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We propose and analyze a scalable and fully autonomous scheme for preparing spatially distributed
multiqubit entangled states in a dual-rail waveguide QED setup. In this approach, arrays of qubits located
along two separated waveguides are illuminated by correlated photons from the output of a nondegenerate
parametric amplifier. These photons drive the qubits into different classes of pure entangled steady states,
for which the degree of multipartite entanglement can be conveniently adjusted by the chosen pattern of
local qubit-photon detunings. Numerical simulations for moderate-sized networks show that the
preparation time for these complex multiqubit states increases at most linearly with the system size
and that one may benefit from an additional speedup in the limit of a large amplifier bandwidth. Therefore,
this scheme offers an intriguing new route for distributing ready-to-use multipartite entangled states across
large quantum networks, without requiring any precise pulse control and relying on a single Gaussian
entanglement source only.
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Introduction.—As quantum computing and quantum
communication systems with an increasing number
of coherently integrated components become techno-
logically available, a growing demand for efficient schemes
to transfer quantum states or distribute entanglement
across different parts of such networks will arise [1–4].
While basic protocols to do so are well known and have
already been successfully implemented in a variety of
platforms [5–14], it is envisioned that in future quantum
devices, entanglement must be generated and interchanged
among many thousands of qubits within a limited coher-
ence time. In view of this challenge, there is a strong
motivation to go beyond a serial application of existing
protocols and search for more efficient quantum commu-
nication strategies that are fast, parallelizable, and, ideally,
require a minimal amount of classical control.
In this Letter, we describe a fully autonomous entangle-

ment distribution scheme, which exploits an intriguing
physical effect, namely the formation of multipartite
entangled stationary states in a cascaded dual-rail quantum
network. Specifically, we consider a configuration as shown
in Fig. 1, where spatially separated qubits located along two
photonic waveguides are illuminated by the correlated
output of a nondegenerate parametric amplifier [15].
Previously, it was proposed to use broadband squeezed
reservoirs for generating bipartite entanglement between
separated qubit pairs [16–22] or, for specific arrangements,
between qubits along a 1D channel [23,24] or in coupled
arrays [25,26]. Here we show, first of all, that this concept

can be generalized to produce, under ideal conditions, an
arbitrary number of maximally entangled qubit pairs over
large distances. Moreover, we find that the entanglement
shared between different sets of qubits can be adjusted by
simply changing the local qubit-photon detunings. This
provides a convenient way to “program” different classes of
multipartite entangled states without the need for any time-
dependent control or additional nonlocal operations.
To evaluate the scalability of this approach, we simulate

the formation of these multipartite entangled states under

FIG. 1. Sketch of a dual-rail quantum network, where qubits
along two separated waveguides are driven by the correlated
output of a nondegenerate parametric amplifier and relax into a
pure steady state jψ0ðr; δ⃗A; PÞi. As shown in the inset, the qubits
in waveguide A (B) are detuned from the central photon
frequency ωA (ωB) by δA;i (δB;i) and the qubit-waveguide
coupling is assumed to be fully directional. See text for more
details.
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more realistic conditions, taking in particular a finite
bandwidth of the squeezing source into account. We
find that the maximal number of entangled qubit pairs
Nent remains rather robust under the influence of experi-
mental imperfections, and that the total preparation time
Tprep ∼ Nent scales at most linearly with the system size,
independently of the complexity of the prepared state. In
the limit of a large amplifier bandwidth, the intrinsic
parallelization of the preparation scheme can be exploited
to further reduce Tprep, which shifts the technological
requirements for scalability from the control of many
qubits to the optimization of a single Gaussian squeezing
source. This can be advantageous for many applica-
tions in optical, microwave, or hybrid [27–30] quantum
networks, where such photonic devices are currently
developed [14,31–37].
Model.—We consider a dual-rail quantum network as

depicted in Fig. 1, where two sets of qubits η ¼ A, B are
coupled to two separate photonic channels. The wave-
guides are connected to a common nondegenerate para-
metric amplifier, which we model by a two-mode
squeezing interaction (ℏ ¼ 1) Hχ ¼ igða†Aa†B − aAaBÞ for
two local modes with bosonic annihilation operators aA and
aB. These photons then decay into the respective wave-
guides with rate κ and drive the qubits into a correlated
state. For the following analysis, we assume that the qubit-
waveguide coupling is fully directional [38–40] and label
the qubits by the index i ¼ 1;…; N along the direction of
propagation. Such conditions can be realized by using
circulators [41–46], chiral waveguides [40], or other
schemes for directional coupling [47–50].
We first focus on the limit of a broadband amplifier,

κ → ∞, in which case the dynamics of the photons can be
adiabatically eliminated to obtain an effective master
equation (see Ref. [51] for more details)

ρ̇q ¼ −i½Hcasc; ρq� þ
X
η¼A;B

γD½Jη�ρq ð1Þ

for the reduced qubit density operator ρq. Here γ de-
notes the decay rate of each individual qubit and
D½C�ρ ¼ CρC† − fC†C; ρg=2. In Eq. (1) we have already
rewritten the underlying directional qubit-qubit interactions
in terms of a coherent Hamiltonian evolution with

Hcasc ¼
X
η;i

δη;i
2

σzη;i þ i
γ

2

X
η;j>i

ðσþη;iσ−η;j − H:c:Þ; ð2Þ

and purely dissipative processes with collective jump
operators

JA ¼ coshðrÞLA − sinhðrÞL†
B; ð3Þ

JB ¼ coshðrÞLB − sinhðrÞL†
A; ð4Þ

where Lη ¼
P

N
i¼1 σ

−
η;i. In this broadband limit, the system

is thus fully determined by the squeezing parameter
r ¼ 2tanh−1ð2g=κÞ, characterizing the degree of two-mode
squeezing of the photon source, and the two sets of qubit
detunings, δ⃗η¼A;B ¼ ðδη;1; δη;2;…; δη;NÞ.
Steady states.—Equation (1) describes an open quantum

many-body system with competing coherent and dissipa-
tive processes, which in general drive the qubits into a
highly mixed steady state. However, in the following, we
show that there exist specific conditions under which the
steady state of the network ρ0q ¼ jψ0ihψ0j is not only pure
but also exhibits different degrees of multipartite entangle-
ment that can be controlled by the local detunings δη;i.
We start our analysis by considering the simplest case of

a single pair of qubits (N ¼ 1) and δA;1 ¼ δB;1 ¼ 0, as
originally discussed in Ref. [16]. In this case, one can
explicitly show that the unique steady state of Eq. (1) is
jψ0i ¼ jΦþ

1;1i, where

jΦþ
i;ji ¼

coshðrÞj0A;iij0B;ji þ sinhðrÞj1A;iij1B;jiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
coshð2rÞp ð5Þ

approaches a maximally entangled Bell state for r ≫ 1.
This state satisfies the dark-state conditions Jηjψ0i ¼ 0 and
Hcascjψ0i ¼ 0, which implies that once the qubits have
reached the steady state, they completely decouple from the
squeezed photonic bath. Consequently, they no longer
affect successive qubits along the waveguide.
Importantly, this observation remains true even for finite

detunings satisfying δA;1 þ δB;1 ¼ 0, which then allows us
to systematically identify also more complex multiqubit
steady states by proceeding in two steps. First, we set
δ⃗B ¼ −δ⃗A, such that, according to the argument from
above, qubits with the same index decouple pairwise from
the photonic reservoir. The network then relaxes into the
pure steady state jψ0i ¼ jΦki, where

jΦki ¼ ⊗
N

i¼1
jΦþ

i;ii ð6Þ

is the product of N consecutive Bell pairs of the type given
in Eq. (5). Interestingly, this result is independent of the
total number of qubit pairs, similar to what has been found
for coupled spin chains [26] or discrete cavity arrays [25].
In the second step, we make use of the form invariance of

the cascaded master equation in Eq. (1) under unitary
transformations of the type [38]

Ui;iþ1 ¼ eiθi;iþ1ðs⃗B;iþs⃗B;iþ1Þ2 ; ð7Þ

where s⃗μ ¼ ðσxμ; σyμ; σzμÞ=2 and the mixing angle satisfies
tanðθi;iþ1Þ ¼ ðδB;i − δB;iþ1Þ=γ. Under these transforma-
tions, one finds that Ui;iþ1JηU

†
i;iþ1 ¼ Jη and

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 131, 250801 (2023)

250801-2



Ui;iþ1Hcascðδ⃗A; δ⃗BÞU†
i;iþ1 ¼ Hcascðδ⃗A; Pi;iþ1δ⃗BÞ; ð8Þ

where the permutation Pi;iþ1 exchanges δB;i and δB;iþ1. In
other words, given a pure steady state jψ0i for a certain
detuning pattern δ⃗B, the state jψ 0

0i ¼ Ui;iþ1jψ0i is a pure
steady state of the same network with a permuted pattern of
detunings, δ⃗0B ¼ Pi;iþ1δ⃗B.
This form invariance now allows us to construct a large

family of multipartite entangled steady states, which are
parametrized by (i) the squeezing parameter r, (ii) the set of
detunings δ⃗A for qubits in waveguide A, and (iii) a
permutation P that fixes the detunings in waveguide B
to be δ⃗B ¼ −Pδ⃗A. By decomposing P ¼ Q

σ Piσ ;iσþ1 into a
product of nearest-neighbor transpositions, we can start
with the state in Eq. (6) and then use the relation below
Eq. (8) to derive an explicit expression for the correspond-
ing steady state,

jψ0ðr; δ⃗A; PÞi ¼
Y
σ

Uiσ ;iσþ1jΦki: ð9Þ

Importantly, this is also the unique steady state of the
network, as discussed in more detail in [51]. A graphical
illustration of Eq. (9) is presented in Fig. 2(a).
Entanglement.—To investigate the entanglement proper-

ties of the family of states in Eq. (9), we start with the case
N ¼ 2 and choose the only nontrivial permutation
P ¼ P1;2. We obtain

jψ0i ¼
γjΦþ

1;1ijΦþ
2;2i þ iΔjΦþ

1;2ijΦþ
2;1iffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

γ2 þ Δ2
p ; ð10Þ

where Δ ¼ δA;1 − δA;2. In Figs. 2(b) and 2(c) we visualize
the entanglement structure of this state in terms of the
concurrences Cij ≡ CðρA;ijB;jÞ [58,59] of the reduced bipar-
tite qubit states ρA;ijB;j. For Δ ¼ 0, we find that for parallel
pairs Cii ≃ 1 already for moderate values of r≳ 1, con-
sistent with the state jΦki. For jΔj ≫ γ the same is true for
diagonal pairs, i.e., C12 ¼ C21 ≃ 1. For all intermediate
parameters, the state is a genuine four-partite entangled
state [60] and belongs to the set of locally maximally
entanglable states [61] for r ≫ 1.
For a larger number of qubits, we can use the

entanglement entropy SðρrÞ ¼ −Trfρr ln ρrg for a reduced
state ρr to study the entanglement between different
bipartitions of the network. First of all, this analysis shows
that SA ≡ SðρAÞ ¼ −N ln ½xxð1 − xÞð1−xÞ�, where x ¼
cosh2ðrÞ= coshð2rÞ only depends on the squeezing para-
meter r. This can be understood from the fact that the
unitaries Ui;iþ1 only act within subsystem B. Thus, with
respect to this partition, the states in Eq. (9) can be
understood as generalized “rainbow states” [26,62,63] with

a volume-law entanglement SðρAÞ ≃ N ln 2 for r≳ 1. In
contrast, for partitions along the chain, the entanglement
entropy Sn ¼ Sðρ½1;…;n�Þ depends not only on the chosen

permutation P but also on the pattern of detunings δ⃗A.
This is illustrated in Figs. 2(d) and 2(e), where we consider
as an example the detunings δA;i ¼ ði − 1ÞΔ and the
reversed order, δB;i ¼ −PrevδA;i ¼ −δA;Nþ1−i, in wave-
guide B. For Δ ≫ γ the unitaries in Eq. (9) correspond
to approximate SWAP operations and Sn ≃ 2n ln 2. Instead,
for Δ≲ γ, the entangling unitaries Ui;iþ1 ≈

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
SWAP

p
generate more multipartite entanglement across the
whole chain, which reduces the block-entanglement Sn

correspondingly. In general, different choices for δ⃗A and P
can be used to define certain blocks of qubits that are
entangled among each other, independently of their physi-
cal location.
Preparation time.—So far we have shown that a single

two-mode squeezing source is in principle enough to
entangle an arbitrary number of qubits. However, for
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FIG. 2. (a) Graphical illustration of Eq. (9). Starting from
δ⃗B ¼ −δ⃗A, the detunings in waveguide B are reordered as δ⃗B ¼
−Pδ⃗A through nearest-neighbor transpositions, following the
colored lines as a guide to the eye. Each transposition maps
into one of the unitary operations Ui;iþ1 that determine the final
steady state. (b) Bipartite entanglement expressed in terms of the
concurrences Cij for the four-qubit state in Eq. (10) as a function
of r, and in (c) as a function of Δ for r ¼ 1. (d) Sketch of the
detuning pattern for the family of multipartite states described in
the text and different partitions for evaluating the entanglement
entropy. (e) Entanglement entropy Sn as a function of n, for
different detunings Δ and r ¼ 1.
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practical applications, we must still evaluate the time Tprep
that it takes to prepare this state. To do so we first continue
with the analysis of the ideal qubit master equation in
Eq. (1) and study the relaxation dynamics toward the steady
state jψ0i, assuming that at t ¼ 0 all qubits are initialized in
state j0i. In Fig. 3 this evolution is shown in (a) for the
bipartite entangled state jΦki with δ⃗A ¼ 0 and in (b) for
the multipartite entangled state considered in Fig. 2(e). In
the bipartite case, we observe a successive, pairwise
formation of Bell states with a total time Tprep ∼ N.
Interestingly, already for δA;i ¼ 0, this preparation time
is faster than a sequential preparation ofN independent Bell
pairs, i.e., TprepðNÞ < NTprepðN ¼ 1Þ. For detuned qubits
the preparation time decreases further and TprepðNÞ ≃
TprepðN ¼ 1Þ for Δ≳ γ, i.e., all pairs are prepared in
parallel. For multipartite entangled states, where the
differences jδA;i − δA;jj are necessarily small, a full paral-
lelization is not possible, but even in this case we obtain an
intrinsic advantage compared to a sequential distribution of
entanglement, followed by local gates. Note that for the
same detunings δ⃗A, the relaxation time Tprep is independent
of the permutation P.
Scalability.—All the results so far have been derived

within the infinite-bandwidth approximation, which under-
lies Eq. (1) and assumes that correlated photons are
available at arbitrary detunings. Obviously, this assumption
must break down when δmax ¼ maxfjδA;ijg≳ κ, but even
for δA;i ¼ 0 it has been shown that any finite κ limits the
transferable entanglement [22]. Therefore, to provide
physically meaningful predictions about the scalability of
the current scheme it is necessary to go beyond the
assumption of a Markovian squeezed reservoir [16–26]
and take finite-bandwidth effects into account. To do
so we now simulate the dynamics of the state of the full

network ρ as described by the cascaded quantum master
equation [51]

ρ̇ ¼ −i½Hχ ; ρ� þ
X
η

κD½aη�ρ

×
X
η;i

�
−i

δη;i
2

½σzη;i; ρ� þ γD½σ−η;i�ρþ
γϕ
2
D½σzη;i�ρ

�

þ
X
η;i

ffiffiffiffiffi
κγ

p
T ½aη; σ−η;i�ρþ

X
η;j>i

γT ½σ−η;i; σ−η;j�ρ: ð11Þ

Here we have already included a finite dephasing rate γϕ for
each qubit and introduced the superoperator T ½O1; O2�ρ ¼
½O1ρ; O

†
2� þ ½O2; ρO

†
1� to model directional interactions

between all nodes along the same waveguide.
In Fig. 4(a) we plot the steady-state concurrences Cii for

the case δA;i ¼ 0 and different ratios β ¼ κ=γ. We see that a
finite bandwidth κ reduces the maximal amount of entan-
glement for the first pair [22] and also results in a gradual
decay of the entanglement along the chain. By using a
linear extrapolation, Nent ¼ C11=ðC11 − C22Þ, we can use
these finite-size simulations to extract the maximal number
of pairs that can be entangled for a given β and dephasing
rate γϕ. These results are summarized in Fig. 4(b). We see
that for otherwise ideal conditions, rather large numbers of
Nent ∼ 10–100 can be entangled for moderate β, while the
presence of dephasing or other imperfections sets addi-
tional limits on Nent. Note that these results are for δA;i ¼ 0,
where the formation of the steady state is the slowest. Thus,
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FIG. 3. (a) Relaxation into a bipartite entangled state for δ⃗A ¼ 0

and (b) into a multipartite entangled state for δ⃗B ¼ −Prevδ⃗A
and Δ ¼ γ=5. In both cases N ¼ 5. (c) Scaling of the prepa-
ration time Tprep for different ratios Δ=γ, where δA;i ¼ Δði − 1Þ
and δ⃗B ¼ −δ⃗A. We define Tprep via the condition
½1 − μðTprepÞ�=N ¼ 0.001, where μ ¼ Tr½ρ2q� is the purity. For
the examples in (a) and (b), Tprep is indicated by the dashed
vertical line. In all plots r ¼ 1.
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FIG. 4. (a) Plot of the steady-state concurrences Cii for δ⃗A ¼ 0
and different amplifier bandwidths. (b) Maximal number of
entangled pairs, Nent as a function of β ¼ κ=γ, and different
dephasing rates γϕ. (c) Dependence of the concurrence of a single
qubit pair on the detuning Δ, where δA;1 ¼ −δB;1 ¼ Δ and
different values of β have been assumed. (d) Plot of the
concurrence C44 in a chain of N ¼ 4 qubit pairs with δA;i ¼
ði − 1ÞΔ ¼ −δB;i and a finite dephasing rate. This plot illustrates
the initial gain from a parallel preparation when Δ > 0, while the
entanglement decreases again when δmax ¼ ðN − 1ÞΔ ≈ κ, due to
finite bandwidth effects. In all plots r ¼ 1.

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 131, 250801 (2023)

250801-4



these results represent approximate upper bounds for Nent
also for all other classes of multipartite entangled states.
Additional plots for number of entangled pairs for various
experimental sources of imperfections together with esti-
mates for the achievable Nent in state-of-the-art microwave
networks are presented in [51].
Finally, let us return to the observed speedup for far-

detuned qubits, but taking a finite amplifier bandwidth into
account. In Fig. 4(c) we investigate, first of all, the
dependence of C11 on the detuning δA;1 ¼ Δ. As expected,
this plot shows a significant decay of the entanglement for
Δ=κ > 1, from which we also deduce that δmax < κ must be
satisfied in the multiqubit case. Since for a parallel
preparation with TprepðNÞ ∼ const we require δmax ≈ γN,
we conclude that the number of pairs that can be entangled
in parallel Nk ≈ Nent is actually comparable to the total

number of entangled pairs for δ⃗A ¼ 0. As a minimal
illustration of this behavior, we consider in Fig. 4(d) the
example of N ¼ 4 pairs with δA;i ¼ Δði − 1Þ. We plot the
concurrence of the last pair C44 for a fixed dephasing rate γϕ
and increasing detuning Δ. Up to Δ ∼ κ, entanglement
increases due to a reduced preparation time, while for larger
detunings finite-bandwidth effects set in and degrade the
entanglement again. Note that for a parametric amplifier
with asymmetric decay rates κA ≠ κB, the structure of
the ideal qubit master equation in Eq. (1) remains the
same [51], but finite-bandwidth effects are determined by
the minimal rate κmin ¼ minfκA; κBg.
Conclusions.—In summary, we have presented a fully

autonomous scheme for distributing entanglement among
two distant sets of qubits. Within the same setup, states with
varying degrees of bi- and multipartite entanglement can be
prepared by adjusting the squeezing strength and the
local qubit detunings, while retaining a preparation
time that scales at most linearly with N. Compared to
related autonomous protocols discussed for single wave-
guides [23,24,38,39], locally coupled chains [25,26], or
combinations thereof [64], the use of a propagating two-
mode entangled source offers the possibility to entangle
qubits that are arbitrarily far apart [51] and a systematic
way to parallelize the scheme by increasing the bandwidth
of the amplifier. This makes this approach very attractive
for long-distance entanglement distribution schemes with
long-lived spins or narrow-bandwidth optical emitters,
but also for local area quantum networks [65–68], where
multiple nodes can be simultaneously entangled with a
limited amount of control.
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