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Recent breakthroughs have ushered the quantum network into a new era, where quantum infor-
mation can be stored, transferred, and processed across multiple nodes on a metropolitan scale. A
key challenge in this new era is enhancing the capabilities of individual nodes, providing precise
and robust control over multiple qubits and advanced functionality for scalable quantum networks.
Here, we report on precise and complex control in a hybrid quantum node based on a diamond color
center. We demonstrate hybrid coherent control by entangling three types of qubits: an electron
spin as an interface qubit, a nuclear spin with long memory time, and a flying photonic qubit, with
their qubit frequencies spanning three distinct regimes from the optical domain to the rf domain.
By incorporating two additional memory qubits, we encode three memory qubits into a logical state
using the three-qubit repetition code and entangle this logical qubit with a photonic qubit. Leverag-
ing hybrid qubits and precise control, we repeatedly read out the error syndromes of memory qubits
through the electron spin, serving as an auxiliary qubit, then apply a real-time feedback operation
to correct bit-flip errors. We execute and verify active error correction for up to twelve rounds and
demonstrate the improvement over the uncorrected counterpart. Our results demonstrate the feasi-
bility of several key functionalities for next-generation quantum repeaters, paving the way towards
full-fledged metropolitan-scale quantum networks for a wide range of practical applications.

INTRODUCTION

Future quantum network will process quantum in-
formation across a large number of quantum registers
linked through shared quantum entanglement, holding
the promise to revolutionize a broad range of tech-
nologies, such as quantum key distribution [8, 9], dis-
tributed quantum computing [7, 10], non-local metrol-
ogy [11, 12], among others [4, 6, 7]. In recent decades,
increasing endeavors have been made to develop proto-
types of quantum network nodes in various platforms
including trapped ions [13, 14] and atoms [15–18], dia-
mond color centers [5, 19–21], and quantum dots [22–
24]. Elementary functionalities of individual nodes have
been demonstrated for establishing remote entangle-
ment [19, 21, 25, 26] as well as local information pro-
cessing and storage [27, 28]. Several key primitives have
been realized in laboratory-scale quantum networks [29–
34]. These advancements have led to recent break-
throughs, the realizations of metropolitan-scale quantum
networks [1–3], illuminating the potential for practical
applications in the near future.

Practical large-scale quantum networks, which con-
nect multiple locations through optical fiber infrastruc-
ture (illustrated in Fig. 1) will likely rely on quantum
repeater protocols [35–37]. This requires many network
nodes, each of which must fulfill the following require-
ments to handle the increasing difficulty as the network
scales up [4–6]. First, each node should contain at least

one interface qubit, capable of entangling with photons
to establish remote entanglement. Second, each node
must include memory qubits with long coherence times
to store quantum states during the time needed to gen-
erate entanglement across the entire network for the full
network activity, not just between neighboring nodes.
Third, each node should have multiple memory qubits
to support advanced functionalities for maintaining the
integrity of quantum information, such as error correc-
tion. These functionalities are crucial as the network
scales up. An increased number of nodes and time for
entire network activity will result in larger errors due to
imperfect operations and decoherence, inevitably degrad-
ing network performance. Multiple memory qubits also
facilitate multiplexing, enhancing the efficiency of entan-
glement generation. Furthermore, using different types of
qubits as interface and memory qubits offer advantages
for robust performance, as operations on one type are
less likely to cause cross-talk errors on the other. How-
ever, controlling and measuring different types of qubits
is highly nontrivial and challenging due to their distinct
physical properties and experimental control complexity.
These capabilities have been individually demonstrated
on platforms such as diamond color centers [5, 20, 38–
40] and trapped atoms [13, 14, 41]. However, integrating
all these features into a single quantum network node
remains a substantial challenge.

Here we present a hybrid multi-qubit quantum net-
work node based on a nitrogen-vacancy (NV) cen-
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FIG. 1. A hybrid multi-qubit node in a large-scale quantum network. In a diamond-based quantum network (right side), different
nodes are connected through optical fiber links (yellow lines). Each node contains a hybrid quantum register associated with an
NV center. The electron spin, serving as an interface qubit (purple), can be entangled with single photons (red wavy lines) and
interacts with nearby long-lived nuclear spins (orange). The relevant energy level structure and control fields are illustrated in
the inset. Left grey box shows a simplified experimental setup. A 532 nm laser (green) reset the NV charge state. Two red
lasers near 637 nm drive are used for entanglement generation, state-dependent fluorescence detection, and electron spin state
reset. All laser beams are combined and focused by an objective onto a diamond sample located in a cryogenic environment
at approximately 7K. NV fluorescence is collected by the same objective and detected by two single-photon detectors (SPDs),
one for ZPL photons and the other for phonon-sideband photons. A fast FPGA board determines feedback operations in real
time by controlling the AWG output for error correction and perform spin-photon joint measurements. WPs: waveplates; BS:
beamsplitter; DM: dichroic mirror; GTP: Glan-Taylor prism; AWG: arbitrary wave generator; MW: microwave.

ter in diamond, implementing several key functionali-
ties required for scaling up quantum networks. Our
main results are two-fold. First, we demonstrate
quantum control of this hybrid node by generating a
Greenberger–Horne–Zeilinger-type (GHZ) state involv-
ing three different types of qubits—an electron spin serv-
ing as an interface qubit, a carbon-13 nuclear spin as
a memory qubit, and a photon as a flying qubit—with
fidelity exceeding 0.83(3). This entangled state con-
nects qubits across very distinct frequencies in the rf,
microwave, and optical domains, making it a crucial re-
source for network applications. Second, by harness-
ing hybrid control and incorporating additional mem-
ory qubits, we encode the memory qubits in a logical
state and entangle it with a flying qubit. In this proof-
of-principle experiment, we use a three-qubit repetition
code to protect memory qubits from bit-flip errors. This
is accomplished by repeatedly reading out error syn-
dromes through the interface qubit and applying active
feedback to correct errors. We verify error correction by
comparing the final states with and without active feed-
back. Furthermore, we show that the final states can be
improved by post-selecting results where the error syn-

drome outcomes indicate no errors, i.e. error detection.
These results showcase the key advance of hybrid nodes
in diamond and their potential for realizing full-fledged
metropolitan-scale quantum networks.

EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Our hybrid quantum network node is based on a single
NV center in a high-purity synthetic diamond located in a
cryogenic environment. The relevant level structure and
a simplified experimental setup are shown in Fig. 1 (see
details in Appendix). The interface qubit is encoded in
two sublevels of the NV electron spin, |ms = 0⟩ ≡ |0⟩e
and |ms = −1⟩ ≡ |1⟩e, which can be coherently ma-
nipulated by resonant microwave fields. State initial-
ization, spin-photon entanglement, and state-dependent
fluorescence readout are achieved through resonant opti-
cal excitation. Single-shot readout fidelity is asymmet-
ric, 0.809(3) for the “bright” state |0⟩e and 0.988(1) for
the “dark” state |1⟩e. Coherent photons at the zero-
phonon line (ZPL) and state-dependent fluorescence are
detected by two separate detectors [42], with signals
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recorded by an field-programmable gate array (FPGA)
board for time-resolved detection and correlation mea-
surements. Carbon-13 nuclear spins near the NV cen-
ter, which have long coherence times, are used as mem-
ory qubits: |mI = −1/2⟩ ≡ |0⟩c and |mI = 1/2⟩ ≡ |1⟩c.
Universal control of individual nuclear spins is accom-
plished by manipulating the electron spin with tailoring
microwave pulses [43]. State initialization and readout of
nuclear spins are implemented by swapping their states
with the electron spin.

HYBRID ENTANGLEMENT GENERATION

To demonstrate multi-qubit quantum control in the
hybrid network node, we prepare three different types
of qubits in a GHZ-type state and verify genuine mul-
tipartite entanglement using the pulse sequence shown
in Fig. 2a. The electron-nuclear spin register is initial-
ized in |0⟩e |0⟩c. A microwave π/2 pulse alters the elec-
tron spin to a superposition state 1√

2
(|0⟩e + |1⟩e) while

leaving the nuclear spin unchanged. Subsequently, an

entangling gate R
π/2
±X rotates the nuclear spin around

the +X axis for an angle of π/2 on the Bloch sphere
when the electron spin is in |0⟩e while around the oppo-
site axis −X for the same angle when in |1⟩e. Then,
two single-qubit rotations respectively change the nu-
clear and electron spin states, resulting in the desired
Bell state 1√

2
(|0⟩e |1⟩c + |1⟩e |0⟩c). We further entangle

the local spin register with a single photon encoded in
time bins [19]. A resonant optical π pulse selectively
drives the |0⟩e |0⟩c state to the excited state |Ey⟩e |0⟩c,
accompanied by subsequent single-photon emission. We
then flip the electron spin using a microwave π pulse
and repeat the optical pumping process. The second
component in the Bell state is correlated with a single
photon emitted at a later time. A GHZ state in the
form of |ϕ⟩GHZ = 1√

2
(|0⟩e |0⟩c |l⟩p) + |1⟩e |1⟩c |e⟩p) is gen-

erated, where the basis states |e⟩p and |l⟩p correspond to
a single-photon emission event at an earlier or later time,
separated by approximately 52 ns.

Characterizing multiple qubits of different types re-
quires the detection of their correlations. We address
this challenge by performing joint-state measurements in
three different bases ZeIcZp , ZeZcIp , and XeXcXp , where
Pauli operators X, Z and identity operator I are with sub-
scripts denoting the corresponding qubits. Specifically,
Zp = |E ⟩p ⟨E | − |L⟩p ⟨L|. As the generated GHZ state is
an eigenstate of these operators, a lower bound of the fi-
delity to the ideal state can be derived from the stabilizer
witness method and calculated by [44–46]

Flb =
1

2
[⟨−ZeIcZp⟩+ ⟨ZeZcIp⟩+ ⟨XeXcXp⟩ − 1] (1)

In our experiments, the joint measurements are ac-
complished by correlating the outcomes of two detec-

tions: one for the local spins and the other for the sin-
gle photon. The former involves a microwave pulse se-
quence that maps the information about certain electron-
nuclear parity onto the electron spin population followed
by state-dependent fluorescence detection (see the map-
ping sequences in Figs. 2c-e). Because this fluorescence
detection has asymmetric readout fidelity [42], for each
measurement basis we choose to perform two sets of ex-
periments where the electron spin is either untouched or
flipped after the mapping sequence and before fluores-
cence detection so that both electron spin states at the
end of the mapping can be bright during the detection.
Readout of the photonic time-bin qubit in the Z basis is
achieved using time-resolved detection enabled by a fast
FPGA board, which also records the coincidence events
where both detections register at least one photon. Ex-
pectation values of the three observable are calculated
from the measured coincidence counts. Details of the
joint measurements can be found in Appendix.

The results of the GHZ state characterization are
shown in Figs. 2c-f. For ⟨ZeIcZp⟩, we obtain the nor-
malized coincidence counts of the four electron-photon
states, which are shown in Fig. 2c. The sum popula-
tion of the target states, |0⟩e |l⟩p and |1⟩e |e⟩p, is approx-
imately 0.98 with an error of 0.02 due to the background
and the finite separation between time bins, yielding
⟨ZeIcZp⟩ = 0.97(1). Although the photonic qubit state
is irrelevant for measuring ⟨ZeZcIp⟩, the photon presence
must be verified. Therefore, we measure the electron-
nuclear parity of ZeZc conditioned on successful single-
photon detection at either time bin. As shown in Fig. 2d,
similar results are observed conditioning on both time-
bin photon detection, as expected. The experimental
⟨ZeZcIp⟩ is estimated to be 0.88(2) using the normalized
coincidence counts, with errors dominated by nuclear
spin operation errors. Measuring ⟨XeXcXp⟩ involves as-
sessing the phase coherence of the time-bin qubit. This is
done by sending the single photon through an imbalanced
Mach-Zehnder interferometer (MZI, shown in Fig. 2b),
allowing the early and later time-bin components to over-
lap and interfere at the MZI output ports. The arm
length difference of the MZI is stabilized between exper-
iments (see Appendix). We estimate ⟨XeXcXp⟩ to be
0.82(5). Besides the error sources due to dark counts
and nuclear spin control, additional errors in this mea-
surement arise from fluctuations and drifts in the MZI.
Finally, we compute the lower bound of the fidelity to an
ideal GHZ state using Eq. (1), yielding Flb = 0.84(3)
without subtracting qubit initialization and measure-
ment errors. This value significantly surpasses the classi-
cal bound of 0.5, indicating genuine multipartite entan-
glement among three distinct degrees of freedom.
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FIG. 2. Generation and characterization of a hybrid GHZ state. a, Experimental pulse sequence. Electron and nuclear spins
are initialized in |0⟩e |0⟩c then entangled with single-qubit rotations and entangling gates. Two optical π pulses with a fixed
separation of τ ≈ 52 ns and a microwave π pulse in between entangle the local spins with a time-bin photonic qubit. Three-qubit
correlations are measured in three different bases. The information about the electron-nuclear spin states is mapped onto the
electron spin by the sequences shown above the bar plots in c-e, then read out by fluorescence detection. Photonic qubit states
|0⟩p and |1⟩p are identified by time-resolved single-photon detection. For phase measurement, the single photon is sent through
an MZI. Coincidence events of two detections are recorded to extract three-qubit correlations. b An imbalanced MZI is used
to access phase coherence of the time-bin qubit. Early and late time-bin components can partially overlap and interfere at the
MZI outport (the middle wavy line at the upper right port). The arm length difference is stabilized by monitoring the laser
intensity of a red laser traveling through the MZI and applying a feedback voltage from a servo controller to a piezo transducer
on one arm. c-e Normalized coincidence counts are shown as bars along with 68%-confidence error bars for the measurements
of (c) ZeIcZp, (d) ZeZcIp, (e) XeXcXp. Even parity of ZeZc (d) and XeXc (e) is mapped onto the bright |0⟩e and dark |−1⟩e
states respectively. In d, Me

p = |e⟩p ⟨e|, M
l
p = |l⟩p ⟨l|. f Expectation values of the three measurement bases and the lower bound

of the GHZ state fidelity are estimated using the data in (c-e).

REPEATED ERROR CORRECTION

Multiple long-lived nuclear spins can be found near
an NV center, providing essential qubit resources for
quantum error correction. As a proof-of-principle ex-
periment, we encode a logical qubit using three carbon-
13 nuclear spins that weakly couple to the NV electron
spin. More concretely, we employ the three-qubit rep-
etition code [47], where the logical states are defined
as |0⟩L ≡ |000⟩c and |1⟩L ≡ |111⟩c. This code is de-
signed to correct single bit-flip errors by using a major-
ity vote of the three qubit values and flipping the qubit
that differs from the majority. The majority vote is im-
plemented through measurements of two parity checks,
specifically, ZIZ and IZZ. If ZIZ = −1 and IZZ = +1, it
indicates a single-bit error occurs on the first qubit and
can be corrected by flipping this qubit. If ZIZ = +1 and
IZZ = −1, the error is on the second qubit. If both equal
−1, the error is on the third. Both equal +1 indicates
no error. Note that this code cannot correct multiple er-
rors or phase-flip errors. We focus on demonstrating the
key components of general error correction protocols for

network applications and potential improvement in local
spin relaxation.

The experimental pulse sequence for repeated error
correction of local qubits is depicted in Fig. 3a. For quan-
tum network applications, encoded logical qubits must
be entangled with photonic qubits to enable remote en-
tanglement between error-correctable logical qubits. As
shown in Fig. 3b, we address this challenge through
the following steps: 1) generating an electron-photon
entangled state α |0⟩e |e⟩p + β |1⟩e |l⟩p, 2) applying two
CNOT gates to entangle them with two memory qubits,
resulting in the state α |0⟩e |e⟩p |00⟩c + β |1⟩e |l⟩p |11⟩c,
3) coherently swapping states between the electron spin
and the third memory qubit, yielding |0⟩e (α |e⟩p |000⟩c+
β |l⟩p |111⟩c) = |0⟩e (α |e⟩p |0⟩L+β |l⟩p |1⟩L) with the elec-
tron spin disentangled from the rest. The generated
logical-photon entangled state is a +1 eigenstate of ZLZp,
where ZL is a logical-Z operator. The CNOT gates and
swap operations are composed of multiple elementary
gates, with details and characterization results provided
in Appendix. Product states |0⟩L |e⟩p and |1⟩L |l⟩p are
prepared in a simpler way for higher fidelity using the
sequence shown in Fig. 3c. The two parity checks (green
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FIG. 3. Repeated error correction and error detection of local memory qubits in a hybrid network node. a, Experimental
pulse sequence. A logical qubit encoded in three nuclear spins (orange spins) is entangled with a photonic qubit (red wavy
line) using the sequence shown in b. Single bit-flip error syndromes of the local memory qubits, parity checks of ZIZ and
IZZ, are repeatedly read out through the electron spin (purple spin). The syndrome measurement outcomes are sent to a
real-time controller that determines the feedback operation to correct the error. The final state is projected onto a product
state |i1, i2, i3⟩c |j⟩p , with i1, i2, i3 ∈ {0, 1} and j ∈ {e, l}, by three sequential measurements of nuclear spins in bases ZIZ, IZZ,

ZII, all through the electron spin, and the photonic qubit measurement in the Z basis. As ZII = ZL, ⟨ZLZp⟩ of the final state
can be extracted with error detection using the outcomes of the parity checks in the final measurement. b, Pulse sequence for
generating an entangled logical-photon state (|0⟩L |e⟩p+ |1⟩L |l⟩p)/

√
2. c, Pulse sequence for generating product states |0⟩L |e⟩p

and |1⟩L |l⟩p. d, Characterization of the parity checks. Experimental values (solid bars) with fluorescence detection error

excluded are compared to the ideal values (empty bars). e Average values of the parity checks with (blue symbols, labeled as
”stabilized”) and without (orange symbols, “open-loop”) feedback are plotted against the error correction round index M. f, g,
Fidelity of the final state to an initial state of |0⟩L |e⟩p (f) or |1⟩L |l⟩p (g) versus M, with (blue dots) and without (pink squares)

feedback, are plotted along with the fits to an exponential decay function. h,i With an initial state (|0⟩L |e⟩p + |1⟩L |l⟩p)/
√
2,

the average values of the logical operator ⟨ZLZp⟩ with (dots) and without (squares) error detection are extracted from the final
measurement. Both stabilized (h) and open-loop (i) cases show higher ⟨ZLZp⟩ using error detection. The improvement is more
pronounced in the open-loop case.

blocks) are sequentially read out through the electron
spin using a designated mapping sequence followed by
state-dependent fluorescence detection. For both parity
checks, we choose to map the eigenvalue of +1 to |−1⟩e
and −1 to |0⟩e since the single-shot readout fidelity is
higher for |−1⟩e. The electron spin is then reset to |0⟩e
by optical pumping for the next measurement. The par-
ity values of each round are sent to a real-time controller
(white block) that determines the feedback operation on
the fly, with each round taking approximately 5ms. Since
the error correction code protects only against bit-flip er-
rors, we focus on analyzing the population of eigenstates
in the Z basis. The final state is examined using three se-
quential measurements—ZIZ, IZZ, and ZII—of the mem-
ory qubits, all read out through the electron spin, along
with time-resolved detection of the photonic qubit. Thus,
the final state is projected onto one of the sixteen states
from |000⟩c |e⟩p to |111⟩c |l⟩p, determined in a single shot

using the correlation of the four measurement outcomes.
Another feature of the final measurement is from the fact
that ZII is a logical operator ZL. Together with the pho-
tonic qubit detection, ⟨ZLZp⟩ can be extracted to deter-
mine bit-flip errors at the logical level. At the same time,
the measurement outcomes of ZIZ and IZZ enable error
detection of ⟨ZLZp⟩ through post processing.

We prepare different initial states |0⟩L |e⟩p, |1⟩L |l⟩p,
and (|0⟩L |e⟩p + |1⟩L |l⟩p)/

√
2 , execute the error correc-

tion for variable rounds from M = 0 to M = 12 with and
without real-time feedback. For each experiment setting,
we repeatedly run the sequence 20000 times. However,
due to low collection and detection efficiency, single pho-
tons are detected only in approximately 1% of experi-
ments. Note the narrow-band frequency filter for select-
ing ZPL photons is removed for higher data rates, while
this does not affect the correction of bit-flip errors. Part
of the results are shown in Figs. 3e-i, with complete re-
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sults provided in Appendix.

Characterizations of the parity measurements are
shown in Fig. 3d, exhibiting expected values for all eight
eigenstates with an average readout fidelity of 0.85(1)
for ZIZ and 0.84(1) for IZZ, excluding fluorescence de-
tection errors. The mapping sequences and error anal-
ysis are detailed in Appendix. Quantum error correc-
tion requires frequent checking and correcting errors be-
fore they accumulate beyond the capability of the error
correction codes. This process requires non-destructive
error-syndrome measurements and fast classical control.
We demonstrate this capability by repeatedly perform-
ing parity measurements for twelve rounds, though our
setup allows even more rounds. Using an initial state of
|0⟩L |e⟩p as an example, the average values of the two par-
ity checks, with (blue symbols, labeled as “stabilized”)
and without (orange symbols, labeled as “open-loop”) ac-
tive feedback, are plotted as a function of error-correction
round index M in Fig. 3e. The results show that ac-
tive feedback substantially slows the decay of both parity
checks, indicating the effectiveness in suppressing errors.

We extract the joint-state population from the final
measurement outcomes and employ an error mitigation
method [48] to correct biases in the average state popu-
lations caused by asymmetric errors in state-dependent
fluorescence detection (see Appendix). Examples of the
final state population distribution are shown in Appendix
for three different initial states. Initializing the system
in a product state |0⟩L |e⟩p or |1⟩L |l⟩p, the fidelity to
the initial state can be directly extracted from the final
state distribution. In Fig. 3f, state fidelity to |0⟩L |e⟩p
is plotted versus M as blue dots for data with feedback
and pink squares for data without feedback. These data
points are fitted to the function p = pi exp(−t/T1,L)+pf ,
yielding a longer relaxation time T1,L = 31(10) ms and
a higher steady population pf = 0.23(7) with feedback,
compared to T1,L = 20(5) ms and pf = 0.18(4) with-
out feedback. Similar results are observed for |1⟩L |l⟩p as
shown in Fig. 3g, as well as for an entangled state whose
total population of |0⟩L |e⟩p and |1⟩L |l⟩p is protected by
active feedback (see results in Appendix). The observed
relaxation of the logical qubit is faster than that of a
single memory qubit, limited by state errors introduced
by parity mapping operations and parity readout errors
both from mapping operations and fluorescence detec-
tion. We perform Monte-Carlo simulations and compare
the results to experimental data to gain insights into vari-
ous imperfections for repeated error correction. The com-
parison for all initial states is shown in Appendix, and
we discuss the relevant experimental imperfections and
potential ways for improvement in Appendix.

The final state can be evaluated at the logical level us-
ing the measurement of ⟨ZLZp⟩, while the errors in the
final state can be detected and rejected in post-processing
based on the parity checks of the final measurement. In
Fig. 3h-i, we compare the experimental values of ⟨ZLZp⟩

from all data (squares) to those from the data conditional
on “no error” (dots), i.e. ZIZ = +1 and IZZ = +1. In
both cases with (Fig. 3h) and without (Fig. 3i) feedback,
the results show a clear improvement by error detec-
tion. While the improvement is more pronounced when
the feedback is not applied, this is because feedback op-
eration accelerates the population accumulation in the
|1⟩L |e⟩p and |0⟩L |l⟩p states which are −1 eigenstates of
ZLZp but +1 eigenstates of ZIZ and IZZ.

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we present coherent and complex control
in a hybrid multi-qubit quantum network node. Gener-
ated hybrid entanglement enables quantum information
transfer between distinct frequency domains. Each of
the involved qubits in principle can interact with similar
types of qubits in a different system at close frequencies,
potentially leading to novel hybrid quantum systems [49–
53]. Hybrid entanglement can be used for correlated sens-
ing covering a wide frequency range. Demonstration of
active correction of bit-flip errors can be adapted to cor-
rect phase-flip errors and to realize fault-tolerant error
correction [39, 40]. Error correction can be enhanced by
improving coherent operations involved in error correc-
tion through technical upgrades or quantum optimal con-
trol techniques [54, 55], and by increasing error syndrome
readout fidelity using repetitive readout using quantum
logic [56]. For near-term applications, error detection
may be useful to improve the integrity of network per-
formance. Our approach can be extended to other plat-
forms, such as trapped ions and atoms, where different
type of qubits from the same species [57–59] or mixed
species [28, 60] can be used in a similar way as demon-
strated in this work.

Note that during the preparation of this manuscript we
became aware of a similar work on hybrid entanglement
in a NV center at University of Stuttgart [61].
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