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We propose a novel entanglement-creation scheme in a multi-atom ensemble, named entanglement
amplification, which converts unentangled states into entangled states and amplifies less-entangled
ones to maximally-entangled Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) states. The scheme starts with
a multi-atom ensemble initialized in a coherent spin state. By shifting the energy of a particular
Dicke state, we break the Hilbert space of the ensemble into two isolated subspaces to tear the
coherent spin state into two components so that entanglement is introduced. After that, we uti-
lize the isolated subspaces to further enhance the entanglement by coherently separating the two
components. By single-particle Rabi drivings on atoms in a high-finesse optical cavity illuminated
by a single-frequency light, 2000-atom GHZ states can be created with a fidelity above 80% in an
experimentally achievable system, making resources of ensembles at Heisenberg limit practically
available for quantum metrology.

Entanglement plays a central role in quantum mechan-
ics. It is one of the most important topics in fields in-
cluding quantum information [1–3], quantum communi-
cation [4, 5] and quantum metrology [6–8]. By utiliz-
ing different classes of entangled states, one can speed
up computations [9–11], secure private communications
[12–16], and overcome the standard quantum limit [17–
24] to get higher precision. Among all the classes of en-
tangled states, the Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ)
state [25] is one of the ultimate goals for quantum infor-
mation and quantum metrology [26–37], for it displays
the Heisenberg limit [38] with the best precision guaran-
teed by fundamental principles of quantum mechanics.

However, it is non-trivial or even challenging to cre-
ate GHZ states in multi-particle ensembles. In the past
few years, pioneering contributions have been made to
realize multi-particle GHZ states at different platforms,
including 14 trapped ions [26–29], 18 state-of-the-art
photon qubits [30–32], and 12 superconducting qubits
[33, 34]. These outstanding works start a new era in de-
veloping scalable quantum computers, advancing quan-
tum metrology, and establishing quantum communica-
tion and teleportation. Recently there is a breakthrough
where up to 20 qubits [35–37] are entangled with a fi-
delity above 0.5 [29]. Nevertheless, the required precision
of the control and technical difficulties increase exponen-
tially as the number of qubits grows, making it difficult
to increase the size of GHZ states.
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In this Letter, we propose a deterministic scheme,
named entanglement amplification, to convert non-
entangled states into less-entangled states, and further
amplify the less-entangled ones to maximally-entangled
GHZ states in atomic ensembles. By shifting the energy
of one particular angular momentum eigenstate of col-
lective atomic spins (Dicke state [39]), the Hilbert space
is broken into two isolated subspaces separated by this
energy-shifted boundary. Any wavefunction in one of
the subspaces is not allowed to leak out to or penetrate
from the other. When a coherent spin state is approach-
ing the boundary by Rabi drivings between two spins of
each atom, the wavefunction evolves around the bound-
ary, being torn into two separated components, and fi-
nally becomes a cat state. Furthermore, by carefully
choosing the subspace boundary and the orientation of
the wavefunction, one component can be frozen, while
the other continues rotating under Rabi drivings, which
further stretches the wavefunction separation of the cat
state, until the maximally-separated state (GHZ state)
is obtained. Estimated with experimentally achievable
parameters, a 100-atom GHZ state can be obtained with
a fidelity at 0.92, and the one with 2000 atoms can be
achieved with a fidelity at 0.89. Moreover, we find the
fidelity of GHZ states obtained using entanglement am-
plification decreases logarithmically as the atom number
increases, making it possible to extend this scheme into
the regime of larger atom number.

We consider N three-level atoms trapped in an opti-
cal cavity (see Fig. 1), with two ground states | ↑〉 and
| ↓〉, and one excited state |e〉. The cavity mode couples
the state | ↑〉 to the state |e〉 with a single-photon Rabi
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FIG. 1. Setup for entanglement amplification in atomic en-
sembles. (a) N atoms are coupled to a high finesse optical
cavity, and the cavity is illuminated by a single-frequency
light which can be turned on or off. (b) The atomic level dia-
gram and the cavity transmission spectra. The Rabi drivings
are applied to couple | ↑〉 and | ↓〉. The cavity mode couples
| ↑〉 to |e〉 with a detuning ∆. Due to the strong coupling in
the atom-cavity system, each atom in | ↑〉 shifts the cavity res-
onance by an amount of ωs = g2/∆ > κ. Thus, the incident
light with frequency of ω1 = ωc + ωs only shifts the energy
of the Dicke state | − S + 1〉 and creates a boundary in the
Hilbert space at this Dicke state. (c) The quasi-probability
distribution (Husimi-Q function) on the Bloch sphere before,
within, and after entanglement amplification process.

frequency 2g and a detuning ∆, where ∆ is much larger
than the spontaneous decay rate Γ of the state |e〉. By
adiabatically eliminating the state |e〉, we obtain an effec-
tive Hamiltonian Hc [40, 41], describing the interaction
between the cavity field and N two-level atoms:

Hc = ~ωs(Sz + S)ĉ†ĉ. (1)

Here, Sz is the collective angular momentum operator
along z axis, ωs = g2/∆ is the coupling strength, S =
N/2 is the total spin magnitude, and ĉ† (ĉ) is the creation
(annihilation) operator of the cavity field.

Each atom in the state | ↑〉 shifts the cavity resonance
ωc by an amount of ωs. When the cavity is illuminated by
a light beam at frequency ωn = ωc+nωs, the intra-cavity
intensity 〈ĉ†ĉ〉m,n is negligibly small if m 6= n, where m
is the number of atoms in the state | ↑〉. In this case,
only quantum states with n atoms in | ↑〉 introduce sig-
nificant intra-cavity intensity, and thus introduce a sig-
nificant AC stark shift n~ωs〈ĉ†ĉ〉n,n to the Dicke state
|m = −N/2 +n〉, while the light-induced energy shifts of
other Dicke states are negligible. This achieves the goal
of shifting one particular Dicke state away without af-
fecting the others and thus forms a boundary separating
the Hilbert space. In the following context, we choose
an incident light beam at frequency ω1 = ωc + ωs to il-
luminate the cavity so that the boundary separating the
Hilbert space is set to the Dicke state |m = −N/2 + 1〉.
As a result, in an ideal case, the effective Hamiltonian

FIG. 2. Four steps of entanglement amplification to cre-
ate a GHZ state from a coherent spin state. Here we plot
the Husimi-Q function for a 100-atom ensemble by using
the spherical coordinates (θ, φ) on the Bloch sphere, where
θ varies from 0 to π and φ varies from 0 to 2π. Each panel
contains one top view (θ from 0 to π/2) and one bottom view
(θ from π/2 to π) of the Bloch sphere. (a) A coherent spin
state is initialized in | ↑〉⊗N . (b) After Step 1, the state is
rotated close to | −N/2 + 1〉. (c) After Step 2, a cat state is
created by the boundary at | − N/2 + 1〉. (d) After Step 3,
the orientation of the cat state is re-aligned so that one com-
ponent sits at the south pole of the Bloch sphere. (e) A GHZ
state is created after Step 4 by freezing one component of the
wavefunction in | −N/2〉 using the boundary of | −N/2 + 1〉.

becomes H ′(δ) = diag(0, 0, . . . , ~δ, 0), where each diago-
nal matrix element H ′m,m corresponds to the energy shift
of the Dicke state |m = −N/2 + n〉, as n = N to 0 in a
descending order, and δ = ωs〈ĉ†ĉ〉1,1.

We realize entanglement amplification in the following
steps. Step 1: All the atoms are initialized in | ↑〉 and
then rotated along x axis by Rabi drivings approaching
the Dicke state |m = −N/2 + 1〉 without turning on the
incident light onto the cavity (Fig. 2a→2b). This pro-
cess can be described by the rotation Hamiltonian ~ΩSx
where Sx is the collective angular momentum operator
along x axis and Ω is the Rabi frequency of single-particle
Rabi drivings. Step 2: Turn on the cavity light to intro-
duce the energy shift at Dicke state |m = −N/2+1〉, and
continue the state rotation along x axis (Fig. 2b→2c).
This process is described by ~ΩSx + H ′. Here we re-
quire

√
NΩ < |δ| to guarantee the off-resonance con-

dition. The wavefunction propagates around the Dicke
state |m = −N/2 + 1〉 and evolves into two separate
components. By choosing a proper time to stop apply-
ing such Rabi drivings, the ensemble evolves into a cat
state |ψcat〉 where two components of the wavefunction
are coherently separated on the Bloch sphere (Fig. 2c):

|ψcat〉 = e−i[ΩSx+H′(δ2)/~]t2e−iΩSxt1 | ↑〉⊗N , (2)

where t1 and t2 represents the duration time of Step 1
and Step 2 respectively.

Then, we convert the obtained cat state into a GHZ
state by two additional steps. Step 3: Turn off the cav-
ity light, apply Rabi drivings to rotate the cat state un-
til one component of the state is aligned into the south
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pole of the Bloch sphere described by the Dicke state
|m = −N/2〉 (Fig. 2c→2d). In this step, the separa-
tion between two components stays unchanged. Step
4: Turn on both the cavity light and the Rabi Drivings
(Fig. 2d→2e). The component in |m = −N/2〉 is frozen
by the boundary at Dicke state |m = −N/2 + 1〉, while
the other component is rotated into the state |m = N/2〉.
A GHZ state |ψGHZ〉 with two coherent components each
on the north and south pole of the Bloch sphere is thus
obtained:

|ψGHZ〉 = e−i[ΩSφ4+H′(δ4)/~]t4e−iΩSφ3 t3 |ψcat〉, (3)

where Sφi = Sx cosφi + Sy sinφi. Here, e−iΩSφ3 t3 cor-
responds to Step 3, the process of the orientation align-

ment, and e−i[ΩSφ4+H′(δ4)/~]t4 corresponds to Step 4, the
process of amplifying the entanglement.

With all these operations, we convert a non-entangled
CSS into a less-entangled cat state, and amplify this cat
state into a maximally-entangled GHZ state, assuming
that the cavity lines are infinitely narrow compared with
the amount of cavity resonance shift introduced by one
atom in the ground state | ↑〉. This situation corresponds
to an infinitely large cavity cooperativity η.

In a realistic system with a finite cavity cooperativity,
we need to consider dissipation due to spontaneous de-
cay and effects of the finite cavity linewidth which lead
to redistribution of the wavefunction among two isolated
Hilbert subspaces. Such processes will decrease the fi-
delity of the obtained GHZ state. Suppose the excited
state |e〉 has a spontaneous decay rate Γ, and a detuned
coupling from | ↑〉 to |e〉 brings an AC Stark shift E↑ to
the energy of | ↑〉, and then introduces a spontaneous de-
cay rate Γ↑ = E↑ × Γ/∆ for each atom in | ↑〉. After the
4-step operations, the density matrix of the atomic en-
semble can be decomposed into two parts, the coherently-
evolved part and the incoherently-scattered part. Since
the latter part can be described by a positive-defined
density matrix, it should contribute a non-negative num-
ber to the fidelity of the obtained GHZ state. Thus, the
fidelity estimated only by the coherent-evolved density
matrix provides a lower bound for the fidelity of the ob-
tained GHZ state. Without losing generality, we choose
to name this lower bound as fidelity F in the following
context for simplicity.

When the cavity has a finite linewidth, the cavity light
at frequency ω1 introduces non-negligible AC Stark shifts
to other Dicke states besides |m = −N/2+1〉. Therefore,
in a realistic system, a modified non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian H ′exp replaces the ideal H ′ to describe the cavity
linewidth broadening and the cavity-assisted energy shift
under the dissipation of spontaneous decay (see Supple-

mental Information [42]):

H ′exp =
~δ
(
1− i Γ

2∆

)
|T (ωs, 1)|2

× diag(N |T (ωs, N)|2,

(N − 1)|T (ωs, N − 1)|2, . . . ,
1× |T (ωs, 1)|2, 0× |T (ωs, 0)|2). (4)

The real part of H ′exp characterizes AC Stark shifts for
different Dicke states and the imaginary part character-
izes the spontaneous-decay-induced decoherence. Here,
T (ξ, n) is the amplitude transmission function of the cav-
ity [41]:

T (ξ, n) =
1

1 + nη
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2 − 2i

[
ξ
κ − nη

(∆+ξ)/Γ
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2

] ,
(5)

where n is the atom number in the state | ↑〉, η =
4g2/ (Γκ) is the cavity cooperativity, κ is the linewidth
of the cavity, and ξ = ω−ωc is the light-cavity detuning.

To verify the validity of our scheme, we use experi-
mentally achievable parameters to estimate the fidelity
of the achieved GHZ state. We consider rubidium-87
as the candidate atom, with two ground states | ↓〉 and
| ↑〉 in different hyperfine manifolds of 5S1/2, and a ex-
cited state |e〉 in 5P3/2 with a spontaneous decay rate
Γ = 2π×6 MHz. Choosing cavity cooperativity η = 200,
and Rabi frequency of single-particle Rabi drivings Ω be-
tween 2π × 0.05 MHz and 2π × 0.2 MHz (see SI [42] for
details of all parameters), a GHZ state with a fidelity of
0.92 is achieved in a 100-atom ensemble, and a fidelity of
0.89 is achieved in a 2000-atom ensemble.

The fidelity F of the obtained GHZ state has favor-
able scaling on atom number N , as plotted in Fig. 3a.
When atom number N increases, the fidelity F of the
obtained GHZ state decreases due to the dissipation in-
duced by spontaneous decay. For the atomic population
in boundary state |m = −N/2 + 1〉 which has the high-
est spontaneous decay rate, the dissipation is suppressed
due to little population at this boundary state resulted
from off-resonant Rabi coupling. For atomic population
in the other states, the spontaneous decay rate is low be-
cause the incident light is off-resonantly suppressed by
the cavity linewidth. Such dissipation is proportional to
1/n for atomic population in state |m = −N/2 + n〉 for
n = 2 to N , and thus introduces an overall dissipation
proportional to lnN . This weak dependence of F on N
helps to extend the scheme into the regime of thousands
of atoms.

To understand the dependence of fidelity F on cavity
cooperativity η, we plot fidelities of obtained GHZ states
with 100 atoms at different cavity cooperativity η with
corresponding optimized detuning ∆ (Fig. 3b). The op-
timized ∆ is proportional to η, and the optimized ti are
the same for different η. According to Eq. S7 and S8, we
find when η increases, the coherent evolution keeps un-
changed because η/∆ is a constant, but the spontaneous
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FIG. 3. Characterization of obtained GHZ states. (a) The fi-
delity F versus the atom number N at η = 200. (b) F versus
the cooperativity η at N = 100. The dashed blue lines shows
the empirical formula of F in Eq. 6. (c) F versus (lnN)/η.
Here we plot five sets of calculation results. The red squares
correspond to a fixed η = 200 with different atom number
from N = 100 to 2000. The gray stars correspond to N = 100
with different η from 200 to 1000. The orange diamonds cor-
respond to N = 400 with η = 200 to 1000. The green circles
correspond to N = 800 with η = 200 to 1000. The purple
triangles correspond to N = 1200 with η = 200 to 1000. The
blue dashed line corresponds to the empirical formula of F .
(d) The parity oscillation of 〈P 〉 versus the rotating angle θ.
Here we only plot two typical intervals [−0.03π, 0.03π] and
[0.47π, 0.53π] while the rapid oscillation of 〈P 〉 is within the
whole region of θ ∈ [−π, π].

decay rate decreases inversely proportional to η (or ∆).
The empirical formula for the fidelity F versus N and η
is (see Fig. 3c and SI [42] for more discussions):

F = 0.98− 2.3(lnN)/η. (6)

The obtained GHZ states can be verified experimen-
tally by detecting the parity oscillation [29]. In our case,
we apply a rotation eiπSθ/2 to the obtained GHZ state
and then measure the mean value of the parity operator

P =
∏N
i=1 σ

(i)
z , where σ

(i)
z is the Pauli z-matrix of the

i-th atom. The parity 〈P 〉 ∼ cos (Nθ) oscillates versus
θ (see Fig. 3d), proving the non-trivial coherence of N
atoms between the states |m = −N/2〉 and |m = N/2〉,
and thus the measured state is a GHZ state.

To show that the obtained GHZ state is useful for
metrological purposes, we plot its Fisher information
which characterizes its metrological gain relative to that
of a CSS (Fig. 4). Here, we plot the Fisher information
of the obtained GHZ states at different cooperativity η
(Fig. 4a) and different atom number N (Fig. 4b). At
a given η = 200, the relative Fisher information reaches
81 for 100 atoms, 380 for 500 atoms, and 1420 for 2000
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FIG. 4. Fisher information and metrological gain of the ob-
tained GHZ states. Here we plot the normalized Fisher in-
formation relative to the CSS to characterize the metrological
gain. (a) Fisher information of the generated GHZ states ver-
sus cavity cooperativity η at N = 100 (red solid circles). (b)
Fisher information of the generated GHZ states versus the
atom number N at η = 200 (red solid circles). For reference,
we also show the fisher information of states at the Heisenberg
limit (blue dashed line) and those at the standard quantum
limit (orange dot-dashed line).

atoms while the relative Fisher information of a CSS is
1. It confirms that entanglement amplification strongly
amplifies the metrological gain in a many-body system,
approaching the Heisenberg limit at a given atom number
N .

Our method is also robust against common experimen-
tal noises (see SI [42] for detailed discussions). Consid-
ering the decoherence of the atomic states induced by
magnetic field fluctuations, since the coherence time of
an atomic clock with thousands of atoms could be on
the order of seconds, a 2000-atom GHZ state should sur-
vive at least for milliseconds, which is long enough to
finish all our processes to generate the GHZ state that
requires a timescale on the order of 2π/Ω ≈ 10 µs. We
also estimate the effects of other technical noises on the
fidelity of the obtained GHZ state in SI [42], including
the precision of Rabi rotations, the atom-cavity inhomo-
geneous coupling, the photon shot noise, and the cavity
frequency instability. The noises decrease the fidelity of
the obtained GHZ state in two ways. One way is to in-
troduce errors in the rotation angles Ωti used in Eq. 2, 3.
For a system containing N atoms, the error of each rota-
tion angle is required to be much smaller than the angle
corresponds to the standard quantum limit 1/

√
N , which

has already been technically achieved in most of atomic
clock apparatus. The other way is to introduce fluctua-
tions on AC Stark shifts. The drifts or fluctuations of AC
Stark shifts only bring significant influence on the reso-
nant state |m = −N/2 + 1〉. Since such shift is only used
to decouple the Rabi driving between |m = −N/2 + 1〉
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and other states, the fidelity of the obtained GHZ state
is not sensitive to the amount of the shift as long as the
shift is large enough. Taking all these potentially ad-
verse conditions into consideration, we find the overall
fidelity decreases to 0.920 (or 0.831) for N = 100 (or
N = 2000), while the original value is 0.924 (or 0.890).
This result further confirms the robustness of our scheme
which could create GHZ states with an atom number as
large as a few thousands.

The transmitted photons through the optical cavity
serve as a measurement distinguishing whether the state
is in |m = −N/2 + 1〉 or not. The photon number mea-
surement may leak the information of the atomic states
and introduce decoherence. This can be fixed by using
a single-side cavity or an asymmetric cavity where the
transmission of two mirrors are quite different. Using a
cavity with finesse of 105 and mirror transmission ratio of
0.09, the fidelity of the obtained GHZ state decreases by
0.06 due to information leakage. The detail discussions
can be found in SI [42].

In conclusion, we propose a new scheme, entangle-
ment amplification, for creating entangled states with
high metrological gain. With realistic experimental pa-
rameters, one can obtain a 2000-atom GHZ state with
a fidelity of 89% and approach the Heisenberg limit.
The fidelity decreases only logarithmically when the sys-
tem size increases, which paves a new way to generate
GHZ states with large size. We believe this scheme sim-
plifies the complexity and enhances the robustness of
the creation of many-body entanglement. It may raise
a new platform for designing simpler and more robust
entanglement-creation schemes for quantum information
and quantum metrology. Variations of this method can
be generalized to artificial-atom systems such as super-
conducting qubits, quantum dots, and mechanical oscil-
lators coupled to a resonator.
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Supplemental information for Creation of 2000-atom
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger states by entanglement amplification

In this supplemental information, we summarize the parameters used in numerical calculations in the main text.
We also analyze effects of different kinds of experimental noises on the fidelity of the obtained GHZ states. This
supplemental information serves as a support of our major conclusion that entanglement amplification can create a
GHZ state with thousands of atoms in an experimentally achievable system.
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THE DERIVATION OF HAMILTONIAN H ′exp

When the atom-cavity detuning ∆ is large enough, we adiabatically eliminate the excited state |e〉 and obtain a
Hamiltonian of the atom-cavity system:

H = ~ωs(Sz +
N

2
)c†c+ ~ωcc†c+ ~ω0Sz + i~Beiωtc− i~Be−iωtc†. (S1)

Here, ~ω0 is the energy gap between the ground states | ↑〉 and | ↓〉, ω is the frequency of the incident light, and B is
a C-number that describes the incident light pumping the cavity field. We convert this Hamiltonian into interaction
picture and get

H = ~ωs(Sz +
N

2
)c†c+ i~Beiξtc− i~Be−iξtc†. (S2)

Here ξ is the light-cavity detuning. By applying the Heisenberg-Langevin equation, the evolutions of the annihilation
operator c and the spin raising operator S+ are described by

i
dc

dt
= −κc/2− iωs(Sz +

N

2
)c−Be−iξt,

i
dS+

dt
= −ωsS+c†c. (S3)

By solving the equation above, we get c(t) = c(0)e−κt/2−iωsSzt − 2B
κ

1
1+i 2κ (ωsSz−ξ)

e−iξt. Then we put this expression

of c(t) into Eq. S2. By averaging the initial vacuum state and eliminating the cavity field, we obtain

H = ~ωs(Sz +
N

2
)

(
2B

κ

)2
1

1− 4
κ2 (ωsSz − ξ)2

. (S4)
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This describes a state-dependent AC stark shift in the atom-cavity system. Here the factor 1/
[
1− 4

κ2 (ωsSz − ξ)2
]

fits a Lorentzian shape with a linewidth κ and a Sz-dependent central frequency, which happens to be the same as
the transmission spectrum for a symmetric cavity. To include the saturation and spontaneous decay of the atoms in
this factor, we replace it with |T (ξ, Sz + N

2 )|2 [41]. Considering decoherence induced by atomic spontaneous decay,
we get the experimental Hamiltonian H ′exp:

H ′exp = ~ωs
(

1− i Γ

2∆

)(
2B

κ

)2 ∣∣∣∣T (ξ, Sz +
N

2
)

∣∣∣∣2(Sz +
N

2

)
, (S5)

which can be modified into the form of Eq. 4 in the main text.

THE ANALYTICAL EXPRESSION OF STATE EVOLUTION AND FIDELITY F OF OBTAINED GHZ
STATES

We replace H ′ in Eq. 3 in the main text by the experimental Hamiltonian H ′exp. The experimentally obtained GHZ
state can be described by

|ψGHZ〉 = e−i[ΩSφ4+H′
exp(δ4)/~]t4e−iΩSφ3 t3e−i[ΩSx+H′

exp(δ2)/~]t2e−iΩSxt1 | ↑〉⊗N , (S6)

where

H ′exp(δ) =
~δ
(
1− i Γ

2∆

)
|T (ωs, 1)|2

diag(N |T (ωs, N)|2, (N − 1)|T (ωs, N − 1)|2, . . . , 1× |T (ωs, 1)|2, 0× |T (ωs, 0)|2) (S7)

and

T (ξ, n) =
1

1 + nη
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2 − 2i

[
ξ
κ − nη

(∆+ξ)/Γ
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2

] . (S8)

Eq. S6 is also equivalent to applying rotations only along x and z axis, i.e.

eiSzφ4 |ψGHZ〉 = e−i[ΩSx+H′
exp(δ4)/~]t4eiSz(φ4−φ3)e−iΩSxt3eiSzφ3e−i[ΩSx+H′

exp(δ2)/~]t2e−iΩSxt1 | ↑〉⊗N (S9)

which simplifies the expression in our numerical calculations.

The overall evolution with atomic spontaneous decay can be described by the master equations with Lindblad
forms. The quantum fluctuation of the damping is smeared out by the ensemble average which suggests the final
state to be a mixed state rather than a pure state. We can use a density matrix ρ = ρcoh + ρdecay which contains
two parts to describe the obtained GHZ state: ρcoh = |ψGHZ〉〈ψGHZ| represents the coherent-evolution part, while
ρdecay corresponds to the incoherent-scattered part where the spontaneous decay introduces atom loss. Because of the
fragility of the GHZ state, any atom experiencing spontaneous decay will completely destroy the whole state. Thus,
we are only interested in the coherent-evolution part and we define the fidelity by its lower bound

F = max
φ
〈GHZ, φ|ρcoh|GHZ, φ〉, (S10)

where |GHZ, φ〉 = (| ↑〉⊗N + eiφ| ↓〉⊗N )/
√

2. Here we use the phase φ to match the known phase difference between
| ↑〉⊗N and | ↓〉⊗N of the generated GHZ state |ψGHZ〉. We can also use the matrix elements ρm,n to describe the
fidelity F :

F =
1

2
(ρN/2,N/2 + ρ−N/2,−N/2 + |ρ−N/2,N/2|+ |ρN/2,−N/2|), (S11)

where ρm,n corresponds to the coefficients of |m〉〈n| in ρcoh. This method was first used to characterize the fidelity of
the GHZ state in Ref. [29].
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THE CREATION OF A GHZ STATE WITH N = 100 AND η = 200

In this section, we concretely illustrate the creation and state evolution of a 100-atom GHZ state in a cavity with
a cooperativity at η = 4g2/(κΓ) = 200. The parameters we used to simulate an experimental case using Eq. S9 are
listed below: κ = 2π × 0.1 MHz, Γ = 2π × 6 MHz, ∆ = −36Γ = −2π × 216 MHz, Ω = 2π × 0.2 MHz, t1 = 2.074 µs,
t2 = 0.285 µs, t3 = 0.191 µs, t4 = 2.084 µs, φ3 = 0.503, φ4 = 0.257, δ2 = −2π × 4 MHz, and δ4 = −2π × 18.4 MHz.
We also plot the population distribution of atomic states on the angular momentum basis after each step in Fig. S1.

In Step 1, the atomic ensemble is initialized in | ↑〉⊗N and then rotated by an angle −Ωt1 along x axis due to Rabi
driving(Fig. S1a), i.e.

|Step 1〉 = e−iΩSxt1 | ↑〉⊗N . (S12)

In Step 2, the incident light is turned on and we continue the Rabi driving along x axis by an angle −Ωt2 (Fig. S1b).
The evolution can be described by

|Step 2〉 = e−i[ΩSx+H′
exp(δ2)/~]t2 |Step 1〉 (S13)

In Step 3, we realign the orientation of the wavefunction while turning off the incident light (Fig. S1c). The
evolution is

|Step 3〉 = e−iΩSφ3 t3 |Step 2〉 (S14)

In Step 4, the incident light is turned on again but with larger light shift induced by higher light intensity, and we
continue the rotation along the orientation of φ4 by an angle −Ωt4 (Fig. S1d). Therefore, the final obtained state in
Step 4 is

|ψGHZ〉 = |Step 4〉 = e−i[ΩSφ4+H′
exp(δ4)/~]t4 |Step 3〉 (S15)

The matrix elements can be obtained as ρN/2,N/2 = 0.462, ρ−N/2,−N/2 = 0.462, and ρN/2,−N/2 = 0.335 + 0.318i.
The fidelity F of the obtained GHZ state equals 0.924.
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FIG. S1. The atomic population distribution on the basis of angular momentum eigenstates after Step 1 (a), 2 (b), 3 (c), or 4
(d).
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THE NUMERICAL PARAMETERS USED IN FIG. 3A AND B

Here we summarize the specific numerical parameters used in Fig. 3a and b. In Fig. 3a in the main text, we
calculate F versus the atom number N at a given cooperativity η = 200, and the parameters are summarized in
Table S1. In Fig. 3b in the main text, F is plotted versus η at a given atom number N = 100, and the parameters
are summarized in Table S2.

Here we apply more quantitative analysis to Table S1. We plot the relative light shift |δi/Ω| (i = 2 or 4), rotated
angles of each step, and the dissipation loss versus the atom number N (Fig. S2). In Fig. S2a, we find the light shifts

for Step 2(|δ2/Ω|) and Step 4 (|δ4/Ω|) are proportional to N1/2 and N1/
√

2 respectively. In Fig. S2b, the rotated angle
Ωt2, Ωt3, π−Ωt1, and π−Ωt4 are proportional to N−1/2. A possible explanation of this power-law dependence is that
all physical process near the south pole of the Bloch sphere can be mapped into a flat plane by the Holstein-Primakoff
transformation, where Sy and Sz can be considered as the conventional quadratures x and p in the quantum optics.

The scaling of the mapping is proportional to
√
N . In the creation process of GHZ states, we need to deal with the

curvature of the Bloch sphere. This is why the dependence of the light shift for Step 4 is optimized to be proportional

to N1/
√

2.

In Fig. S2c, we calculate the probability of spontaneous decay pdecay = 1 − 〈ψGHZ|ψGHZ〉. We find pdecay is
proportional to lnN which indicates a very weak dependence on the atom number. Here we propose a qualitative
argument to give a possible explanation. By inspecting the imaginary parts of Eq. S7, we find the spontaneous decay
rate for the state | − N/2 + m〉 is approximately proportional to 2∆

mη2Γ . By summing up m from 2 to N for all
Dicke states, we find a scaling dependence lnN , which means when the atom number N increases, the probability of
spontaneous decay increases slowly with a logarithmic dependence. This is the major reason that the obtained fidelity
F has a weak dependence on the atom number N instead of strong exponential dependence. It helps to extend the
creation of GHZ states into the regime of thousands of atoms.

In Table. S2, we find the optimized detuning ∆ has a linear dependence on the cavity cooperativity η for a given
N = 100. By fitting ∆/Γ versus η, we obtain the relation ∆/Γ = −0.185η. This can be explained by the following
arguments. When κ and Γ keep unchanged, g2 is proportional to η. Since each atom in | ↑〉 introduces a frequency
shift ωs = g2/∆ = ηκΓ/(4∆), if we increase ∆ but keep η/∆ as a constant, the frequency shift ωs is kept the
same for cavities with different cooperativities. The transmission property of the cavity is mainly determined by
ωs/κ. Therefore, the real part of the Hamiltonian becomes independent of the cavity cooperativity and the optimized
trajectory of wavefunction evolution is almost the same for different η when η/∆ is unchanged. Now the change of η
only affects the imaginary part and the fidelity increases with higher η as higher η results in less spontaneous decay.
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FIG. S2. a, The red and blue circles correspond to the calculation results of the relative light shift |δ2/Ω| and |δ4/Ω| respectively
for different atom number N . The red and blue dashed lines are the linear fittings in log-log plot with slopes at 0.5 and 0.707.
The calculation results indicate a power-law dependence between |δi/Ω| and N with a power order at 1/2 and 1/

√
2. b, The

green squares, black triangles, red circles and blue diamonds correspond to the rotated angle Ωt2, Ωt3, π − Ωt1, and π − Ωt4
respectively. When fitted in the log-log plot, the slopes are -0.501 (green), -0.500 (black), -0.503 (red), and -0.497 (blue), which
confirm a power-law dependence with a scaling at -1/2. c, we calculate the dissipation loss versus the atom number (red circles),
and the red dashed line is its linear fit in the log-linear plot. It shows the probability of spontaneous decay is proportional to
lnN .
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TABLE S1. In Fig. 3a of the main text, we set η = 200, κ = 2π×0.1 MHz, Γ = 2π×6 MHz, and ∆ = −36Γ. We choose smaller
Ω for the ensemble of larger atom number N to keep

√
NΩ on the same order so that the matching light shift is reasonably

small compared with detuning ∆. Then we optimize other parameters to obtain the GHZ states with the highest fidelity.

N Ω/(2π) (MHz) t1 (µs) t2 (µs) t3 (µs) t4 (µs) φ3 φ4 δ2/(2π) (MHz) δ4/(2π) (MHz) F
100 0.2 2.074 0.285 0.191 2.084 0.503 0.257 -4.00 -18.4 0.924

200 0.2 2.200 0.200 0.135 2.206 0.503 0.277 -5.66 -28.85 0.919

300 0.2 2.256 0.163 0.110 2.259 0.503 0.291 -6.93 -38.11 0.916

400 0.2 2.289 0.141 0.095 2.291 0.503 0.304 -8.00 -48.00 0.913

500 0.2 2.311 0.126 0.085 2.312 0.503 0.315 -8.94 -57.24 0.911

600 0.1 4.656 0.231 0.156 4.658 0.503 0.322 -4.90 -32.82 0.909

700 0.1 4.681 0.214 0.144 4.684 0.503 0.326 -5.29 -36.51 0.907

800 0.1 4.702 0.200 0.135 4.703 0.503 0.331 -5.66 -40.16 0.905

900 0.1 4.719 0.188 0.127 4.721 0.503 0.338 -6.00 -43.20 0.903

1000 0.1 4.733 0.179 0.121 4.735 0.503 0.342 -6.32 -46.80 0.902

1100 0.1 4.746 0.170 0.115 4.748 0.503 0.344 -6.63 -49.75 0.900

1200 0.1 4.757 0.163 0.110 4.758 0.503 0.346 -6.93 -52.65 0.899

1300 0.1 4.766 0.157 0.106 4.767 0.503 0.349 -7.21 -55.53 0.898

1400 0.1 4.775 0.151 0.102 4.775 0.503 0.353 -7.48 -58.37 0.896

1500 0.05 9.565 0.292 0.197 9.568 0.503 0.355 -3.87 -30.60 0.895

1600 0.05 9.579 0.283 0.191 9.580 0.503 0.355 -4.00 -32.00 0.894

1700 0.05 9.591 0.274 0.185 9.592 0.503 0.358 -4.12 -33.40 0.893

1800 0.05 9.603 0.266 0.180 9.603 0.503 0.362 -4.24 -34.79 0.892

1900 0.05 9.613 0.259 0.175 9.613 0.503 0.364 -4.36 -35.74 0.891

2000 0.05 9.623 0.253 0.171 9.626 0.503 0.364 -4.47 -37.12 0.890

TABLE S2. In Fig. 3b of the main text, we set N = 100, κ = 2π × 0.1 MHz, Γ = 2π × 6 MHz, Ω = 2π × 0.2 MHz,
δ2 = −2π × 4 MHz, and δ4 = −2π × 18.4 MHz unchanged for all the cases. We tune other parameters to optimize the
performance of the final obtained GHZ states. We find the optimized rotated angles are the same for different η, but the
optimized detuning ∆ of the incident light is changing versus η with a linear dependence.

η ∆/Γ F
100 -19 0.867

200 -36 0.924

300 -55 0.944

400 -74 0.954

500 -92 0.956

600 -111 0.964

700 -130 0.966

800 -148 0.969

900 -167 0.970

1000 -186 0.972

THE FIDELITY OF THE OBTAINED GHZ STATE VERSUS N AND η

In this section, we summarize an empirical formula for the fidelity F of the obtained GHZ state with respect to
N and η. In the previous section, we find the dissipation loss proportional to lnN . We also find if we rescale the
detuning ∆ to keep η/∆ unchanged when η increases, the dynamic of the wavefunction evolution remains mostly the
same except for the reduced dissipation loss which is inversely proportional to η.

Therefore, by applying the same arguments we obtain the relation that F is linear depending on η−1 lnN . In
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Fig. S3, we plot different sets of numerical results by varying N and η. We find the data in a good agreement with
the linear fit F = 0.981−2.31(lnN)/η. The intersection is 0.981 lower than 1, and it is due to the imperfection of the
cat-state creation in Step 2 which cannot be improved with a better cavity. The logarithmic dependence on N extends
our scheme to the regime with larger atom number. The difficulty of creating a giant GHZ state is then limited by
the experimental noises such as the precision of Rabi rotations and cavity frequency stability. In the next section, we
discuss that it is possible to create a 2000-atom GHZ state with technically achievable experimental noises.
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FIG. S3. Here we summarize five sets of different numerical results with total 56 points. The vertical axis is the obtained-
GHZ-state fidelity F and the horizontal axis is η−1 lnN . The red squares correspond to η = 200 with different N from 100
to 2000. The other four sets correspond to different η but with a fixed N . The gray stars correspond to N = 100, the orange
diamonds correspond to N = 400, the green circles correspond to N = 800, and the purple triangles correspond to N = 1200.
η varies from 200 to 1000. The blue dashed line is a linear fit F = 0.981− 2.31(lnN)/η.

ROBUSTNESS AGAINST COMMON EXPERIMENTAL NOISES

In this section, we consider different kinds of experimental noises which may reduce the fidelity of the obtained
GHZ state. We use rubidium 87 as the candidate atom, and two hyperfine state |F = 2,m = 0〉 and |F = 1,m = 0〉 as
the candidate levels, for they have long coherence time and are not sensitive to the fluctuation of magnetic field. The
transition between these two levels has been successfully used for the atomic clock, in which the coherence time can be
longer than a second. Thus, it is a reasonable assumption that the coherence time of a 2000-atom GHZ state is at least
on the order of milliseconds. According to the previous section, all the steps can be achieved within microseconds.
Therefore, the scheme is robust against technical noises that decrease the coherence time between | ↑〉 and | ↓〉.

Here, we discuss effects of common noises existing in the laboratory, including Rabi rotations, inhomogeneous
coupling, and the frequency fluctuation. The conclusion is that entanglement amplification is robust against these
noises and secures the realization of GHZ states with high fidelity claimed in the main text.

The precision of Rabi rotations

In this subsection, we consider the errors from Rabi rotations. We use RF drivings to control the Rabi rotation
angle under the precise control of the RF power and pulse duration that are available in most of the cold atom labs.

The timing control error can be suppressed below 1 ns by simple synchronization with a rubidium frequency
standard, so we can use 1 ns as the time fluctuation for the following estimations. Besides, we assume the shot-to-shot
intensity fluctuation is 0.4% which leads to an amplitude fluctuation at 0.2%. Assuming both kinds of noise satisfy
the Gaussian distribution, and for each step, we pick up a random δt and a random δΩ/Ω both centered at 0 and
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with a standard deviation at 1 ns and 0.2% respectively, and then use these two numbers to correct corresponding
time ti and Rabi frequency Ω.

After correcting all the steps for creating the GHZ state, we obtain a final state |ψf 〉. For each particular atom
number,we repeat these random corrections for more than 200 times and then calculate the average density matrix
ρ = |ψf 〉〈ψf | which represents the actual obtained states under the influence of these random noises. We find the
fidelities decrease to 0.923 (N = 100), 0.904 (N = 500), 0.890 (N = 1000), and 0.870 (N = 2000) while the original
values are 0.924 (N = 100), 0.911 (N = 500), 0.902 (N = 1000), and 0.890 (N = 2000).

Inhomogeneous coupling and photon shot noise

The inhomogeneous coupling and photo shot noise affect the actual AC Stark shift. Both of them introduce a
fluctuation of the light shift δ in H ′exp. If we use commensurate wavelength lasers such as 1560 nm and 780 nm for
trapping and probing rubidium atoms, we can avoid the inhomogeneous coupling by introducing standing waves. The
remained inhomogeneity is then due to thermal fluctuations. The broadened linewidth of atoms with a temperature
at 10 µK trapped by a standing wave with a trap depth at 20 MHz only causes a random reduction of the coupling
strength by 0.5%, i.e. 1% reduction for AC Stark shift. Here we use (1 − ε)δ to represent the random reduction of
AC Stark shift. Let’s assume the mean intra-cavity photon number is n̄ for the following analysis.

We apply the random-number method to calculate the state evolution. Each time we pick up a random n and a
random ε, where n is a positive integer and Poisson-distributed with a center at n̄ and ε satisfies a half Gaussian
distribution with a center at 0 and a squared mean 〈ε2〉 at (1%)2. Then we correct the light shift δ by n(1 − ε)δ/n̄.
For Step 2 and 5, we use different random numbers to perform the corrections. After 200 repetitions, we obtain
the average density matrix ρ and calculate the fidelity F . We find the fidelities decrease to 0.904 (N = 100), 0.903
(N = 500), 0.891 (N = 1000), and 0.881 (N = 2000) while the original values are 0.924 (N = 100), 0.911 (N = 500),
0.902 (N = 1000), and 0.890 (N = 2000).

The instability of frequency

The frequency fluctuations can be considered in two parts. One is common frequency fluctuations where the
frequency difference between the cavity and the laser keeps unchanged, the other is the fluctuation of their frequency
difference. As for the former, the absolute frequency of a laser-cavity system can be easily stabled below 1 MHz.
Compared with the detuning ∆ = −36Γ = −2π × 216 MHz, 1 MHz collective frequency fluctuation only introduces
0.5% instability to AC Stark shift.

The major issue here is the latter one where the frequency difference between the cavity and the laser fluctuates. In
most cavity experiments, one can use the method of transfer cavities or frequency doubling to suppress such relative
frequency fluctuations to within 0.2κ. Therefore, we assume the frequency jittering to be 0.2κ.

By applying the same arguments and calculations in last subsection, we find the fidelities decrease to 0.920 (N =
100), 0.881 (N = 500), 0.856 (N = 1000), and 0.831 (N = 2000) while the original values are 0.924 (N = 100), 0.911
(N = 500), 0.902 (N = 1000), and 0.890 (N = 2000).

Overall robustness against noise

By integrating all the considerations above, we find the fidelities decrease to 0.903 (N = 100), 0.867 (N = 500),
0.845 (N = 1000), and 0.817 (N = 2000), while the original values are 0.924 (N = 100), 0.911 (N = 500), 0.902
(N = 1000), and 0.890 (N = 2000). These calculations and arguments confirm the robustness of our scheme and
support that the scheme is experimentally achievable. The main reason for the robustness is that our scheme is relying
on the off-resonant suppression which tolerates a wide range of parameters.

INFORMATION LEAKAGE

The incident light is transmitted through the cavity and the transmission ratio depends on the atomic state. So the
transmitted photon carries the information of the atomic state and serves as a measurement. If we go through the
GHZ state creation procedure described in the main text, with 100 atoms in a symmetric cavity, there are 28.8(or 3.5)
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FIG. S4. The fidelity versus k̄1 under N = 100 and η = 200. The blue dashed line corresponds to the decoherence from
the information leakage. The red, orange, and green dot-dashed lines correspond to the influence by photon shot noise under
different cavities. The red one describes a symmetric cavity, the orange one describes an asymmetric cavity with 5 ppm and 59
ppm transmission respectively, and the green one describes an asymmetric cavity with 1 ppm and 63 ppm transmissions. The
red, orange, and green solid lines correspond to the overall fidelity integrating both the information leakage and the photon
shot noise.

photons transmitted on average if the atoms are at the state |m = −N/2 + 1〉(or |m = −N/2 + 2〉). These photons
would collapse the atomic wave function mostly into |m = −N/2 + 1〉 with small population into |m = −N/2〉 and
|m = −N/2 + 2〉. Such a process decreases the fidelity of the obtained GHZ states.

We estimate the reduction of fidelity for a symmetric cavity as follows. If the atomic state is at | −N/2 + n〉, the
mean transmitted photon number k̄n is proportional to the transmission spectra |T (ξ, n)|2. Here we use the mean
transmitted photon number k̄1 for | −N/2 + 1〉 to characterize all the other states, then

k̄n = k̄1|T (ξ, n)|2/|T (ξ, 1)|2. (S16)

The probability to detect k transmitted photons for the state | − N/2 + n〉 is labeled as p(k, n) = k̄kn exp(−k̄n)/k!.
Thus, we define a positive-operator-valued measure {E†(k)E(k)} where E(k) = diag{

√
p(k,N − i+ 1)} with the

matrix index i from 1 to N + 1. The information leakage happens in Step 2 where the transmitted photons disturb
the phase information of the atomic state. The actual state ρ2 in Step 2 is described by a density matrix

ρ2 =

∞∑
k=0

E(k)|Step 2〉〈Step 2|E†(k) (S17)

On the one hand, when using the updated ρ2 to generate the final state and calculate the fidelity, we find the fidelity
decreases as k̄1 increases. Thus, it is preferable to choose a smaller k̄1 to reduce the harm of information leakage. On
the other hand, a smaller k̄1 corresponds to a larger relative photon shot noise and we can characterize the shot noise
by the same method in the previous section. In Fig. S4, we plot the fidelity F versus k̄1 for the case of N = 100 with
η = 200. The red solid line is the overall fidelity integrating both the effects of shot noise and information leakage.
The optimized fidelity is 0.769, while the original value is 0.924.

The reduction of fidelity due to information leakage in a symmetric cavity is significant. However, this problem
can be solved by using a single-side cavity. If one of two mirrors is a perfect-reflection mirror, all the photons will
be reflected and no information leakage will occur. However, it is super hard to obtain a perfect-reflection mirror. In
Ref. [43], an incident light is coherently-divided by a 50:50 beam splitter, then two parts of the light are sent into
both sides of a symmetric cavity instantaneously. Transmission and reflection exist at the same time in both sides
of the cavity, which makes it impossible to distinguish whether a photon is reflected or transmitted. This erases the
information carried by the transmitted photons, thus avoids destructing the GHZ state.

Another alternate method is by using an asymmetric cavity, where one mirror has a higher transmission amplitude
q1 and the other has a lower transmission amplitude q2. The photons are sent from q1 side. Due to the asymmetry,
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assuming there are n atoms in | ↑〉 coupled with the cavity field and following the same derivations in Ref. [41], we
construct the transmission amplitude by

T̃ (ξ, η) =
2q1q2

q2
1 + q2

2

1

1 + nη
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2 − 2i

[
ξ
κ − nη

(∆+ξ)/Γ
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2

] =
2q1q2

q2
1 + q2

2

T (ξ, η). (S18)

The intra-cavity field Ec is proportional to

Ec ∝
2q1

q2
1 + q2

2

1

1 + nη
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2 − 2i

[
ξ
κ − nη

(∆+ξ)/Γ
1+4(∆+ξ)2/Γ2

] . (S19)

With the same cooperativity η and the same intra-cavity power, the transmission amplitude of an asymmetric cavity
is reduced by a factor of

√
2q2

2/(q
2
1 + q2

2), and the photon transmission rate is reduced by a factor of 2q2
2/(q

2
1 + q2

2).
Now let’s estimate the reduction of fidelity resulted from information leakage with experimentally available param-

eter. For a cavity with η = 200 and finesse = 100000, the waist of the cavity mode is around 7.7 µm and the total
transmission ratio of both mirrors is 64 ppm. For a symmetric cavity, each mirror has 32 ppm transmission, and the
transmission ratio on |m = −N/2+1〉 is 1. For an asymmetric cavity, one mirror could have 5 ppm transmission while
the other has 59 ppm (orange lines in Fig. S4), and the on-resonance transmission ratio becomes 0.288. Thus, under
the same intra-cavity intensity, the photon transmission ratio is reduced by a factor of 0.156 when using the asymmet-
ric cavity mentioned above. Therefore, the mean transmitted photon number for the atomic state |m = −N/2 + 1〉
(or |m = −N/2 + 2〉) becomes 4.49 (or 0.55), and the final fidelity of the GHZ state becomes 0.853. This could be
further improved by a more aggressive asymmetric design, such that a cavity with the parameters of 1 and 63 ppm
(or 3 and 61 ppm) results in a fidelity of 0.891 (or 0.867)(green lines in Fig. S4).

When there is loss in the cavity system such as the defects on the mirrors or the mode clipping, we can count all
the loss into the smaller transmission ratio q2, which gives the worst scenario in the asymmetric-cavity case. To our
knowledge, the loss is mainly caused by the surface roughness and coating quality of the cavity mirror, and could
be controlled below 1 ppm by the state-of-art fabrication. Thus, the mirror transmission of 5ppm and 59 ppm is a
reasonable estimation for asymmetric cavities.
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