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Experim entalSchem e to Test the Fair Sam pling A ssum ption in EPR -B ellExperim ents
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W e propose here an experim entaltestofthe fairsam pling assum ption in two-channelEPR-Bell

experim entsforwhich the detection loophole holds.

In order to assess that a violation ofBellinequality
[1]has been experim entally observed,EPR-Bellexperi-
m ents [2,3]for which the detection loophole holds are
interpreted assum ing fair sam pling [4,5]. The purpose
ofthisnoteisto proposean experim entalschem eto test
this fair sam pling assum ption for two-channeltype ex-
perim ents.

Letlabelasusualthepossiblem easurem entresultsfor
each particleas+ 1 iftheparticleisdetected in theordi-
nary channel,as-1 ifitisdetected in the extraordinary
channel,and as0 ifitrem ainsundetected.Letlabelthe
settings ofthe left and right two-channelm easurem ent
devicesrespectively as’1 and ’2 (seeFig.1).

W ith alocalrealisticm odel,an apparentviolation ofa
BellInequality can be obtained becauseofthe existence
ofthe 0 channel. The pairs that m ust rem ain unregis-
tered forthispurposem usthowevernotbeselected com -
pletelyrandom ly,butaccordingtothecontextofthetwo-
channelm easurem entdevices encountered by the parti-
cles [4],that is,the sam pling m ust be unfair and done
according to ’1 and ’2. Note that it is a com pletely
localprocess,the rejection ofpairs m im ics nonlocality
only because ofthe coincidence circuitry,since as long
asone particle isundetected the whole pairisnaturally
rejected.

The trouble with the one-channel experim ent that
m akes checking of the fair sam pling assum ption im -
possible is that the only m easurem ent result that can
be recorded is the + 1 result. Hence, channels -1 and
0 cannot be distinguished as they correspond both to
a non detection. In the two-channelexperim ent, this
distinction is m ade, and allfour coincidence rates are
available| not only R + + as in the one-channelexperi-
m ent, but also R + � , R �+ , and R �� . It is therefore
possible to com pute the totalrate ofdetected pairs as
R d = R + + + R + � + R �+ + R �� ,which aswe shallsee
can prove to be a crucialtoolto test the fair sam pling
assum ption.

Suppose that such an unfair sam pling is indeed at
stakesin atwo-channelexperim ent.LetR u betherateof
pairsrejected according to thisunfairsam pling process,
and R f be the rate ofpairsrejected according to a fair
one.ThetotalrateR ofpairsenteringin thecoincidence
circuitry isthen R = R d+ R f + R u.Theunfairsam pling
partR u isa coherentprocessdepending strongly on the
polarization distribution ofthe source and ofthe orien-
tations’1 and ’2 ofthetwo-channeldevices[4].O n the

contrary,thefairsam pling partR f should becom pletely
independentofthesefactors,provided thattherateR of
pairs entering in the coincidence circuitry is a constant
oftim e.
Letusassum ethesourceisindeed stable,so thatboth

R and R f are invariantsfordi�erentsettingsofthe in-
strum ents.Itm eansthatR d+ R u m ustrem ain invariant
too,so thatR d can bean indirectway to check whether
an unfair sam pling R u is at stakes. Since it is however
possible to build a localrealistic m odelthatexhibitin-
dependenterrors[6],in which R d rem ainsa constantfor
a sourceofentangled photons,whatever’1 and ’2,and
since a m odelwith dependenterrorsexhibitin thiscase
very sm alloscillationsofR d [4]anyway,observing that
R d isinvariantfora source ofentangled photon cannot
be taken as a proofthat there is no unfair sam pling at
stakes. Hence, our proposalto test fair sam pling for
thetwo-channelexperim entisto m odify and controlthe
source.Instead oftherotationallyinvariantsingletstate,
we propose to send a set ofpairs already sam pled,i.e.,
with a preferred direction ofpolarization �. Provided
thatthere isan unfairsam pling atstakeswith the m ea-
surem entsetup,then when this�-sam pled source m eets
theunfairsam pling m easurem entsetup depending on ’,
R u and thereforeR d should exhibitsom evariationswhen
� isvaried. The resultofsim ulations[4]showsa strong
variation (see Fig.2).
In orderto controlthesourceexperim entally,ourpro-

posalis thus to insert aligned polarizers oriented along
an angle � in the coincidence circuitry before the two-
channelm easurem ent devices, both oriented along the
sam eangle’ (seeFig.3).Ifthesam pling isfairthen R d

should rem ain invariantwhen the angle � isvaried with
respectto ’,and no such oscillationsasin Fig.2 should
be observed.
Thefairsam pling testweproposehereshould besim -

ple to im plem ent,and should allow to eitherdiscard all
known localrealistm odelsbased on detection loophole,
oron thecontrary,to show thattheanalyzerswhich are
assum ed tobeidealtwo-channelm easuringdevicesarein
factunfairand therefore inappropriate foran EPR-Bell
test.
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FIG .1: Two-channelEPR-Bellexperim ent with photons.

The source isthe rotationally invariantsingletstate j iand

them easurem entism adeby two polarizerbeam splitterswith

param eters ’1 and ’2,m onitored by a fourfold coincidence

setup (notrepresented here).
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FIG .2: Num ericalsim ulation ofthe totalcoincidence rate

fora source controlled with aligned polarizers(see Ref.[4]).
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FIG .3: Schem e ofcontrolled EPR-Bellexperim ent to test

fair sam pling. The only di�erence with the usualEPR-Bell

experim ent (see Fig.1) is the source,which is controlled by

theparam eter�.In caseofunfairsam pling,thissetup should

exhibitoscillationsforthe totalcoincidence rate asin Fig.2.
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