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Fusion-based photonic quantum computing architectures rely on two primitives: i) near-
deterministic generation and control of constant-size entangled states and ii) probabilistic entangling
measurements (photonic fusion gates) between entangled states. Here, we demonstrate these key
functionalities by fusing resource states deterministically generated using a solid-state spin-photon
interface. Repetitive operation of the source leads to sequential entanglement generation, whereby
curiously entanglement is created between the quantum states of the same spin at two different in-
stances in time. Such temporal multiplexing of photonic entanglement provides a resource-efficient
route to scaling many-body entangled systems with photons.

Introduction. Quantum computing relies on the re-
alization of a universal set of one- and two-qubit gate
operations. In photonics, the lack of photon-photon in-
teractions makes deterministic two-qubit gates challeng-
ing. This limitation has motivated the development of
alternative quantum computing approaches tailored to
the photonic platform where entangling gates can be
probabilistically implemented through measurements [1–
3]. In this context, fusion-based quantum computing
(FBQC) has emerged as a new and resource-efficient ap-
proach [4] where photons are continuously created in
small entangled resource states and rapidly measured in
shallow linear-optics circuits. Nonetheless, the quantum
information survives in the system via quantum tele-
portation through fusion gates — i.e. entangling two-
photon measurements that may be implemented prob-
abilistically with linear-optical circuits [2]. In FBQC,
the quantum computing backbone is a fusion network
consisting of multiple entangled resource states that are
routed from the sources and fused together. Fig. 1a il-
lustrates an example of a fusion network of spin-photon
entangled resource states [5–8]. The fusion operations ei-
ther proceed in space where two separate resource states
are combined (see Fig. 1b) or in time where photons
from the same source but emitted at different times are
fused (see Fig. 1c). The latter approach applies an op-
tical delay (e.g., in an optical fiber) to interleave subse-
quently emitted photons, which may offer a significant re-
source reduction in the required number of physical pho-
ton sources [9]. Significant progress has been reported
on developing FBQC photonic architectures tailored to
hardware capabilities and the physical noises and opera-
tions [10–14].

A central challenge in FBQC is generating the required
initial entangled resource states. All-optical approaches
use photonic circuits and multiplexing to convert her-

alded probabilistic linear-optical processes into near-
deterministic entanglement generation. However, they
require immense hardware overheads that render them
highly challenging for near-term technologies [15, 16].
Quantum emitters emerge as a platform with a strong
potential to surpass these limitations by naturally en-
abling the deterministic generation of photonic entangle-
ment [17, 18]. Investigated quantum emitter platforms
include quantum dots (QDs) [6, 8, 19–21], atoms [7, 22],
and color centers [23], and rely on creating an efficient
spin-photon interface where spin-dependent photon gen-
eration deterministically entangles the emitted photonic
qubits [17]. Recently, photonic resource states with up
to 14 photonic qubits and high-fidelity was demonstrated
with a quantum emitter [7]. However, combining deter-
ministic resource state generation with photonic circuitry
implementing FBQC fusion operations has so far been
elusive for photonic quantum technologies.

We demonstrate the key stepping stones of FBQC, i.e.
deterministic photonic resource state generation and pho-
tonic fusion with a solid-state platform based on QD
sources. QDs are considered a particularly promising
platform for this approach since they are capable of gen-
erating long strings of highly indistinguishable photonic
qubits at a GHz repetition rate [24, 25], allow high in-
distinguishability between QDs [26, 27], and are com-
patible with integrated photonic circuits for processing
quantum information [28–30]. The present work real-
izes temporal fusion operations, i.e. we fuse consecutive
resource states generated from the same QD but at dif-
ferent times. In this process, the state of a single electron
spin in the QD becomes entangled with itself, but at two
different instances in time. This peculiar entanglement
phenomenon is an asset in FBQC since it reduces the re-
quired overhead on the number of matter qubits in the
architecture [9].
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FIG. 1. Fusion-based quantum photonic systems. (a) Example of a fusion network generating long-range quantum
correlations by sequentially fusing photons from different resource states. (�1) Resource state generators (RSG), here depicted
as quantum emitters, are used to generate constant-size resource states of entangled photons. (�2) Space-like fusions (red
shaded) are used to fuse photons emitted in the same clock cycle (b), and (�3) time-like fusions (blue shaded) fuse photons
emitted from the same RSG but at different times using a temporal delay on the earliest photon (c). (�4) The fusion
network results in the generation of space-like (purple) and time-like (cyan) quantum correlations. (d) Schematic of a fusion
measurement implemented via a probabilistic linear-optical Bell state analyzer with a success probability of 50%. The four
two-photon detection patterns corresponding to successful fusion outcomes (ψ± projections) are shown, while the remaining
two-photon patterns are associated with fusion failure (ϕ± projections). (e) Projective states and parity outcomes for a fusion
measurement implemented via probabilistic linear-optical Bell state analyzer for the fusion success and failure cases, with∣∣ψ±〉 = (|01⟩ ± |10⟩)/

√
2 and

∣∣ϕ±〉 = (|00⟩ ± |11⟩)/
√
2.

Experimental scheme. The experimental setup is out-
lined in Fig. 2a. It consists of a resource state generator
chip, an active switch for routing photons from the emit-
ted resource states, and a fiber-based temporal fusion
gate via fiber delay and interference.

The resource state generator is implemented using a
spin-photon interface in an InGaAs QD that is embed-
ded in a GaAs photonic crystal waveguide (PCW) (see
electron microscope image in Fig. 2a). The QD pos-
sesses an optically cycling transition at 947.86 nm and
is driven resonantly (Ωe) for deterministic generation of
single photons (blue excitation in Fig. 2) with a near-
unity collection efficiency into the PCW [31]. The QD
is deterministically charged with a single electron spin
through a bias voltage and we apply an external mag-
netic field of 4 T along +y direction (Voigt geometry) to
access the two Zeeman spin ground states |↓⟩ and |↑⟩, see
Fig. 2b. Coherent Rabi spin rotations are implemented
by driving the QD with an off-resonant Raman laser Ωr

at 650 GHz red-detuning from the optical transition. In
advance, the spin coherence time is increased by mitigat-
ing the nuclear spin noise bath by implementing optical
cooling at the start of each experimental round [8, 32].

The protocol proceeds by operating spin-selective pho-
ton emission processes to deterministically generate en-
tangled resource states by sequentially emitting pho-
tons [17]. In the present case, the photonic qubit is de-
fined by whether the photon is emitted in an early (|e⟩)

or a late (|l⟩) time bin, and a spin-echo reshaping π-pulse
ensures that the protocol is robust towards spin dephas-
ing [33]. The pulse sequence is shown in Fig. 2c and is
repeated after 300 ns to generate two separate resource
states for the fusion experiment. Following the nuclear
spin narrowing pulse, the spin state is initialized by res-
onantly exciting the optical transition with a laser pulse
(Ωp) followed by a sequence of alternating spin rotations
and optical excitation/emission processes. Subsequently,
the spin state is read out by 200 ns of optical pumping
of the diagonal transition |↓⟩ → |⇑↑↓⟩, see Fig. 2b. This
procedure leads to photon emission if the spin is in the
state |↓⟩ ≡ |1⟩, leading to measuring the spin state in
the computational (Pauli Z) basis. To measure the spin
state in other Pauli bases, we use a rotating pulse Rϕ,θ

at the end of the resource state generation sequence and
prior to the optical spin pumping. The spin is then reini-
tialized to generate a second resource state and is read
out a second time.

The fusion experiment initially generates two sepa-
rate spin-photon entangled resource states at different
instances of time ta and tb (tb − ta = 300 ns), i.e.
|ψ−⟩ (ti) = (|0i⟩ |ei⟩ − |1i⟩ |li⟩)/

√
2, i = a, b. Here the

qubit state |0⟩ (|1⟩) corresponds to the |↑⟩ (|↓⟩) spin state,
and |e⟩ (|l⟩) denotes the emitted photon occupying the
early (late) time-bin. Subsequently, the first photon (la-
beled a) and the spin readout signal are routed with an
electro-optic switch to a single-mode fiber delay match-
ing the 300 ns time difference between the two resource
state generation times. The second photon is routed to a
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single-mode fiber without implementing a delay, result-
ing in both time-bin photonic qubits arriving simultane-
ously at a balanced fiber beam splitter (BS), as shown in
Fig. 2a. Photon detection on the output modes is imple-
mented via superconducting-nanowire single-photon de-
tectors (SNSPDs) that resolve the early and late photon
arrival times. In this circuit, the two early components
|ea⟩ and |eb⟩ of the two time-bin qubits interfere at the
BS, and the same is the case for the late components
|la⟩ and |lb⟩. By identifying |ei⟩ (|li⟩) with |0i⟩ (|1i⟩) as
the computational state of each time-bin photonic qubit,
the implemented scheme corresponds to a time-bin im-
plementation of the photonic fusion circuit in Fig. 1e.
Labeling the two output modes of the BS as c and d
(see Fig. 2a), the successful fusion outcomes correspond
to measuring the two photons in the detection patterns
|ecld⟩ and |edlc⟩ for a Bell state projection into ψ−, and
|eclc⟩ and |edld⟩ for projecting into ψ+. The remaining
detection patterns are associated with fusion failure, i.e.
projection of the joint state of the two photons into the
subspace spanned by the Bell states ϕ±.

Results. A photonic fusion gate consumes two fused
photons from different resource states to generate quan-
tum correlations between the remaining qubits. In our
case, these correlations are generated between the two
spin qubits encoded in the QD spin at times ta and tb, as
depicted in Fig. 1c, representing a time-like fusion opera-
tion. The two resource states are spin-photon Bell states
|ψ−⟩ (ti) and a successful fusion measurement projects
the photons into ψ+ (ψ−) to generate the joint two-spin
states |ψ±⟩s = (|↑a↓b⟩ ± |↓a↑b⟩)/

√
2. This corresponds

to a spin entangled with itself at two different instances
of time. These states are stabilized by the joint Pauli
operators −ZZ, ±XX, and ±Y Y , i.e. each represents
the unique common eigenstate of eigenvalue +1 for these
commuting operators [34]. Upon fusion failure (ϕ± pro-
jection), the ZZ fusion outcome is still obtained but the
XX and Y Y outcomes are erased. This results in the
generation of perfect correlations between the spin qubits
only in the ZZ basis (with expectation value +1), but no
correlations in the XX and Y Y bases.

The correspondence between the fusion outcomes and
the resulting joint state of the spin qubits described above
enables us to probe the fusion operation by measuring the
quantum correlations generated between the spin qubits.
Such an analysis is performed by measuring the states of
the two spin qubits in different single-qubit Pauli bases
to obtain the shared quantum correlations, as depicted
in Fig. 3a. The measured correlations between the spin
qubits for the ZZ, XX, and Y Y Pauli operators con-
ditioned on successful fusion outcomes ψ± are shown in
Fig. 3b. Because these operators are the stabilizers of
the targeted final joint state, their measurements enable

FIG. 2. Experimental setup. (a) Schematic diagram of the
experiment. The photons generated at time a and b, 300 ns
apart, are entangled with the same quantum dot spin embed-
ded in a photonic crystal waveguide. An electro-optic modu-
lator switches the first photon into path a and the second to
path b. In path a, a fiber coupler (FC) collects the photon
into a 300 ns fiber delay. The two photons overlap in time at
a 50/50 beamsplitter. The joint detection of two photons in
path c or d heralds an entangled state of the spin. (b) En-
ergy level diagram of the quantum dot spin with an electron
groundstate spin of |↑⟩ or |↓⟩. Controlled Rabi oscillations
of the spin state can be achieved through a Raman laser Ωr.
(c) Pulse sequence applied to the quantum dot spin. Before
initialization of the spin, nuclear spin narrowing is performed
to increase the spin-coherence time. The spin-photon entan-
glement consists of a π/2 and a π rotation together with the
emission of a photon in different time bins. The spin state
can be measured in different bases by rotating the spin before
readout.

benchmarking the fusion performance by verifying the
presence of entanglement between the early spin qubit
and the late spin qubit. In particular, they can be used
to calculate the fidelity with the target state using stan-
dard analysis techniques [35]. We find F = 0.59(3) when
conditioning on the fusion outcome ψ+ and F = 0.58(3)
when conditioning on ψ−. Both cases are significantly
above the 50% bound, indicating genuine spin qubit en-
tanglement. The entanglement is encoded in a single QD
spin state at two different times, and interestingly the
time separation is ultimately limited by the fiber propa-
gation loss and can be much longer than the spin coher-
ence time of the emitter. Indeed, between photon gener-
ations, the coherence between the spins at different times
is erased by the spin initialization pulses, and the fusion
operator recovers it. Therefore, the time-like fusion gate
can be interpreted as a heralded quantum memory opera-
tion: although the spin state is collapsed and reinitialized
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FIG. 3. Fusion measurement results. (a) The per-
formance of the time-like fusion is probed by analyzing the
entanglement fidelity of the two spin states after fusing the
two photons in the resource states. (b) Spin entanglement
correlation measurements are shown for the successful fusion
outcomes where the photons are projected into ψ+ (blue) and
ψ− (red) for the different eigenstates of the spin Pauli basis:
{|0⟩ ≡ |↑⟩ , |1⟩ ≡ |↓⟩} the eigenbasis of Z, {|±⟩ = (|0⟩ ±
|1⟩)/

√
2} the eigenbasis of X, and {|±i⟩ = (|0⟩ ± i |1⟩)/

√
2}

the eigenbasis of Y . (c) Expectation values of the spin state
stabilizers conditioned on success (ψ±) and failure (ϕ±) of
the photonic fusion. Due to the erasure of the XX and Y Y
fusion outcomes upon failure, only the ZZ value is shown for
this case. All error bars are estimated from Poissonian pho-
ton statistics.

between the two time instances, the quantum information
is stored in the photon initially entangled with it, and the
fusion operation effectively teleports it into the new spin
state, thereby prolonging the effective coherence of the
spin state.

An important metric to benchmark the functionality
of fusion operations in a network is the noise rate of the
fusion outcomes, i.e., the rate with which the erroneous
results are obtained in the parity checks [4]. Due to the
correspondence between the fusion outcome and the joint
spin state described above, the error rates in a Pauli op-
erator associated with a fusion outcome can be probed

by analyzing the error rates in the same operator but
on the spin qubits. Note, however, that estimating fu-
sion error rates through the spin states introduces ad-
ditional imperfections due to noises (e.g. rotation and
readout errors) in the spin system. The obtained er-
ror rates should therefore be considered upper bounds
on the intrinsic performance of the photonic fusion gate.
Expectation values for the ZZ, XX, and Y Y spin oper-
ators conditioned on the successful fusion outcomes ψ±

are reported in Fig. 3c. For the ψ+ fusions, the corre-
sponding error rates are 18(3)%, 31(2)%, and 33(2)% for
ZZ, XX, and Y Y , respectively, and conditioning on ψ−

leads to 19(2)%, 33(2)%, 33(2)%. In the same figure, we
also report the ZZ expectation value conditioned on the
fusion failure outcome ϕ±, obtained from detection pat-
terns with both photons detected in either the early or
the late time bin. The XX and Y Y operators are erased
in this failure case and thus not reported. These events
have a higher contribution from residual background pho-
tons (see Supplementary Information [36]), resulting in a
higher ZZ error rate of 32(4)%. In the Supplementary
Information [36] we report an analysis of physical mech-
anisms that contribute to the error rates and show that
a large portion of the noise budget is expected to arise
from spin noise. Routes to further improvement of the
experimental performance have been discussed in detail
in Ref. [8].

Conclusion and outlook. We have presented pho-
tonic fusion between entangled resource states gener-
ated by quantum emitters and benchmarked the system
performance through the quantum correlations of the
spin states. Our proof-of-concept demonstration may be
further improved by advancing the spin system and in
particular strain-free GaAs droplet-epitaxy QDs [37, 38]
with reduced high-frequency nuclear spin noise appears
an attractive route to significantly improve the system
performance. These methods promise to enable fusion-
based networks with noise rates approaching the thresh-
olds for current fault-tolerant photonic quantum comput-
ing architectures [33]. Furthermore, the optimization of
tailored architectures that can take advantage of the spin-
photon building block for quantum photonic hardware
may bring hardware requirements closer to near-term
technology [39, 40]. A main advantage of the photonic
approach is that large entangled states can be built from
few hardware components (tens to hundreds of quantum
emitters [9]) by repetitions of just two primitives: near-
deterministic resource state generation and fusion oper-
ations. We have reported the first experimental demon-
stration of both functionalities constituting an impor-
tant step towards scalable fusion-based photonic quan-
tum technologies.
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