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operating a transparent peer review scheme. This document only contains reviewer comments and rebuttal letters 
for versions considered at Nature Communications. 

REVIEWERS' COMMENTS

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author): 

I would like to thank the authors for their careful resubmission and response to all my queries. Indeed, my 
biggest concern was the local nature of the measurement precluding any separated implementation of frequency 
superposition measurements. As the authors explained, this is not actually the case, as one could synchronise two 
EOMs to implement spatially separated measurements. In the context of QKD it is then interesting to see how 
these synchonisations can be done without giving away the measurement basis, but that is certainly a topic for 
further work and beyond the scope of the paper. I also saw the responses to Reviewer 2 and in my opinion these 
have been addressed satisfactorially. 

As I was already tending to recommend the paper for acceptance in Nature Photonics and the authors have 
clarified all important issues to me, I am now happy to strongly suggest publication in Nature communications. 

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author): 

I am happy with the detailed responses provided by the authors to all of my queries and am supportive of 
publication in Nature Comms.
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