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Featuring excellent coherence and operated parallelly, ultracold atoms in optical lattices form
a competitive candidate for quantum computation. For this, a massive number of parallel entan-
gled atom pairs have been realized in superlattices. However, the more formidable challenge is to
scale-up and detect multipartite entanglement due to the lack of manipulations over local atomic
spins in retro-reflected bichromatic superlattices. Here we developed a new architecture based on a
cross-angle spin-dependent superlattice for implementing layers of quantum gates over moderately-
separated atoms incorporated with a quantum gas microscope for single-atom manipulation. We
created and verified functional building blocks for scalable multipartite entanglement by connecting
Bell pairs to one-dimensional 10-atom chains and two-dimensional plaquettes of 2× 4 atoms. This
offers a new platform towards scalable quantum computation and simulation.

INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is the key resource for applications in
quantum information science [1–3]. To achieve the long-
term pursuit to realize scalable multipartite entangle-
ment, remarkable advances have been made in different
quantum platforms including photons, superconducting
circuits, trapped ions, and neutral atoms in tweezer ar-
rays [4–12]. An alternative system, ultracold atoms in op-
tical lattices, can promisingly enable a programmable ap-
proach to generate scalable two-dimensional (2D) entan-
glement thanks to a large number of atomic qubits gen-
erated through a quantum phase transition and highly
parallel spin operations [13–17]. Recently, progress has
been achieved in manipulating atomic qubits in optical
lattices [18–23]. This advances support a prospective re-
search route to scale up multipartite entanglement with
quantum gates provided by controllable bichromatic su-
perlattices [24], where the landmarks include generating
isolated entangled Bell pairs in parallel, entangling Bell
pairs into one-dimensional (1D) chains, and further real-
izing 2D entangled plaquettes. As a first step, the parallel
preparation of isolated Bell pairs has been demonstrated
with quantum gates in tunable superlattices [17, 19].

The next critical step is to realize the cascade of en-
tangling gates applied on configurable qubit arrays along
the two spatial dimensions, leading to the programmable
generation of 2D multipartite spin entanglement. This
approach requires the combination of all the fundamen-

tal operations including local spin manipulation, paral-
lel controllable entangling gates and single-site-resolved
detection of spin states. However, the small atom sep-
aration in conventional retroreflected bichromatic super-
lattices [25] is beyond the current imaging resolution in
systems of neutral alkali atoms [21, 22]. In addition, the
accumulating noise of the quantum gates and the deco-
herence of the qubits can degrade the final multipartite
entanglement, limiting the effectiveness of quantum cir-
cuits in optical lattices.

Here we demonstrate the functional building blocks for
generate and probe scalable multipartite atomic entan-
glement in optical lattices. This is realized by develop-
ing a cross-angle spin-dependent optical superlattice for
trapping moderately separated atoms incoparated with
a quantum gas microscope for single-atom manipulation.
Parallel and local spin controllability are developed by
combining the spin-dependent superlattice and versatile
atom addressing techniques in the single-site precision
using digital micromirror devices (DMDs) [26]. Actively
reducing the noises of magnetic fields and lasers, long-
lived Bell pairs with a lifetime of 2.20 ± 0.13 s are pre-
pared using parallel high-fidelity entangling gates based
on the superexchange effect in double wells. We then
demonstrate the programmable generation of 1D and 2D
multipartite entangled states by entangling a ten-atom
chain and a plaquette of 2× 4 atoms. The full bipartite
non-separability of these states is experimentally verified
with site- and spin-resolved detection methods.
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup and sketch for entanglement generation. (A) Histogram of the average occupation in the
region of interest (ROI) as marked in (B) after cooling atoms in the superlattice. (B) An exemplary image of the atom array
and the marked ROI containing 18× 14 lattice sites. (C) Simplified experimental setup. Ultracold 87Rb atoms are loaded into
a 2D staggered superlattice (see Methods). A digital micro-mirror device (DMD) is used to create a box trap and meanwhile
to compensate the inhomogeneity of the harmonic trap. The fluorescence of atoms is collected by the objective along the
z-direction. (D) A cartoon schematic of preparing multipartite entanglement in optical lattices. (E) Measured occupation of
the |↓〉 state in the driven Rabi oscillation via the Stern-Gerlach-type approach (see Methods), indicating a exponential decay
with a time constant of τRabi = 42.9± 7.0 ms.

PREPARING A DEFECT-FREE 2D QUBIT
ARRAY

In the experiment, ultracold 87Rb atoms are loaded
into a 2D far-detuned optical superlattice generated by
equal-arm interferometers, which are constructed by 532-
nm/1064-nm lasers for short/long lattices [27]. The lat-
tice spacing is 630 nm resulting from the cross angle
of 50 degree between the short lattices, well resolved
with our imaging resolution. This equal-arm configura-
tion, resistant to external perturbations, leading to the
long-term stability of the absolute location of the lattice
sites. By tuning the spin dependency and relative phases
of the superlattice, the experimental setup is further
equipped with the parallel and local manipulation over
atomic spin states and the single-site-resolved detection

(see Methods), which enable parallel assembly of large-
scale defect-free qubits with the recently demonstrated
cooling method [19]. In addition, we apply a repulsive
optical potential projected by a digital micromirror de-
vice (DMD) to compensate the harmonic confinement
originating from the Gaussian envelope of lattice beams.
Thus, with an average site occupation of ∼ 0.75 during
the cooling process, a near-perfect unit-filling atom array
is obtained in every second rows of short lattices after re-
moving the superfluid reservoirs.

Fig. 1B shows an exemplary distribution of the atomic
parity in one shot and a marked region of interest (ROI)
containing 18 × 14 lattice sites. Considering the detec-
tion loss during imaging, the overall fidelity for preparing
a unity filling state across 200 lattice sites is 99.2(2)%
(the value in parentheses represents s.e.m, see Meth-
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FIG. 2. Superexchange dynamics and Bell states. (A) The averaged occupancy (circles) of the |↑, ↓〉 state, showing
the superexchange dynamics in isolated double-wells within the ROI. The fitted curve (solid line) with a damped sinusoidal
function gives the averaged exchange strength Jex = 20.5 ± 0.1 Hz. (B) The averaged spin configurations measured in the
49 plaquettes during the spin superexchange process in double-wells. (C) Measured populations under |+/−〉, |	 / �〉 and
|↑ / ↓〉 basis for the prepared Bell states averaged within the ROI. Gives P+,+ = 0.484± 0.007, P+,− = 0.021± 0.003, P−,+ =
0.015± 0.002, P−,− = 0.480± 0.007, P	,	 = 0.488± 0.010, P	,� = 0.018± 0.002, P�,	 = 0.020± 0.003, P�,� = 0.474± 0.008,
P↑,↑ = 0.010 ± 0.001, P↑,↓ = 0.490 ± 0.009, P↓,↑ = 0.496 ± 0.009, P↓,↓ = 0.004 ± 0.001. (D) The extracted parity oscillation
contrast of the prepared Bell states after different holding times with a spin-echo π pulse, fitted as an exponential decay with
a time constant τ = 2.20± 0.13 s. Error bars denote the s.e.m.

ods), obtained from around 400 experimental repetitions.
The hyperfine ground states |↓〉 = |F = 1,mF = −1〉
and |↑〉 = |F = 2,mF = −2〉 are used to encode the
qubit states. The atoms possess excellent single-qubit
coherence, verified by driven Rabi oscillations accom-
panied by a exponential decay with a time constant of
τRabi = 42.9± 7.0 ms in Fig. 1E.

SITE- AND SPIN-RESOLVED STATE
PHOTOGRAPHY AND ENTANGLED PAIRS

With the defect-free qubit array, the entangling√
SWAP

†
gate based on the spin superexchange inter-

action is investigated in a site-resolved way within the
ROI containing 14 × 14 lattice sites. The experiment
starts by first preparing the two 87Rb atoms in each iso-
lated double-well in a Néel-type antiferromagnetic order
|↑, ↓〉 (the comma separating the left and right occupa-
tions). With the auxiliary unoccupied lattice sites al-
ternately arranged along the x-direction, we can apply
a Stern-Gerlach-type single-spin-resolved detection (see
Methods) to directly visualize the dynamic evolution of
these four spin states, {|↑, ↓〉 , |↓, ↑〉 , |↑↓, 0〉 , |0, ↑↓〉} [28].
The fidelity of this detection method is around 99.5%
(see more details in Tab. S1) owing to the remarkable

stability of our optical superlattice.

Fig. 2A shows the measured time-resolved average
occupancy of the |↑, ↓〉 state over the 49 double wells
(DWs), which reveals the expected sinusoidal oscillation
at a frequency of Jex/h = 20.5 ± 0.1 Hz. The residual
inhomogeneity of trapping potential induces a slight de-
viation in the synchronization in different double wells
(as shown in Fig. S8) during the evolution, which, to-
gether with the superlattice phase fluctuations and resid-
ual spin-dependent effects of lattices, shortens the life-
time of superexchange dynamics.

We then prepare two-atom entangled Bell states in par-

allel using entangling gates
√

SWAP
†
. This is realized by

halting the superexchange dynamics at a fixed evolution
time of t = 5.6 ms, followed by a phase rotation [29].
From the measured two-atom spin correlations shown in
Fig.2C, we characterize the average fidelity of Bell states
in the ROI as F = 0.956 ± 0.005. The coherence time
of the Bell states is obtained by the Ramsey interference
measurement, implemented with the singlet-triplet oscil-
lation (STO) after variable holding time. As shown in
Fig. 2D, the extracted oscillation amplitudes exhibit the
exponential decay with a time constant of τ = 2.20±0.13
s [30–32]. This long coherence time guarantees scal-
ing up the entanglement of atoms. Being equivalent to
the CNOT gate up to several single-qubit rotations, our
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FIG. 3. Ten-body fully-entangled state. (A) Quantum circuit representation for preparing and measuring ten-body fully
entangled state. (B) Exemplary images of the measured spin configuration before and after the entanglement preparation
under the σz basis, respectively. (C and D) The measured two-particle spin correlations of the ten-atom fully entangled state
under the σz and σx basis. (E) The extracted results of observables γi,j . The dashed dot line represents the threshold for the
verification of the fully entangled state. Since γ1,2 = 1.81 ± 0.09, γ3,4 = 1.37 ± 0.10, γ5,6 = 1.43 ± 0.10, γ7,8 = 1.39 ± 0.10,
and γ9,10 = 1.76 ± 0.09, we conclude that atoms 1 and 2, 3 and 4, 5 and 6, 7 and 8, 9 and 10 are non-separable, respectively.
Moreover, since γ1,3 = 1.62± 0.10, γ3,5 = 1.51± 0.10, γ5,7 = 1.39± 0.10, and γ8,10 = 1.57± 0.10, we deduce that the 10 atoms
should be contained in M or M̄ (see Methods). Error bars denote the s.e.m.

√
SWAP

†
gate can serve as an elementary two-qubit gate

for universal quantum computation [1, 33, 34].

CONNECTING ENTANGLED PAIRS TO 1D AND
2D MULTIPARTITE ENTANGLEMENT

The long coherence time of entangled pairs and the
engineered superlattice potential together form the basis
to cascade quantum gates across 1D and 2D qubit arrays.
Besides, the phase stability of the lattices are crucial for
addressing a desired pattern of single atoms.

We first demonstrate the generation of 1D entangle-
ment by cascading two parallel layers of entangling gates.
The initial state is prepared as a chain of ten qubits with
the Néel-order magnetization, where all other atoms in
the array are removed by applying the site-resolved atom
addressing techniques. Shown in Fig. 3A, after preparing
isolated two-atom entangled Bell states, we change the
relative phase θy of the superlattice to form new atom

pairs, and then apply another parallel layer of
√

SWAP
†

gates. Since verifying the ten-qubit genuine entangle-
ment requires a rather complicated measurement proce-
dure, we develop an efficient entanglement criterion on
the basis of the scheme [35], which can verify the full bi-
partite non-separability of the entangled chain (see Meth-
ods). According to the new criterion, we only need to
measure the final spin configuration under two settings
of bases, σ⊗10

x and σ⊗10
z , given by whether to apply a

global π/2 rotation pulse before the projection measure-

ment. The measurement results of two-particle spin cor-
relations are shown in Fig. 3, C and D. All the observables
γi,j = 2

∣∣〈σixσjx〉∣∣+∣∣〈⊗10
k=1σ

k
z

〉∣∣, shown in Fig. 3E, surpass
the threshold, verifying that the ten-atom chain cannot
be divided into any two separated partitions. Therefore,
we realize a ten-atom fully entangled state with the quan-
tum circuit involving two layers of entangling gates.

Next, we demonstrate the 2D gate-based quantum cir-
cuit of generating and measuring fully entangled states
of four atoms in a 2 × 2 plaquette and eight atoms in a
2× 4 plaquette, respectively.

Since the Stern-Gerlach techniques are no longer appli-
cable for measuring 2D entanglement, we develop a new
detection approach to resolve the atomic spins on each
site using state-dependent atom transport. As illustrated
in Fig. 4A, we first shine a state-dependent addressing
beam shaped by a DMD to pin the |↑〉 atoms, and then
change the phase of the long lattice to transport the |↓〉
atoms to the originally unoccupied auxiliary sites before
performing fluorescence imaging. Atoms in the two spin
states can be distinguished simultaneously by their final
positions. As in Tab. S1, the average fidelity of this de-
tection technique is around 98.5%, where the inefficiency
is attributed to the influence of cross-talking between dif-
ferent spin states and accidental atom hoppings during
the detection.

Fig. 4B shows the preparation of four-body entan-
glement in isolated 2 × 2 plaquettes. We begin with
a 2D Néel-order magnetization. After the first paral-

lel layer of
√

SWAP
†

gates generate Bell pairs along the



5

FIG. 4. 2D four-body and eight-body entangled states. (A) The schematic sketch of fully spin-resolved detection in a 2D
configuration, which is achieved via state-dependent atom transport in optical lattices. (B) Top panel: The spatial structure of
a 2D, four-body entangled state and the corresponding quantum circuit representation of state preparation and measurement.
Bottom panel: Measured spin correlations and observables for demonstrating four-body genuine entanglement. (C) Spatial
structure of a 2D, eight-body entangled plaquette and the corresponding quantum circuit representation of state preparation
and measurement. (D) Measured spin correlations for the first two measurement settings and corresponding observables.
These measurements certify the full entanglement inside two individual chains, shown with solid brown marks. (E) Measured
spin correlations for the last three measurement settings and corresponding observables. These measurements certify the full
entanglement between the two chains, shown with solid brown marks. All the results presented are not corrected for detection
errors. The red solid lines in histograms represent the threshold for the bipartite non-separability. Error bars denote the s.e.m.

y-direction, we realize the four-body entangled state by

applying a second layer of
√

SWAP
†

gates along the x-
direction. The target state is a stabilizer state. The
generators of its stabilizer group are σ1

zσ
2
z , σ3

zσ
4
z , σ1

zσ
3
xσ

4
x

and −σ1
xσ

2
xσ

3
z . To characterize this state, the spin cor-

relations extracted from the two measurement settings,
σ1
xσ

2
xσ

3
zσ

4
z and σ1

zσ
2
zσ

3
xσ

4
x, are obtained by performing

projective measurements after a local π/2 pulse is applied
to two bottom sites or the two top sites (see Methods).
The measured expectation values, as shown in Fig. 4B,
satisfy the inequality Eq. S11, thus verify the four-body
genuine entanglement.

Furthermore, we realize the 2D eight-body entangle-
ment in the 2×4 plaquette by applying one more layer of
entangling gates to connect neighboring 2×2 plaquettes,
as shown in Fig. 4C. After entangling atoms in isolated
2× 2 plaquette as above, we switch the relative phase θy
of the superlattice along the y-direction and further ap-

ply another layer of parallel
√

SWAP
†

gates to entangle
these adjacent plaquettes. With the following steps, we
characterize this state by verifying the full bipartite non-
separability. First, we perform the same measurements
as above for demonstrating four-body entangled state in
isolated plaquettes. Shown in Fig. 4D, the yielded ob-

servables surpass the threshold, certifying the full entan-
glement property inside the two separate chains along
the y-direction. Then, we demonstrate non-separability
between these two chains. To build proper measurement

bases, we apply an additional layer of
√

SWAP
†

gates
along the y-direction, which is a LOCC (local operations
and classical communication) inside each chain and can-
not enhance entanglement between the two chains. Thus,
after these auxiliary gates, we build an observable veri-
fying the interchain entanglement with three measure-
ments. After two measurements the same as above, we
further measure the spin correlation σ1

xσ
3
yσ

5
xσ

7
y by apply-

ing a π/2 pulse with site-dependent phases (see Meth-
ods). Shown in Fig. 4E, all necessary observables surpass
the relevant classical thresholds, leading to the verfica-
tion of 2D eight-body full entanglement.

In Fig. 3C, we can see an approximate reflection sym-
metry in the measured two-body spin correlations, re-
vealing the symmetry of the target states. The slight
spatial-dependent deviations, as in Fig. 3, C and D, result
from the remaining inhomogeneity of the overall trapping
potentials and the residual magnetic gradient which con-
tribute to the infidelity of the generated multipartite en-
tanglement, as observed in Fig. 3E and Fig. 4, B, D and
E. These imperfections can be overcome by optimizing
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the projected compensation pattern from the DMD and
purifying the lattice laser polarization. Besides, the effi-
ciency of 2D spin-resolved detection can be enhanced by
a more reliable state-dependent atom transport through
upgrading the addressing technique. Such improvements
may allow deep quantum circuits to entangle over hun-
dreds of neutral atoms in a 2D configuration.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Our experiments demonstrate the essential ingredi-
ents in the roadmap for generating multipartite entan-
gled states with two-qubit gates, from preparing isolated
Bell pairs to realizing 1D entangled chains and 2D en-
tangled plaquettes. High-fidelity quantum circuits are
implemented by combining a quantum gas microscope
with a cross-angle spin-dependent optical superlattice.
Our experiment proves the capability of generating and
detecting scalable entanglement in optical lattices. For
implementing the measurement-based quantum compu-
tation (MBQC) [36], our two-qubit entangling gate can
be employed to generate the cluster states with additional
single-qubit rotation gates [24, 37], which can be achieved
after we further stabilize the lattice phases and smoothen
the profile of the projected addressing beam. Besides,
by integrating versatile controllable tight-focused optical
traps [38, 39], we can also perform local measurements
on individual atoms along different axes, satisfying the
essential request of MBQC. More generally, our platform
can offer new opportunities for quantum simulation of
intriguing physics in lattice gauge theories [40–44] and
exotic quantum phases in the quantum magnetism realm
[45]. The capability on realizing low-entropy atom arrays
together with the high-precision manipulation of single
atoms may open the avenue to demonstrating practical
quantum advantage [46].
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Appendix A: Experimental system

1. Experimental setup

Our experimental setup is shown in Fig. S1. Along
both x- and y-directions, we employ a blue-detuned op-
tical “short-lattice” with a lattice spacing of as = 630 nm,
created by crossing two laser beams of wavelength λs =
532 nm at an angle α = 50◦. In addition, “long-lattice”
optical potentials along both x- and y-directions with
twice the lattice constant of al = 2as are created each by
two laser beams of wavelength λl = 1064 nm with the
same optical paths as the corresponding “short-lattice”.
The intensity superposition of the “short-lattice” and the
“long-lattice” generates the superlattice heterostructure

[27]. The resulting superlattice potential along the x-
and y-directions reads

V (x) = Vs,x cos2(ksx)− Vl,x cos2(klx+ θx) , (S1)

V (y) = Vs,y cos2(ksy)− Vl,y cos2(kly + θy) . (S2)

where Vs,x (Vs,y) and Vl,x (Vl,y) are the trap depths of the
“short lattice” and the “long lattice” along the x− (y−)
direction, respectively. Here ks = π/as (kl = π/al) is the
wavenumber of the “short lattice” (“long lattice”), and
θx(θy) is the relative phase between the “short lattice”
and the “long lattice” along the x− (y−) direction. Two
electro-optical modulators (EOMs) are applied in the x-
and y-directions to control the laser polarization of the
“long-lattice”, respectively. Therefore, we can further
use the combination of the “long-lattice” and the cor-
responding “short-lattice” to generate a state-dependent
superlattice potential [25], which offers the opportunity
to manipulate the atomic spin states in parallel. Our
platform equips with a quantum gas microscope. The
atomic distribution after a parity projection is recorded
by the site-resolved fluorescence imaging [21, 22]. Our
quantum gas microscope can not only provide the tech-
nique of the site-resolved optical detection but also the
technique of the site-resolved manipulation. The precise
manipulation of atoms is implemented by equipping three
digital micromirror devices (DMD1, DMD2, and DMD3),
as shown in Fig. S1.

2. 2D cloud preparation

Our experiment starts with a 2D Bose-Einstein con-
densate of 87Rb atoms in the 5S1/2 |F = 1,mF = −1〉
state prepared in a single plane of a vertical lattice along
the z-direction, which has been described in [31]. The
laser for the vertical lattice has a wavelength of 1064 nm
and a beam waist ∼ 103 µm. To further cool the atoms,
we apply an extra dimple trap to atoms at the center of
the cloud. The wavelength of the dimple beam is 850 nm,
and the beam waist is ∼ 10 µm. We then apply a mag-
netic field gradient of 15 G/cm along the horizontal direc-
tion to remove the atoms outside the dimple trap. After
that, we perform the evaporation cooling by lowering the
power of the dimple beam to a suitable final value. Ad-
justing the final depth of the dimple trap enables us to
finely tune the total number of atoms after cooling. Fi-
nally, we turn off the magnetic field and lower the dim-
ple trap gradually to release the atom cloud into a single
antinode of the vertical lattice along the z-direction.
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FIG. S1. Experimental setup. The 2D 87Rb atom gas is prepared in a single plane of vertical lattice along the z-direction,
around 3 mm above the upper surface of the super-polished vacuum window [31]. And the vertical lattice along the z-direction
is created by retroreflecting a laser beam at a wavelength of 1064 nm on the same coated vacuum window. Both x- and
y-directions contain a pair of short and long lattices formed by a blue-detuned laser and a red-detuned laser, respectively, with
a lattice spacing of as = 630 nm and 2as. Their intensity superimposes to form superlattice heterostructures whose relative
phases can be flexibly tuned [27]. Furthermore, electro-optical modulators (EOMs) in both the x- and y-directions of the
red-detuned laser beam path can control the laser polarizations, thus forming the spin-dependent lattice potential mentioned
later. An objective lens with a numerical aperture (NA) of 0.8 is placed approximately 1 mm below the viewport, which
collects the scattered fluorescence photons from the atoms to record the corresponding position information. Light patterns
for arbitrary potential tailoring and atom spin states manipulation generated by three independent digital micromirror devices
(DMD1, DMD2, and DMD3) are projected to the atom cloud through the same objective lens.

3. Single-site-resolved imaging

To perform the single-site-resolved fluorescence imag-
ing, we first increase the lattice depth to ∼ 300 µK along
all three dimensions immediately after each experimen-
tal sequence, and then illuminate the atom cloud with an
optical molasses for 0.5 s. The scattered fluorescence pho-
tons are collected by the objective lens and recorded by
an electron-multiplying charge-coupled device (EMCCD)
camera. To characterize the capability of our imaging
system, we measure the point spread function (PSF) us-
ing hundreds of isolated atoms. Using the Airy function
to fit the azimuthal average of the PSF from the aver-
aged single atom signal, we obtain an optical resolution
of 577(5) nm (full-width at half-maximum, FWHM) at
the wavelength of 780 nm, as shown in Fig. S2A. We de-
velop a deconvolution algorithm to reconstruct the origi-
nal site-occupation with a fidelity of 99.6(3)%. We deter-
mine the presence of an atom when the number of pho-
tons collected in a predefined sensor region on the camera
exceeds a threshold value, as shown in Fig. S2B. However,
background gas collisions or noise-induced heating dur-
ing imaging may cause atoms to be lost from the trap or

hop to other lattice sites. Therefore, we further evalu-
ate the fidelity of our imaging system by measuring the
hopping and loss rates during the fluorescence imaging
process. We take two consecutive images of the atom
cloud and compare their reconstructed site occupations.
The exposure time of each image is 0.5 s, and the interval
between two images is also 0.5 s. We count the sites that
are empty in the first image and occupied in the second
image as hopping events. And we consider sites occupied
in the first image and empty in the second image as loss
events. For the optimized parameters used in the exper-
iment, we achieve a loss rates of ∼ 3.1% and a hopping
rates of ∼ 0.1% during the 0.5 s exposure time of the
imaging process, as shown in Fig. S2, C to E. Taking
into account the loss rate and hopping rate, we achieve
a total efficiency of 96.8(4)% for identifying the atoms at
a given lattice site. The loss rate will be included in the
correction of the occupation number.
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FIG. S2. Site-resolved Imaging. (A) Measured point-spread function (PSF) of our imaging system. The inset image
is obtained by averaging the signals of 103 isolated single atoms. The azimuthal average of the data (blue circles) and the
corresponding curve fitted by the Airy function (red line) give a resolution of 577(5) nm, which is expected for our imaging
system with a numerical aperture NA = 0.8. (B) Histogram of the brightness distribution of lattice sites for an exposure
time of 0.5 s. The red star and the red dashed line mark the threshold of distinguishing an empty site from an occupied one.
The solid curve is a Gaussian fit of the right peak, which determines the threshold. The left part corresponds to empty sites
(background subtracted), and the right part comes from occupied sites. (C and D) are two consecutive images of the same
dilute atom cloud. (E) The reconstructed atom distribution of C and D. The blue spots represent atoms presented in both
images and the red spots mark the loss events (no hopping events have been recorded). As shown in E, two atoms are lost in
the second image, which gives a loss rate of 3.13%.

Appendix B: Calibrations

1. Lattice depths and superlattice phases

Lattice depth. We use lattice modulation spectroscopy
to calibrate the lattice depths of the “short lattice” and
the “long lattice” along the x- and y-directions and the
vertical lattice along the z-direction. After preparing the
2D atomic cloud, we ramp up the lattice to the desired
depth in 60 ms and then add a sinusoidal modulation
to the lattice depth at a given frequency with an ampli-
tude of 6% for 2 ms. We then employ the band mapping
technique by turning off the lattice potential at 300 µs,
letting atoms freely expand for 10 ms, and performing flu-
orescence imaging after suddenly freezing the atoms. We
repeat the above procedure with varied modulation fre-
quencies. Based on the measured width of the atom cloud
after modulation, we use a Lorentzian fit to extract the
resonant frequency, which corresponds to the energy dif-
ference between the s and the d bands. The lattice depth
is then determined by comparing the extracted resonant
frequency with theoretical band structure calculations.

Superlattice phase. We calibrate the superlattice
phase θx (or θy), which is controlled by the galvanome-
ters, with the same method described in our previous
works [27]. After preparing the 2D atomic cloud, we adia-
batically ramp up the “long lattice” along the x− (or y−)
direction to a depth of 20Er, where Er = h2/(8mRba

2
s )

is the recoil energy and mRb is the mass of the 87Rb
atom. We then gradually increase the depths of the
“short lattices” along both x and y-directions to 60Er to
separate the atoms into series of double wells along the
x− (or y−) direction. After that, we immediately freeze
the atoms and record the distribution using fluorescence
imaging. We use a Lorentzian fit to extract the contrast
I = |(nL − nR)/(nL + nR)|, where nL and nR are the av-
eraged parity of the occupation number on the left and
right sides of double wells, respectively. The dips (or
the peaks) positions correspond to balanced double-well
structures, which determine the relative phase between
the “short lattice” and the “long lattice” as θx = 0 (or
θy = 0).
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FIG. S3. Calibrations. (A) The exemplary images of one single-chain after the single-site-resolved addressing operation. (B)
Time-resolved tracing of the averaged density distribution of a single-atom coherent quantum walk shows an apparent linear
expansion in time. (C) The averaged density distribution at an evolving time t = 3 ms with the corresponding fitted curves
based on Eq. S1. (D) Overall harmonic trapping frequency calibration in the presence of the “short lattice” along the x-direction
and the vertical lattice along the z-direction. In this case, the atomic cloud can only exhibit a significant breathing phenomenon
in the direction of the 1D tubes, i.e. the y-direction. The dots represent the observed atomic cloud size with different breathing
oscillation times, and the solid curves indicate the sinusoidal fit to the experimental data. The overall harmonic trapping
frequency can be extracted from the sinusoidal fitted result. (E) Observed atom cloud size during breathing-mode dynamics
with different DMD power. The solid curves are the fitting results from the damped sinusoidal function, which can give us
the corresponding oscillation frequencies. (F) The fitted breathing mode frequency ratios(Ω/ω0)2 and the DMD power have a
linear relation. (G) Two distinct plateaus with a 16.8(2) kHz separation are observed, corresponding to the frequency difference
of microwave pulses used to individually address the left and the right lattice sites in the site-dependent superlattices. (H) The
black and blue diamond dots represent the residual atom ratio after 11 and 51 microwave pulses, respectively. The solid curves
with circles are the theoretical expected residual ratio with corresponding efficiencies. Error bars denote the s.e.m in (C to E,
G and H), and are smaller than the markers if hidden. Error bars represent the fitting error in F.

2. Hubbard parameters

Hubbard parameters U . We calibrate the on-site in-
teraction strength U using the method in Ref. [47]. After
preparing copies of near defect-free 1D Mott insulator
chains along the x- (or y-) direction, we employ a lin-
ear potential along the same direction using a magnetic
field gradient. Then we decrease the lattice depth to the
value we use in the experiments and modulate the depth
of our “short lattice” along the x− (or y−) direction. We
measure the parity occupations as a function of the mod-
ulation frequency. The resulting curve shows two minima
at frequencies Etilt±U . The obtained Etilt is the energy
difference of neighboring sites due to the linear tilt.

Hubbard parameters J . We calibrate the tunneling
strength J through the 1D quantum walk [48]. This pro-
cedure starts with copies of near defect-free 1D Mott in-
sulator chains. We projected a particular light pattern
via DMD2 to select only one single-chain along the y-
direction, as shown in Fig. S3A. We keep the y “short

lattice” at 60Er to freeze the tunneling along the y-
direction. The coherent single-atom quantum walk is
initiated by quickly ramping down the depth of the x
“short lattice” to a desired value in 300 µs. After let-
ting the system free evolve for various times t, we detect
the single atom position via the fluorescence imaging.
Fig. S3B shows the time-resolved tracing of the averaged
density distribution over eight adjacent rows along the
y-axis in the central region. The measured density dis-
tribution p(t) expands linearly versus time t, showing a
ballistic transport originated from the coherent interfer-
ence of all possible paths, agreeing excellently with the
theoretical expectation, which can be expressed as

pi(t) =

∣∣∣∣Ji( 2J

πE
sin(πEt/h)

)∣∣∣∣2 (S1)

where, h is the Planck’s constant, J is tunneling strength
along the x-axis, i denotes the distance to the initial atom
position in the unit of lattice sites, Ji is the ith-order
Bessel function of the first kind, and E represents the
possible existing energy tilt between the adjacent lattice
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sites.

3. Harmonic trapping frequency

We calibrate the global harmonic confinement result-
ing from the Gaussian profile of lattice beams by observ-
ing breathing mode oscillations. After the preparation
of a 2D atom cloud, we load the atoms into the trap
formed by lasers of interest and the dimple trap [31], then
turn off the dimple trap suddenly to drive the breath-
ing mode along the direction normal to the lattice for
a period time. Finally, we detect the atomic distribu-
tion with fluorescence imaging. To extract the oscilla-
tion frequency, the cloud sizes with different oscillation
times are fitted using a sinusoidal function, with the fit-
ted frequency corresponding to twice the harmonic trap
frequency. Fig. S3D shows the experimentally observed
breathing oscillation signal in the presence of “short lat-
tice” along the x-direction and vertical lattice along the
z-direction .

4. DMD potential calibration

As shown in Fig. S1, our platform equips three digital
micromirror devices (DMD1, DMD2, and DMD3, respec-
tively), which provide the capability to precisely manip-
ulate atoms. DMD1 and DMD3 are designed to generate
repulsive potentials to compensate for spatial inhomo-
geneities or to create isolating walls with blue-tuned light
at a wavelength of 750 nm. DMD2 is designed to realize
local atomic spin addressing capability in an arbitrary
configuration at the single-site-resolved level. We use a
circularly polarized laser at a wavelength of 787.55 nm, a
magical wavelength between the D1 and D2 transitions
[20].

DMD1 and DMD3. To calibrate the potential pro-
jected by the DMD1 (or DMD3), we utilize an anti-
Gauss pattern with a radius of 17 µm to compensate for
the overall harmonic trapping potential originating from
the lattice beams. The overall harmonic trap frequency,
which can be tuned by varying laser power incidents on
the DMD1 (or DMD3), is measured by the breathing
mode oscillations method mentioned above. From the
fitting results in Fig. S3E, the breathing mode frequency
Ω can be extracted, while ω0 is the breathing mode fre-
quency in the absence of DMD projection. We use a
linear function to fit the power of the laser beam ap-
plied to the DMD which is characterized by the voltage V
read from the photodiode. The ratio (Ω/ω0)2 is extracted
from the fitting result above to obtain the depth of the
potential projected through the DMD1 (or DMD3), as
shown in Fig. S3F.
DMD2. To calibrate the potential projected by the

DMD2, we directly observe the differential light shift
between |↑〉 and |↓〉 states via microwave (MW) spec-
troscopy. We begin by preparing the atomic cloud in the
|↑〉 state, and at this moment, the resonance frequency
between |↑〉 and |↓〉 states is Ω0, captured by the MW
spectroscopy. Then we project a flattop potential onto
the atoms with DMD2 and scan the MW frequency to
flip the atoms from the |↑〉 state to the |↓〉 state, followed
by a resonance laser beam to remove the atoms in the |↑〉
state. We can obtain the new resonance frequency Ω once
the remaining atom number reaches the maximum. We
can extract the projected potential from the frequency
difference δ = Ω0−Ω according to the above procedures.

5. Spin-dependent effect and microwave efficiency

Parallel atomic spin state addressing is achieved by in-
troducing spin-dependent effects on the superlattice [25].
We perform the parallel spin state addressing by set-
ting the depths of the “short lattice” and “long lattice”
to ∼ 37.5 Er and ∼ 96 Er, respectively. Meanwhile,
we fix the bias field along the z-direction at approxi-
mately 2 Gauss and tune the phase of the electro-optical
modulator (EOM) to ∼ 50 degrees. Therefore, we cre-
ate an 16.8 kHz energy splitting between the two hy-
perfine states (denoted by |↓〉 = |F = 1,mF = −1〉 and
|↑〉 = |F = 2,mF = −2〉) of the odd and even sites in each
double well, as shown in Fig. S3G. We then employ a Lan-
dau–Zener (LZ) crossing process to transfer the atoms on
odd (or even) sites from |↓〉 state into |↑〉 state [31]. To
calibrate the fidelity of the spin-flip operation, we apply
a multi-pulse sequence to the atomic cloud. We deduce
from the residual atom ratio after 11 and 51 pulses that
the fidelity of flipping odd sites without affecting even
sites is 99.64(4)%, as shown in Fig. S3H.

6. Calibration of the σ⊗N
x σ⊗N

z measurement

To characterize the property of the generated multipar-
tite entangled state specified in the main text, we need
to obtain the spin correlation under the σxσz basis, as
illustrated in Fig. 4, B and C. The basic idea of such an
implementation combines the spin-dependent superlat-
tice, which introduces an energy bias between the adja-
cent lattice sites in each double well, and a Rabi flopping
microwave (MW) π/2 pulse on the atom in either the left
or right site.

We calibrate the Rabi frequency of the MW pulse
and the energy difference induced by the spin-dependent
effect as follows. After preparing the alternately ar-
ranged near defect-free Mott insulator chains along the
x-direction, all atoms are in the |↓〉 spin state. We first
turn on the spin-dependent superlattice with given lattice
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FIG. S4. Driven Rabi oscillation in spin-dependent
superlattices. The circles represent the measured time-
resolved tracing of the probabilities of the |↓〉 spin state in
the left (blue) and right (orange) sites of each double well,
respectively. The solid lines represent the fitting curves with
the sine function.

depths along the x-direction and then employ a driven
Rabi pulse in resonance with the atoms on the left side
of each double well. With varying driving times, we con-
duct the Stern-Gerlach-type measurement (see the fol-
lowing part) to record the spin state at each lattice site.
The measured time-resolved tracing of the probabilities
of the |↓〉 spin state in the left and right sites of each
double well, respectively, is shown in Fig. S4. The fitted
results show that the π/2 rotation pulse acting on the
left (or right) site lasts for tπ/2 ≈ 65 µs. Furthermore,
the spin state on the opposite side of the identical dou-
ble well remains in the |↓〉 spin state with a probability
of 99.71% after the π/2 rotation pulse.

The Rabi oscillation curves, as illustrated in Fig. S4
above and Fig. 1E in the main text, exhibit the excellent
coherence property of our qubit arrays. This remark-
able coherence is thanks to the advancement of low-noise
homemade current sources accompanied by active mag-
netic field compensation [30, 31], as well as the adoption
of extremely low-noise lattice lasers that also actively
suppress intensity noise [32].

Appendix C: Staggered-immersion cooling

We employ the recently demonstrated staggered-
immersion cooling method to prepare a nearly unity-
filling Mott insulator as the basis for performing sub-
sequent studies on the generation and determination of
quantum multiparticle entangled states [19]. The exper-
iment begins with a 2D quantum gas in a single layer
of the vertical lattice along the z-direction [31]. We
drive the phase transition by ramping up the depth of
the “short-lattice” along both x- and y-directions lin-

early from 2.5Er to 20Er across the critical point in
80 ms. Where Er = h2/8mas is the recoil energy, h is
the Planck’s constant, as represents the lattice spacing
of the “short lattice” and m denotes the atomic mass.
Simultaneously with the lattice loading, a repulsive po-
tential is ramped up, compensating for the harmonic con-
finement originated by the Gaussian envelope of lattice
beams. We also superimpose a “long-lattice” along the x-
(or y-) direction before the phase transition to construct
the staggered system, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1A.
The staggered system has an average site occupation of
∼ 0.75. As we increase the U/J , where U is the on-site
interaction and J is tunneling strentgh, the atoms un-
dergo a phase transition to the Mott insulator phase in
the deep lattice sites (εi = 0), while in the shallow lattice
sites (εi = U/2), the atoms stay in the superfluid phase.
Since the gapped Mott insulators are submerged into the
gapless superfluid reservoirs, the induced excitations due
to nonadiabatic drive in the phase transition will mainly
occur in the reservoirs. After the phase transition pro-
cess, we remove all atoms in the superfluid reservoirs via
site-dependent addressing [25]. The in-situ atomic par-
ity distribution of the retained sample systems is then
recorded by the single-site resolved fluorescence imaging.

A

B

FIG. S5. Stability of the environment and the lat-
tice phases. (A) Monitoring of the environment temper-
ature (T ) and humidity (RH) changes inside the laboratory.
(B) Tracing of the phase of short lattices along both x- and
y-directions, in the unit of lattice site as. Error bars represent
the s.e.m.

Variations in the initial state and changes in environ-
mental conditions can cause a discrepancy in the cooling
effect and deviation from theoretical expectations dur-
ing the experimental repetition, which is manifested by
fluctuations in the filling of the atomic number in the
ROI region in practical experiments as shown in Fig. 1A.
First, as shown in Ref. [19], the initial atom filling rate
of the whole system, as well as the corresponding en-
tropy before the staggered-immersion cooling process,
are critical to the final cooling effectiveness. Second,
fluctuations in the environmental temperature and hu-



14

midity within the experimental platform cause a shift
in the pointing of the laser beam (see Fig. S5), which
affects the final atom occupancy during the different ex-
perimental repetitions. Furthermore, due to the finite
vacuum-limited lifetime, the background gas may collide
with the atoms during the experiment, causing atoms
to be lost from the trap. As a result, when estimat-
ing the average occupancy of the sample systems, we
excluded those repetitions where the center of mass of
the atomic cloud shifted by more than four lattice con-
stants and where the number of atoms was less than half
of the total number of lattice sites in the ROI. Of course,
the effect of atomic loss during fluorescence imaging also
contributes to the filling rate fluctuations. The loss rate
will be included in the correction of the occupation num-
ber. Therefore, we deduce a filling factor of 99.2(2)% for
the prepared Mott insulator state in the ROI after the
staggered-immersion cooling process (the value in paren-
theses represents s.e.m).

Appendix D: 1D and 2D spin-resolved detection

We specifically developed fully spin-resolved detection
techniques for both 1D and 2D systems in our experi-
ments.

1. 1D spin-resolved detection

We utilize alternately arranged unoccupied auxiliary
lattice sites combined with a magnetic field gradient to
conduct a Stern-Gerlach-type detection to extract the
spin configuration of a 1D spin chain (or an isolated
double-well). As illustrated in Fig. S7B, we perform the
following operation to read out the final spin configu-
ration after the atomic superexchange dynamics in the
isolated double-well along the y-direction. We first trans-
fer them into the “long lattice” along the x-direction af-
ter modifying the relative phases between the long and
short lattices to overlap the intensity minima of the lat-
tices. Following the turning off of the “short lattice”
along the x-direction, we re-adjust the relative phase be-
tween the long and short lattices to match the position
of the intensity maxima of the lattices. Then we turn on
the magnetic field gradient so that the potential minima
experienced by the two spin states separate in opposite
directions along the x-direction. After that, we adiabat-
ically ramp up the “short lattice” to complete the sepa-
ration of the two atoms with distinct spin states into the
two different sites of the local double well. Subsequently,
we turn off the magnetic field gradient and perform flu-
orescence imaging to record the occupancy of the atoms.
The spin states of the atoms can be distinguished simul-
taneously by their final locations.

2. 2D spin-resolved detection

The above-mentioned Stern-Gerlach-type technique no
longer directly applies to 2D qubit arrays, as there are no
longer alternatively arranged unoccupied auxiliary lattice
sites. Therefore, we develop a new approach to achieve
the 2D spin-resolved detection, which employs the state-
dependent atom transport technique. As illustrated in
Fig. 4A in the main text, we conduct the following proce-
dures to read out the spin configuration in a 2D plaquette
system along the y-direction. We first transfer the two
atomic chains into two adjacent double wells along the
x-direction. Then we shine a state-dependent addressing
beam to pin those atoms in the |↑〉 state with the DMD2.
After that, we change the phase of the long-lattice po-
tential to transport those atoms in the |↓〉 state to the
originally unoccupied auxiliary sites before performing
the fluorescence imaging. The original spin state of the
atoms can also be determined simultaneously with their
final spatial locations.

Appendix E: State preparation and measurement
(SPAM) correction{Preparation
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Detection

① Sweep error ② Spin-flip error

③ Stern-Gerlach error
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FIG. S6. SPAM evaluation and error syndromes in 1D
spin-resolved detection. (A) Cartoon sketch of the SPAM
evaluation. (B) Cartoon sketch of the error syndromes in the
SPAM described in the text.

1. SPAM in 1D spin-resolved detection

Each experimental repetition involves the preparation
of the initial state, the operation sequence, and the fi-
nal state detection, whether in the study of atomic spin
superexchange or the generation of entangled atom pairs
and chains. Although post-selection rules can help us
drastically mitigate the impact of atom loss during fluo-
rescence imaging, there are three major error syndromes
in state preparation and measurement (SPAM), which
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cause the misidentification of the final spin configuration,
summarized as follows.

• Sweep error. After the staggered-immersion cool-
ing process, we employ an LZ-type microwave pulse
followed by a resonant laser pulse to remove the
atoms from the reservoir (shallow lattice sites).
This procedure yields certain residual atoms due to
the laser pulse efficiency, called the Sweep error.

• Spin-flip error. We used an LZ-type microwave
pulse to transfer the atomic spin state on the odd
(left) side of the double wells from the |↓〉 spin state
to the |↑〉 spin state. The fluctuation of the external
magnetic field and improper selection of the pulse
duration time restrict the pulse efficiency, causing
the so-called Spin-flip error.

• Stern-Gerlach error. We use a Stern-Gerlach-
type technique to separate the atoms with different
spin states into opposite lattice sites in each pla-
quette to detect the final spin configurations of the
atoms after spin operations. However, the proce-
dures above may lead to some mistakes due to su-
perlattice phase fluctuations and other experiment
imperfections. We then attributed it to the Stern-
Gerlach error.

TABLE S1. Error budget

Error syndromes Error rate

1D
detection

Sweep error 0.07% ± 0.02%
Spin-flip error 0.23% ± 0.04%
Stern-Gerlach error 0.50% ± 0.02%

2D
detection

|↑〉 in 1st row 0.87% ± 0.35%
|↓〉 in 1st row 2.52% ± 0.46%
|↑〉 in 2nd row 1.25% ± 0.28%
|↓〉 in 2nd row 1.27% ± 0.28%

We conducted the following experimental test to cal-
ibrate the corresponding error rates for the above er-
ror syndromes, as shown in Fig. S6A. This procedure
starts from the preparation of a series copies of near
unit-filled Mott insulators arranged alternately along the
y-direction. Then, we turn on the spin-dependent su-
perlattice along the y-direction. After that, we apply
an LZ-type microwave pulse to flip the spin state at the
odd (left) sites of each double-well along the y-direction
in the presence of a spin-dependent superlattice. Next,
we remove those spin-flipped atoms with a resonant laser
pulse. At last, we carry out the aforementioned Stern-
Gerlach-type method to detect the final spin states in
each plaquette. These operations mentioned above con-
tain the three primary error syndromes, as illustrated in
Fig. S6B. By analyzing the results of the above exper-
iments, we can extract the probability of error for the
corresponding error symptoms. The corresponding error
budget is summarized in TAB. S1.

2. Detection efficiency in 2D spin-resolved
detection

Cross-talking between different spin states, as well as
accidental atom-hopping events during the detection pro-
cedure, decreases the efficiency of the aforementioned 2D
spin-resolved detection scheme. To calibrate the detec-
tion efficiency, we repeat the spin-resolved detection pro-
cedures to a given initial state |↑, ↓; ↓, ↑〉, and then take
statistics on the final outputs to evaluate the detection ef-
ficiency. Here, the semicolon separates the occupations in
the top and bottom rows of the plaquette, and the comma
separates the site occupations within each row. The ob-
tained detection efficiencies for different spin states in
different spatial locations are listed in TAB. S1.

Appendix F: Atomic spin superexchange and the
two-atom entangled Bell state
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FIG. S7. State preparation and detection in atomic
spin superexchange process. (A) Cartoon sketch of the
initial spin state preparation to study spin superexchange dy-
namics in each double-well along the y-direction. (B) The
final spin configuration detection uses a Stern-Gerlach-type
approach via applying a magnetic field gradient along the x-
direction.

Model description. The following two-site Bose-
Hubbard Hamiltonian can describe a pair of bosonic
87Rb atoms within two different spin states (donated by
|↓〉 = |F = 1,mF = −1〉 and |↑〉 = |F = 2,mF = −2〉) in
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an isolated double-well system

Ĥ =
∑
σ=↑,↓

[
−J

(
â†LσâRσ + âLσâ

†
Rσ

)
−1

2
∆ (n̂Lσ − n̂Rσ)

]
+ U (n̂↑Ln̂↓L + n̂↑Rn̂↓R)

(S1)

where â†L,Rσ, âL,Rσ are creation and annihilation opera-
tors for a bosonic atom with spin σ in the ground state of
the left and right well, respectively, n̂L,Rσ = â†L,RσâL,Rσ,
J is the tunneling strength, ∆ denotes the bias potential
between the wells, and U is the on-site interaction energy
between two spin states. In this Hamiltonian, the state
of the two atoms can be represented by the superposition
of the Fock states {|↑, ↓〉 , |↓, ↑〉 , |↑↓, 0〉 , |0, ↑↓〉}.

FIG. S8. Map of atomic spin superexchange strength ex-
tracted from the 49 double-wells within the ROI.

Initial state preparation. The experiment starts by
preparing a near-unity filled Mott insulator state in the
staggered system. We turn on the state-dependent su-
perlattice along the y-direction in 30 ms, followed by a
Landau-Zener (LZ) sweep to transfer atoms in left (odd)
sites from the initial state |↓〉 to |↑〉 described above,
which creates the initial Néel order state |↑↓↑↓↑↓ · · ·〉
along the y-direction, as shown in Fig. S7A. The ini-
tial spin configuration in each superlattice DWs is |↑, ↓〉.
The spin superexchange dynamics are started via rapidly
reducing the depth of the “short lattice” along the y-
direction to 18 Er in 300 µs, thus establishing the su-
perexchange couplings. After a certain evolution time t,
we freeze the spin configuration by ramping up the depth
of the “short lattice” along y-direction back to 60 Er in
300 µs. During the evolution dynamics, we employ a re-
pulsive potential to compensate for the inhomogeneity of
the overall trapping potential.

Final state detection. After the atomic spin superex-
change dynamics, the final spin configuration is read

out using the spin-resolved detection approach mentioned
above. Then, we can implement the post-selection rules
that total atom number conservation and total spin con-
servation must be satisfied simultaneously in each pla-
quette to the data in analyzing atomic spin superex-
change dynamics. In other words, we keep only those
states in each plaquette that are in one of the four Fock
states as follows, {|↑, ↓〉 , |↓, ↑〉 , |↑↓, 0〉 , |0, ↑↓〉}, as shown
in Fig. S7B.
Theory of Bell state fidelity. The fidelity F of the
generated two-atom entangled Bell pairs, |ψ〉 = (|↑, ↓〉+
|↓, ↑〉)/

√
2, can be expressed as

F = 〈ψ| ρ |ψ〉 =
1

4
(1 + 〈σxσx〉+ 〈σyσy〉 − 〈σzσz〉) (S2)

where ρ is the experimentally produced density matrix,
σx,y,z are Pauli spin operators. The bases for the σz, σx
and σy operators are |↑ / ↓〉, |+/−〉 = (|↑〉± |↓〉)/

√
2 and

|	 / �〉 = (|↑〉 ± i |↓〉)/
√

2, respectively. Thus, we can
further deduce that

〈σxσx〉 = P+,+ + P−,− − P+,− − P−,+,
〈σyσy〉 = P	,	 + P�,� − P	,� − P�,	,

〈σzσz〉 = P↑,↑ + P↓,↓ − P↑,↓ − P↓,↑.
(S3)

Since we have single-site- and spin-resolved detection ca-
pabilities, we can directly obtain all these two-atom spin
correlations, and further derive the fidelity of Bell pairs.

SPAM correction. Fig. 2C shows the experimen-
tally measured state populations averaged within the
ROI under |+/−〉, |	 / �〉 and |↑ / ↓〉 basis without
SPAM correction. The corresponding expectation val-
ues of the spin correlations are 〈σxσx〉 = 0.927 ± 0.010,
〈σyσy〉 = 0.924 ± 0.014 and 〈σzσz〉 = 0.972 ± 0.013, re-
spectively. From the above, we directly deduce that the
average fidelity of the generated two-atom Bell pairs is
F = 0.956(5) over the 14 × 14 lattice sites region. Each
experimental repetition to prepare and verify the Bell
states involves an LZ-type microwave pulse to flip the
spin state of those atoms in the superfluid reservoirs af-
ter the staggered-immersion cooling, followed by a res-
onant laser pulse remove them. Then another LZ-type
microwave pulse is employed to prepare the initial Néel
order state, and finally, applying a Stern-Gerlach-type
approach to detect the spin configurations. Taking into
account the SPAM correction, as shown in TAB. S1, we
evaluate the average fidelity of the 49 entangled Bell pairs
to be F = 0.966(5).

Appendix G: Witness and measurement settings of
the multipartite entanglement

1. Witness and proof

In previous work [35], we proposed a practical scheme
for generating and detecting 1D global entanglement in
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A B C

FIG. S9. Two-body spin correlations. (A) Configurations of two-body spin correlations under σx basis, and the correspond-
ing experimentally measured expectation values. (B) Configurations of two-body spin correlations under σz basis, and the
corresponding experimentally measured expectation values. (C) The expectation values of γi,j = 2

∣∣〈σi
xσ

j
x

〉∣∣ +
∣∣〈⊗10

k=1σ
k
z

〉∣∣ ex-

tracted from (A), where the experimentally measured ten-body spin correlation
∣∣〈⊗10

k=1σ
k
z

〉∣∣ = 0.89±0.03. Error bars represent
the s.e.m.

the optical lattice. However, verifying the genuine mul-
tipartite entanglement (GME) property of the generated
states requires rather complicated measurement settings.
Therefore, in this paper, we provide a novel witness cri-
terion for efficiently verifying the full entanglement prop-
erties of our experimentally generated 1D chains as well
as the 2D plaquette state.

Fully entangled state. According to Ref. [7, 35], an
N -qubit quantum state ρ is fully entangled, if it cannot
be expressed as following

ρ 6=
∑
i

piρ
i
M ⊗ ρiM̄ (S1)

for all possible bipartitions M |M̄ of the whole system.
Based on our previous work [35], we developed the fol-

lowing witness to detect the full entanglement property,
which is more experiment-friendly.

Theorem For an N -qubit quantum state ρ with N be-
ing an even number, let A be its subsystem with an even
number of particles, and let Bx, By and Bz be the three
subsystems of Ā. If the quantum state can be bi-separable
into M |M̄ , where M and A contain an odd number of
shared particles. The following inequality holds,

|〈σAx ⊗ σBx
z 〉|+ |〈σAy ⊗ σBy

z 〉|+ |〈σA∪Bz
z 〉| ≤ 1, (S2)

where 〈O〉 = Tr(ρO) is the expectation value.

Proof The proof of this theorem is similar to our previ-
ous work [35], and the details are as follows.

First, if ρ is a pure quantum state under the bipartition
M |M̄ , with |φ〉 = |φM 〉 |φM̄ 〉, then

|〈σAx ⊗ σBx
z 〉|+ |〈σAy ⊗ σBy

z 〉|+ |〈σA∪Bz
z 〉|

= |〈σA∩Mx ⊗ σBx∩M
z 〉||〈σA∩M̄x ⊗ σBx∩M̄

z 〉|+ |〈σA∩My ⊗ σBy∩M
z 〉||〈σA∩M̄y ⊗ σBy∩M̄

z 〉|+ |〈σ(A∪Bz)∩M
z 〉||〈σ(A∪Bz)∩M̄

z 〉|

≤
√
|〈σA∩Mx ⊗ σBx∩M

z 〉|2 + |〈σA∩My ⊗ σBy∩M
z 〉|2 + |〈σ(A∪Bz)∩M

z 〉|2 ×√
|〈σA∩M̄x ⊗ σBx∩M̄

z 〉|2 + |〈σA∩M̄y ⊗ σBy∩M̄
z 〉|2 + |〈σ(A∪Bz)∩M̄

z 〉|2, (S3)

where the second inequality is due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Since M and A contain an odd number of
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shared particles and A contians an even number of par-
ticles, then M̄ and A also contain an odd number of
shared particles. Thus, one can check that σA∩Mx ⊗
σBx∩M
z , σA∩My ⊗ σ

By∩M
z and σ

(A∪Bz)∩M
z anticommute

with each other. And σA∩M̄x ⊗ σBx∩M̄
z , σA∩M̄y ⊗ σBy∩M̄

z

and σ
(A∪Bz)∩M̄
z anticommute with each other, too. Based

on anticommutativity theorem [49, 50], we obtain that

|〈σAx ⊗ σBx
z 〉|+ |〈σAy ⊗ σ

By
z 〉|+ |〈σA∪Bz

z 〉| ≤ 1.

On the other hand, if ρ is a mixed state under such
bipartition M |M̄ , with ρ =

∑
k pk |φk〉 〈φk|, where |φk〉 =

|φMk〉 |φM̄k〉 and
∑
k pk = 1, then

|〈σAx ⊗ σBx
z 〉|+ |〈σAy ⊗ σBy

z 〉|+ |〈σA∪Bz
z 〉|

= |Tr(ρσAx ⊗ σBx
z )|+ |Tr(ρσAy ⊗ σBy

z )|+ |Tr(ρσA∪Bz
z )|

≤
∑
k

pk{| 〈φk|σAx ⊗ σBx
z |φk〉 |+ | 〈φk|σAy ⊗ σBy

z |φk〉 |+ | 〈φk|σA∪Bz
z |φk〉 |}

≤
∑
k

pk = 1. (S4)

As a result, we finish the proof.

In addition, in our previous work [35], we have demon-
strated that σ⊗Nx and σ⊗Ny are symmetric in our target
state generation method, therefore we only need to mea-
sure one of them in our experiments.

Examples 1) A 1D entangled chain containing six par-
ticles is denoted as {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}. Now consider one of
its subsystems A = {1, 2} and take Bx = By = ∅, and
Bz = Ā = {3, 4, 5, 6}. According to the above theorem, if
the particles in A can separate into the bipartition M |M̄ ,
then the following inequality holds,

|〈σ1
xσ

2
x〉|+ |〈σ1

yσ
2
y〉|+ |〈⊗6

i=1σ
i
z〉| ≤ 1. (S5)

In other words, if the above inequality is broken, it indi-
cates that the particles 1 and 2 in subsystem A should
all be contained in M or M̄ .

2) Consider the 8-particle plaquette system shown in
Fig. 4C of the main text. We choose one of its subsystems
A = {1, 2} and take Bx = By = {5}, and Bz = {3, 4}.
According to the above theorem, if the particles in A can
separate into the bipartition M |M̄ , then the following
inequality holds,

|〈σ1
xσ

2
xσ

5
z〉|+ |〈σ1

yσ
2
yσ

5
z〉|+ |〈σ1

zσ
2
zσ

3
zσ

4
z〉| ≤ 1. (S6)

Similarly, if the above inequality is broken, it indicates
that the particles 1 and 2 in subsystem A should all be
contained in M or M̄ .

GME witness for four-body state. As for the 2D
four-body entangled state, we derive an efficient witness
to detect GME, which can be written as follows.

W4 =4− (σ1
zσ

3
xσ

4
x + σ1

zσ
3
yσ

4
y − σ2

zσ
3
xσ

4
x − σ2

zσ
3
yσ

4
y

− σ1
xσ

2
xσ

3
z − σ1

yσ
2
yσ

3
z + σ1

xσ
2
xσ

4
z + σ1

yσ
2
yσ

4
z). (S7)

Proof Now we prove abovementioned GME witness by
showing that its expectation value is nonnegative for any

bi-separable pure state. We begin with bipartition 1|234.
For a pure state |φ〉 = |φ1〉 |φ234〉, we have

〈W4〉 =4− (〈σ1
z〉〈σ3

xσ
4
x〉+ 〈σ1

z〉〈σ3
yσ

4
y〉 − 〈σ2

zσ
3
xσ

4
x〉

− 〈σ2
zσ

3
yσ

4
y〉 − 〈σ1

x〉〈σ2
xσ

3
z〉 − 〈σ1

y〉〈σ2
yσ

3
z〉

+ 〈σ1
x〉〈σ2

xσ
4
z〉+ 〈σ1

y〉〈σ2
yσ

4
z〉). (S8)

We denote x, y, z as 〈σ1
x〉, 〈σ1

y〉, 〈σ1
z〉 and define

F (x, y, z) =4 + x(σ2
xσ

3
z − σ2

xσ
4
z) + y(σ2

yσ
3
z − σ2

yσ
4
z)

− z(σ3
xσ

4
x + σ3

yσ
4
y) + σ2

zσ
3
xσ

4
x + σ2

zσ
3
yσ

4
y.

(S9)

Then 〈W4〉 is bounded from the minimum eigenvalue of
F (x, y, z) [49]:

〈W4〉 ≥ 2− 2
√
x2 + y2 + z2 ≥ 0. (S10)

The bipartitions 2|134, 3|124, 4|123 can be proved simi-
larly.

For bipartitions 12|34, 13|24 and 14|23, it can be
proved that 〈W4〉 ≥ 0 based on anticommutativity theo-
rem directly. As a result, we finish the proof.

Considering the symmetry, we only need to verify

〈σ1
zσ

3
xσ

4
x〉 − 〈σ2

zσ
3
xσ

4
x〉 − 〈σ1

xσ
2
xσ

3
z〉+ 〈σ1

xσ
2
xσ

4
z〉 > 2

(S11)

in experiment to demonstrate the four-body genuine en-
tanglement.

Detecting entanglement between two chains. If
a system is separable with respect to the bipartition
1234|5678, the following inequality holds,

|〈σ3
zσ

5
xσ

7
x〉|+ |〈σ1

xσ
3
xσ

7
z〉|+ |〈σ1

xσ
3
yσ

5
xσ

7
y〉| ≤ 1, (S12)

which can be also proved based on anticommutativity
theorem. That means we can certify entanglement be-
tween two chains by verifying O2 > 1 in Fig. 4E. Con-
sidering the symmetry, O1 > 1 also indicates the non-
separability between such two chains.
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2. Measurement settings and implementation

(1) σ1
xσ

2
xσ

3
zσ

4
z measurement. To generate the entan-

gled plaquette, we start by preparing the initial spin state
in configuration |↑, ↓; ↓, ↑〉 (the semicolon separates the
occupations in the top and bottom rows of the plaque-
tte, and the comma separates the site occupations within
each row), which is achieved by our cooling approach
combined with versatile potential tailoring and spin ma-
nipulation capabilities. The remaining operations are de-
tailed in the main text.

We then present the basic procedures for implementing
the σ1

xσ
2
xσ

3
zσ

4
z measurement in our experiment, as illus-

trated in Fig. 4B. After preparing such a four-body en-
tangled state in the isolated plaquettes, we first turn on
the spin-dependent effect along the x-direction to induce
an energy difference between the left and the right sites
in each double well. Then, we apply a π/2 rotation pulse
to the two top sites in the plaquettes (the labeled sites 1
and 2). After that, we conduct the 2D spin-resolved de-
tection aforementioned to capture the corresponding spin
states. Similarly, the only modification in implementing
the σ1

zσ
2
zσ

3
xσ

4
x measurement is that the π/2 pulse is ap-

plied to the two bottom sites of the plaquette rather than
the two tops.

(2) 〈σ1
xσ

3
yσ

5
xσ

7
y〉 correlation. To generate the 2D eight-

body entangled plaquette state, we start by preparing the
initial spin state in configuration |↑, ↓, ↑, ↓; ↓, ↑, ↓, ↑〉. The
remaining operations are also detailed in the main text.
The procedures for implementing the σ1

xσ
2
xσ

3
xσ

4
xσ

5
zσ

6
zσ

7
zσ

8
z

and σ1
zσ

2
zσ

3
zσ

4
zσ

5
xσ

6
xσ

7
xσ

8
x measurements are the same as

above. The 〈σ1
xσ

3
yσ

5
xσ

7
y〉 correlation is extracted from the

remaining measurement setting after the LOCC opera-

tion (as mentioned in the main text). The corresponding
procedures are detailed as follows.

After preparing such a 2D eight-body entangled pla-
quette state, as illustrated in Fig. 4C, following a LOCC
operation, we utilize the spin-dependent superlattice po-
tential along the y-direction to accumulate a π/2 phase
between the adjacent atom pairs. Because of the periodic
property of the optical superlattices, lattice sites labeled
as 1 and 3, for example, are spatially equivalent. There-
fore, no phase difference accumulates between these two
lattice sites at a spatial distance of 2as in the presence
of a spin-dependent effect produced by the superlattice
structure.

However, in the 2D eight-body plaquette system illus-
trated in Fig. 4C, when the third parallel layers of entan-
gling gates detailed in the main text are applied, lattice
sites 2 and 3 are in the identical isolated double well, as
are lattice sites 6 and 7. As a result, only one atom oc-
cupies each of these lattice sites. And at this moment,
site 1 and its nearest left-neighbor site share an identical
double well, as does site 5. Similarly, site 4 and its near-
est right-neighbor site share an identical double well, as
does site 8.

Therefore, when applying the third parallel layer of en-
tangling gates (or the LOCC operation), the atom orig-
inal in site 1 (or 4, 5, 8) may tunnel to the adjacent
unoccupied side of the identical double well. Especially
when atoms in sites 1 and 5 are both tunneled to the left
side before performing the final measurement setting, in
this case, these two atoms will accumulate an additional
π/2 phase compared to the atoms in sites 3 and 7 when
evolving for a fixed time. After the relative phase accu-
mulation process, we employ a π/2 rotation MW pulse
before the final projection measurement.
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