QKD systems. We can con-
clude that, as of today, DV-QKD systems operating in
the O-band are best suited for networks with distances
between 50 km and 95 km and high launch power. Fur-
thermore, our results in Figure 2 with the short and high
loss link show that in a real network, O-band DV-QKD
systems can tolerate more power than suggested by mea-
surements with links where the loss is mainly given by
the fiber. Another advantage of O-band QKD systems
is that separating a signal from the C-band is possible
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continuous/discrete
variable QKD

Wavelength band
fiber length

(km)
att. quantum
channel (dB)

launch power
(dBm)

secret key
rate (bps)

finite-key
statistics

Ref.

discrete

O

51.5 34.1 16.7 1.7 · 102

Yes This work
51.5 34.1 13.9 9.6 · 102

95.5 34.8 5.9 7.9 · 102

95.5 34.8 8.9 4.2 · 101

66.0 22.3 21.0 3.0 · 103

Yes [9]66.0 22.3 16.0 3.9 · 103

66.0 22.3 11.0 4.8 · 103

40.0 12.8∗ 17.6 5.0 · 102

No [14]50.0 16.0∗ 14.7 2.6 · 102

60.0 19.2∗ 11.7 1.8 · 102

60.0 19.2∗ 4.0 4.2 · 103

Yes [10]
80.0 25.6∗ 4.0 1.2 · 103

C

50.0 9.6 -18.5 1.1 · 106

Yes [22]50.0 9.6 -12.5 8.6 · 105

50.0 9.6 -5.5 1.3 · 105

100.0 18.0∗ -3.1 1.0 · 104

Yes [11]150.0 27.0∗ -8.1 2.0 · 103

150.0 27.0∗ -5.0 1.2 · 103

continuous

C

25.0 5.0∗ 11.5 1.2 · 101

Yes [12]75.0 15.0∗ -0.5 9.0

75.0 15.0∗ -3.0 4.9 · 102

13.2 3.0∗ 15.6 7.2 · 107

No [13]
28.4 6.4∗ 15.6 2.8 · 106

S
25.0 5.0∗ 14.0 4.0 · 105

No [15]
50.0 10.0∗ 6.0 1.7 · 106

TABLE II: Comparison to previous studies. For each study, at least the points with the maximum fiber length and maximum
launch power are mentioned. The classical channels are co-propagating with the quantum channel for all points shown here.

The C-band spans from 1530 nm to 1565 nm, the O-band from 1260 nm to 1360 nm and the S-band from 1491 nm to 1528 nm.
∗The attenuation of the quantum channel was estimated from the fiber length.

with rather low loss and high isolation by using CWDM
modules. In our case one CWDM module has an inser-
tion loss of 0.8 dB and a channel isolation of more than
45 dB. If we wanted to isolate one C-band channel from
other C-band channels we would need DWDM modules,
which typically exhibit an insertion loss of 2.5 dB while
having a channel isolation of only 25 dB. Therefore it is
best to use O-band QKD systems in metropolitan area
networks.

In conclusion, we showed that with a simple and prac-
tical QKD system it is possible to exchange a secret key
in presence of classical channels. We demonstrated the
feasibility of key generation for a short distance and high
loss link and also for a medium range link where the loss
is predominantly given by the fiber attenuation. An ideal
DV-QKD system at a repetition rate of 2.5 GHz in the
O-band could tolerate a total launch power of 27 dBm of
co-propagating classical signals over 95 km of single-mode

fiber. This would be even enough to operate the QKD
system in a backbone fiber network [9]. Finding ways
to prepare almost ideal pulses and manufacturing opti-
mized filters could increase noise tolerance of DV-QKD
systems by more than an order of magnitude according
to our simulation.
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