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W e propose here an experin ental test of the 2ir sam pling assum ption in two-channelEPR Bell
experin ents for which the detection loophole holds.

In order to assess that a violation of Bell inequality
[1] has been experin entally observed, EPR -Bell experi-
ments 4, 3] for which the detection loophol holds are
Interpreted assum ing fair sam pling 4, 19]. The purpose
of this note is to propose an experin ental schem e to test
this fair sam pling assum ption for two-channel type ex—
perim ents.

Let labelasusualthe possiblem easurem ent results for
each particle as + 1 if the particle is detected in the ordi-
nary channel, as -1 if i is detected in the extraordinary
channel, and as 0 if it rem ains undetected. Let label the
settings of the kft and right two-channelm easurem ent
devices respectively as’ ; and ' , (seeFig.[).

W ih a localrealisticm odel, an apparent violation ofa
Bell Inequality can be obtained because of the existence
of the 0 channel. The pairs that m ust rem ain unregis—
tered forthis purnposem ust how ever not be selected com —
pltely random Iy, but according to the context ofthe two—
channel m easuram ent devices encountered by the parti-
cles 4], that is, the sam pling m ust be unfair and done
according to /1 and ' ,. Note that it is a com pletely
local process, the refection of pairs m In ics nonlocality
only because of the coincidence circuitry, since as long
as one particle is undetected the whole pair is naturally
repcted.

The troubl with the onechannel experimn ent that
m akes checking of the fair sam pling assum ption in -
possble is that the only m easurem ent result that can
be recorded is the + 1 resul. Hence, channels -1 and
0 cannot be distinguished as they correspond both to
a non detection. In the two-channel experim ent, this
distinction is m ade, and all four coincidence rates are
avajJab]e| not only R;; as in the one<channel experi-
ment, but also Ry , R ; , and R It is therefore
possbl to com pute the total rate of detected pairs as
Rg=R;+ +Ry +R ; +R , which aswe shall see
can prove to be a crucial tool to test the fair sam pling
assum ption.

Suppose that such an unfair sam pling is Indeed at
stakes In a tw o-channelexperin ent. Let R, be the rate of
pairs reected according to this unfair sam pling process,
and R ¢ be the rate of pairs refected according to a air
one. The totalrate R ofpairsentering in the coincidence
circuitry isthen R = Rg+ R¢ + Ry . The unfair sam pling
part Ry, is a ocoherent process depending strongly on the
polarization distribution of the source and of the orien—
tations’ ; and ’ , ofthe two—channeldevices £]. On the

contrary, the fair sam pling part R ¢ should be com pletely
Independent of these factors, provided that the rate R of
pairs entering in the coincidence circuitry is a constant
oftim e.

Let us assum e the source is indeed stable, so that both
R and Rf are nvariants for di erent settings of the in—
strum ents. tm eansthat R4+ R, must ram ain invariant
too, so that R4 can be an indirect way to check whether
an unfair sam pling R, is at stakes. Since it is however
possible to build a local realistic m odel that exhibi in—
dependent errors [6], n which R4 rem ains a constant for
a source of entangled photons, whatever ’ ; and ’ ,, and
since a m odel w ith dependent errors exhibit in this case
very am all oscillations of R4 4] anyw ay, observing that
R4 is nvariant for a source of entangled photon cannot
be taken as a proof that there is no unfair sam pling at
stakes. Hence, our proposal to test fair sam pling for
the tw o-channel experin ent is to m odify and controlthe
source. Instead ofthe rotationally invariant singlet state,
we propose to send a set of pairs already sam plkd, ie.,
w ih a preferred direction of polarization P rovided
that there is an unfair sam pling at stakes w ith the m ea—
surem ent setup, then when this -sam pled source m eets
the unfair sam pling m easurem ent setup dependingon ',
R, and thereforeR 4 should exhiit som e variationsw hen

is varded. The resul of sin ulations 4] show s a strong
variation (see Fig.D).

In order to controlthe source experin entally, our pro—
posal is thus to mnsert aligned polarizers oriented along
an anglke in the coincidence circuitry before the two-
channel m easurem ent devices, both oriented along the
sam e anglke’ (seeFig.[d) . Ifthe sam pling is irthen R4
should rem ain invariant when the angle is varied w ith
respect to ’ , and no such oscillations as in F ig.[ should
be observed.

T he fair sam pling test we propose here should be sin -
plk to In plem ent, and should allow to either discard all
known local realist m odels based on detection loophole,
or on the contrary, to show that the analyzerswhich are
assum ed to be idealtw o-channelm easuring devicesare In
fact unfair and therefore inappropriate for an EPR-Bell
test.
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FIG. 1:
T he source is the rotationally invariant singlet state j i and
them easurem ent ism ade by tw o polarizer beam splitters w ith

param eters /1 and ’ ,, m onitored by a furfold coincidence
setup (hot represented here).
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FIG.2: Numerical sin ulation of the total coincidence rate
for a source controlled w ith aligned polarizers (see Ref. [4]).

Two—channel EPR -Bell experim ent w ith photons.
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FIG . 3: Scheme of controlled EPR -Bell experin ent to test
fair sam pling. The only di erence w ith the usualEPR Bell
experin ent (see Fig.[ll) is the source, which is controlled by
the param eter . In case ofunfair sam pling, this setup should
exhib it oscillations for the total coincidence rate as in F ig.H.
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