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We integrate a long-lived memory qubit into a mixed-species trapped-ion quantum network node.
Ion-photon entanglement first generated with a network qubit in 88Sr+ is transferred to 43Ca+ with
0.977(7) fidelity, and mapped to a robust memory qubit. We then entangle the network qubit with
a second photon, without affecting the memory qubit. We perform quantum state tomography to
show that the fidelity of ion-photon entanglement decays ∼ 70 times slower on the memory qubit.
Dynamical decoupling further extends the storage duration; we measure an ion-photon entanglement
fidelity of 0.81(4) after 10 s.

Quantum networks have the potential to revolutionize
the way we distribute and process information [1]. They
have applications in cryptography [2, 3], quantum com-
puting [4, 5], and metrology [6], and can provide insights
into the nature of entanglement [7, 8]. Photonic inter-
faces are essential for such networks, enabling two remote
stationary qubits to exchange quantum information using
entanglement swapping [9]. Elementary quantum net-
works have been realized with diamond nitrogen-vacancy
centers [8, 10], photons [11, 12], neutral atoms [13–15],
solid-state systems [16], and trapped ions [7, 17–24].

Trapped ions provide qubits with exceptionally long
coherence times, which can be initialized, manipulated,
entangled, and read out with high fidelity [25–30]. More-
over, trapped ions readily interact with optical fields,
providing a natural interface between their electronic
state – the stationary quantum memory – and photons
– the “flying” quantum information carrier [31]. Pairs of
trapped-ion network nodes comprising one qubit of a sin-
gle species have been connected by a photonic link and
used to perform Bell tests [7], state teleportation [18],
random number generation [19], quantum key distribu-
tion [21], and frequency comparisons [22]. Trapped ion
systems have also demonstrated state-of-the-art single-
and two-qubit gate fidelities, but integrating these within
a quantum network node remains a challenge since an
ion species suitable for quantum communication does not
necessarily also provide a good memory qubit with suf-
ficient isolation from network activity. Atomic species
such as 133Ba+ or 171Yb+ have been proposed to cir-
cumvent this issue [26, 32]; however, the development of
the required experimental techniques is still ongoing. Al-
ternatively, it is possible for each role to be fulfilled by a
different species [33]. In addition, using multiple atomic
species has advantages for minimizing crosstalk during
mid-circuit measurements and cooling [34].

In this Letter, we demonstrate a trapped-ion quan-
tum network node in which entanglement between a net-
work qubit and a photon is created and coherently trans-
ferred onto a memory qubit for storage, while the net-
work qubit is entangled with a second photon. Due

to its simple level structure, 88Sr+ is ideally suited for
our ion-photon entanglement (IPE) scheme [20], whereas
the hyperfine structure of 43Ca+ provides a long-lived
memory qubit [35]. While both IPE and local mixed-
species entangling gates have been demonstrated inde-
pendently [33], this is the first experiment in which these
capabilities are combined. Furthermore, we show that
the memory qubit in 43Ca+ is robust to environmental
noise as well as to concurrent addressing of 88Sr+ for the
generation of IPE. Finally, sympathetic cooling of the ion
pair using 88Sr+ between rounds of entanglement gener-
ation enables continued operation even in the presence of
heating.

For this experiment, we load a 88Sr+-43Ca+ crystal
with controlled order into a surface-electrode Paul trap
at room temperature [36]. Each experimental sequence
begins with cooling [37], reducing the temperature of the
axial out-of-phase (OOP) and in-phase (IP) motion to
n̄oop ' 0.3 and n̄ip ' 3, respectively. The cooling se-
quence was empirically optimized for the high heating
rates observed, namely ˙̄noop ' 360 s−1 at ωoop/(2π) =
3.354 MHz and ˙̄nip ' 2700 s−1 at ωip/(2π) = 1.705 MHz.
To produce single photons, 88Sr+ is excited to the
|P1/2, mJ =+1/2〉 state by a ∼ 10 ps laser pulse. This
short-lived excited state decays with probability 0.95 into
the S1/2 manifold via emission of a photon at 422 nm
whose polarization is entangled with the spin state of the
ion. The photon emission is imaged by an NA = 0.6 ob-
jective onto a single-mode optical fiber [Fig. 1(a)], which
acts as a spatial mode filter, maximizing the entangled
fraction by suppressing polarization mixing. The ion-
photon state can then be described by the maximally
entangled Bell state

|ψ〉 = 1√
2

(
|↓N〉 ⊗ |H〉+ |↑N〉 ⊗ |V 〉

)
,

where |H〉 and |V 〉 are orthogonal linear polarization
states of the photon, and |↓N〉 and |↑N〉 denote the net-
work qubit states in the Zeeman ground state manifold
of 88Sr+ [Fig. 1(b)]. To analyze the polarization state
of the photon, we employ polarizing beamsplitters and
avalanche photodiodes, which are part of the same pho-
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tonic Bell state analyzer used to herald remote entangle-
ment between two network nodes [20]. The pulsed excita-
tion sequence is repeated in a loop at an attempt rate of
1 MHz until a photon is detected. The polarization mea-
surement basis is set at the beginning of a sequence us-
ing motorized waveplates. Qubit manipulation of 88Sr+
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FIG. 1. (a) Overview of the apparatus. We show the laser
beam geometry; within the plane of the trap surface, the mag-
netic field B is oriented at 45° to the trap axis z. Perpendic-
ular to this plane, the NA = 0.6 lens collects single photons
from a 88Sr+ ion (violet circle). Single photons are coupled
into a single-mode fiber that is connected to a Bell state an-
alyzer. Here, only one network node is connected; the same
device can herald remote entanglement with a second, iden-
tical node [20]. The state of 88Sr+ can be mapped onto a
co-trapped 43Ca+ ion (orange circle). (b) Level structure of
88Sr+ (violet) and 43Ca+ (orange), not to scale. The mem-
ory qubit comprises the mF = 0 states in the 43Ca+ S1/2

manifold. Raman lasers (blue arrows, 422 nm) are used to
drive mixed-species entangling gates and transitions between
43Ca+ hyperfine ground states. A σ+-polarized laser pulse
excites the S1/2 ↔ P1/2 transition in 88Sr+ to generate a sin-
gle photon whose polarization (see σ and π decay channels) is
entangled with the state of the ion. A narrow-linewidth laser
(red arrow, 674 nm) is used to manipulate the 88Sr+ qubit via
the quadrupole transition.

is performed on the 674 nm quadrupole transition, which
is also used for electron shelving readout.

The second ion species, 43Ca+, is chosen for its excel-
lent coherence properties and the high level of control
achieved in previous experiments [27, 38–40]. Further-
more, the mass ratio between 43Ca+ and 88Sr+ is reason-
ably favorable for sympathetic cooling [41], and the elec-
tronic level structure facilitates mixed-species gates [42].
For state preparation, polarized 397 nm light optically
pumps population into |↓L〉. A pair of co-propagating
Raman laser beams at λR = 402 nm is used to manipu-
late states within the ground state manifold. For readout,
population is shelved using a pulse sequence of 393 nm
and 850 nm light [43]. At a magnetic field of 0.5 mT,
the frequency of the memory qubit transition depends
weakly on the magnetic field magnitude, with a sensitiv-
ity of 122 kHz mT−1. Compared to the sensitivity of the
88Sr+ Zeeman qubit of 28 MHz mT−1, the memory qubit
is significantly more resilient to magnetic field noise. In
addition, the magnetic field at the position of the ions
is actively stabilized using feedback and feedforward cur-
rents to the 10 nT level, calibrated over the 50 Hz line
cycle using 88Sr+ as a magnetic field probe [44].

To swap information from 88Sr+ to 43Ca+, we per-
form mixed-species σ̂z ⊗ σ̂z geometric phase gates us-
ing the state-dependent light shift force generated by a
single pair of ∼ 20 mW Raman laser beams at 402 nm.
Only one pair is required to drive both species thanks to
their compatible electronic level structure [42] [Fig. 1(b)].
The main advantage of this scheme over Cirac-Zoller and
Mølmer-Sørensen gates, which have previously been ex-
plored in this context [33, 45], is its robustness to qubit
frequency shifts. The Raman beams are aligned to ad-
dress the OOP axial motion of the two-ion crystal [42].
For maximum gate efficiency on this mode, the ion spac-
ing is set to a half-integer multiple of the effective wave-
length λR/

√
2. As the memory qubit in 43Ca+ does not

experience a light shift, this interaction is performed on
the logic qubit L instead. First-order Walsh modulation
compensates for the light shift imbalance between the
two species. With the available laser power, a detuning
of δ/(2π) = 34 kHz from the OOP mode achieves a gate
duration of ≈ 60 µs while minimizing off-resonant excita-
tion of the IP mode [37]. Charging of the trap due to the
Raman laser beams is automatically compensated every
∼ 5 min using the method described in Ref. [46].

The state of the network qubit in 88Sr+ is coherently
swapped onto the logic qubit using an iSWAP gate, which
is implemented by two σ̂z ⊗ σ̂z interactions and single-
qubit rotations [circuit shown in Fig. 2(a)]. We use the
iSWAP, as opposed to a full SWAP, since the initial state
of 43Ca+ is known to be prepared in |↓L〉. The ideal
iSWAP performs the mapping |φN〉⊗ |↓L〉 7→ |↓N〉⊗ |φL〉,
where |φ〉 is the arbitrary state to be swapped to the
logic qubit, leaving the network qubit in the |↓N〉 state.
Experimental imperfections leading to deviations from
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FIG. 2. (a) The iSWAP circuit used to map the network
qubit state from 88Sr+ to the logic qubit in 43Ca+. (b) The
Choi matrix reconstructed from process tomography of the
iSWAP gate before error detection indicates a process fidelity
of 0.913(3). (c) Initializing the logic qubit in |↓L〉 and rejecting
errors flagged by the measurement on the network qubit, the
fidelity of this conditional process is 0.977(7).

the target subspace |↓N〉 〈↓N| ⊗ 1̂L are detected via a
mid-circuit measurement on the network qubit [47]. We
characterize the iSWAP operation independently using
process tomography [48, 49] to reconstruct the Choi
process matrix χexp and calculate the process fidelity
Fp = Tr(χidχexp) with respect to the ideal process χid,
yielding Fp = 0.913(3) [Fig. 2(b)]. Considering only the
mapping from the subspace 1̂N⊗|↓L〉 〈↓L| where the logic
qubit is prepared in |↓L〉 to the subspace |↓N〉 〈↓N| ⊗ 1̂L
where the network qubit is measured in |↓N〉, the pro-
cess fidelity is 0.977(7) with respect to the ideal process
|φN〉 ⊗ |↓L〉 7→ |↓N〉 ⊗ |φL〉 [Fig. 2(c)].

The iSWAP operation enables the transfer of IPE from
the network qubit in 88Sr+ to the memory qubit in
43Ca+, so that IPE can be created a second time using
88Sr+. To probe the memory properties of the integrated
system of entangled photons and ions, we perform tomog-
raphy on both ion-photon states in parallel after a vari-
able storage duration. For this, we initialize |↓L〉 ⊗ |↓N〉
and execute the attempt loop until a single photon is de-
tected [point I in Fig. 3(a)]. Subsequently, we swap the
network qubit state to the logic qubit, and further to the

memory qubit M for storage [37]. If the 130 µs mid-circuit
measurement on the network qubit indicates a success
[point II in Fig. 3(a)], the attempt loop is executed un-
til a second photon is detected [point III in Fig. 3(a)].
After a variable delay ∆t, both the memory and the net-
work qubit are measured. Note that no dynamical de-
coupling is used throughout this sequence. Figure 3(c)
shows the fidelity of ion-photon states to the closest max-
imally entangled state [50] for different storage durations.
The raw 88Sr+-photon fidelity is 0.97(2), but dephasing
of the network qubit limits the coherence time of this
state to 2 ms. Swapping the ion state into the memory
qubit extends the coherence time by a factor ∼ 70 with
an initial fidelity of 0.93(2). The additional infidelity is
due to the high heating rates limiting the iSWAP opera-
tion [37], and imperfections in the L→ M transfer pulse
sequence [37]. The fidelity shown in Fig. 3(c) decays due
to magnetic field noise and laser leakage; heating during
the storage duration causes single-qubit rotation errors in
88Sr+, whereas the use of a co-propagating Raman beam
geometry eliminates this effect in 43Ca+.

In a second experiment, we demonstrate that these
limitations can be overcome. We employ Knill dynami-
cal decoupling [25, 51] with 40 spin flips to suppress the
effect of magnetic field noise [Fig. 3(b)]. To minimize
the effect of laser leakage, we transport the ions 100 µm
away from the laser interaction zone. Furthermore, sym-
pathetic Doppler cooling on 88Sr+ avoids ion loss due
to heating. We achieve an IPE fidelity of 0.81(4) after
10 s [squares and inset in Fig. 3(c)]. The ratio of deco-
herence rate to the node-to-node entanglement rate in a
quantum network strongly impacts the resource scaling
for fault-tolerant error correction [52]. Here, this ratio is
estimated to be 0.0006 and 0.08 with and without dynam-
ical decoupling, respectively, assuming the entanglement
rate of 182 s−1 previously observed in our setup [20].

Crucially, there is negligible memory error associated
with generating a second ion-photon pair, as the lasers
used during the attempt loop are far off-resonant (>
THz) from transitions in 43Ca+. To demonstrate this, we
perform Ramsey experiments on the memory qubit while
the loop is ongoing in the background for up to 105 exci-
tation attempts [Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b)], enough to her-
ald > 1500 entangled ion-photon states. The light shift
per excitation attempt is 8.8(6) µrad, and can easily be
corrected in real-time by adjusting the phase reference.
From the same data, we do not observe any statistically
significant reduction in contrast [Fig. 4(b)]. A secondary
consequence of the loop is excess heating due to pho-
ton recoil. We measure excess heating of 9.3(9)× 10−4

phonons per attempt [Fig. 4(c)], which is insignificant in
the context of this experiment [Fig. 4(d)].

In summary, we have demonstrated the coherent trans-
fer of IPE from a network qubit in 88Sr+ to a memory
qubit in 43Ca+ within a quantum network node. We note
that the measurements reveal the presence of entangle-
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FIG. 3. (a-b) Experimental sequences to probe the memory properties of the network node. Delayed measurements from a
complete set of bases B ⊗ J are used to tomographically reconstruct the density matrices of the ion-photon states. If the
mid-circuit measurement detects errors in the iSWAP gate, the sequence is immediately restarted. (a) A second photon is
generated after transferring the state entangled with the first photon to the memory qubit. (b) After transferring IPE from
the network qubit to the memory qubit, 88Sr+ is used to sympathetically cool 43Ca+. Dynamical decoupling and ion transport
are used to extend the memory coherence time during the storage period. (c) The fidelities of the ion-photon states with
respect to the closest maximally entangled state [37] are calculated from the density matrix obtained from maximum likelihood
estimation [37] and averaged over all four photon detectors. Error bars span the 95 % confidence interval obtained from
nonparametric bootstrapping [37]. Dashed curves show Gaussian decay models to guide the eye. Square symbols indicate the
fidelity with dynamical decoupling, ion transport, and sympathetic cooling using 88Sr+ during the storage time. At 10 s, only
the populations and the parity were measured to infer the fidelity (see inset for the signal correlated with one photon detector,
versus varying memory qubit rotation angle φ).

ment even though the photon was destroyed before the
transfer took place [53]. We extend the storage dura-
tion of this entanglement by ∼ 4 orders of magnitude,
to more than 10 s, while ensuring that subsequent IPE
can be performed without crosstalk affecting the memory
qubit. Extending the storage duration beyond the time
taken to generate IPE is essential for applications that re-
quire multiple communication photons. We have shown
that we can generate further IPE on the network qubit
while bounding the error induced on a memory qubit only
3.3 µm away to < 2× 10−5 [Fig. 4]; this enables applica-
tions such as entanglement distillation [54–56] and blind
quantum computing [57]. Mixed-species transfer in a net-
work node also enables applications that require remote
entanglement of long-lived memories, including quantum
networks of atomic clocks [6, 22]. For long-distance net-
works, communication latencies due to time-of-flight and
classical signaling would limit the rate at which nodes
with a single network qubit can generate entanglement.
However, if the state of this network qubit is stored in
an available memory qubit immediately after emission of
the photon, entanglement attempts could be made with-
out dead-time in between [24]. A constant attempt rate
could be reached independent of distance, limited only by
the local swapping procedure. In that scheme, the mem-
ory qubits would be stored until the corresponding herald

signals arrive to indicate which had been entangled suc-
cessfully. In our system, link losses, rather than memory
coherence, would set the limit on the maximum possible
node separation. To increase the photon collection effi-
ciency, cavities can be used [23, 58]. To reduce the fiber
losses, quantum frequency conversion to infrared wave-
lengths has been proven feasible [59–61]. Combined with
these improvements, our system, which integrates a high-
fidelity photonic interface with mixed-species quantum
logic, a robust memory and ion transport capabilities,
paves the way for more powerful trapped-ion quantum
networks.
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Nadlinger, S. R. Woodrow, D. M. Lucas, and C. J. Bal-
lance, Benchmarking a high-fidelity mixed-species entan-
gling gate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 080504 (2020).

[43] A. H. Myerson, D. J. Szwer, S. C. Webster, D. T. C.
Allcock, M. J. Curtis, G. Imreh, J. A. Sherman, D. N.
Stacey, A. M. Steane, and D. M. Lucas, High-fidelity
readout of trapped-ion qubits, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100,
200502 (2008).

[44] D. Main, Magnetic Field Stabilisation in Ion Traps, Mas-
ter’s thesis, University of Oxford (2020).

[45] C. D. Bruzewicz, R. McConnell, J. Stuart, J. M. Sage,
and J. Chiaverini, Dual-species, multi-qubit logic prim-
itives for Ca+/Sr+ trapped-ion crystals, npj Quantum
Inf. 5, 102 (2019).

[46] D. P. Nadlinger, P. Drmota, D. Main, B. C. Nichol,
G. Araneda, R. Srinivas, L. J. Stephenson, C. J. Bal-
lance, and D. M. Lucas, Micromotion minimisation by
synchronous detection of parametrically excited motion
(2021), arXiv:2107.00056.

[47] P.-J. Stas, Y. Q. Huan, B. Machielse, E. N. Knall, A. Su-
leymanzade, B. Pingault, M. Sutula, S. W. Ding, C. M.
Knaut, D. R. Assumpcao, Y.-C. Wei, M. K. Bhaskar,
R. Riedinger, D. D. Sukachev, H. Park, M. Lončar, D. S.
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[48] J. Řeháček, Z. c. v. Hradil, E. Knill, and A. I. Lvovsky,
Diluted maximum-likelihood algorithm for quantum to-
mography, Phys. Rev. A 75, 042108 (2007).

[49] A. Anis and A. I. Lvovsky, Maximum-likelihood
coherent-state quantum process tomography, New J.
Phys. 14, 105021 (2012).

[50] P. Badzia̧g, M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and
R. Horodecki, Local environment can enhance fi-
delity of quantum teleportation, Phys. Rev. A 62,
012311 (2000).
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Supplemental Material for ‘Robust Quantum Memory in a Trapped-Ion Quantum
Network Node’

S1. DATA ANALYSIS

S1.1. Maximum Likelihood Ion-Photon Tomography

We perform maximum likelihood estimation of the
joint ion-photon density matrix, for each detector h ∈
{0 . . . 3}, by numerically minimizing the negative loga-
rithm of the likelihood function

L ∼
∏
i

Tr
(

Π̂∅,iρ̂P
)n∅,i ∏

k 6=h

Tr
(

Π̂k,iρ̂P

)nk,i

×
∏
j

Tr
[(

Ξ̂j,bright ⊗ Π̂h,i

)
ρ̂IP

]nh,i,bright,j

× Tr
[(

Ξ̂j,dark ⊗ Π̂h,i

)
ρ̂IP

]nh,i,dark,j

,

where Π̂ and Ξ̂ denote the POVMs acting on the pho-
tonic and ionic part, respectively, n are the number of ex-
perimental occurrences and ρ̂P = TrI(ρ̂IP ) is the purely
photonic part of the joint ion-photon density matrix ρ̂IP .
Index i enumerates the photon polarization measurement
bases, and k enumerates the other detectors, for which
only the likelihood of the photonic measurements con-
tributes. Index j enumerates the ion qubit measurement
bases, and dark/bright indicates the measurement out-
come.

Parameter Value Parameter Value
rλ/4 0.217× 2π εA,H 1:12500
rλ/2 0.449× 2π εA,V 1:700
tBS,H 0.5283 εB,H 1:3000
tBS,V 0.5307 εB,V 1:1900

TABLE S1. Independently characterized parameters of opti-
cal elements in the photonic Bell state analyzer. Subscripts
A and B refer to the optical paths corresponding to the two
output ports of the non-polarizing beam splitter (BS). H and
V refer to orthogonal linear polarization states aligned with
the axis of the polarizing beam splitter.

The detectors used in this experiment are embedded in
a photonic Bell state analyzer with waveplates for polar-
ization control at the input port. The second input port
is reserved for quantum networking experiments and is
left open here. The unitary map ÛP from the polariza-
tion basis of an incoming photon to the four spatially
separated, {H,V } 3 q-polarized output modes |h, q〉 is
a function of waveplate retardances r, waveplate rota-
tion angles relative to the fast axis β, transmission of
the non-polarizing beam splitter tBS and the polariza-
tion extinction ratios of the polarizing beam splitters ε
(see Table S1 for independently measured values).

The POVMs for detection of a photon on a particular

detector h, dropping index i for readability, are

Π̂h =
∑

q∈{H,V }
ηhÛ

†
P |h, q〉 〈h, q| ÛP ,

Π̂∅ = 1̂−
3∑

k=0

Π̂k ,

where ηh is the overall detection efficiency for this de-
tector. We model the waveplates as unitary retarders.
By placing the quarter waveplate nearest to the PBS,
followed by the half waveplate, a measurement along a
rotated polarization basis is implemented. For tomogra-
phy, the half waveplate angle is chosen from {0, π/8} and
the quarter waveplate angle from {0, π/4} with respect
to the respective fast axis. The projector for the ion state
is

Ξ̂s(ϑ, ϕ) = UI(ϑ, ϕ)† |s〉 〈s|UI

where UI =

[
cos(ϑ/2) −ieiϕ sin(ϑ/2)

−ie−iϕ sin(ϑ/2) cos(ϑ/2)

]
,

expressed in the computational qubit basis, with ϑ, ϕ pa-
rameterizing the rotation. For tomography, we use the
settings ϑ = π/2, ϕ ∈ {0, π/4, π/2, 3π/4} and twice the
setting ϑ = 0 to establish an over-complete set of mea-
surement bases. For ion-photon tomography, we exhaust
all 24 measurement basis settings, collecting (typically)
500 ion-photon measurements at every step. For simul-
taneous tomography on both 88Sr+ and 43Ca+, the same
measurement basis settings are used for both ions and
both photons. The collected data from the two ion-
photon states are analyzed separately using the MLE
method described above.

S1.2. Ion-Photon Entanglement Fidelity

To quantify the fidelity of entanglement in a two-qubit
system, we follow the procedure outlined in Ref. [50].
The fidelity of a state ρ̂ is defined by

F [%̂] = max
Û
〈Ψ+|Û %̂Û†|Ψ+〉 ,

where |Ψ+〉 = (|↑〉 ⊗ |↑〉 + |↓〉 ⊗ |↓〉)/
√

2 is a maximally
entangled two-qubit state and Û = Û1 ⊗ Û2 is a unitary
operator. We express a general bipartite state as

%̂ =
1

4

(
1̂⊗ 1̂ +

3∑
k=1

akσ̂k ⊗ 1̂ +

3∑
k=1

bk1̂⊗ σ̂k+

3∑
m,n=1

tmnσ̂m ⊗ σ̂n

)
,
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and calculate the corresponding fidelity,

F = max
Û

(
1 + t̃11 − t̃22 + t̃33

)
/4 ,

where
∑3

m,n=1 t̃mnσ̂m⊗ σ̂n =
∑3

m,n=1 tmn(Û1⊗ Û2)σ̂m⊗
σ̂n(Û1 ⊗ Û2)†. As SU(2) ∼= SO(3)/{±1}, we can write

T = O†1T̃O2 (S1)

with O1, O2 ∈ SO(3) and T, T̃ are real 3 × 3 matrices
with entries tmn, t̃mn. It is possible to choose O1 and
O2 such that T̃ = diag(t̃11, t̃22, t̃33) with |t̃11| ≥ |t̃22| ≥
|t̃33|. In practice, this is done using the singular value
decomposition

T = V ΣW † , (S2)

where V,W are orthogonal 3 × 3 matrices and Σ =
diag(s1, s2, s3) with conventional ordering of singular val-
ues s1 ≥ s2 ≥ s3 ≥ 0. The difference between the de-
composition (S1) and (S2) is that det(Σ) = ±det(T ),
whereas det(T̃ ) = det(T ), which expresses that, unlike
O1 and O2, V and W are not proper rotations. Never-
theless, the sign difference is easily included:

F = {1 + s1 + s2 − s3 sign[det(T )]} /4 ,

which maximizes the entangled fraction. States with
det(T ) ≥ 0 are classical.

S1.3. Nonparametric Bootstrapping

Each data set can be resampled according to inherent
statistical properties, in order to generate new data sets,
which can be analyzed in the same way as the measured
data. The bootstrapped results approximate the mea-
sured result on average, but with a spread indicating how
sensitive the analysis is to statistical fluctuations in the
input data. For the ion-photon experiments presented
here, the number of excitation attempts n is Poisson dis-
tributed, photons are multinomially distributed into the
four detectors, and the thresholded ion-fluorescence read-
out follows binomial statistics. The underlying probabil-
ities for these distributions are estimated from the mea-
sured data set in frequentist manner. To bootstrap pro-
cess tomography measurements on two ions, combined
ion-fluorescence readout results are resampled according
to the multinomial distribution with four outcomes, us-
ing the experimentally observed frequentist probabilities
as prior information.

S2. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

S2.1. Cooling

Each experimental sequence begins with Doppler cooling
on both ions for 300 µs. Next, a sequence of 30 red-

sideband Raman pulses with durations linearly increasing
from 40 µs to 80 µs, interleaved with optical pumping into
the 43Ca+ logic qubit, pre-cool the OOP axial mode at
ωoop/(2π) = 3.354 MHz. Finally, alternating pulses of
electromagnetically-induced transparency-cooling target
the two axial modes on 88Sr+ for a total of 1.1 ms.

S2.2. Transfer between Ca-43 Logic and Memory
Qubits

The memory qubit, |F =4, mF =0〉 ↔ |F =3, mF =0〉,
is magnetic field-insensitive at low magnetic field, but –
unlike the logic qubit, |F =4, mF =4〉 ↔ |F =3, mF =3〉
– cannot be prepared using optical pumping, and
does not experience the light shift force required for
our gate scheme. Therefore, a sequence of Ra-
man π pulses is used to coherently transfer popula-
tion between these qubits. First, population from
|F =3, mF =3〉 is transferred into |F =3, mF =0〉, and
subsequently population from |F =4, mF =4〉 is trans-
ferred into |F =3, mF =1〉. At this point, a complication
arises as the |F =4, mF =1〉 ↔ |F =3, mF =0〉 and the
|F =4, mF =0〉 ↔ |F =3, mF =1〉 transitions are only
separated by ∆f ≈ 15 kHz at the 0.5 mT magnetic field.
To coherently reverse the effect of off-resonant excita-
tion on the |F =4, mF =1〉 ↔ |F =3, mF =0〉 transi-
tion, we apply two π/2 pulses on the |F =4, mF =0〉 ↔
|F =3, mF =1〉 transition with a delay of 157 µs ∼ 2/∆f
in between.

S2.3. Errors in σz ⊗ σz Gate

We identify the leading error mechanism to be heating.
We include heating on both axial modes of motion in a
master equation approach by adding the Lindblad col-
lapse operators

√
˙̄na and

√
˙̄na† per mode, with the cor-

responding heating rate ˙̄n, creation operator a† and anni-
hilation operator a. In a mixed-species, two-ion crystal,
the axial normal modes of motion are found at frequen-
cies

ω2
oop
ip

=

(
1 + µ±

√
1 + (µ− 1)µ

)
ω2
1

µ
,

where µ = m2/m1 is the mass ratio of the two ions,
and ω1 is the axial frequency of a single ion of mass
m1 in the same trap. For 88Sr+ and 43Ca+, the ratio
ωoop/ωip ≈ 1.94486 is close to 2, resulting in unavoid-
able off-resonant excitation of the second harmonic of
the IP mode when addressing the OOP mode. In the
absence of heating, a gate detuning can always be found
which leaves both modes disentangled from the ions. In
our system, however, a high IP mode heating rate of
˙̄nip ' 2700 s−1 causes an error, which is amplified by the
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high initial temperature of this mode. We simulate the
system of two ions coupled by the two axial motional
modes to quantify the infidelity due to this effect. We

find that the contribution from the second harmonic of
the IP mode is of similar magnitude (∼ 0.02) as the di-
rect contribution from the ˙̄noop ' 360 s−1 heating rate of
the OOP gate mode.
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