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Measurement-based quantum repeaters employ entanglement distillation and swapping across
links using locally prepared resource states of minimal size and local Bell measurements. In this
paper, we introduce a systematic protocol for measurement-based entanglement distillation and its
application to repeaters that can leverage any stabilizer code. Given a code, we explicitly define the
corresponding resource state and derive an error-recovery operation based on all Bell measurement
outcomes. Our approach offers deeper insights into the impact of resource state noise on repeater
performance while also providing strategies for efficient preparation and fault-tolerant preservation
of resource states. As an application, we propose a measurement-based repeater protocol based on
quantum low-density parity-check (QLDPC) codes, enabling constant-yield Bell state distribution
over arbitrary distances. Numerical simulations confirm exponential suppression of infidelity with
increasing code size while maintaining a fixed code rate. This work establishes a scalable backbone
for future global-scale fault-tolerant quantum networks.

Introduction.— Entanglement plays a crucial role in
quantum networks [1–4], quantum metrology [5–8], and
distributed quantum computing [9–13]. Establishing en-
tanglement over long-range noisy channels requires quan-
tum repeaters [14–17], which correct noise and relay
entanglement over intervals. Since entanglement dis-
tillation and quantum error correction correspond one-
to-one [18–21], repeaters based on both can be funda-
mentally unified using quantum error correction theory.
Conventional repeaters apply error-correcting circuits di-
rectly to input qubits, which requires substantial auxil-
iary qubits and operations. In contrast, measurement-
based repeaters use the principles of measurement-based
quantum computing [22], and rely solely on local Bell
measurements and entangled resource states [23], offering
a simpler approach. Moreover, resource states can be pre-
pared offline and locally, making this method well suited
for modular qubit platforms such as trapped ions [24–
26], reconfigurable ones such as neutral atoms [27–30],
and qubit platforms lacking direct qubit-qubit interac-
tions, such as photons [31–33] and color centers [34, 35].

Zwerger et al. [23, 36] proposed measurement-based
quantum repeaters, deriving resource states by mapping
unitary encoding circuits onto states via channel-state
duality [37]. However, this approach incurs a high com-
plexity of resource states and post-processing, thereby
limiting its applicability to simple codes. They later in-
troduced a hashing-based repeater protocol that enables
a constant yield over any distance [38], but the proposal
remains conceptual, lacking explicit resource states or
error correction methods. Without a systematic frame-
work, extending measurement-based quantum repeaters
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to high-performance codes remains challenging, hinder-
ing their practical implementation.

In this paper, we systematically extend measurement-
based entanglement distillation and develop an associ-
ated repeater protocol, supported by any stabilizer code.
Using the parity-check matrix of a code, we explicitly
define the resource state and present an error-recovery
operation based on Bell measurement outcomes. Our re-
source states correspond to physical-logical Bell states
(for distillation), and logical-logical Bell states (for re-
peaters). Their distillation capability can be evaluated
using simple quantum error correction simulations. Re-
source state preparation simplifies to locally encoding
logical Bell states, producible with constant circuit depth
for certain codes, such as quantum low-density parity-
check (QLDPC) codes [39]. Additionally, their preserva-
tion is achieved via syndrome error correction for logical
qubits and distillation of local physical-logical entangle-
ment, offering greater efficiency than the graph state dis-
tillation approach [40]. As an application, we propose
a repeater protocol based on QLDPC codes, enabling
constant-yield Bell state distribution over any distance
with efficient resource state preparation. Numerical sim-
ulations demonstrate exponential infidelity suppression
with increasing code size while maintaining a fixed encod-
ing rate. Our protocol ensures efficiency and scalability,
laying the foundation for global-scale quantum networks.

Measurement-based entanglement distillation.— We
consider an [[n, k, d]]-quantum error-correcting code with
binary check matrix H = (H1|H2) [41]. The steps
of the measurement-based entanglement distillation pro-
tocol based on this code are outlined below, with a
schematic shown in Figure 1 for illustration.

Step 1: Alice and Bob prepare their resource states, i.e.,
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FIG. 1. Schematic of measurement-based entanglement distil-
lation using the [[4, 2, 2]] code with parity checks X1X2X3X4

and Z1Z2Z3Z4. The 6-qubit stabilizer states, drawn in graph
states [43], process 4 noisy Bell states into 2 distilled Bell
states. Blue circles denote interfacing qubits, green circles
denote output qubits, and orange circles denote input Bell
states. Dashed red rectangles indicate Bell measurements
(BMs) with parities s

A(B)
i for XX and t

A(B)
i for ZZ.

an (n+ k)-qubit stabilizer state with generators{
gi, X̄jXn+j , Z̄jZn+j

}
. (1)

Here, gi represents the code stabilizer generator,
where i = 1, 2, . . . , n − k. The code has supports
on the first n qubits. X̄j and Z̄j represent the
Pauli operators of the j-th logical qubit, Xn+j and
Zn+j represent the Pauli operators of the (n+ j)-
th physical qubit, where j = 1, 2, . . . , k. X̄jXn+j

and Z̄jZn+j denote the tensor products X̄j ⊗Xn+j

and Z̄j ⊗ Zn+j , respectively. The resource state
forms k logical-physical Bell states, represented by

|RD⟩ = 1√
2k

k⊗
j=1

(|0̄j⟩ |0n+j⟩+ |1̄j⟩ |1n+j⟩) , (2)

where 0̄j and 1̄j represent the computational bases
of the j-th logical qubit, and 0n+j and 1n+j repre-
sent the bases of the (n+ j)-th physical qubit.

Step 2: Alice and Bob each receive n input qubits, pre-
pared as pairs in the standard Bell state∣∣Φ+

〉
=

1√
2
(|00⟩+ |11⟩) ,

but have undergone noise before their delivery.
Alice performs Bell measurements on the qubits
she received and the first n qubits of her re-
source state. These measurements yield outcomes(
sAi , t

A
i

)
, where sAi is the parity of the XX-

measurement and tAi is the parity of the ZZ-
measurement, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Bob mirrors Al-
ice’s operations, obtaining outcomes

(
sBi , t

B
i

)
.

Step 3: Alice sends her measurement results to Bob, who
calculates the overall parities, represented by vec-
tors s and t, with entries given by si = sAi + sBi

and ti = tAi + tBi , respectively. Bob then computes
the error syndrome by

S = H1 · s+H2 · t+ r , (3)

where r, with

ri =

n∑
j=1

H1 (i, j)H2 (i, j) ,

compensates for the effects of Pauli-Y operators in
the code stabilizers. Note that all addition in this
protocol is performed modulo 2.

Step 4: Using the error syndrome S, Bob employs a de-
coder to estimate the noise ê, as in conventional
quantum error correction, and identifies the effec-
tive unilateral bit and phase flips on his output
qubits. The bit flips are calculated by

β = (Z, ê)sp +Z1 · s+Z2 · t+ rb , (4)

where Z = (Z1|Z2) represents the binary matrix
of logical Z operators, and (Z, ê)sp is the sym-
plectic inner product [42], representing the error-
induced bit flips. The remaining terms represent
the measurement-induced bit flips. The term rb,
with

rbi =

n∑
j=1

Z1 (i, j)Z2 (i, j) ,

compensates for the effects of Pauli-Y operators.
The phase flips are computed similarly by

ϕ = (X, ê)sp +X1 · s+X2 · t+ rp , (5)

where X = (X1|X2) represents the binary matrix
of logical X operators, and the elements of rp,

rpi =

n∑
j=1

X1 (i, j)X2 (i, j) .

Step 5: Bob corrects the bit and phase flips by apply-
ing appropriate Pauli gates on his (n+ i)-th qubit,
transforming (βi, ϕi) to (0, 0), for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.
The remaining qubits, indexed by n + i for i =
1, 2, . . . , k, on Alice’s and Bob’s sides form k dis-
tilled Bell states, targeting the state |Φ+⟩.

The above describes a one-way entanglement distillation
protocol. A two-way protocol can also be implemented,
in which Bob verifies only whether the syndrome S = 0
to determine whether the distillation succeeds or fails,
then communicates the result to Alice. This protocol
can tolerate more errors (up to d−1) but is probabilistic
and requires two-way classical communication.

Derivation.— To derive the protocol, we consider a
setup consisting of n rows of qubits, as shown in Fig-
ure 2(a). Each row represents an entanglement swapping
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of n entanglement swapping processes,
transferring entanglement from orange qubits shared between
Alice and Bob to green qubits via Bell measurements. (b)
Deriving the resource state by applying stabilizer and single-
qubit measurements on the green qubits of local Bell states.
The resulting states form logical-physical Bell states, with the
blues qubits encoding k logical qubits.

process, where the connected green and blue circles rep-
resent local Bell states, and the orange circles represent a
shared Bell state between Alice and Bob distributed over
a noisy channel, all initialized in the standard Bell state∣∣Φ+

〉
=

1√
2
(|00⟩+ |11⟩) .

Alice and Bob perform Bell Measurements on the blue
and orange qubits, yielding outcomes s

A(B)
i for the XX-

parity and t
A(B)
i for the ZZ-parity, where i labels the

row. Through these operations, the entanglement is
swapped from the orange qubits to the green qubits, sub-
ject to local Pauli corrections. Using the stabilizer for-
malism [44], the standard Bell state can be represented
by stabilizer generators {XX,ZZ}. After the measure-
ments, the entangled green qubits are described by the
stabilizers {

(−1)
si Xi ⊗Xi, (−1)

ti Zi ⊗ Zi

}
, (6)

where si = sAi + sBi and ti = tAi + tBi , and i = 1, 2, . . . , n.
The ⊗ symbol indicates the bilateral tensor product, with
OA⊗OB denoting operators OA and OB acting on Alice’s
and Bob’s sides, respectively.

We distill the n entangled states formed by the green
qubits into k output states in the standard Bell states
using an [[n, k, d]] quantum error-correcting code. The
distillation method follows the stabilizer-based entangle-
ment distillation protocol described in detail in [18]. This

involves: (1) encoding the n entangled states into k logi-
cal Bell states through bilateral stabilizer measurements,
and (2) decoding the logical states back into physical
states using single-qubit measurements.

Given the n entangled states described in Equation 6,
Alice and Bob perform n − k stabilizer measurements
on their qubits, resulting in outcomes ai and bi, respec-
tively. These bilateral stabilizer measurements project
the n entangled states into k logical entangled states,
characterized by stabilizers

(−1)
ai gi ⊗ I,

(−1)
bi I ⊗ gi,

(−1)
ϕj X̄j ⊗ X̄j ,

(−1)
βj Z̄j ⊗ Z̄j

 , (7)

for i = 1, 2, . . . , n − k and j = 1, 2, . . . , k. The measure-
ment outcomes ai and bi are random because the code
stabilizers gi ⊗ I and I ⊗ gi anti-commute with Xj ⊗Xj

or Zj ⊗ Zj for any j-th qubit within the support of the
stabilizer. However, their sum, representing the parity of
gi ⊗ gi, is fixed and determined by a linear combination
of Xj ⊗ Xj and Zj ⊗ Zj over the supports of gi ⊗ gi,
expressed as

ai + bi = H1 (i) · s+H2 (i) · t+H1 (i) ·H2 (i)
T

, (8)

where (H1 (i)|H2 (i)) is the binary vector representation
of gi (the i-th row of the parity check matrix H), and
H1 (i) ·H2 (i)

T accounts for the number of Pauli-Y com-
ponents in gi. These components contribute additional
−1 due to Y ⊗Y = −XZ⊗XZ. Since ai and bi are ran-
dom, Alice and Bob post-select on both outcomes being
0, enforcing that the right-hand side (RHS) of Equation 8
equals 0. Errors in the transmitted orange qubits can flip
Bell measurements s and t, altering the value of the RHS
in Equation 8. This change reveals the error syndrome,
as described in Equation 3. Similarly, Equations 4 and 5
are derived to compute the parities ϕj of X̄j ⊗ X̄j and βj

of Z̄j ⊗ Z̄j caused by Bell measurements and errors.
Given the logical Bell states in Equation 7, Alice and

Bob can decode the logical states into physical states by
performing n− k single-qubit measurements [18]. For an
[[n, k, d]] stabilizer code, the measurement bases are cho-
sen to map the logical operators X̄j and Z̄j to the phys-
ical operators (−1)

uj Xj and (−1)
wj Zj , respectively, for

j = 1, 2, . . . , k. The phases uj and wj are linear func-
tions of the measurement outcomes and can be set to 0
by post-selection. The decoded states are stabilized by{

(−1)
ϕj Xj ⊗Xj , (−1)

βj Zj ⊗ Zj

}
.

Bob then applies Pauli gates to correct any residual
phases, yielding k standard Bell states.

The resource state remains to be derived. As shown
in Figure 2, entanglement swapping and distillation are
performed on different qubits, allowing their order to be
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interchanged. The resource state is prepared by apply-
ing stabilizer and single-qubit measurements on the green
qubits, which initially forms standard Bell states with the
blue qubits. Post-selecting measurement outcomes of all
0s yields the resource state, with its stabilizers defined
in Equation 1. Importantly, this post-selection is purely
conceptual; in practice, the resource state can be pre-
pared deterministically according to its stabilizers.

Measurement-based quantum repeaters.— Distribut-
ing high-fidelity Bell states over long distances requires
quantum repeaters, which can be implemented using a
measurement-based approach, as illustrated in Figure 3.
The total distance is divided into N segments with N+1
nodes, where neighboring nodes share noisy Bell states
(orange circles). Nodes 0 and N mark the end nodes,
while intermediate nodes, labeled 1 through N − 1, func-
tion as quantum repeaters. Each intermediate node per-
forms Bell measurements using a resource state (blue and
purple circles) derived from an [[n, k, d]]-quantum error-
correcting code. This enables the swapping of entangle-
ment of k logical qubits between neighboring nodes while
applying error correction. The quantum repeaters thus
relay the logical Bell states, establishing entanglement
between nodes 0 and N . At the end nodes, measurement-
based entanglement distillation transforms the logical
Bell states into physical Bell states (green circles).

We outline the repeater protocol below, considering
two neighboring repeater nodes r and r+1, also referred
to as Alice and Bob, respectively, as shown in Figure 3.

Step 1: Alice and Bob prepare their resource states, a
2n-qubit stabilizer state with generators{

gi, g′i, X̄jX̄
′
j , Z̄jZ̄

′
j

}
.

Here, gi and g′i, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n−k, represent the
code stabilizer generators, acting on the blue and
green qubits, respectively. X̄jX̄

′
j and Z̄jZ̄

′
j denote

the tensor products of Pauli operators for the corre-
sponding j-th logical qubits, where j = 1, 2, . . . , k.
The resource state forms k logical Bell states, rep-
resented by

|RS⟩ =
1√
2k

k⊗
j=1

(
|0̄j⟩

∣∣0̄′j〉+ |1̄j⟩
∣∣1̄′j〉) . (9)

Steps 2–4 mirror those in the distillation protocol, es-
tablishing logical Bell states between Alice’s blue
qubits and Bob’s purple qubits. Bob then deter-
mines the bit flips β(r) and phase flips ϕ(r) in the
resulting state using Equations 4 and 5, accounting
for the effects of errors and measurements.

Step 5: Each node transmits its computed bit and phase
flips to the end node N , which determines the over-
all flips as β =

∑N
r=1 β

(r) and ϕ =
∑N

r=1 ϕ
(r), with

summation performed modulo 2. Node N then ap-
plies the appropriate Pauli gates to its green qubits
to correct these accumulated errors, transforming

(βi, ϕi) to (0, 0) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Consequently,
k high-fidelity physical Bell states are established
between Node 0 and N .

Quantum repeaters relay logical Bell states across
nodes, analogous to storing logical quantum memories
over time. Each segment effectively teleports logical Bell
states while applying quantum error correction, akin to
an error correction cycle for quantum memories. Given
that neighboring nodes share noisy Bell states with fi-
delity F , the infidelity p = 1 − F represents the physi-
cal qubit error rate. Quantum error correction reduces
this, yielding a logical error rate pL dependent on p
and the chosen error-correcting code. The infidelity
of the distributed Bell states between the end nodes,
due to accumulated logical errors, is approximated by
(1− pL)

N ≈ 1−NpL for small pL.
Noisy Resource States.— The previous discussion as-

sumes that errors occur only in input Bell states, with
other components ideal. Here, we extend it to include
noise in resource states, Bell measurements, and recovery
gates. The distillation resource state in Equation 2 gener-
alizes the standard Bell state, forming k logical-physical
Bell states ∣∣Φ+

D

〉
=

1√
2
(|0̄⟩ |0⟩+ |1̄⟩ |1⟩) .

The logical subsystem consists of n interfacing qubits,
each paired with an input qubit for a Bell measurement.
Noise on these qubits affects measurement outcomes and
can be mapped onto the input qubits [18, 36]. The phys-
ical subsystem consists of k output qubits, where noise
can commute through distillation and act on the output
Bell states. The Bell-state matrix identity [19],(

M̄ ⊗ I
) ∣∣Φ+

D

〉
=

(
I ⊗MT

) ∣∣Φ+
D

〉
, (10)

transfers an operator M̄ acting on the logical subsystem
to its transpose MT on the physical subsystem. This en-
ables the mapping of logical errors from interfacing qubits
to output qubits, facilitating the evaluation of distillation
capability. Assuming a depolarizing noise probability p
per qubit, the interfacing qubits form a quantum error-
correcting code that corrects physical errors, yielding a
logical error rate pL. Mapping this error to the output
qubit using Equation 10 yields a modified output noise
O (pL + p), which determines the distillation capability.
Similarly, the repeater resource state in Equation 9 forms
k logical-logical Bell states∣∣Φ+

S

〉
=

1√
2
(|0̄⟩ |0̄⟩+ |1̄⟩ |1̄⟩) .

While physical errors are corrected, the remaining logical
errors accumulate linearly as they propagate through the
repeaters and can be analyzed using Equation 10. Noise
in Bell measurements leads to flipped outcomes that can
be mapped onto input qubits as bit and phase flip errors.
In addition, errors in recovery gates directly affects the
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FIG. 3. Schematic of high-fidelity Bell state distribution over long distances using measurement-based quantum repeaters.
The total distance is divided into N segments with N + 1 nodes. Intermediate nodes perform Bell measurements (dashed red
rectangles) on input Bell states (orange circles) and resource states (blue and purple circles) derived from an [[n, k, d]]-quantum
error-correcting code, relaying entanglement to establish Bell states (green circles) between the end nodes.

output Bell states. This framework enables the analysis
of measurement-based distillation and repeater protocols,
incorporating noise components in the same manner as
the ideal protocol but with modified errors on the input
and output Bell states.

Since the resource states form logical-physical and
logical-logical Bell states, their preparation simplifies to
encoding logical Bell states. A promising approach [18]
is to first locally prepare n copies of physical Bell states
and then use bilateral stabilizer measurements to encode
them onto logical Bell states, forming the repeater re-
source state. To obtain the distillation resource state,
one can decode one part of the logical Bell state using
single-qubit measurements. For certain codes, such as
QLDPC codes, this preparation method features a con-
stant circuit depth. Preserving the distillation resource
state involves two components. The logical subsystems
are protected via syndrome error correction. The phys-
ical systems can be stabilized using X̄X and Z̄Z mea-
surements. However, as their weight increases with code
distance, these measurements become inefficient. A more
practical approach is to locally distill logical-physical
Bell states [18], avoiding large-weight stabilizer measure-
ments. Preserving the repeater resource state is more
straightforward, as the logical subsystems can be inde-
pendently corrected by syndrome error correction.

Quantum repeaters with constant yield rate.— We
propose a measurement-based quantum repeater proto-
col using quantum low-density parity-check (QLDPC)
codes for fault-tolerant Bell state distribution at a con-
stant yield rate over any distance. These codes have
a constant number of qubits per stabilizer generator
and a constant number of generators per qubit, en-
abling efficient resource state preparation [18]. They also
maintain a constant encoding rate and good code dis-
tance, exponentially suppressing logical errors [45, 46].
For [[n, k = rn, d = O (

√
n)]]-hypergraph product (HGP)

codes with constant rate r [47], the logical error rate is
given by [28]

pL = c

(
p

p0

)αnβ

, (11)

where p is the physical error rate, p0 is the error thresh-
old, and α, β, and c are positive constants. To distribute
Bell states over distance L, we divide it into segments of
length L0, keeping neighboring-node Bell state infidelity
below threshold. Each node then uses 2n-qubit resource
states to fault-tolerantly relay the entanglement. Conse-
quently, the end-to-end Bell state infidelity is

cL

L0

(
p

p0

)αnβ

.

Any target fidelity can be achieved by increasing the code
size n while keeping the encoding rate r fixed, with n

scaling polylogarithmically as n = O
(
log1/β L

)
.

We simulate the measurement-based entanglement dis-
tillation protocol using a family of HGP codes. Following
the procedure outlined in previous literature [28, 48, 49],
we construct HGP codes by taking the hypergraph prod-
uct of classical (3, 4)-regular LDPC codes [47], which
are randomly generated using software [50]. From the
generated instances, we select the code with the max-
imal distance. By increasing the code size, we obtain
a family of HGP codes with a constant encoding rate
of 0.04. We then simulate the protocol using Stim [51]
with belief propagation-ordered statistics decoding (BP-
OSD) [48, 52, 53]. In our simulation, we assume that
the input Bell states are noisy Werner states, while all
other components, including resource states, Bell mea-
surements, and recovery gates, are ideal.

Figure 4 shows the output Bell state infidelity pout as
a function of the input infidelity pin for various code
sizes. Due to finite-size effects in randomly generated
codes, the 1225-code and 900-code share the same code
distance. While it may seem unintuitive that the 1225-
code outperforms the 900-code despite its larger size and
identical distance, this is because error-correcting perfor-
mance depends not only on the minimum weight but also
on its overall distribution across codewords. We fit the
data using Equation 11, obtaining an infidelity threshold
of 9.3%, below which distillation improves the quality
of the Bell state. Additionally, increasing the code size
further enhances distillation performance. This result
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FIG. 4. Input-output infidelity relation for measurement-
based entanglement distillation using a family of hypergraph
product (HGP) codes with a fixed code rate of 0.04.

demonstrates that HGP codes enable exponential sup-
pression of output Bell state infidelity as the code size
increases while maintaining a fixed rate. Our simulation
focuses on errors in the input Bell states, but errors in
resource states and Bell measurements can be mapped
additively onto the input. Thus, as long as the overall
error per quantum repeater remains below the threshold,
the protocol continues to enable fault-tolerant, constant-
rate Bell state distribution over arbitrary distances.

Conclusion and open questions.— In this paper, we
generalized measurement-based entanglement distillation
and quantum repeaters to leverage any stabilizer code.
Given a code, we explicitly defined the resource states
and presented an error-recovery operation based on Bell

measurement outcomes. We also analyzed the distillation
capability of the protocol using noisy resource states and
methods for efficiently preparing and preserving them.
As an application, we proposed a QLDPC code-based re-
peater protocol that enables constant-yield Bell state dis-
tribution over arbitrary distances, laying the foundation
for scalable global quantum networks. We note that a
related study on entanglement distillation using QLDPC
codes [54] was posted several days before this manuscript;
our work was conducted independently.

Several open questions remain for future research. One
direction is implementing measurement-based entangle-
ment distillation on real quantum platforms, where a
key challenge is constructing resource states under con-
strained qubit connectivity. Another avenue is designing
measurement-based quantum repeaters that specifically
address photon loss. While photon loss can be heralded,
enabling more efficient error correction, Bell measure-
ments using linear optics remain limited by a 50% suc-
cess probability. Finally, achieving the hashing bound in
quantum repeaters is an open challenge, potentially ad-
dressable through the quantum version of modern codes
such as LDPC codes, turbo codes, and polar codes.
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