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Long-distance optical quantum channels are necessarily lossy, leading to errors in transmitted
quantum information, entanglement degradation and, ultimately, poor protocol performance. Quan-
tum states carrying information in the channel can be probabilistically amplified to compensate for
loss, but are destroyed when amplification fails. Quantum correction of the channel itself is therefore
required, but break-even performance—where arbitrary states can be better transmitted through
a corrected channel than an uncorrected one—has so far remained out of reach. Here we perform
distillation by heralded amplification to improve a noisy entanglement channel. We subsequently
employ entanglement swapping to demonstrate that arbitrary quantum information transmission
is unconditionally improved—i.e. without relying on postselection or post-processing of data—
compared to the uncorrected channel. In this way, it represents realisation of a genuine quantum
relay. Our channel correction for single-mode quantum states will find use in quantum repeater,
communication and metrology applications.

INTRODUCTION

Loss-induced noise, e.g. from scattering and diffrac-
tion, is inevitable in long-distance information trans-
fer. Although some communication schemes permit
postprocessing of measurement results to discard vac-
uum or noise, high-demand applications such as device-
independent protocols [1], distributed quantum comput-
ing [2, 3], or quantum metrology schemes [4] cannot rely
on postselection. Such applications require genuine en-
tanglement distillation schemes to overcome the effects of
loss. Therefore, fully heralded protocols that can demon-
strably show an advantage in transmitting states over a
noise-reduced entanglement channel are critically impor-
tant. This is the quantum communication equivalent of
surpassing the break-even point for quantum error cor-
rection [5].

Photon linear loss reduces the amplitude of the cre-
ation operator associated with a particular mode (chan-
nel) according to a linear transformation, and adds noise
by mixing in one or more other optical modes in the
process. This process is gaussian, mapping one gaussian
distribution onto another. Loss-induced noise affects any
type of optical encoding. It provides a particular chal-
lenge for coherent and squeezed states, as it has been
proven that it is impossible to correct gaussian noise on
gaussian states using only gaussian operations [6].

Techniques for addressing loss-induced noise broadly
include entanglement-swapping-based quantum nonde-
molition style measurements [7–10] and their exten-
sions [11–14], distillation techniques based on noiseless
linear amplification [15–18], and photonic qubit precer-
tification [19]. Among these, schemes based on noiseless
linear amplification (or heralded amplification, HA) have

shown great potential in amplifying single-mode [15] or
two-mode [20, 21] qubits, correcting for the effects of loss
on entangled states [15, 18, 22], and in conditionally ex-
ceeding quantum cloning bounds [23].
In the absence of error correcting codes, noise reduc-

tion in quantum mechanics is necessarily probabilistic
and one needs to consider how this affects the noise
mitigation process. Broadly, noise reduction or correc-
tion can be grouped into three categories: postselection,
where final detection of the (probabilistically) corrected
state identifies whether correction was successful; her-
alded state correction, where an independent signal flags
(or heralds) noise reduction on the state without need
for postselection but where the state is destroyed upon
failure; and heralded channel correction, where successful
heralding prepares a channel that can be used to trans-
mit a state, and one can refrain from sending the state if
channel noise reduction fails. Each of these tasks is more
challenging than the previous.
Here, we experimentally implement heralded channel

correction using HA [15], use it to distribute entangle-
ment via entanglement swapping [7] and demonstrate re-
duced loss-induced errors in a quantum channel [24]. Our
scheme thus demonstrates the core task of a quantum re-
lay in distributing quantum information over a channel
affected by loss.

RESULTS

Theory

From an information perspective, the channel is rep-
resented by an entangled subsystem of quantum optical
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Fig. 1 | Conceptual representations of quantum state transmission through a lossy channel, with and without
correction. A quantum state, here a qubit encoded in a single mode “e”, is transmitted through a lossy channel, which
degrades the state quality. b After the loss, the noisy state can be corrected using a heralded amplifier (HA). Mode “a”
carries the ancilla photon that powers the HA. The operation of HA has an independent success signal, so postselection is
not required. However, HA failure destroys the state. c By adding a mode-entangled state |ψfe⟩, success of the HA heralds a
noise-corrected quantum channel. This can be used upon success by teleporting a qubit in mode “g” onto mode “v” via a Bell
state measurement (BSM) between “g” and “f”. d Instead of transmitting a qubit |ψin⟩ through the lossy or corrected channel,
it is possible to transmit half of an entangled state, leading to distributed entanglement through a heralded corrected channel
in the last case.

modes. Such entanglement, once corrected for loss, can
be used to implement a quantum teleportation scheme
to transfer quantum information across the channel. The
specific type of mode entanglement we generate for this
channel is obtained by splitting a single photon between
two modes. This single-rail encoding [25] is of current
interest [26, 27] due to its applications in twin-field quan-
tum key distribution protocols [28] and recently demon-
strated techniques for converting between single rail and
dual rail encoding [29].

The theoretical concept is shown in Fig. 1 and ex-
plained using the language of single-mode qubits, i.e. su-
perpositions of the vacuum and single-photon state in a
single optical mode. First consider Fig. 1a, b, c. The
aim is to transmit such a qubit |ψin⟩ = α|0e⟩+β|1e⟩, ini-
tially encoded in mode “e”, as per Fig. 1a. Transmission
of “e” through a lossy channel degrades it to

ρout = |β|2(1−T )|0⟩⟨0|+(α|0⟩+
√
Tβ|1⟩)(α∗⟨0|+

√
Tβ∗⟨1|),

(1)
where the transmission T can also be written as 1−L with
L being the loss. It has been shown that postselection-
based filtering can reduce the noise on states of this gen-
eral kind [30], but this is useful for a limited range of ap-
plications. Alternatively, a heralded amplifier (Fig. 1b),
applied after the loss, changes the degraded state accord-
ing to

ρHA → (1−Pamp)|0⟩⟨0|⊗Πnamp+Pampρamp⊗Πamp, (2)

where Pamp is the probability of success of the amplifi-
cation and Πamp (Πnamp) is the projector onto the sub-
space of where the heralding signal was (not) received.

The amplified state ρamp is given by

ρamp =

|β|2(1− T )|0⟩⟨0|+ (α|0⟩+ g
√
Tβ|1⟩)(α∗⟨0|+ g

√
Tβ∗⟨1|)

1 + T |β|2(g2 − 1)
,

(3)

where g ≥ 1 is the (amplitude) amplification gain. If
g = 1, the HA acts as a single-mode teleportation stage
without amplification.
Although the heralded amplifier can be used to miti-

gate the effect of loss on the quantum state in the sense
that the average fidelity of Eq. 3 with the initial state ex-
ceeds that of Eq. 1, the fidelity increase is strictly limited
(see Supplementary Section 2). In addition, by itself it is
not sufficient to correct for errors in a quantum channel,
as information will still be lost in cases when amplifica-
tion did not succeed. An alternative approach is to use
a two-mode entangled state

|ψfe⟩ =
|1f0e⟩+ |0f1e⟩)√

2
, (4)

as in Fig. 1c. Such a state represents an entanglement-
based channel as it can act as a resource for single-mode
teleportation. Once the HA has successfully corrected
the mode “e” from the effects of loss, the other mode “f”
is used to implement a quantum teleportation scheme to
teleport the desired quantum information |ψin⟩, encoded
in a qubit in mode “g”, to the output mode “v” of the
HA. Effectively we have a deterministic, error corrected
channel. In the limit of high HA gain and using biased
entanglement we can in principle approach an error free
channel for any finite level of loss [17, 22, 31] (see Sup-
plementary Section 2).
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Fig. 2 | Concept and layout of the experimental apparatus. a Concept of the experiment, which implements the
scheme of Fig. 1d. Half of the entangled state |ψhg⟩ is teleported through a heralded corrected channel. This comprises an
entangled source, loss on one mode (the distribution mode), and an HA. This leads to entanglement between modes “h” and
“v” that, ideally, is larger than the entanglement between “f” and “e” after “e” goes through the lossy channel. Modes “h”
and “v” are then brought together for a joint measurement to determine the concurrence C. b Experimental setup for the
error-corrected quantum channel. This diagram has a one-to-one mode mapping to part a, as shown in subfigure c, but some
of the modes are now spatially overlaid and distinguished by polarization. Blue and green backgrounds highlight ES and HA
stages, respectively. Grey background highlights polarization dependent loss. Optical axes of HWPfe and HWPhg, set at π/8
with respect to the horizontal axis, prepared |ψfe⟩ and |ψhg⟩ states, respectively. Optical modes input to PBSHA2 and PBSES2

were mixed by HWPHA and HWPES, set at π/8. HWPη(θ), with optic axis orientated at angle θ, initialized the HA resource
state |ψav⟩, with η = sin (2θ). HA success was heralded by a single detection event in either superconducting nanowire single
photon detector (SNSPD) D1 or D2 and ES success was heralded by a single detection event in either D3 or D4. Detectors
D+ and D−, together with QWPo, HWPo and PBSo were used to perform polarization state tomography on the modes “h”
and “v”. c Mode propagation inside the setup in case of the error-corrected channel. Mode “h” propagates through the setup
unaffected by loss or other optical components. d Same setup but with single photon input, used to test direct transmission
through loss to compare the final concurrences. HWPp was set to π/8 in order to prepare |ψfe⟩. QWPd, HWPd and PBSHA1,
together with detectors D+ and D1 were used to perform polarization tomography of the state after the loss. Note that the
ultrahigh-heralding-efficiency photon sources required for this protocol are not shown in the figure—see Methods for details.

Channel correction protocol

An alternative but equally interesting scenario—shown
in Fig. 1d, —is to consider the transmission of half of a
two-mode entangled state (rather than |ψin⟩) through the
channel. This is the situation we implement in this work.
The outcome of such a scheme is an entangled state dis-
tributed between modes “h” and “v”, that can be used
for further information tasks, in principle. Characteriz-
ing the success of the channel correction consists of com-
paring the amount of entanglement between modes “h”
and “v” in the case of Fig. 1d to the amount of entangle-
ment in case of direct transmission of a mode of an en-
tangled qubit through loss. We note that if the channel is
capable of teleporting entanglement, it can also teleport
arbitrary quantum states and, hence entanglement swap-
ping tests the quality with which all possible input states
of the relevant Hilbert space can be teleported through
the channel.

The single-mode heralded amplification (HA) and en-

tanglement swapping (ES) stages can be implemented
with the generalized quantum scissors [15, 32]. In this
approach, the input state is interfered non-classically on
a beam splitter with one of the modes (mode “a” in
this example) of a resource state |ψav⟩ =

√
η|1a0v⟩ +√

1− η|0a1v⟩. The success of the operation is conditioned
on getting one and only one detection event in one of the
two auxiliary detectors. The difference between entangle-
ment swapping and HA operations is the setting η = 1/2
or η < 1/2, respectively, with the nominal intensity gain
given by g2 = (1− η)/η in an ideal case of perfect inter-
ference, unit delivery efficiency of |ψav⟩ and absence of
noise.
For a small state which exists in the {0, 1} photon num-

ber subspace, a one-to-one mapping exists between pairs
of entangled orthogonal spatial modes and a photon po-
larization qubit:

|ψin⟩ = α|1H0V⟩+ β|0H1V⟩ = α|H⟩+ β|V⟩, (5)

where H and V represent horizontal and vertical polariza-
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tions, respectively. For such encoding, mode manipula-
tion is implemented via polarizing beam splitters (PBS)
and half- and quarter-wave plates (HWP and QWP), in-
stead of beam splitters.

Experiment

Our experimental realization of the error-correction
scheme of Fig. 1d is shown in Fig. 2. We use two
photon-pair sources, based on group velocity matched
spontaneous parametric downconversion (GVM SPDC),
to generate the photons required for the scheme (see
Methods for details). One photon-pair source was used
to prepare the resource state |ψfe⟩ = (|Hf⟩ + |Ve⟩)/

√
2

and the mode-entangled state for entanglement swapping
|ψhg⟩ = (|Hh⟩ + |Vg⟩)/

√
2. Another source was used to

prepare a heralded single photon state |ψav⟩ as the re-
source that powers the HA.

The task of demonstrating improved entanglement
when transmitting over a heralded corrected channel has
stringent technological requirements. High-heralding-
efficiency, low noise photon sources, high quality quan-
tum interference, and high-efficiency detectors are neces-
sary in order to complete a 4-photon protocol in such a
way that demonstrates improvement over a simple trans-
mission of a single photon, even taking into account the
loss. We describe the substance of these requirements,
and our means for satisfying them—high-efficiency GVM
SPDC sources that directly produce spectrally pure pho-
ton pairs, together with high-efficiency superconducting
nanowire photon detectors—in the Methods.

In the {|0⟩, |1⟩} photon number subspace the density
matrix of a two-mode entangled state can be represented
as ρ = p00|00⟩⟨00|+p01|01⟩⟨01|+p10|10⟩⟨10|+d|01⟩⟨10|+
d∗|10⟩⟨10| + p11|11⟩⟨11|. We assume zero coherence be-
tween vacuum, single-photon, and two-photon compo-
nents of the state. We use concurrence [33] to charac-
terize the entanglement it carries, which in this case is
given by

C = 2Max[|d| − √
ρ00ρ11, 0]. (6)

Its explicit dependence on the vacuum ρ00 and high-order
ρ11 contributions highlights the detrimental effect of loss
and higher-order photon emission noise on our scheme.
We measure these quantities and |d| by directly measur-
ing the probabilities of detecting vacuum, one- and two-
photon component, together with performing a quantum
state tomography on output modes of the transmission.

To demonstrate the advantage of our channel error-
correction scheme, we first measure the amount of en-
tanglement carried by the state |ψfe⟩ transmitted through
the polarization-dependent loss (as in Fig. 2d). We then
compared the result to the amount of entanglement of
the same entangled state distributed via the channel
error-correction scheme, by measuring the concurrence
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Fig. 3 | Concurrence measurements of entanglement
distributed over different types of channels for three
different values of added loss L on mode “e”. Orange
lines and blue shaded areas correspond to the experimentally
measured and theoretically predicted concurrence Cfe of |ψfe⟩
state distributed directly through loss. Red dots and gray
shaded areas correspond to the experimentally measured and
theoretically predicted concurrence Chv of entanglement dis-
tributed via the error-corrected quantum channel Fig. 1d,
with the same amount of loss and the same input state |ψfe⟩.
Black triangles highlight data points with maximum observed
increase in concurrence. The upper and lower bounds for the
theoretical predictions correspond to the lowest and highest
observed transmissions for each mode inside the experimen-
tal setup, respectively. Error bars and shaded areas on orange
lines correspond to the experimentally observed statistical un-
certainty of ±1 standard deviation.

between modes “h” and “v”, heralded by the correspond-
ing click pattern of the detectors in the HA and ES stages
(as in Fig. 1d and Fig. 2b).
Our experimental results, together with theoretical

predictions, are shown in Fig. 3 for three different val-
ues of added loss on mode “e”. Our experimental data
matches theoretical predictions, derived from a quan-
tum circuit model that includes measured efficiencies and
higher order emission from the sources but with no free
fit parameters. We attribute the slight reduction of the
experimentally observed concurrence to the non-perfect
HOM interference at the HA stage, which was not taken
into account in the theoretical model. It is worth noting
that maximum observed concurrence in the state trans-
mitted through the error-corrected channel does not cor-
respond to the gain setting that recovers the state to
(|H⟩ + |V⟩)/

√
2, but to a nominal gain setting at which

mode “e” is over-amplified, as shown in Fig. 4.
For the comparison in Fig. 3 between the two different

channels to be fair, it is important to take into account
the channels’ operation rates. Due to the probabilistic
nature of SPDC, the probability of generating four pho-
tons for the error corrected channel is significantly lower
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ements for quantum states distributed via different
types of channels. a Maximally-mode-entangled state sent
through an uncorrected quantum channel with L = 0.988 ±
0.001 added loss. b Same input state, but distributed through
the error-corrected quantum channel with the nominal gain
setting from Fig. 3, at which the observed concurrence was
the highest. c - d and e - f – same as a - b, but with
L = 0.958 ± 0.001 and L = 0.903 ± 0.002, respectively.

than the probability of generating one photon pair for
the direct transmission. This leads to lower raw coinci-
dence counts per second in the former case. For a fair
comparison we define the operation rate as the rate of in-
put states prepared and sent through the channel, given
successful preparation of the channel. As described in
Supplementary Section 3, we find that the operation rate
of the error corrected channel is higher or equal to the
rate of direct transmission, thus providing us a level play-
ing field for the direct comparison of the concurrences for
the two scenarios and showcasing the power of our error
corrected channel scheme.

DISCUSSION

The challenge of overcoming loss in a quantum channel
is central for realizing many quantum technologies, in-
cluding quantum computation and communication. We
have demonstrated error-correction of a quantum chan-
nel, in a heralded way. Comparing to a much simpler,

direct transmission of a single optical mode through loss,
our scheme provides unconditional advantage, despite be-
ing experimentally more complex. With our best result
we have observed up to a factor of F = 4.1 ± 0.3 in-
crease in concurrence over direct transmission, equiva-
lent to an effective improvement in the channel transmis-
sion of ≈ 12.9 dB. In principle, it is possible to imple-
ment the entanglement swapping operation only after the
HA success signal certifies that the channel is ready for
transmission—we do not implement that strict time or-
dering in this experiment. In our experiment verification
of the entanglement utilizes lossless transmission of the
“h” reference mode from sender to receiver. However,
this is done for simplicity and is not fundamental. In
the field such characterization could be achieved by in-
terfering the outputs locally with classical optical phase
references (known technically as ‘local oscillators’), fol-
lowed by appropriate (homodyne) detection. Producing
remote, synchronised phase references has been demon-
strated in continuous variable and twin-field applications.

METHODS

Requirements for experimental advantage

It is challenging to meet the performance requirements
of our scheme in the presence of several inevitable exper-
imental imperfections. First, the HA efficiency is lim-
ited by the efficiency of |ψav⟩ delivery and detection [34].
Moreover, the photons that interfere at the HA stage
of our setup are generated by two different photon-pair
sources. The use of photons from an independent source
for |ψav⟩ is motivated by the fact that this photon is used
on the other side from the loss, which in a field-deployed
application would represent a long optical channel, and
thus it cannot be generated by the same source as the
resource states |ψfe⟩ and |ψhg⟩. Quantum (Hong-Ou-
Mandel or HOM) interference of photons from indepen-
dent sources requires photons that are spectrally pure
and indistinguishable. The conventional approach is to
apply lossy spectral filtering. In this case, the extra loss
does not not only reduce the efficiency of the HA stage,
but also increases the negative effect of high-photon num-
ber noise on the error-correction scheme. Such noise ap-
pears due to the events when more than one photon pair
is generated from the same source at the same time. In
our case, this would have reduced HOM interference vis-
ibility at the ES and HA stages, leading to false-positive
heralding events and directly affecting the final state in
terms of the amount of entanglement it carries. HOM in-
terference visibilities and heralding efficiencies provided
by photon source technology employed in previous works
including Ref. [20] are insufficient to demonstrate the ad-
vantage of our scheme withouth relying on postselection,
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which was enabled by the high-performance source and
detector configuration that we describe next.

Experimental details

Our heralded single-photon sources [35] consisted of
two 2 mm nonlinear periodically poled potassium titanyl
phosphate crystal (pp-KTP, poling period 46.20 µm),
phase-matched for type-II collinear operation, pumped
by a mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser with ≈ 81 MHz rep-
etition rate, 775 nm wavelength and 6 nm full-width at
half-maximum (FWHM) bandwidth. SPDC from the pp-
KTP crystals produced degenerate photon pairs centred
at 1, 550 nm wavelength and with ≈ 15 nm FWHM band-
width. The pump and collection beamwaist sizes were
set to 170 µm and 50 µm, respectively, in order to opti-
mize the output mode matching to an optical single mode
fiber. Connecting our sources directly to high-efficiency
SNSPDs [36], we achieved symmetric heralding efficien-
cies [37] of ≈ 0.8. In the experimental setup, the ob-
served delivery efficiency of |ψav⟩, including all the opti-
cal losses and non-unit detection efficiency, ranged from
0.635± 0.004 to 0.757± 0.004, depending on the particu-
lar output path towards detectors D1, D2, D+, D−. The
lower efficiency (compared to the value for source and
detectors only) is due to the delivery efficiency which in-
cludes non-unit transmission of polarizing beam splitters
(PBS) inside the HA and measurement stages and differ-
ent efficiency of the SNSPDs at different outputs.

The GVM SPDC sources generate photon pairs with
high intrinsic spectral purity, providing HOM interfer-
ence visibility up to 0.84 between photons from indepen-
dent sources without applying any spectral filtering. This
number can be boosted up to almost one by applying mild
spectral filtering only on the corresponding herald pho-
tons [35], leaving interfering photons unfiltered and thus
not affected by extra loss. Recent advances in design and
engineering of poling of nonlinear crystals were able to
provide photon-pair sources that require no filtering at
all to achieve almost unit HOM interference visibility be-
tween photons from different sources [38]. Our work did
not rely on such poling engineering and we achieved high-
visibility interference by applying bandpass filters with
≈ 8 nm FWHM on the herald of |ψav⟩ and on the pho-
tons that propagate inside the ES stage of the setup, as
shown in Fig. 2a. No spectral filtering was applied on the
photons that interfered at the HA stage. In such config-
uration, we observe independent (photons from different
sources) HOM interference visibility of up to 0.97± 0.03
at the HA stage and dependent (photons from the same
source) HOM interference visibility of 0.990 ± 0.001 at
the ES stage, see Supplementary Figure 1.
The pump power of the sources was set so to achieve

pair-per-pulse generation probability of p ≈ 0.00123,
equivalent to a probability of p2 ≈ 1.5 × 10−6 of gen-
erating two photon pairs from the same source.

Polarization mode manipulation was implemented via
PBS and half- and quarter-wave plates (HWP and
QWP). Polarization-dependent loss was implemented
with a polarizing beam splitter (PBS), rotated around its
vertical axis away from the normal incidence condition,
accompanied by a HWP for phase and walk-off compen-
sation.

Data availability

The data that support the plots within this paper and
other findings of this study are available from correspond-
ing authors upon reasonable request.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR

QUANTUM CHANNEL CORRECTION OUTPERFORMING DIRECT TRANSMISSION

Supplementary Section 1: Source Data

Supplementary Table I | Concurrence measurements Chv of entanglement distributed via the error-corrected
quantum channel as a function of η. a Data for the case of L = 0.9884± 0.0006, b Data for the case of L = 0.958± 0.001,
c Data for the case of L = 0.903 ± 0.002. Reported uncertainties ∆C correspond to the experimentally observed statistical
uncertainty of ±1 standard deviation. Green (red) background highlights the cases when the observed concurrence was higher
(lower) that the concurrence Cfe of the state distributed directly through loss, taking into account the uncertainties. Cfe =
0.065± 0.001,0.121± 0.002, and 0.184± 0.002 for a, b, and c, respectively. For the gain setting η = 0.0049 and loss L = 0.9884
(i.e. the results highlighted in bold in a), the concurrence is estimated theoretically to be increased to ≈ 0.52, under the
assumptions of perfect HOM interference, a fully-lossless setup (other than loss L on the channel), unit-efficiency threshold
detection, but taking into account high-order photon number noise. The expected direct transmission concurrence for the same
experimental conditions is estimated to be ≈ 0.1.

a L = 0.9884 ± 0.0006

η Chv ∆Chv

0.0012 0.22 0.03
0.0049 0.27 0.02
0.0076 0.23 0.02
0.0302 0.14 0.02
0.0670 0.08 0.01
0.1170 0.06 0.01
0.1786 0.033 0.006
0.2500 0.022 0.007

b L = 0.958 ± 0.001

η Chv ∆Chv

0.0012 0.13 0.03
0.0049 0.21 0.03
0.0076 0.23 0.04
0.0302 0.23 0.01
0.0670 0.16 0.02
0.1170 0.13 0.01
0.1786 0.09 0.01
0.2500 0.08 0.01

c L = 0.903 ± 0.002

η Chv ∆Chv

0.0012 0.10 0.03
0.0049 0.17 0.03
0.0076 0.22 0.04
0.0302 0.25 0.01
0.0670 0.22 0.02
0.1170 0.17 0.01
0.1786 0.13 0.01
0.2500 0.12 0.01

Supplementary Table II | Absolute values of the density matrix elements (Fig. 4a, c, e) of the state ρfe

transmitted directly through loss. a Data for the case of L = 0.9884 ± 0.0006, b Data for the case of L = 0.958 ± 0.001,
c Data for the case of L = 0.903 ± 0.002.

a L = 0.9884 ± 0.0006
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.67376 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.32113 0.04016 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.04016 0.00502 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0.00008

b L = 0.958 ± 0.001
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.68105 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.30296 0.06935 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.06935 0.01587 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0.00011

c L = 0.903 ± 0.002
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.66403 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.30447 0.09784 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.09784 0.03144 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0.00005

Supplementary Section 2: Heralded amplification background theory

The effect of loss on a single rail qubit is equivalent to an amplitude damping channel. In particular the pure initial
state α|0⟩+ β|1⟩ is taken to:

|β|2(1− T )|0⟩⟨0|+ (α|0⟩+
√
Tβ|1⟩)(α∗⟨0|+

√
Tβ∗⟨1|) (S1)
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Supplementary Table III | Absolute values of the density matrix elements (Fig. 4b, d, f) of the state ρhv

transmitted through the error corrected channel. a Data for the case of L = 0.9884 ± 0.0006, b Data for the case of
L = 0.958 ± 0.001, c Data for the case of L = 0.903 ± 0.002.

a L = 0.9884 ± 0.0006
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.67284 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.11722 0.13349 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.13349 0.20994 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0

b L = 0.958 ± 0.001
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.52014 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.06537 0.13310 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.13310 0.41401 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0.00049

c L = 0.903 ± 0.002
⟨0, 0| ⟨1, 0| ⟨0, 1| ⟨1, 1|

|0, 0⟩ 0.58178 0 0 0
|1, 0⟩ 0 0.08891 0.14157 0
|0, 1⟩ 0 0.14157 0.32895 0
|1, 1⟩ 0 0 0 0.00037

The successful action of the NLA with gain g on this state gives:

|β|2(1− T )|0⟩⟨0|+ (α|0⟩+ g
√
Tβ|1⟩)(α∗⟨0|+ g

√
Tβ∗⟨1|)

1 + T |β|2(g2 − 1)
(S2)

The fidelity between the initial and final states is:

F =
|β|2(1− T )(1− |β|2) + (1− |β|2 + g

√
T |β|2)2

1 + T |β|2(g2 − 1)
(S3)

The fidelity is improved by successful action of the NLA by choosing an optimal value of the gain. However, the
optimal gain is state dependent (and T dependent). To remove the state dependence we can consider the average
fidelity over the Block sphere, given by:

Fav =

∫ 1

0

Fd|β|2 (S4)

which still shows an advantage from use of the NLA with an optimized gain. The disadvantages of this approach are
that the improvement is limited and the state is destroyed when the NLA doesn’t succeed.

An alternative approach is to send one arm of the entangled state
√
ϵ|01⟩+

√
1− ϵ|10⟩ through the channel. After

the loss and successful application of the NLA with the gain g
√
ϵT =

√
1− ϵ the state is:

ϵ(1− T )|00⟩⟨00|+ (1− ϵ)(|01⟩+ |10⟩)(⟨01|+ ⟨10|)
2(1− ϵ) + (1− T )ϵ

(S5)

In the limit that ϵ is small one approximately retrieves the maximally entangled state 1√
2
((|01⟩+ |10⟩). In principle

this state can be then be used to teleport arbitrary states forming an effective identity channel in spite of arbitrary loss
on the physical channel. In practice the feedforward gain becomes very large in this limit and hence the probability
of preparing the state becomes very low making this regime difficult to achieve. In the experiment we use equal
superposition states (ϵ = 1/2) and find that for a range of gains we are able to demonstrate error corrected channels
which outperform the direct channel by a large margin.

Supplementary Section 3: Protocol rates data and discussion

A fair comparison between the direct transmission and error-corrected channel performance requires precise ac-
counting of the operation rates of the two channels. Due to the probabilistic nature of SPDC, the probability of
generating two photon pairs for the full protocol is lower than the probability of generating a single pair for the direct
transmission. This, together with the fact that HA success rate decreases with the increase of gain setting, leads to
the lower absolute counts per second for the error corrected channel compared to the direct transmission.

In our analysis, however, we use a more relevant definition of the operation rate as the rate at which input states are
prepared and sent through the channel, given successful preparation of the channel. For the error-corrected channel,
the preparation of the channel is heralded by the joint heralding signal from HA stage and the herald of the ancilla
photon. The success of the input state preparation and transmission through the channel is heralded by the joint
signal from the ES, HA and the ancilla herald detection. The corresponding experimental heralding rates are shown
in Supplementary Tables IV and V for all three values of added loss and different gain settings of the HA. The
operation rate of the direct transmission channel is defined as the ratio between the the rate of state heralding and
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the pulse rate of the laser. Supplementary Figure 2 shows the comparison between operation rates for the two types
of channels.

For low amplifier gain and low amplitude of the state input to HA, the probability of success of the amplifier
is approximately independent of the input state. In this regime the firing of the entanglement swapping detectors
and the noiseless amplification detectors are independent events and we see the true rate of entanglement swapping
normalized to the random rate of noiseless amplification successes. In this regime we see equal rates for direct
transmission and error-corrected transmission. The use of photon number resolving detectors at the entanglement
swapping stage would lead to the 50% failure rate of the teleported channel, which would need to be taken into account
for the correct comparison of the concurrences. Instead, the use of threshold detectors, although decreasing the final
concurrence of the state sent through the error-corrected channel, provides a level playing field for the comparison of
the two scenarios.

When the gain of the amplification is high, i.e. η ≈ 0, the probability of the HA resrource state |ψav⟩ =
√
η|1a0v⟩+√

1− η|0a1v⟩ to be transmitted inside HA stage becomes comparable with the probability of receiving the entangled
resource state |ψfe⟩. The success of amplification thus becomes affected by the amplitude of |ψfe⟩ sent through the
channel. As the preparation of the input state |ψhg⟩ and the preparation of the entangled state |ψfe⟩ are a correlated
event for our particular setup, the success of the swapping and the amplification become correlated too. This leads
to the rate in the case of the error corrected channel being higher than direct transmission. However, given this is a
peculiarity of our specific set-up, we consider the true rate to be that determined in the low gain limit. Given then
equal rates, the direct comparison of the concurrences in the two cases is justified.

Supplementary Table IV | Error-corrected channel preparation rate. The rates of heralding signal from HA stage,
measured in Hz, as a function of η, for three different values of added loss L.

η 0.0012 0.0049 0.0076 0.0302 0.0670 0.1170 0.1786 0.2500

L = 0.9884±0.0006 76.75 ± 0.07 165.6 ± 0.1 242.3 ± 0.1 988.9 ± 0.6 1996.1 ± 0.3 3587.6 ± 0.5 4411.0 ± 0.5 7303.1 ± 0.8
L = 0.958 ± 0.001 50.22 ± 0.05 113.82±0.09 160.4 ± 0.1 580.4 ± 0.2 1329.3 ± 0.3 2540.1 ± 0.6 4026.8 ± 0.7 5654.9 ± 0.8
L = 0.903 ± 0.002 49.40 ± 0.06 85.42 ± 0.08 150.9 ± 0.1 478.3 ± 0.2 1243.2 ± 0.4 2542.1 ± 0.5 3969.7 ± 0.6 5604.0 ± 0.8

Supplementary Table V | Error-corrected channel state preparation and sending rates. The rates of joint heralding
signal from ES and HA stages, measured in Hz, as a function of η, for three different values of added loss L.

η 0.0012 0.0049 0.0076 0.0302 0.0670 0.1170 0.1786 0.2500

L = 0.9884±0.0006 0.062±0.002 0.099±0.002 0.127±0.003 0.43 ± 0.01 0.824±0.007 1.47 ± 0.01 1.77 ± 0.01 2.99 ± 0.02
L = 0.958 ± 0.001 0.101±0.002 0.117±0.003 0.133±0.003 0.281±0.005 0.524±0.007 0.94 ± 0.01 1.47 ± 0.01 2.00 ± 0.01
L = 0.903 ± 0.002 0.183±0.004 0.158±0.004 0.207±0.005 0.282±0.005 0.499±0.007 1.03 ± 0.01 1.50 ± 0.01 2.04 ± 0.01
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Supplementary Figure 1 | Hong-Ou-Mandel interference. a Four-photon coincidence rate of a HOM interference at
the HA stage as a function of an optical delay introduced between the interfering photons. Mild, ≈ 8 nm FWHM, spectral
filtering applied on the herald photons only. b Two-photon coincidence rate of a HOM interference at the ES stage. Same
≈ 8 nm FWHM spectral filtering is applied to interfering photons, resulting only in the widening of the HOM dip, with minimal
effect on interference visibility. Error bars correspond to the experimentally observed statistical uncertainty of ±1 standard
deviation. Shaded areas correspond to the 95% confidence region, derived from uncertainty in the fit parameters.
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Supplementary Figure 2 | Logarithmic plot of the operating rates of the error-corrected and direct transmission
quantum channels for three different values of added loss. Dashed lines represent the experimentally measured operating
rate of the direct transmission through loss, and dots represent the operating rates of the error-corrected channel as a function
of the HA gain setting. Error bars are smaller than the dots size.
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