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[ Abstract] This paper mainly studies the simulation implementation of quantum BB84 protocol and B92 protocol and uses giskit
( pycharm software package) to design a simulation experimental model. By introducing bit error rate, error correction rate, and
protocol reliability index, the security, accuracy and robustness of the two protocols are simulated under the condition of
eavesdropper and noise in the transmission environment. Experimental results show that B92 protocol is better than BB84 protocol in
the transmission process.

[ Key words] quantum cryptography; quantum key distribution( QKD) ; simulation; quantum no—cloning theorem; eavesdropping

detection

0 3 = TLMGEGRE , T INERET &1 2e8e
Bl A%, e 2R R DU o e B O A 30 4 TT

lﬂé%%zé%kﬂ‘]Eﬁﬁ?a‘é‘zﬂ@rﬂ@ze REC B SAOEFAATF R R T A
P A %@Aﬂ]ﬁ’]ﬁi"ﬂ\ﬁw B, AT (G R 2 A, A A XU B UL S B
PORN U] SEIN EPS i) %@%@é%ﬂ“ o AAER ESSELENTBELIY , — B BT T AE AR I ELAE AL bk
BTG B A 57 UM AN E 2 s 35 0T, Xt S BRI REE T, — B R e T —
WLFFHEMPTEN B OCTE, WM g R E RO e B 5745 5B 45T 0, D3 15 XL
W AF BN L A R T ME R LM e ES AR IGEGENE, mTETEHM .
FEAARG R i NS PRI R RGRE S, R B T EE S B R A
ARy E kst ey, —K| i&‘ﬁ%zliﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ%:%ﬂz BT BRSSO R M sl i PR RS R KR,
1882 AF 30 4 70 - KB A IF HR W5 BT (] U, 2 30 AR [ B 2 AR SR O T B R R 2 — , 32 3]
ZARFAAE B LB R X2 At ﬁﬁ*ﬁ’-ﬁﬁ? J iz EA AR R R N TR

E2WE . HHEERFEADFEH 4 (20211TA05034,2021TTA05024 ) 5 75 A R 5 20 B W T BRAE (JLII719920190723194557) 5 75 MRIMITE K 2iA
FIH « =R AL A R AT 55 RIS = E 8 3 H (5 e 2022014)

YEEE N RN (1999-) 20, Wi BF5T A EEMFETT 1) BN HE AR ; JH R (1999-) , L, Bl R 52 A=, 20507 1) THE AL
ARy B B(1991-) L Wi, haE RO, FEAF ST I ERECE B 5(1979-) 4, @Jr,mJﬁ}fﬁm,az%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁrﬂ:ﬁﬁ
BN FHHEA 5 TRV (1965-) , 55 it 8082 W2 500, FZWF5E 07 SR S HR

WIIEH. J] f  Email.867458539@ qq.com

WF B 2023-03-15 VY EXR I+t A At & A




5 6 1]

RAEN, 4. BB84 5 B92 BB IE N WML A E AT 155

2008 4F Shuang Zhao % N % F—Fh 3 T
T AR T VL R IIE BB84 B, 2009 4E Az 5@
i Qcircuit A4 11 BB84 HMSHE B& &, SL IR 51 A
HUER 2 LT 38 2 152 A S5 B 1 7] 5 5k X BB84
PSR AT 5 B2 4 Pk 2 r, 2010 4F Mohamed
Elboukhari %5 A7 fif FI#E AU K 5 2% PRISM X} B92 P
WA EIEAT T 40 0T, 2011 47 B hn e 45 1 ff
F QCircuit B 11 2k B 1A, i 2 51 A #RURE
R AN DL R SO n] S SR AOT- 24 B B T
AR ORIGUE BB84 P % 4k, 2012 4R 2R 1N
% N FIH C#f 7 85T Windows % 141K 51 T 41
PR, A 3 15 1A 45 R 78 ok X BB84 v
T BRI, 2014 4R 25 S5 5 A" 5@ 2 MATLAB
Se3) BB84 MM F L, 2016 4ERRSz4E AN SE T
Qcircuit AT T BO2 PMSWBLHI L %, SL5G 5| A
TARBEBELIE 2t Ak | e FEBELJE 3 g 7 5 aE A A
SHEURCY TR DI SVECI TR B AT 0l SN 7ol i
2017 AEPISERRSE 1) 308 32 % ' 19 i B 149 981 761 01 56T g
PRG3Rt T A 51T RIS 51 T 1 SE 5 R
BB T 8% 855 & BB84 PN AYiE (5 1
B, 2020 4F JA 4 H ORI 52 R B R O Ok B0 UE
B92 il 19 & 4, 2022 4F AkwasiAdu —Kyere &
NP IET B84 i SAA 3 A 45 F Ak R AR 5 i
R A SEAR B 6T W B A - & T L
FIASEBT TR A 4 R 67 A8 R BRI B
CIET N

AT LRI 5, il 5] ARISR 25
R PMATEERIG R, O BT T R M E A o6
W & R IGE AR D a4 R Pl T 5E I
5 LI UE A ) R0 ) L S 1 RN R0, 38 Ao X e AT
288 P TR 56 U R R B SUZE SR g P H B A%)
P A RTEIMSUAL 3B B 1 e b

1 B

AR TFAR G B, Bl A5 s s 5
TSR TR IR Y BEE BT, 2 A 0l T L 4e il

Sk AL R S R S A R R
#,

BAUERE FHEEMEHE DN AHREZ, (HE
BB84 F1 B92 WS it - i %5 UM LAY 2 S B i, S
B PEEMBRITG, 52— T W
HUGHITS 0, ASCE X BB84 HRLAT B92 Py
VOHAT I BAU S 3 — 20 T8 O LG A7, 3 3 5 1A

A YR PRCAT SEPEFR AR, FE AN A AT T
S AEAE DT T FH I 11 O WA ML Y £ 4
%,
1.1 EBit#ES

PUR I BA RS A 2 im 700, B R
(S e

fii% Alice 1 Bob LB FFiE | ¥) = al 0) +
Bl 1), Hl al?>+1 B1%= 1, Alice BEH—FhA

ﬁ%%%§|@=<%x%¢§%§%m5ﬁ

o 1 1
W= 1) W, =[S 101y, +—
) o) 1 W) [Blpﬁ s

1110),) " . A AR TRk m, TR
1| FIRERALIL IR T, PR 2 R Alice 1EAZ3%H
WP, TR 3 /R Bob TEAE % T & F 1943
W] & S FE TR IR At n] FoR

s 3o () e8],

) e

1 1
L@ty =1 00) + | 11), | &) =
A ) i >+ﬁ ) )

1 1 1 1
—100) —— 1 11),1 ¥y =—101) +—1 10},
i ) 5 ) ) v >+ﬁ )

1 1 .

| W) =—101) ———110), W Alice Il 145
V2 V2

R P),, W Bb HEIMETFEREI P =

1 ( o j 16]
S gy \B)
Alice il Bob H:52—X%} EPR %, % & POVM

FEPEALLT 4 ARG
A1=1|¢,>|®1I=1[|a| Ba*j;
2 2(g'a 1817
A= tiay@= P _Bw}
2 2(-Ba* lal?

A=t ay e [P /Ta}

2 2 Ba” lal?
A=ty -t e _Bf]
2 2(-B"a B

(2)
ol (@, 1= (a.B) (D, 1= (B, - ), (P,

l=(B,a) ,(P,1=(a, =)o X Alice kit
ST DURFED 2 B IR 4 2] A3 (2) 4 T B



156 B o /5 M5 MM

ERRES

(PR R, Alice 126 B HE 25 55
Bob, Bob 2fH— ) X IEAEHAI 45 8. FLIKSTR
.

54 Alice %18 T+ 9 B 40 16 8 0t 25 545 4
J&i ,Bob MYEB A BCAT 2 KA AB 4L, i | &) Ffb RiE
w1 v, wiva awa v = (2,

o

Y ey =2 ey =(B) =
e (5] (25w -(B). me
HERAYJE, Bob R i FAJEAKHE Alice 1 1 4 HL{5

BEREBIRA G SR, AR « 1B, Bob 193]
BB W) 5, N TIRE Alice £ 125, 47T TN
THAE, DM, ABIEIE A (3) KA Alice £
A A
(Ml)ij = Zab (Cl)ia,jb (pser) ba (3)
AR (3, M, WAL R E ¢ =
QYD |, Wi, =l @)(DI| T ks i ftEE
WM ET ba RENZHPIWET, £i=0,/=0
W, G a4 B p, FLLC, 3 4R Res

1
— 0
2

[‘f 5“2]=1 a2 X8 M, )
0o o) B B 2
s, Bi=1,; =008 XNERE M, 095 47
AT VA . R Fh 5 2%, Toit s RAL f it
MRS (250 (2) ) Bob #B AT LIS EIXT N 145
L1l RER

BRI JEARTE— UGH 5 et e b i TN R
(hn: M B MG A ) T, R R 5
H1 O 2820 1 BEH 12850 0, BRA% A IS H W h il 42 4>
PR — AN DLAR bR, TEAS SCrP R 5 R 1154
T

dif (key )
nkrrors = 7len(keyr1) (4)

Hdr | nErrors (RFEIRIGE  dif (key,, ) RFEWIYL
KIETT Alice 52U Bob i 5 i 2 25 A W) B EL
FEXS IR S5 RN ) 1% 5 len (key, ) AR B IETT
Alice 55 B 2 BB K
1.1.2 2

AR AR AR UCE TP RV IR
FRIABE R | A58 23 e IR IS P A P A v, o 2 T f P
B, AP AR R AT

wn

Ecr =

(5)
toalnum

AP Eer RERAN B wn AR — KB U7 & 2%

I EEAFEL, toalnum AU —WCHMS R & 36 75 00 1R 7
A 1 HERREL
1.1.3 Phln]fEs

PIMSCRT 5 28t A 0 DR AT S e A e PR ) -
Bt —  PIUnT 5 58 E E B P O] SE M 2 4
R, S DR 1 R 2 A A, AR SCPMR]
FERMITE AT .

Prel = herrRate — nerrRate (6)

K, Prel {RERMMLATFERR  herrRate 1 FRA 6T
RS TR A 3R nerrRate 1% 36158 63 Wr 2 B 1R
F RIS
1.2 #ImERSH

TESEPRIZ AT IR B | 3218 22 R 3R 52 M) S B0 3l
fEH R RAET: . . e W SN —E R
i R SEPRY AN R R AR o X A o AR
HE R
1.2.1 Bl

3 W B B AFAE (3% WU TR AR B, 25 35 845
—R UL R LR, A — BT Rk N A
HATEIWT w2 < il B W T R 1R
P Enan v A T DR U 4 BT B AR IR A
SR 5T W & Eve H- A HIGE WL TT Bob 5 & K7
Alice 29 5E fdt HDIRH 1E SE VA — BEAE A ) 122 153 47 25
W B0k 326 U7 7 5 - LR A B0 Y8 , 917
FEORIGREET
122 #ZE—EkAE

LY P 2850 IR A AR 22 i, Horh g ol L
MR — i R WGl AT AT W AR a5,
B3 T R = AR H R AR R B A S AR A T
B—aE kT, ISUFIR, Alice A2 il — Bt FENL 4
IR IR 4 Bob, KikiEH Eve XHF B AT H 4RI
i PR AT R AT ER Y 5 AR 45 Bob, XAt
PR R —E R Mg R
1.2.3 W

TE A5 Ao R MR R R A AN AT R R ) 52 R 2R S
i E MR I W S EL UG T Eve KRS
Bob Wi G| A, & il A LR (E S & DA
PG AR SRR AT B, . S g Rk
NP5 5 1 52 M) 2 BOBR IR R 3 | 2R sy |, Py
AT HE AT
1.3 FESHEI&ET
1.3.1 BB84 B

224 BB84 PRI 1 iR,



%o

RAENG, 4. BB84 5 B2 & Tl (E N UMLK E AT 157

E 1 BB84 iR iEE
Fig. 1 BB84 protocol flowchart
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Tab. 1 Comparison on key distribution data of BB84 and B92 protocol without eavesdropper
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Fig. 5 Comparison of 150 bits error rate between the two protocols
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