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We propose a quantum repeater ar-
chitecture that can operate under am-
bient conditions. Our proposal builds
on recent progress towards non-cryogenic
spin-photon interfaces based on nitrogen-
vacancy centers, which have excellent spin
coherence times even at room temper-
ature, and optomechanics, which allows
to avoid phonon-related decoherence and
also allows the emitted photons to be in
the telecom band. We apply the photon
number decomposition method to quan-
tify the fidelity and the efficiency of entan-
glement established between two remote
electron spins. We describe how the en-
tanglement can be stored in nuclear spins
and extended to long distances via quasi-
deterministic entanglement swapping op-
erations involving the electron and nu-
clear spins. We furthermore propose
schemes to achieve high-fidelity readout of
the spin states at room temperature us-
ing the spin-optomechanics interface. Our
work shows that long-distance quantum
networks made of solid-state components
that operate at room temperature are
within reach of current technological ca-
pabilities.

1 Introduction

The successful implementation of global quantum
networks would have many applications such as
secure communication [1], blind quantum com-
puting [2], private database queries [3], ulti-
mately leading to a “quantum internet” [4–6] of
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networked quantum computers and other quan-
tum devices. This will require photons for es-
tablishing long-distance connections, as well as
stationary qubits for storing and processing the
quantum information. In particular, since quan-
tum information cannot be amplified, quantum
repeaters are likely to be required [5, 7, 8]. Most
current approaches to such quantum networks re-
quire either vacuum equipment and optical trap-
ping or cryogenic cooling [7, 9–16], which adds
significantly to the difficulty of scaling up such
architectures. There is notable recent work to-
wards quantum networks with room-temperature
atomic ensembles [17–21], but it is also of inter-
est to investigate solid-state approaches, which
might ultimately be the most advantageous in
terms of scalability.

Nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centers have
millisecond-long electron spin coherence times
even at room temperature [22–25], making them
excellent candidates for being stationary qubits
in quantum networks [12, 13, 26]. So far, NV-
based room-temperature quantum information
processors were proposed based on the spin-chain
model where the interactions between electron
spin qubits are mediated by the nuclear spin
chain [27] or based on the strongly interacting
fluorine nuclear spins [28]. It is intriguing to
ask whether photonic links can be implemented
for NV centers at room temperature. Unfortu-
nately, the phonon-induced broadening of optical
transition poses a serious challenge to using NV
centers in generating spin-photon entanglement
at room temperature [29]. An alternative ap-
proach to overcome this problem could be using
quantum optomechanics [30], where the effective
spin-photon coupling is mediated by an ultra-low
loss mechanical resonator [31, 32] to bypass the
direct spin-photon interface. It was shown theo-
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retically that this approach allows the emission
of highly indistinguishable photons [33] at room
temperature, which suggests that high-fidelity
entanglement creation should be possible as
well. Further, this interface allows the freedom
of choosing the wavelength of emitted photons.
Thus, one could have the emission at telecom
band, which is ideal for connecting distant NV
centers through optical fibers.

Nuclear spins in diamond have even longer co-
herence time at room temperature than the elec-
tron spins, exceeding a second [22]. Therefore,
these nuclear spins can be used as quantum mem-
ory to store the entanglement both at ambient
conditions [34], similar to what is being done at
cryogenic temperatures [35]. Electron and nu-
clear spin qubits can be coupled via hyperfine
interactions [22, 27, 36].

Based on the above line of thought, we here
propose a room-temperature quantum repeater
architecture based on NV centers and optome-
chanics. In our proposal the entanglement be-
tween two distant NV electron spins is estab-
lished via photons following the Barrett-Kok
scheme [26, 37, 38]. We apply the photon num-
ber decomposition method [39] to quantify and
analyze the entanglement generation efficiency
and fidelity. Mapping of the electron spin entan-
glement onto nuclear spins is achieved via per-
forming CNOT gates and electron spin readout
through the spin-optomechanics interface. Fi-
nally, entanglement swapping is done using the
same gate operations assisted by the readout of
electron spin and nuclear spin states. The quasi-
deterministic gate operations allow us to dis-
tribute the entanglement in the nesting-level free
manner which outperforms the rates of other con-
ventional nested repeater protocols. Moreover,
multiplexing is an indispensable part of our pro-
posal, which allows for feasible fidelities of entan-
glement distributed at long distances.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we
introduce the quantum repeater architecture, in-
cluding the spin-optomechanics interface, as well
as entanglement generation, entanglement stor-
age in nuclear spins, and entanglement swapping.
The NV electron spin readout at room temper-
ature is discussed in Sec. 3. Sec. 4 discusses the
repeater rates and fidelities. Sec. 5 gives more
details on implementation. We conclude and pro-
vide an outlook in Sec. 6.

2 Quantum repeater architecture

The diagram in Fig. 1(a) illustrates the ba-
sic steps and components for building a
room-temperature quantum repeater architec-
ture based on spin-optomechanics systems. A
typical quantum repeater features two basic in-
gredients: the entanglement generation between
two remote memories, and the entanglement
swapping between two local memories to prop-
agate it further [4, 5]. Here, our physical systems
also have these two components, and they can
operate at room temperature. One crucial com-
ponent of our proposal is the spin-optomechanics
interface which was first proposed by R. Ghobadi
et.al. [33]. Moreover, our proposal features two
kinds of qubits: the NV electron spins serve
as communication qubits, and the nuclear spins
serve as memory qubits for storing the entan-
glement because they have long coherence time
even at room temperature [22, 34]. At cryo-
genic temperature, experimental realizations of
such diamond-based nuclear-spin memories have
already been demonstrated [34, 35].

This section is dedicated to the basic struc-
ture and components of our proposed architec-
ture. We start with the introduction to the spin-
optomechanics interface [33], and then quantify
the efficiency and fidelity of entanglement gener-
ation between two remote nodes based on the
recently developed photon number decomposi-
tion method [39]. Then we discuss entanglement
storage and swapping under ambient conditions.
The application of the spin-optomechanics inter-
face for the electron spin state readout at room
temperature, which serves as a crucial ingredient
in the proposed architecture, is discussed in the
next section.

2.1 Spin-optomechanics interface

The schematic of spin-optomechanics interface is
shown in Fig. 1(b). There are three main com-
ponents in the system: the NV electron spin,
the mechanical oscillator (SiN membrane) and
the high-finesse optical cavity. The NV electron
spin is coupled to the mechanical oscillator via
a magnetic tip that is attached to the oscilla-
tor, which requires the magnetic field gradient to
produce the strong spin-mechanics coupling rate
λ [33]. The red-detuned control laser is used to
induce the optomechanical coupling rate g. The
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Figure 1: (a) Room-temperature quantum repeater architecture. Here, we just show four nodes and three links to
demonstrate the basic logic of the quantum repeater protocol, which proceeds in four steps. Step 1 is to generate the
entanglement between two remote NV electron spins using the spin-optomechanics interface. Step 2 is the memory
mapping, which stores the entanglement between two electron spins into the entanglement between two nuclear
spins. Step 3 is the same as step 1 for generating the entanglement between two remote NV electron spins. Step 4 is
to perform the entanglement swapping that establishes the entanglement only between the first and the last nuclear
spins. (b) Schematic of the spin-optomechanics interface with membrane-in-the-middle design. The optomechanical
system consists of a SiN membrane oscillator placed inside the high-finesse cavity. A magnetic tip is attached to this
membrane. An NV center in bulk diamond is placed near the tip, such that the oscillator is coupled to the dressed
ground states of the NV center. A single telecom photon is produced via the mechanically mediated interaction
between the control laser and the dressed NV center, while the cooling laser is on to keep the membrane oscillator
near its ground state.

NV electron spin must be tuned to be resonant
with the red-detuned control laser so that a sin-
gle spin-excitation would be converted a single
photon emitted at the cavity frequency via the
mechanical oscillator. However, when the control
laser is red-detuned from the cavity, it also starts
to cool the mechanical oscillator via the phonon
sideband. This converts phonons to single pho-
tons at the cavity frequency as well, which causes
a thermal noise that degrades the quality of the
single photon from the NV electron spin. In or-
der to reduce this noise, we detune the control
laser far from the phonon sideband ωm. Since
the control laser is detuned far from the phonon
sideband, it is ineffective at cooling the mechan-
ical oscillator. Hence, we introduce a different
laser on resonance with the mechanical oscillator
to efficiently cool it [33].

The triplet NV electron spin state
{|0⟩ , |−1⟩ , |+1⟩} is under the dressing of a
microwave source [33], which form a three-level
dressed spin states {|0⟩ , |D⟩ , |B⟩} that are
noise-protected from the nuclear-spin bath [40].
Only the bright state |B⟩ = (|+1⟩ + |−1⟩)/

√
2

and the dark state |D⟩ = (|+1⟩ − |−1⟩)/
√

2
couple to the mechanical oscillator with the
rate λ. The states |+1⟩ and |−1⟩ are two of
the triplet ground states of the NV center. The
transition frequency between |B⟩ and |D⟩ is ωq,
which is tuned to be the same as the control

laser via controlling the Rabi frequency of the
microwave dressing source. The detuning δ
between the red-detuned control laser ωq and
the phonon sideband ωm is δ = ωm − ωq. The
level diagram of this spin-optomechanics system
is shown in Fig. 2(a).
Then, the system Hamiltonian is given by (ℏ =

1)

Ĥ = ωq(σ̂+σ̂− + â†â) + ωm(b̂†b̂+ ĉ†ĉ) + ĤI, (1)

where σ̂− = |D⟩ ⟨B| is the lowering operator for
the dressed NV spin states, and â and ĉ are the
control cavity mode and cooling cavity mode re-
spectively, and b̂ is the oscillator mode. ĤI stands
for the interaction term, and it takes the follow-
ing form:

ĤI = (λσ̂− + gâ+ gcĉ)(b̂† + b̂) + H.c., (2)

where λ is the spin-mechanics coupling strength,
g is the control optomechanical coupling rate,
and gc is the cooling optomechanical coupling
rate.

Under the condition that δ ≫ {λ, g}, and
the cooling mode significantly reduces the ther-
mal noise from the mechanical oscillator, mak-
ing it near the ground state [33], it is valid to
adiabatically eliminate the δ-detuned mechani-
cal phonon mode to achieve the effective cou-
pling between the dressed spin state and a cav-
ity photon [33, 41]. The cooling mode can also
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Figure 2: (a) The level diagram illustrates the coupling
between the excited dressed NV electron spin state and
the mechanical phonon with the rate λ, and the cou-
pling between the mechanical phonon and the cavity
photon with rate g. Coupled states are denoted as
|spin,mechanics, cavity⟩. A single photon is generated
via the indirect coupling between the spin and cavity
mode through the oscillator, and is then released by the
cavity at the rate κ, leaving the whole system in |D00⟩.
The dressed spin state has dephasing rate γ∗

s , and the
mechanical oscillator is dissipatively driven by the envi-
ronment with the rate γmnth. (b) The schematic of four-
level spin-cavity system after the adiabatic elimination of
oscillator mode. The effective coupling strength between
the cavity and the NV spin is λg/δ. This effective spin-
cavity system has five effective decoherence rates: the
pure spin dephasing rate γ∗

s , the mechanically-induced
thermal decay and excitation rates γ1 and γ2 for the
spin, and the effective decay rate κ1 and mechanically-
induced thermal excitation rate κ2 for the cavity mode.

be ignored as it cools the mechanical oscillator,
converting phonons to photons that are emitted
at a different frequency than the desired single
photon from the NV spin. The effective cou-
pling rate is λg/δ as indicated by the blue ar-
row in Fig. 2(b). After adiabatic elimination and
rotating-wave approximation (δ ≪ ωq, ωm), the
simplified Hamiltonian is given by [33, 42]

Ĥeff = g2

δ
â†â+ λ2

δ
σ̂+σ̂− + Ω(â†σ̂− + âσ̂+), (3)

where Ω = λg/δ is the effective coupling strength
between the cavity photon and NV bright state.
Although this system is a three-level system con-
taining two coupled ground states of NV spin
{|D⟩ , |B⟩} and the cavity mode, it is convenient
to include the uncoupled ground state |0⟩ in the
system for the later analysis. From now, we
call this system a four-level system. Then, the
corresponding effective master equation is given
by [42]

˙̂ρ = − i[Ĥeff, ρ̂] + κ1D[â]ρ̂+ γ∗
s D[σ̂z]ρ̂

+ γ1D[σ̂−]ρ̂+ γ2D[σ̂+]ρ̂+ κ2D[â†]ρ̂,
(4)

where κ1 = κ + g2γm(nth + 1)/δ2 is the effec-

tive cavity decay rate with original cavity decay
rate κ, and κ2 = g2nthγm/δ

2 is the mechanically-
induced thermal excitation rate for the cavity
photon with the oscillator damping rate γm and
the average phonon number nth determined by
the environment temperature, and γ∗

s is the pure
spin dephasing rate, and γ1 = λ2γm(nth + 1)/δ2,
γ2 = λ2nthγm/δ

2 are the mechanically-induced
thermal decay and excitation rates for the NV
spin state, respectively. Here D[Â]ρ̂ = Âρ̂Â† −
Â†Âρ̂/2−ρ̂Â†Â/2. The inherent NV spin flip-flop
rate is ignored because it is much smaller than
the pure spin dephasing rate γ∗

s even at ambient
temperature [23].

2.2 Entanglement generation

Step 1 in Fig. 1 is to generate entanglement be-
tween two remote NV electron spins at room tem-
perature. This can be achieved using the protocol
described in Sec. 2.1. Photons with high indis-
tinguishability, brightness and purity can be pro-
duced using this spin-optomechanics interface at
room temperature [33]. Each of the two spin-
optomechanical interfaces can be modeled as de-
scribed in the previous section.

If the initial state of the NV center is pre-
pared as (|B⟩ + |0⟩)/

√
2, a single photon would

be released from |B0⟩ at the cavity frequency
via the effective coupling between |B0⟩ and |D1⟩.
Therefore, a spin-photon entangled state (|D1⟩+
|00⟩)/

√
2 is created. Then, after interfering the

photonic modes from each interface at a beam
splitter, detection of a single photon projects
the two spins into an entangled state. Here, we
propose to use the spin-time bin protocol (the
Barrett-Kok scheme) to generate the entangle-
ment between two distant nodes, which is much
more robust against some important errors such
as photon loss, detector loss and cavity parame-
ters mismatch compared the single-photon detec-
tion scheme [37, 38]. In this protocol, two rounds
of single-photon detection are required. After the
first round, we flip the spin states |D⟩, |0⟩ of both
systems and re-excite |D⟩ to |B⟩. The detection
of two consecutive single photons (one at each
round), will then project the joint state of the
quantum systems onto a Bell state. Depending
on which detectors click in these two rounds, we
obtain two Bell states |ψ±⟩ = (|D0⟩ ± |0D⟩)/

√
2

with a 50% total probability.

Due to the existing mechanically-induced cav-
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ity emission at room temperature, the initial
state of the cavity is not perfectly the vacuum
state. A more precise initial state can be ob-
tained by solving the steady state of cavity mode
with only the optomechanical coupling g turned
on. Then, the initial state of the cavity is given
by [42]

ρic = κ1 − 2κ2
κ1 − κ2

|0⟩ ⟨0| + κ2
κ1 − κ2

|1⟩ ⟨1| , (5)

where κ1 ≫ κ2. The mechanically-induced initial
thermal occupation κ2/(κ1 − κ2) is quite small,
which is estimated to be around 0.1% using the
parameters in Fig. 3. Since this thermal occupa-
tion is so small, and it does not affect the quan-
tum system dynamics significantly, we can treat
its contributions classically by modelling it as
dark counts to simplify the calculations [39]. This
dark count rate is given by Dth = κ1κ2/(κ1 −κ2).
Therefore, we start with the initial state of the
system: ρ̂(t0) = |ψ(t0)⟩⟨ψ(t0)| where |ψ(t0)⟩ =
(1/2)(|0, 0⟩ + |B, 0⟩)⊗2. Under this approxima-
tion, the mechanically-induced thermal excita-
tion rate in the cavity mode can be set to 0 in
Eq. (4), i.e., κ2 = 0. In this way, the total num-
ber of quantum states to simulate is reduced.

Now, in order to quantify the entanglement fi-
delity and efficiency, we follow the photon num-
ber decomposition method developed in [39] to
compute the time dynamics. The basic idea of
this method is to decompose the master equation
dynamics into evolution conditioned on single
photon detection, which can be done by rewriting
the master equation of the whole system (in this
case two distant spin-optomechanical systems) as
follows:

ρ̇ = L0ρ̂(t) +
2∑

i=1
Siρ̂(t), (6)

where L0 = L −
∑2

i=1 Si with L being the Liou-
ville superoperator that contains all the dynamics
of this composite system, and Siρ̂ = d̂iρ̂d̂

†
i is the

collapse superoperator of the source field d̂i at the
ith single-photon detector [39]. As can be seen,
at a given detection time window tf if there is no
photon detected, then the system evolves only
subject to L0, but if there is a photon detected
during this time window, then we apply the col-
lapse superoperator to the system. Moreover, as
the final state of the system depends on the de-
tected photon count, we would obtain a set of
different states, which we call conditional states.

Figure 3: Entanglement generation fidelity Fgen and effi-
ciency ηgen/η

2
t for a single link as a function of protocol

time tf. The mechanically-induced initial thermal noise
in the cavity is modeled as dynamical dark counts as de-
scribed in the text, while the detector dark count rate is
set to 10 Hz [43]. The detection time window for each
time bin Td is set to be equal to half the total detection
time window: tf = 2Td. Due to the loss in the channel,
it is difficult to see the efficiency curve so it is divided
by the factor η2

t = exp(−L0/Latt), where L0 = 100 km
is the length of the link, and Latt = 22 km is fiber at-
tenuation distance of telecom photons. The peak value
of the fidelity curve Fgen is around 97%. All parameters
are chosen to be the same for both spin-optomechanics
systems and similar to those in Ref. [33], where the pa-
rameters are optimized for achieving high indistinguisha-
bility and single-photon purity: λ = g = 2π × 100 kHz,
δ = 2π×1 MHz, Qm = 3×109, κ1 = 2Ω = 2π×20 kHz,
γ⋆

s = 0.01κ1 [23], and γ1 = γ2 = 1.0 × 10−3κ1.

In the Barrett-Kok scheme, there are four
possible detected photon counts: {nl,ne} =
{(1, 0), (1, 0)}, {(1, 0), (0, 1)}, {(0, 1), (1, 0)}, and
{(0, 1), (0, 1)} where nl and ne stand for the pho-
ton count in the early and late detection time
window, and each can take two possible outcomes
(1, 0), (0, 1) which correspond to the click in the
left detector and the right detector as shown in
Fig. 1. Thus, the entanglement generation effi-
ciency and the entanglement generation fidelity
can be defined in the following way:

ηgen = Tr[ρ̂(tf )] =
∑

n
Tr[ρ̂n(tf )]

Fgen = 1
4

∑
n

⟨ψ±| ρ̂n(tf ) |ψ±⟩
Tr[ρ̂n(tf )] ,

(7)

where n stands for the detected photon count
as mentioned above, and we use |ψ+⟩, when
n = {(1, 0), (1, 0)}, {(0, 1), (0, 1)}, otherwise we
use |ψ−⟩. Further, due to dark counts (both from
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detectors and the initial thermal occupation as
mentioned above), zero or single-photon condi-
tioned states would give spurious photon counts.
This imperfection is also taken into account when
estimating the the entanglement generation fi-
delity and efficiency, which is discussed in more
detail in [39].

Fig. 3 shows the entanglement generation fi-
delity Fgen and efficiency curves ηgen/η

2
t for the

effective spin-cavity system described by Eq. (4)
over the total detection time window tf for a link
of 100 km. Td is the detection time window for
each time bin, which is set to be half the total
detection time window tf. The loss in the chan-
nel degrades the entanglement efficiency in pro-
portion to the square of the transmission rate,
i.e., η2

t = exp(−L0/Latt), which makes the effi-
ciency curve difficult to see, so it is divided by
this factor. We assume a dark count rate of 10
Hz, which is predicted to be achievable for pho-
tons in the telecom band using up-conversion sin-
gle photon detectors (USPDs) in the free-running
regime [43] (which do not require cryogenic cool-
ing). After taking the loss in the channel into
account, this detector dark count rate is compa-
rable to the rate Dth ∼ 100 Hz. This type of
detector is also predicted to have low afterpuls-
ing probability [43], making afterpulsing negligi-
ble in estimating entanglement fidelity and effi-
ciency. For the detection efficiency, we consider
45% [43], which is later used in the readout fi-
delity estimates and the repeater rates calcula-
tions.

Fig. 3 shows that the efficiency degrades grad-
ually after it reaches the maximum due to
the thermal-induced flip-flop effect between the
bright and dark states. Under the influence of
flip-flop effect, both systems continue to emit
photons, resulting in the probability of detect-
ing only two photons to vanish when the detec-
tion time tf goes to infinity. Likewise, the fi-
delity decreases after it reaches the maximum,
and it starts with fairly low values due to the
small signal-to-noise ratio in the beginning. If we
choose to terminate the measurement at a proper
time as κ1tf ∼ 10, then the fidelity is approaching
97% at room temperature.

One can obtain approximate analytical expres-
sions for the entanglement fidelity and efficiency
by following the methods developed in [44, 45].
In the incoherent regime (2Ω ≤ κ+ 2γ∗

s + 2Γth),

we can model this four-level system as a three-
level system with the effective emission rate by
adiabatically eliminating the spin-photon coher-
ence [33, 42]:

R = 4Ω2

(κ+ 2γ⋆
s + 2Γth) , (8)

where Γth = λgnthγm/δ
2 is the thermal-induced

noise. By applying the photon number decom-
position method to this spin-optomechanics sys-
tem [39], we get the entanglement generation ef-
ficiency in the Barrett-Kok scheme:

ηBK = η2
t

2 (1 − e
−tf

2 R)2, (9)

where R is the effective emission rate for each sys-
tem, and ηt is the transmission rate in the chan-
nel. This is proportional to the product of the
two total emission intensities from the two emit-
ters. However, for the room-temperature case
where the cavity starts with a small thermal oc-
cupation, a more precise expression of the effi-
ciency is given by taking the dark counts into
consideration as discussed in [39].

The entanglement generation fidelity FBK is
then given by [39]

FBK = 1
2

(
1 + 1

2ηBK
|C̃(tf)|2

)
, (10)

where C̃(tf) takes the following form

C̃(tf) = ηtR

Rtot

(
1 − e− 1

2 tfRtot

)
, (11)

where Rtot = R + 2γ⋆
s is the spectral width of

the emitted photons for both systems. This fi-
delity equation is the upper bound for the cryo-
genic temperature case when there is only opti-
cal dephasing. For the room-temperature case,
one needs to take into account the mechanically-
induced thermal contribution in the cavity and
the mechanically-induced spin flip-flop effect,
which makes the precise analytical fidelity ex-
pression very difficult to obtain.

2.3 Entanglement mapping
After the successful entanglement generation, we
need to store the entanglement between two re-
mote NV electron spins in nuclear spins via per-
forming memory swapping between an electron
spin and a nuclear spin at both ends of the
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link as indicated by two yellow arrows in Fig. 1.
This operation is achieved through performing a
CnNOTe gate between the electron and nuclear
spins plus the measurement of the state of the
electron spin.

Assuming that |ψ+⟩ is obtained in step 1,
since quantum systems are in the dressed basis
{|B⟩ , |D⟩ , |0⟩}, we need to bring them back to
the original basis {|+1⟩ , |−1⟩ , |0⟩} by turning off
the microwave source adiabatically. Then, |D⟩
returns to |−1⟩ and |0⟩ remains the same. Here,
we denote {|−1⟩ , |0⟩} as {|↑e⟩ , |↓e⟩} for the elec-
tron spin. Then, we prepare the nuclear spin in
the superposition of the spin-up and spin-down
states by applying a π/2 RF pulse to the nuclear
spin that is initially polarized to the spin-down
state via the combination of optical, microwave,
and RF fields as discussed in [46]. There are sev-
eral options for nuclear spins in diamond such as
14N [47] and 15N [48]. Here, we use 13C as the
nuclear spin in an isotopically purified sample,
which has the nuclear spin I = 1/2 [22, 23, 49].
The state is then given by

1√
2

(|⇓n⟩ + |⇑n⟩) ⊗ 1√
2

(|↓e↑e⟩ + |↑e↓e⟩)

⊗ 1√
2

(|⇓n⟩ + |⇑n⟩),
(12)

where |⇓n⟩ and |⇑n⟩ correspond to mI = −1/2
and mI = +1/2 individually. Now, a CnNOTe

gate can be performed between the electron and
nuclear spins using the hyperfine interaction be-
tween them. Fig. 4 shows the hyperfine struc-
ture for performing two-qubit gates between the
electron spin and the nuclear spin and one-qubit
gates on each of them individually.
The electron-nuclear spin Hamiltonian is given

by

He,n = ∆0S
2
z + µeBSz + µnBIz +ASzIz, (13)

with the zero-field splitting ∆0=2.87 GHz, the
electronic spin gyromagnetic ratio µe = −2.8
MHz/Gauss, the nuclear spin gyromagnetic ra-
tio µn =1.07 kHz/Gauss, the external magnetic
field B is applied along the symmetry axis of
the NV, and the hyperfine coupling A ranges
from tens of kHz to 100 MHz for a 13C nuclear
spin [22, 50, 51]. The CnNOTe gate can be im-
plemented by a Ramsey sequence on the electron
spin at room temperature, where the free preces-
sion time is chosen to be t = π/A with the mag-
netic field of several hundred Gauss [22, 46, 47].

Figure 4: The NV center with a 13C can be modeled
as a four-level system. Nuclear spin sublevels |⇑n⟩ and
|⇓n⟩ are addressed by RF radiation with Rabi frequency
ΩRF . The electronic spin sublevels are driven via a mi-
crowave field ΩMW but when the electron spin is |↓e⟩,
the microwave field has relative detuning given by hy-
perfine interaction A.

The efficient realization of the CNOT gate with
fidelity of 99.2% at ambient conditions has been
demonstrated using composite pulses and an op-
timized control method [52] as well as the dy-
namical decoupling technique [53–55]. The dy-
namical decoupling technique is also important in
the entanglement generation where the electron
spin can be decoupled from the nuclear spin bath
to have millisecond-long coherence time at room
temperature [24, 55]. However, in our entan-
glement generation step the NV electron spin is
in dressed states under a far-detuned microwave
source, which itself is already robust against the
nuclear-bath-induced noise [40, 56].

Two CnNOTe gates on both ends of the link
lead to a four-qubit entangled state. So the pro-
jective measurement in the Z basis on the state
of the electron spin is required to complete the
entanglement storage, which projects this four-
qubit entangled state to an entangled state of the
nuclear spins. Typically, fluorescence detection
can be used to determine the state of the elec-
tron spin after the projective measurement at low
temperature around 4K with good fidelity [57],
which enables the cryogenic-temperature entan-
glement storage in nuclear spins [35, 49]. Un-
fortunately, at room temperature the intensity
of electronic spin-up and spin-down states only
differ by roughly a factor of 2 due to the fact
that the phonon-induced broadening greatly di-
minishes the resolution of these two Zeeman
states [47]. Thus, the past decade has seen a
great deal of experimental efforts put into solving
this problem [46, 58–60]. In Sec. 3, we propose
two electron spin readout schemes based on the
spin-optomechanics system.
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2.4 Entanglement swapping
After mapping the entanglement to the nuclear
spins, the electron spins are free and we can use
them again to generate entanglement between
the electron spins i and i + 1. This is done in
step 3 as illustrated in Fig. 1. Then, the entangle-
ment swapping is achieved as follows: a CnNOTe

gate at each endpoint of this link is applied, giv-
ing us an entangled state of these six spins. Via
performing measurements on the electron spin in
the Z basis, one ends up obtaining an entangled
state of four nuclear spins. Depending on the
measurement outcomes, one gets different entan-
gled states. Here, we assume that we get the
following four-qubit entangled state:

1√
2

(|⇑n⇑n⇑n⇑n⟩ + |⇓n⇓n⇓n⇓n⟩). (14)

In order to complete the entanglement swap-
ping, i.e. to only entangle nuclear spins i − 1
and i + 2, one still needs to disentangle two nu-
clear spins i and i + 1 in between. This can be
done by measuring them in the X basis but un-
fortunately, one cannot optically read out the nu-
clear spin directly. However, it turns out that the
nearby electron spins can be used to indirectly
read out the nuclear spin state [47, 61]. The ba-
sic idea is as follows: first, a Hadamard gate is
performed on the nuclear spins i and i+1 individ-
ually by applying a π/2 RF pulse to make |⇑n⟩ →
1/

√
2(|⇓n⟩+ |⇑n⟩) and |⇓n⟩ → 1/

√
2(|⇓n⟩−|⇑n⟩).

Second, the electron spin nearby is initialized
to |↑e⟩, and we again perform a CnNOTe gate,
mapping the nuclear spin state to the electron
spin state. Therefore, the readout of the nuclear
spin could be achieved by performing the mea-
surements in the Z basis on the electron spin,
followed by the readout of the measurement out-
come which is discussed in detail in Sec. 3. The
post-measurement state is given by

1√
2(|⇑n⇑n⟩ − |⇓n⇓n⟩) ↑e↓e or ↓e↑e

1√
2(|⇑n⇑n⟩ + |⇓n⇓n⟩) ↑e↑e or ↓e↓e,

(15)

where the final state depends on the outcomes
of the electron spins readout. Therefore, nuclear
spins i − 1 and i + 2 are entangled as indicated
by the long red wavy line in Fig. 1(b). As we can
see, the entanglement swapping process is in fact
equivalent to the entanglement mapping process
plus the readout of two nuclear spins.

3 The electron spin readout

Applying previously proposed readout methods
to our system is quite challenging since they re-
quire extra techniques and apparatus such as
using nuclear spin ancillae, spin-to-charge con-
version [58] and photoelectrical imaging [60] to
achieve a high-fidelity readout of electron spin at
room temperature. Hence, we propose to read
out the electron spin state at room temperature
using the spin-optomechanics interface. In this
section, two intensity-based readout schemes are
proposed to distinguish the electron spin state at
room temperature.

3.1 Readout scheme using periodic driving
pulses

In the readout scenario, the aim is to distinguish
the states |0⟩ or |D⟩. The intuitive idea is to per-
form a π pulse on the transition between |B⟩ and
|D⟩, which will excite the state |D⟩ to |B⟩ while
keeping the state |0⟩ unchanged. Then the state
|B⟩ will decay back to |D⟩ according to the pro-
cess described in Fig. 2(a) and will emit a single
photon. By measuring a single photon, we can
determine that the state is initially in the state
|D⟩ or |0⟩. However, measuring a single photon
may not be the optimal way to distinguish these
two spin states due to the photon loss in the chan-
nel and the dark counts in detectors. Therefore,
we provide two extended readout schemes, the
periodic driving scheme and the continuous driv-
ing scheme to achieve the high-fidelity readout of
NV electron spin states.

In the periodic driving scheme, periodic pulses
are used to drive a cycling transition between the
states |B⟩ and |D⟩. Assuming a perfect MW π
pulse is applied to the state |D⟩, it is excited to
the state |B⟩ and then returns to the state |D⟩
with a single photon emitted. Then we repeat
this process. In the adiabatic elimination regime,
the total Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ1 = Ĥeff+gd[σ̂+ exp(−iωqt)+σ̂− exp(iωqt)]f(t),
(16)

where Ĥeff is given by Eq. (3), and gd is the cou-
pling strength for the driving pulse, and f(t) is a
periodic delta function with the form δ(t− nTp)
and the period Tp is the inverse of the decay rate
R. The simulation results are shown in Fig. 5
(a). The solid red and dot-dashed purple curves
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(a)

(b)

Figure 5: (a) Periodic driving pulse scheme. The driving
pulse is applied once the NV spin occupation is nearly 0,
meaning that the spin state decays from |B⟩ to |D⟩. (b)
Continuous driving pulse scheme. The NV spin and the
cavity mode will reach a non-zero equilibrium state. The
red solid curve and the purple dot-dashed curve represent
cavity photon number and NV bright state (|B⟩) pop-
ulation respectively. The gray shaded area corresponds
to the time window for the readout operation, and the
hatched area in (a) corresponds to the detection time
window in one pulse cycle. The parameters used in (a)
and (b) are the same as the ones in the entanglement
generation section.

are the cavity photon population and the NV
spin population respectively when the NV spin
is initially in the state |D⟩, and the dashed red
and purple lines are the cases where the initial
NV spin state is |0⟩. We can define the bright-
ness (intensity) as the average number of emitted
photons: βi = κ

∫ t0+T
t0

dt⟨â†(t)â(t)⟩i with i = D
or 0 representing the initial NV spin states in
|D⟩ and |0⟩ respectively, where ⟨â†(t)â(t)⟩i is the
corresponding average cavity photon number. A
single photon is emitted within a period shown
as the gray shade in Fig. 5(a).

To estimate the readout fidelity, we consider
the measurement being repeated N times and
each measurement is independent. Thus, the
number of photons detected within the total mea-
surement time NTp can be described by a bi-

nomial distribution, and the probability of de-
tecting n photons is PN,n,p =

(n
N

)
pn(1 − p)N−n,

where pi = ηβi is the probability of detecting
a single photon within the detection time win-
dow, and η is the total efficiency with which an
emitted photon can be detected. One can plot
PN,n,p corresponding to βD and β0 and find the
intersection point [42]. The intersection point is
the threshold that decides the measurement re-
sult: if the number of photons detected is more
than the threshold, the photons are most likely
coming from the emitter and therefore the NV
spin state is decided to be |D⟩; if the number of
photons detected are less than the threshold, the
NV state is assumed to be |0⟩ because these pho-
tons are highly possible from the thermal noise.
The detailed discussion is in the supplementary
material [42].

3.2 Readout scheme using continuous driving
pulses

The continuous driving scheme employs a
continuous-wave (CW) laser to drive the bright
and the dark spin states. Similarly, the Hamilto-
nian in this case is given by

Ĥ1 = Ĥeff + gd(σ̂+ exp(−iωqt) + σ̂− exp(iωqt)).
(17)

Under this Hamiltonian, the cavity mode will
eventually reach a non-zero equilibrium state as
shown in Fig. 5(b). To give the calculation of
the readout fidelity, we assume that the detec-
tion is a Poisson process, where the probabil-
ity of detecting n photons is given by P (n, λ) =
λne−λ/n!, where λ is the average photon counts
within total detection time T0, given by λi =
ηκ

∫ t0+T0
t0

dt⟨â†(t)â(t)⟩i with i = D or 0 corre-
sponding to the initial states |D⟩ or |0⟩ respec-
tively. Similarly to the treatment in the periodic
driving scheme, the intersection point of these
two plots of the probability distribution functions
gives the threshold and the detailed discussion
can be found in the supplementary material [42].

Instead of showing the readout fidelity, here
we show the readout infidelity (1 − F ) of these
two schemes in Fig. 6 for the clearer demonstra-
tion of how well our readout schemes work. The
dark count rate is taken to be 10 Hz in detec-
tors [43], which is negligible because the aver-
age number of dark counts within ms time pe-
riod is on the order of 10−3, much smaller than
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Figure 6: The relation between the readout infidelity
(1 −F ) and the total readout time with the parameters
used in Fig.5. For the periodic driving scheme (plotted
as purple squares), βD = 0.929, β0 = 0.034, and the
driving period (plotted as red triangles) is T = 0.02 ms;
for the continuous driving scheme, ⟨a†(t)a(t)⟩D = 0.202
and ⟨a†(t)a(t)⟩0 = 0.014. The solid, dashed, and the
dash-dotted lines correspond to the total detection effi-
ciency η = 0.05, 0.1, and 0.5, respectively [43, 62, 63].
The time axis is the total readout time NTp, where N
is the total pulse number in the periodic driving scheme.
The discontinuity of the first derivative shown on the
curves is due to the change of the threshold (because
the threshold is always an integer).

the average number of emitted photons during
the whole readout process. Also, the afterpuls-
ing probability can be efficiently suppressed to
be lower than 1% [43], which makes it negligi-
ble as well. Comparing these two schemes, the
continuous driving scheme requires more time to
have the same infidelity due to the lower signal-
to-noise ratio in the present parameter regime
than the periodic driving scheme. To achieve
the high-fidelity readout (> 99%), the readout
time is typically in the ms timescale for both
of our schemes with detectors that have pretty
poor efficiencies. However, a high-fidelity read-
out can be achieved in a shorter timescale if we
use higher-efficiency detectors, which are however
challenging to realize for telecom wavelength pho-
tons [62, 64] at non-cryogenic temperatures. In
comparison to other proposed methods [46, 58–
60, 65, 66], which also demonstrate a high-fidelity
readout of the electron spin in NV centers in ms
timescale, these two readout schemes appear to
predict comparable performance, without having
to add extra elements to our setup. Thus, in our
proposal for building a room-temperature quan-
tum network, these spin-optomechanics system-
based readout schemes serve as more natural and
friendly candidates than other room-temperature

readout methods.

4 Repeater rates and overall fidelities
We use a “two-round” repeater protocol. Dur-
ing the first round, the entanglement is generated
between electron spins in every other elementary
link and then is mapped to corresponding nu-
clear spins, which also sets those electron spins
free. For the remaining links, the entanglement
is generated in the second round, followed by the
entanglement swapping that distributes entan-
glement between the first and last nuclear spins.
Although entanglement generation between the
electron spins is probabilistic, the failure of such
an attempt does not disturb the entanglement
stored in the nuclear spins if the dynamical de-
coupling is being applied during the entangle-
ment generation [54, 55, 67, 68]. This means that
the second round of the entanglement generation
process can be repeated many times until suc-
cess. During the second round, the nuclear spin
decoherence could degrade the stored entangle-
ment from the first round, which is taken into
consideration when computing the overall fideli-
ties in Eq. (20). Hence, our two-round repeater
protocol makes the widely-used nested repeater
structure no longer necessary [7, 10, 11].

Considering an even number of links m, each
with length L0, the total entanglement distribu-
tion time is given by

⟨T ⟩L = 2f(m/2) L

cmp0
+ Tmp + Tsw, (18)

where f(m/2) is the factor of the average num-
ber of attempts required to successfully estab-
lish entanglement in all m/2 links, p0 is the en-
tanglement generation probability and L is the
total distance, and c = 2 × 108 ms−1 is the
speed of light in optical fiber, and Tmp, Tsw are
the total entanglement mapping time and the
total entanglement swapping time respectively.
Both of these times are made up of CNOT gate
time plus the measurement time as discussed in
Sec. 2.3 and Sec. 2.4. The numerical results
shown in the supplementary material [42] show
that f(x) = 0.64 log2(x) + 0.83 is a good approx-
imation, and one can recover the well-known 3/2
factor by setting x = 2. In contrast to the nested
repeater approach [11], where the average en-
tanglement distribution time has a linear depen-

Accepted in Quantum 2022-03-08, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 10



dence on the number of links, we here have a log-
arithmic dependence. Intuitively, the scaling im-
provement of the two-round protocol comes from
the fact that there is no hierarchy of the entangle-
ment swapping process, where higher-level swap-
ping can only start under the condition of the
success of the lower level. Therefore, the main
thing left for us is to successfully generate the en-
tanglement simultaneously for these links, which
is calculated to have logarithmic dependence on
m/2. This scheme could significantly enhance
the entanglement distribution rate for a quan-
tum network with much more links, e.g., net-
worked quantum computing [69]. Eq. (18) holds
for nonmultiplexed repeaters, and the distribu-
tion time can be reduced using multiplexing. The
multiplexing enables us to operate many parallel
channels independently, and depending on which
channel is finished first, we use the correspond-
ing repeater. Thus, the probability of success-
fully establishing at least one channel is given by
1 − (1 − pt)N where N is the number of multi-
plexing channels, and pt = mp0/(2f(m/2)) is the
probability of establishing one channel. There-
fore, the total entanglement distribution time is
given by:

⟨Tmux⟩L = L/c

1 − (1 − mp0
2f(m/2))N

+Tmp+Tsw, (19)

where N is the number of multiplexing chan-
nels. When N = 1, we have ⟨Tmux⟩L = ⟨T ⟩L,
which bring us back to Eq. (18). The multi-
plexing can be implemented either spatially or
spectrally. For spatial multiplexing, we envision
having many spin-optomechanical setups in each
node [70]. The spectral multiplexing also requires
many hybrid memories in one node but the emit-
ted photons need to be converted to different fre-
quencies fed into a common channel [11, 71]. This
can be accomplished using frequency translation
which can be noise-free using waveguide electro-
optic modulators [72]. The feeding to a com-
mon channel can be achieved by a tunable ring
resonator filter that enables MHz-level resonance
linewidths [73].

Fig. 7(a) shows the repeater rates as a func-
tion of distance for four optimal multiplexed re-
peaters and direct transmission. The repetition
rate of the single-photon source direct transmis-
sion is assumed to be 10 GHz. These repeaters

(a)

(b)

Figure 7: (a) Rates plots for the four optimal re-
peaters and direct transmission (black dashed line).
p0 = 0.5p2η2

dη
2
t is the success probability of entangle-

ment generation for the Barrett-Kok scheme with the
success probability of emitting a single photon p = 0.9,
the transmission loss ηt = exp (−L0/2Latt) where L0 =
L/m is the length of each elementary link, and the de-
tector efficiency ηd = 0.45 [43]. A is the 8-link repeater
with N = 10, B is the 10-link repeater with N = 10, and
C and D stand for the 6-link and 8-link repeaters with
N = 100 respectively, and N stands for the number of
multiplexing channels. The repetition rate of the single-
photon source used in direct transmission is 10 GHz. (b)
Fidelity plots for the four optimal repeaters with respect
to the total distance with a detection efficiency of 45%.
The CNOT gate fidelity is taken to be 99.2% [52]. The
electron spin readout fidelity is taken to be 99.9% based
on Fig. 6.
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are the optimal choices from a set of repeaters in-
vestigated in the Supplemental material [42]. A is
the 8-link repeater with N = 10, B is the 10-link
repeater with N = 10, and C and D stand for the
6-link and 8-link repeaters with N = 100 respec-
tively. With 45% detection efficiency, all these
repeaters yield rates far above 1 Hz at 800 km.
These rates are comparable to cryogenic schemes,
such as the rare-earth ion-based scheme [11] and
the microwave cat qubit-based scheme [10], and
it outperforms the well-known DLCZ protocol for
laser-cooling based systems [7], which gives rates
far below 1 Hz at 800 km with the same level
of multiplexing, but the corresponding fidelities
of the DLCZ protocol are higher as discussed
later in this section. Even with similar fidelities,
the rates of the DLCZ protocol are much lower
than the rates of our protocol as the former is
nested. However, if the detection efficiency is sig-
nificantly lower, e.g. 10% [63], more multiplexing
channels would be needed.

The whole repeater protocol consists of three
parts described in Sec. 2. However, instead of
taking the fidelity of each part into consideration,
here we consider the overall fidelity as

Ftot = (Fgen)m × (Fmp)m × (Fnro)m−1 × e−γnt,
(20)

where Fgen is the fidelity of entanglement gener-
ation given in Fig. 3, which needs to be estab-
lished over m elementary links. Note that Fgen

also depends on distance as the mechanically-
induced thermal noise in the cavity effectively
acts like dark counts. Fmp is the fidelity of an
entanglement mapping operation as described in
Sec. 2.3, and Fnro is the readout fidelity of the
nuclear spin. γn is the decoherence rate of the
nuclear spin, which is around 1 Hz, and t is the
total entanglement distribution time, i.e., either
Eq. (18) for nonmultiplexed repeaters or Eq.
(19) for multiplexed repeaters. Then, the expo-
nential factor e−γnt approximately characterizes
the effect induced by the nuclear spin decoher-
ence on the overall entanglement fidelity. Note
that this overall fidelity equation is only valid in
the high-fidelity regime where for each elemen-
tary link, the infidelities of entanglement genera-
tion (1−Fgen), entanglement mapping (1−Fmp),
and the nuclear spin readout (1 −Fnro) are much
smaller than 1. This is the case here. The fidelity
of entanglement swapping includes the fidelity of
entanglement mapping plus the readout of two

nuclear spins. Therefore, in total, we need to
generate entanglement for m links and perform
m times entanglement mapping to obtain a chain
of nuclear spins followed by the readout of m− 1
nuclear spins to achieve the final entangled state
between the first and the last nuclear spins. The
nuclear spin readout can be achieved by map-
ping its state to the electron spin and applying
the readout methods discussed in Sec. 3.

Fig. 7(b) shows the overall fidelities with re-
spect to the total distance for four different mul-
tiplexed repeaters with a detection efficiency of
45%, the rates of which are shown in Fig. 7(a).
Again, these four repeaters are the optimal
choices for yielding the best fidelities among the
set of repeaters shown in Supplemental mate-
rial [42]. As can be seen, increasing the number
of multiplexing channels also increases the over-
all fidelities, which is attributed to the fact that
the nuclear spin decoherence effect is alleviated
when higher rates are achieved with a larger N .
When N = 10, the 8-link repeater A outperforms
the 10-link repeater B from the crossover points
(around 440 km shown Fig. 7(a)) to 700 km but B
takes over from 700 km to 800 km with a fidelity
of around 53% at 800 km. When N = 100, the
6-link repeater C outperforms the 8-link repeater
D from the crossover points (around 420 km) to
730 km but D takes over from 730 km to 800 km
with a fidelity of around 61% at 800 km. These
fidelities are comparable to the fidelities of mi-
crowave cat qubit-based approach with around
60% for eight links [10] but in general, they
are lower than the fidelities of the DLCZ pro-
tocol for laser-cooling-based systems with 75%
for eight links [7], and cryogenic schemes such
as the rare-earth ion-based scheme with around
80% for eight links. The overall entanglement
fidelity could be further improved using entan-
glement purification protocols [49, 74, 75], which
would make this quantum network architecture
fault-tolerant. It is worth noting that without
multiplexing, the fidelities of the repeaters in this
work are below 50% (as shown in the Supplemen-
tal material), which cannot be further boosted
using entanglement purification.

5 Implementation

The spin-optomechanics setup proposed in
Ref. [33] is mainly composed of a high-Q cavity
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patterning with a SiN membrane of ultrahigh Qf
(quality×frequency) product, where a small mag-
netic tip is attached. This hybrid device allows a
single NV electron spin to be effectively coupled
to photons inside the cavity, emitting a single
photon with high purity and indistinguishability
at room temperature. However, due to the de-
sign where the SiN membrane serves as a part of
the optical cavity, the cavity finesse is limited to
the order of 104. The other key requirement for
this system to work well is the low decay rate,
κ ∼ 104 Hz in the optical cavity. These two key
factors constrain the length of the cavity to be
around 0.6m [33]. Here, we propose a new design
for this spin-optomechanics interface that uses
the membrane-in-the-middle geometry to greatly
reduce the cavity length. With this membrane-
in-the-middle design, one could significantly re-
duce the cavity length using a high-finesse cavity,
since the finesse scales as F = πc/Lκ, where κ
is the cavity damping rate. As previously esti-
mated, the cavity length is around L = 60 cm
with finesse F = 12000. With the new design
it might be possible to reduce this to around
L = 0.6 cm, if a finesse of order 106 can be
achieved, see e.g. Ref. [76].

The spin-optomechanics interface shown in
Fig. 1(b) illustrates our envisioned spin-
optomechanical transducer. A SiN membrane
is placed between the node and the anti-node
of the cavity modes (of both the cooling mode
and the control mode) such that the optome-
chanical coupling is still linear and not quadratic
like many other membrane-in-the-middle experi-
ments [77–79]. The membrane-in-the-middle de-
sign allows us to use a membrane with a thickness
much smaller than the light wavelength, which
reduces the potential optical losses such as ab-
sorption and scattering due to the significantly
smaller overlap between the membrane and the
optical field [77]. Similar to the previous pro-
posal, a red-detuned control laser is used to drive
the cavity for single photon extraction, which is
set to be equal to the transition energy between
dressed spin states ωq. The other red-detuned
laser with detuning equal to the phonon sideband
ωm is used to cool the oscillator from room tem-
perature, which is also possible to achieve in this
proposed device [32, 80].

Moreover, the spin-mechanics coupling is
achieved by a magnetic tip that is attached to

the SiN membrane at the bottom, and a NV cen-
ter in bulk diamond is placed nearby as shown
in Fig. 1(a). The required strong spin-mechanics
coupling (λ ∼ 105 Hz) can be realized by a mag-
netic field gradient of 107 T/m with a SiN mem-
brane of ∼pg effective mass [33]. This SiN mem-
brane also needs to have ultra-low damping rate
γm, which is discussed in [31, 33]. As the mag-
netic tip is attached to the SiN membrane, the
quality factor of the membrane may be degraded.
This could be compensated by further improving
the initial quality factor of the membrane with-
out the tip, which is possible to implement as
the limit of the quality factor still has been not
reached. With the combination of the methods
in [31] and [32], one can get quality factors as
high as 1010, which gives some room to improve
our current Q factor ∼ 109.

6 Conclusions and outlook

We presented a room-temperature quantum net-
work architecture based on NV centers in dia-
mond and a spin-optomechanical interface. We
showed that high-fidelity entanglement between
electron spins can be generated between two
distant nodes under realistic conditions. Nu-
clear spins associated with the NV centers can
be utilized as quantum memories. We showed
that the spin-optomechanical interface also of-
fers the possibility to read out electron spins
at room temperature with high fidelity on ms
timescales. Furthermore, we proposed an en-
tanglement distribution protocol where the av-
erage distribution time shows logarithmic scaling
with the number of links as opposed to linear
scaling in conventional nested protocols, and we
discussed how multiplexing is an essential part
of the protocol and showed how it can be used
for boosting rates, allowing for feasible final fi-
delities at long distances. A membrane-in-the-
middle design may allow to reduce the dimen-
sions of the spin-optomechanics interface to the
sub-cm range, thus improving its potential for
integration and scalability.

We have here focused on room-temperature
quantum repeaters as a medium-term goal, but
the proposed approach also holds promise for
the implementation of distributed quantum com-
puting [69, 81], extending photonic approaches
to quantum information processing in diamond
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[82, 83] beyond cryogenic temperatures. Nuclear
spins in diamond offer the possibility to imple-
ment quantum error correction codes [49, 84–
86], which, when integrated into our present ap-
proach, may enable fault-tolerant quantum com-
munication and quantum computation under am-
bient conditions.
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Supplemental material
S1: System Hamiltonian and dissipation

The spin-optomechanics system has the following
Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1):

Ĥ = ωqσ̂+σ̂− + ωqâ
†â+ ωmb̂

†b̂+ λ(b̂†σ̂− + b̂σ̂+)
+ g(b̂†â+ b̂â†),

(21)
where we already performed rotating wave ap-
proximations and the cooling laser mode ĉ is ig-
nored as it just cools the mechanical oscillator to
be close to the ground state, converting phonons
to photons that are emitted at a different fre-
quency than the desired single photon from the
NV spin. In order to perform the adiabatic elim-
ination, we need to convert the Hamiltonian into
the natural picture [87] by entering the rotating
frame using the following transformation:

Ĥ1 = ÛĤÛ † − iÛ
˙̂
U †, (22)

where Û = eiωq(â†â+σ̂+σ̂−+b̂†b̂)t. Then, one ob-
tains the Hamiltonian

Ĥ1 = δb̂†b̂+ λ(b̂†σ̂− + b̂σ̂+) + g(b̂†â+ b̂â†), (23)

where δ = ωm − ωq is the detuning between the
control laser (and the dressed NV spin) and the
phonon sideband. Taking dissipation into con-
sideration, the master equation is given by

˙̂ρ = − i[Ĥ1, ρ̂] + κD[â]ρ̂+ γ∗
s D[σ̂z]ρ̂+ nthγmD[b̂†]ρ̂

+ (nth + 1)γmD[b̂]ρ̂,
(24)

where the intrinsic NV spin flip-flop rate is ig-
nored because it is much smaller than the spin
dephasing rate γ∗

s in an isotopically purified dia-
mond [23].
Then, the corresponding Heisenberg-Langevin

equations are given by

˙̂a = −κ

2 â− igb̂

˙̂
b = −iδb̂− γm

2 b̂− igâ− iλσ̂− + √
γmF̂b(t)

˙̂σ− = −2γ∗
s σ̂− + iλσ̂z b̂,

(25)

where F̂b(t) is the noise operator that satisfies

⟨F̂ †
b (t)F̂b(t′)⟩ = nthδ(t− t′). (26)

S2: Adiabatic elimination
When δ ≫ λ, g, one can adiabatically eliminate
the oscillator either by following the method [88]
to obtain the Heisenberg-Langevin equations for
cavity mode â and NV spin σ̂− after the elimi-

nation of b̂ or by setting
˙̂
b = 0, and obtaining b̂

in terms of â and σ̂−. Here, we follow the second
way to obtain

b̂ =
igâ+ iλσ̂− − √

γmF̂b(t)
−iδ − γm/2

. (27)

Under the conditions δ ≫ γm/2 and γm ≪ 1,
which are true in this system, this can be well
approximated as

b̂ ≈ gâ+ λσ̂−
−δ

, (28)

where we ignore decay-related terms and only
keep coherent parts. Now, substituting this in
the Hamiltonian (Eq. (23)), we obtain the effec-
tive Hamiltonian after the adiabatic elimination

Ĥeff = λ2

δ
σ̂+σ̂− + g2

δ
â†â+ Ω(â†σ̂− + âσ̂+), (29)

where Ω = λg/δ is the effective interaction be-
tween the cavity mode and the NV electron spin.
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In order to get the effective master equation, we
also need to compute the decoherence terms re-
lated to the oscillator mode b̂. Using Eq. (28), the

thermal relaxation Lindbladian (nth + 1)γmD[b̂]ρ̂
can be rewritten as

(nth + 1)γm

[
(gâ+ λσ̂−

−δ
)ρ̂(gâ

† + λσ̂+
−δ

) − (gâ
† + λσ̂+
−δ

)(gâ+ λσ̂−
−δ

)ρ̂/2 − ρ̂(gâ
† + λσ̂+
−δ

)(gâ+ λσ̂−
−δ

)/2
]

≈(nth + 1)γm

[g2

δ2 âρ̂â
† + λ2

δ2 σ̂−ρ̂σ̂+ − g2

δ2 â
†âρ̂/2 − λ2

δ2 σ̂+σ̂−ρ̂/2 − g2

δ2 ρ̂â
†â/2 − λ2

δ2 ρ̂σ̂+σ̂−/2
]

=g2

δ2 (nth + 1)γmD[â]ρ̂+ λ2

δ2 (nth + 1)γmD[σ̂−]ρ̂,
(30)

where the off-diagonal terms correspond to the
incoherent interaction between the cavity mode
and the spin and the thermal-induced cross-
decoherence between these two modes, which can
be ignored if δ ≫ nthγm. This is satisfied in our
system even at ambient conditions. The same
is true for the thermal excitation Lindbladian
nthγmD[b̂†]ρ̂, which can be written as

nthγmD[b̂]ρ̂ ≈ g2

δ2nthγmD[â†]ρ̂+ λ2

δ2 nthγmD[σ̂+]ρ̂.
(31)

Therefore, the effective master equation is
given by

˙̂ρ = − i[Ĥeff, ρ̂] + κ1D[â]ρ̂+ κ2D[â†]ρ̂+ γ∗
s D[σ̂z]ρ̂

+ γ1D[σ̂−]ρ̂+ γ2D[σ̂+]ρ̂,
(32)

where κ1 = κ+ g2γm(nth + 1)/δ2 is the effective

cavity decay rate, and κ2 = g2nthγm/δ
2, γ1 =

λ2γm(nth + 1)/δ2, and γ2 = λ2nthγm/δ
2 are the

mechanically-induced thermal excitation rate for
the cavity mode, and the mechanically-induced
thermal flip-flop rates for the spin respectively.

S3: Effective emission rate

Under the condition λ = g, the effective Hamil-
tonian shown in Eq. (29) can be rewritten in the
rotating frame of the spin frequency λ2/δ

Ĥint = Ω(â†σ̂− + âσ̂+). (33)

Together with the effective master equation
shown in Eq. (32), we obtain a set of optical
Bloch equations for the cavity photon popula-
tion, NV spin population, and the coherence be-
tween them as

d⟨â†â⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨âσ̂+⟩ − ⟨â†σ̂−⟩) − (κ1 − κ2)⟨â†â⟩ + κ2,

d⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − ⟨âσ̂+⟩) − (γ1 + γ2)⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ + γ2,

d⟨â†σ̂−⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨â†âσ̂z⟩ + ⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩) − κ1 − κ2
2 ⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − γ1 + γ2

2 ⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − 2γ∗
s ⟨â†σ̂−⟩,

d⟨âσ̂+⟩
dt

= −iΩ(⟨â†âσ̂z⟩ + ⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩) − κ1 − κ2
2 ⟨âσ̂+⟩ − γ1 + γ2

2 ⟨âσ̂+⟩ − 2γ∗
s ⟨âσ̂+⟩.

(34)

Since we are mainly interested in the single-photon regime, the term ⟨â†âσ̂z⟩ can be simplified as
−⟨â†â⟩. Hence, these optical Bloch equations can be rewritten as

d⟨â†â⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨âσ̂+⟩ − ⟨â†σ̂−⟩) − (κ1 − κ2)⟨â†â⟩ + κ2,

d⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − ⟨âσ̂+⟩) − (γ1 + γ2)⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ + γ2,

d⟨â†σ̂−⟩
dt

= iΩ(⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ − ⟨â†â⟩) − κ1 − κ2
2 ⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − γ1 + γ2

2 ⟨â†σ̂−⟩ − 2γ∗
s ⟨â†σ̂−⟩,

d⟨âσ̂+⟩
dt

= −iΩ(⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ − ⟨â†â⟩) − κ1 − κ2
2 ⟨âσ̂+⟩ − γ1 + γ2

2 ⟨âσ̂+⟩ − 2γ∗
s ⟨âσ̂+⟩.

(35)
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In the incoherent regime, the cross terms that
are responsible for the Rabi oscillation, i.e.,
⟨â†σ̂−⟩ and ⟨âσ̂+⟩, can be eliminated [89], result-
ing in

d⟨â†â⟩
dt

= −(R+ κ1 − κ2)⟨â†â⟩ +R⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ + κ2,

d⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩
dt

= −(R+ γ1 + γ2)⟨σ̂+σ̂−⟩ +R⟨â†â⟩ + γ2,

(36)

where R is the effective decay rate which de-
scribes the population transfer between the cav-
ity photon and the NV spin, and it is given by

R = 4Ω2

κ1 − κ2 + γ1 + γ2 + 2γ∗
s

. (37)

Moreover, given that at room temperature nth ≫
1, the effective decay rate R can be written in a
more compact form

R = 4Ω2

κ+ 2γ∗
s + 2Γth

, (38)

where Γth = λ2nthγm/δ
2 = λgnthγm/δ

2 is the
thermal noise for the NV electron spin.

S4: Initial state of the cavity
The initial state can be obtained by solving the
steady state of cavity mode with only the op-
tomechanical coupling g turned on. Thus, we set
Ω = 0, and we obtain the following equation:

d⟨â†â⟩
dt

= −(κ1 − κ2)⟨â†â⟩ + κ2 = 0. (39)

Solving this equation, we get the average occu-
pation number of the cavity mode: n̄c = ⟨â†â⟩ =

κ2
κ1−κ2

. As this occupation is very small n̄c ≈
10−3, it is valid to truncate the Hilbert space up
to |1⟩. Hence, the initial state of the cavity is
given by:

ρic = κ1 − 2κ2
κ1 − κ2

|0⟩ ⟨0| + κ2
κ1 − κ2

|1⟩ ⟨1| . (40)

S5: Photon counting statistics
Our goal is to distinguish spin states |D⟩ and
|0⟩. Let us denote the conditional probabilities
of measurement outcome ± given that the ini-
tial state of system is |i⟩, with i ∈ {D, 0}, as
P (±|i) = p±

i . The total probability of outcome
± is then given by p± = pDp

+
D + p0p

+
0 where pi

Figure 8: Photon-counting histogram for pulsed driving
scheme (a) and the continuous driving scheme (b) with a
total readout time of 2 ms. The threshold is determined
by the intersection of the two plots.

is the total probability of the system being in
state i. Then the conditional fidelity is defined
as the conditional probability P (D|+) (P (0|−))
of having state D (0) given outcome + (−). This
is given by Bayes’ theorem: F+ ≡ P (D|+) =
pDp

+
D/p

+ and F− ≡ P (0|−) = p0p
−
0 /p

−. We can
then define the total fidelity as the weighted aver-
age F = (p+F+ +p−F−)/pη where pη = p+ +p−

is the total probability of having a measurement
outcome. In the case that pD = p0 = 1/2 and
pη = 1, the fidelity reduces to the average of the
conditional probabilities F = (p+

D + p−
0 )/2.

The most widely-used approach for spin read-
out is to use a cycling transition, which involves
the emission and detection of a large number of
photons. The photon-counting histogram shows
the probability distribution of the number of pho-
tons detected and has two traces: one for photons
emitted from the emitter and the other for the
thermal noise contribution (non-zero cavity pho-
ton number when the spin state is at |0⟩). The
cross-over point of the two traces corresponds to
the photon number threshold, above which we
can be confident that the photons come from the
emitter, thus determining that the spin state is
|D⟩; otherwise, the spin state is |0⟩, meaning that
the photons most likely come from the thermal
noise.
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Table 1: Numerical results of f(x)

x 2 22 23 24 25

f(x) 1.5 2.08 2.72 3.38 4.05

Here we show the photon-counting histogram
for the pulsed and continuous driving schemes
in Fig. 8. For the pulsed driving scheme, the
photon-counting histogram is described by a bi-
nomial distribution PN,n,p =

(n
N

)
pn(1 − p)N−n,

where p = ηβ, η is the total efficiency that an
emitted photon can be detected, and β is the
brightness of the cavity photon. For the param-
eters used in Fig. 5, β = 0.929 and β = 0.034 for
the initial spin states |D⟩ and |0⟩ respectively.
We plot the photon-counting histogram in Fig.
8(a) for a total pulse number of 100 (so the cor-
responding total readout time is 2 ms). The
blue solid line and the yellow solid line show the
probability distribution with respect to the de-
tected photon number when the spin is in state
|D⟩ and |0⟩, respectively. The threshold is thus
determined by the corresponding number of pho-
tons at the intersection of the two lines, and it is
nt = 9 in this case. The readout fidelity is given
by

F = 1
2(

∑
n<nt

PN,n,p2 +
∑

n≥nt

PN,n,p1). (41)

Then the estimated fidelity is 0.99999.
For the continuous driving scheme, we plot the

photon-counting histogram for the corresponding
Poisson distribution, shown in Fig. 8(b). In this
case, the probability distribution of detecting n
photons is P (n, λ) = λne−λ/n!, where λ is the
average number of photons detected and is pro-
portional to the readout time. For the param-
eters we used in Fig. 6, λD/λ0 = 14.43, where
λD and λ0 are for the case of spin state |D⟩ and
|0⟩, respectively. This gives two probability dis-
tributions that intersect at a photon number of
4. This means the threshold is 4, and the readout
fidelity is 0.997 using Eq. (41).

S6: f(x) Derivation
Here we provide a derivation of f(x) used in Sec.
4. For x elementary links, we define the average
number of attempts required to independently
generate entanglement in all x links as nmax,x =
f(x)/p0, where p0 is the entanglement genera-
tion probability. For a single link, the probabil-
ity of a successful entanglement generation with
n attempts is given by P (n) = p0(1 − p0)n−1.
Thus the joint probability of successful entan-
glement generation for all x links with attempts
n1, n2, ..., nx is

Pj(n1, n2, ..., nx) =
x∏

k=1
P (nk)

= px
0(1 − p0)

∑x

k=1 nk−x.

(42)

The probability distribution function (PDF) of
nmax,x is

P (nmax,x) =
x∑

k=1
Pj(nk = nmax,x, n̸=k < nmax,x) +

l,x∑
k=1,l=2

Pj(nk,l = nmax,x, n̸=k ̸=l < nmax,x)

+ ...+ Pj(n1 = n2 = ... = nx = nmax,x).

(43)

However, it is difficult to calculate nmax,x from
Eq. (43). To simplify the problem, we assume
x = 2k. The PDF of nmax,x = nmax,2k can be

calculated iteratively by separating 2k links into
two groups of sublinks with each having 2k−1

sublinks. nmax1,2k−1 and nmax2,2k−1 denote the
number of attempts for these two sublinks re-
spectively. Then the probability distribution of
nmax,x can be expressed as

Pj(nmax1,2k−1 , nmax2,2k−1) = P (nmax1,2k−1) ∗ P (nmax2,2k−1),
P (nmax,2k) = Pj(nmax1,2k−1 = nmax,2k , nmax2,2k−1 < nmax,2k)

+ Pj(nmax1,2k−1 < nmax,2k , nmax1,2k = nmax,2k .

(44)
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The simplest case is k = 1,

Pj(n1, n2) = P (n1)P (n2),
P (nmax,2) = Pj(n1 = nmax,2, n2 < nmax,2)

+ Pj(n1 < nmax,2, n2 = nmax,2).
(45)

We numerically calculate f(n) with respect to
k = 1 to 5, shown in Tab. 1.

One can check that the function f(2k) almost
linearly increases with k, and the regression re-
sult gives

f(2k) = 0.64k + 0.83. (46)

Therefore, we obtain the following empirical ex-
pression for f(x) by replacing 2k with x and k
with log2(x) in Eq. (46).

f(x) = 0.64 log2(x) + 0.83. (47)

S7: Optimal choice of repeater rates and fi-
delities

Here we plot the repeater rates and fidelities ver-
sus the total distance for three different scenar-
ios: no multiplexing, multiplexing by 10 chan-
nels (N = 10), and multiplexing by 100 chan-
nels (N = 100). In (a), the nonmultiplexed re-
peaters with different numbers of links outper-
form direct transmission (black dashed line) at
different lengths, and the 16-link repeater yields
the highest rates with a rate close to 10 Hz when
L = 800 km. However, the nonmultiplexed re-
peaters have quite low fidelities as shown in (b)
where almost all repeaters drop below 50% after
500 km. The rates of the multiplexed repeaters
shown in (c) are all higher than those in (a),
and at L = 800 km, the 12-link, 14-link, and
16-link repeaters yield rates above 10 Hz. For
the same multiplexed repeaters in (d), the fideli-
ties are enhanced compared to the fidelities in (b)
due to the enhanced rates that alleviate the nu-
clear spin decoherence. When reaching 800 km,
only the 10-link and 12-link repeaters have fideli-
ties above 50%, and the former is the optimal
choice if we desire to distribute entanglement to
800 km. However, the 8-link repeater is the opti-
mal choice between the distance at which direct
transmission is beaten and 700 km. (e) and (f)
show the rates and fidelities of the multiplexed
repeaters with 100 channels. For the rates, they

are further increased due to more multiplexing
channels, and even at L = 800 km, only the 4-
link repeater drops below 1 Hz, and other re-
peaters yield rates close to and above 10 Hz. For
the fidelities of these multiplexed repeaters shown
in (f), the 6-link, 8-link, 10-link, and 12-link re-
peaters achieve final fidelities above 50% at 800
km with the 8-link repeater yielding a fidelity of
around 60%, and the 8-link repeater is the opti-
mal choice when the total distance lies between
around 730 km and 800 km. However, if the to-
tal distance is shorter than 730 km, the 6-link
repeater is the optimal choice.
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Figure 9: (a), (c), and (e) are the rates as a function of total distance for nonmultiplexed repeaters, multiplexed
repeaters with 10 channels, and multiplexed repeaters with 100 channels. m is the number of links, and in total
there are seven different numbers of links are shown. DT stands for direct transmission (black dashed line). (b), (d),
and (f) are the fidelities as a function of total distance for nonmultiplexed repeaters, multiplexed repeaters with 10
channels, and multiplexed repeaters with 100 channels. The horizontal dashed line in (b), (d), and (f) stands for the
50% purification threshold.
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