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4. Quankum de Fret Heorem:
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Conclusion

¥ Coherenk atbacks can be S{afonae; thon collective atbacls!

% Kaow anobhes example in device - dependest QKD  (whee gquantum deuvices ore
chovackeszed )i Differectial plase shift QKD (arXiv: 2304.443U0)
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X We need new se.ch-D P‘OOS- -\-e_c.kr\?ques thak do not reduce coherent o
collecbive atracls!



