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We propose the use of collective states of matter as a resource for the deterministic generation of
quantum states of light, which are fundamental for quantum information technologies. Our mini-
mal model consists of three emitters coupled to a half-waveguide, i.e., a one-dimensional waveguide
terminated by a mirror. Photon-mediated interactions between the emitters result in the emergence
of bright and dark states. The dark states form a decoherence-free subspace, protected from dissi-
pation. Local driving of the emitters and control of their resonance frequencies allows to perform
arbitrary quantum gates within the decoherence-free subspace. Coupling to bright states facilitates
photon emission, thereby enabling the realization of quantum gates between light and matter. We
demonstrate that sequential application of these gates leads to the generation of photonic entangled
states, such as Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger and one- and two-dimensional cluster states.

Large entangled states are a crucial resource in quan-
tum technologies such as quantum computation, metrol-
ogy and sensing [1–5], yet they are typically hard to
create. A prominent example of multipartite entangle-
ment is provided by Greenberger–Horne–Zeilinger (GHZ)
states [6, 7], useful for quantum metrology [8], where
qubits exist in a superposition of either all in one state
or all in the other. Another relevant class of entan-
gled states is the multi-dimensional cluster states [9–11],
where qubits are arranged in a lattice and entangled with
their nearest neighbors. Two-dimensional (2D) cluster
states are particularly significant, as they constitute a
universal resource for measurement-based quantum com-
putation [9, 11, 12].

Entanglement between photons can be generated de-
terministically by interfacing light with a multilevel
quantum emitter [13, 14]. During the last decades, nu-
merous protocols have been developed to sequentially
emit entangled photons. For example, it has been the-
oretically proposed to couple a quantum emitter to a
cavity [15], as well as to a one-dimensional (1D) pho-
tonic channel [16] to generate 1D cluster states. This
latter idea has been generalized to 2D cluster states by
means of time-delayed feedback loops in chiral waveg-
uides [17]. Other suggested platforms include arrays of
single emitters coupled to waveguides [18–20], and an an-
cillary atom interacting with sets of atomic arrays in free
space [21, 22]. The realization of more general tensor
network states has also been proposed [23, 24]. Experi-
mental implementations of these protocols have followed
recently. For instance, few-photon GHZ and linear clus-
ter states have been generated with a quantum dot [25], a
superconducting qubit [26] and a neutral atom [27]. The
generation of a 2D cluster state with microwave photons
has been recently reported, by coupling superconducting
qubits to waveguides [20, 28]. In all these works, the
entangling gates between light and matter harness the
multilevel structure of a single emitter.

Figure 1. Local operations together with long-range inter-
actions between three emitters coupled to a half-waveguide
result in the generation of entangled photons. (a) Proposed
setup: external fields allow for tunable and local frequency
shifts ∆1,3 = ∆ and ∆2 = ∆ + δ and Rabi frequencies Ωn

(orange and blue control lines, respectively). Coherent ex-
change interactions J between neighboring emitters (depicted
in green) can be engineered via external couplers. (b) Collec-
tive basis states in the absence of drive and for δ = −J . The
ground state |G⟩ and the two single-excitation states |D⟩ and
|A⟩ are dark and form a decoherence-free subspace (DFS).
|G⟩ and |D⟩ form the matter qubit that remains entangled
with the emitted photons, whereas |A⟩ is used as an auxiliary
state for conditional photon emission. The remaining states
are bright (decay is shown in red).

Light-matter interactions are more efficient when mul-
tiple emitters are involved due to interference [29–33]. In
particular, in the presence of a shared dielectric environ-
ment, the electromagnetic vacuum mediates long-range
interactions between emitters, modifying their radiative
properties [34–37]. This can lead to the emergence of a
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decoherence-free subspace (DFS) [38–41], which consists
of a set of “dark” states that are decoupled from the
(electromagnetic) environment and therefore also from
dissipation. Prior theoretical works have shown that mul-
tiple “collective” qubits can be encoded within this sub-
space, and have devised protocols for universal quantum
computation by realizing gates between the states in the
DFS [42–44]. Interactions between emitters also result
in the emergence of “bright” states. By coupling the
DFS to bright states, it is possible to emit few-photon
pulses [45, 46].

In this manuscript, we propose to generate entangled
states of light by harnessing the collective basis spanned
by just a few two-level systems. A minimal configura-
tion of three emitters coupled to a waveguide terminated
by a mirror gives rise to a qutrit in the decoherence-free
subspace. By means of local frequency shifts and weak
driving fields, we attain a full set of logical quantum
gates for the qutrit. Further control over the coupling
between (collective) dark and bright states via local fre-
quency shifts enables the emission of photons with arbi-
trary temporal profiles, as well as the design of entangling
quantum gates between the matter qutrit and the pho-
tonic qubits. Sequential application of these quantum
gates on the emitters results in the generation of pho-
tonic entangled states. We exemplify the procedure by
theoretically demonstrating the preparation of GHZ, 1D
and 2D cluster states. Our protocol can be implemented
in state-of-the-art transmon devices [20, 28, 31, 37, 47].

System.— Our minimal setup consists of three two-
level emitters [48] with transition frequency ω0 coupled
to a one-dimensional waveguide terminated by a mirror,
i.e., a half-waveguide, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The emit-
ters are located at distances xn = (n + 1/4)λ0 from the
mirror, where λ0 = 2πc/ω0. The half-waveguide ensures
that light is emitted into a single direction. This is in con-
trast to the traditional waveguide setup (i. e., without a
mirror) where photons are emitted in both directions, re-
quiring strong chirality [47] or the recombination of both
pulses [49] to enforce a single output channel.

Provided that the propagation time of a photon be-
tween the emitters is much smaller than their character-
istic timescale, the photonic degrees of freedom of the
waveguide can be traced out under the Born-Markov ap-
proximation [50, 51]. This leads to an effective master
equation for the reduced density matrix of the emitters,
˙̂ρ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂] + L[ρ̂] (setting ℏ = 1). For the specific
locations of the emitters along the half-waveguide, the
waveguide-mediated coherent interaction is zero and the
Lindbladian reduces to [50, 51]

L[ρ̂] = 3γ0

(
Ŝρ̂Ŝ† − 1

2
{Ŝ†Ŝ, ρ̂}

)
, (1)

where γ0 is the single-emitter decay rate. Photon emis-
sion corresponds to the action of the collective jump oper-
ator Ŝ =

∑3
n=1 σ̂n/

√
3, where σ̂n = |gn⟩⟨en| are lowering

operators, and occurs at a rate three times larger than
that of a single emitter.
The coherent evolution of the system is governed by

the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ∆
∑
n

σ̂†
nσ̂n + δσ̂†

2σ̂2 + J
(
σ̂†
1σ̂2 + σ̂†

2σ̂3 + h.c
)

+
∑
n

(
Ωne

−i(ωL−ω0)tσ̂†
n + h.c.

)
. (2)

Here, the first and third emitters are shifted by ∆ from
the bare transition frequency ω0, whereas the second
emitter acquires a shift ∆ + δ [orange control lines in
Fig. 1(a)]. Additionally, neighboring emitters undergo
coherent exchange interactions at a rate J , which can
be engineered via external couplers [37, 47]. Finally, we
consider the emitters to be driven at a frequency ωL via
control lines or fields external to the half-waveguide that
allow for position-dependent Rabi frequencies Ωn with
arbitrary relative phases [37]. All parameters ∆, δ, J
and Ωn can be varied over time.
Collective dissipation leads to the emergence of states

that are decoupled from decay or dissipation, i. e., that
are in the null space of Ŝ. This decoherence-free sub-
space [41, 44] is spanned by the ground state |G⟩ ≡ |ggg⟩
and the single-excitation collective states |D⟩ = (|egg⟩ −
|gge⟩)/

√
2 and |A⟩ = (|egg⟩ − 2 |geg⟩ + |gge⟩)/

√
6. The

remaining single-excitation state |B⟩ = (|egg⟩ + |geg⟩ +
|gge⟩)/

√
3 is bright and decays to the ground state at a

rate 3γ0, while the three states containing two excitations
are bright and decay with rates ranging from γ0 to 4γ0.
The fully excited state, |eee⟩, is also bright, with a decay
rate 3γ0. For δ = −J and in the absence of drive (i. e.,
Ωn = 0), the ground and single-excitation states are also
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2). In particular,
|D⟩, |B⟩ and |A⟩ acquire frequency shifts ∆, ∆ + J and
∆−2J respectively, while the states in the two-excitation
manifold are shifted by 2∆±J and 2∆−2J , as illustrated
in Fig. 1(b) and discussed in the Supplemental Material
(SM [52]). Frequency shifts δ ̸= −J lead to a coherent
coupling between the single-excitation states |A⟩ and |B⟩,
while |D⟩ remains an eigenstate of the system.
Prior proposals to prepare time-binned entangled

states of photons rely on a single multi-level quantum
emitter with two long-lived states forming a matter qubit,
from which conditional photon emission (i. e., a CNOT
gate) is possible [16, 17, 26, 28]. In our proposal, instead,
the necessary level structure is provided by the collective
states of the three-emitter system. The two long-lived
states that comprise the matter qubit are chosen as |D⟩
and |G⟩. Additional coupling to the auxiliary dark state
|A⟩ and the bright states gives rise to controlled inter-
actions between light and matter. In what follows, we
demonstrate full control over the quantum state of the
emitters within the DFS, and further show that the cou-
pling to bright states allows to engineer the entangling
light-matter CNOT and CZ gates. Sequential application



3

Figure 2. Gate protocol for the generation of entangled photon states. (a) Schematics of the quantum circuit. The matter qubit
and photonic qubits are initialized in the ground state. The emission of each entangled photonic qubit is achieved through
the sequential operation of a light-matter CNOT gate (i. e., emission of a photon conditional on the state of the matter qubit)
followed by a unitary operation U on the matter qubit. To generate GHZ states, U ≡ I, and to generate one-dimensional
cluster states, U ≡ Yπ/2 (i.e., a π/2-rotation around the y axis). (b-d) Implementation of the quantum gates in the collective
basis. (b) The Yπ/2 rotation of the matter qubit is attained by driving the |D⟩ ↔ |G⟩ transition. Population of higher excited
states is suppressed due to the large off-resonance shift J and decay rate γ0 of the bright two-excitation states. (c) The CNOT
gate or conditional photon emission is attained in two steps. First, the amplitude in |G⟩ is transferred to the auxiliary dark
state |A⟩. Then, a nonzero detuning δ ̸= −J is applied to the second emitter, thereby coupling |A⟩ and |B⟩ and leading to
the emission of a photon with arbitrary wavepacket. Finally, a phase gate is applied to compensate the phase acquired by |D⟩
during the first two steps. (d) The controlled phase gate is realized by scattering a photonic qubit from the collective system,
in the low-excitation limit. For large coherent coupling J , the photon is resonant with |G⟩ ↔ |B⟩ but far off-resonant with

|D⟩ ↔ Ŝ† |D⟩, and consequently acquires different phases depending on the state of matter qubit.

of matter and light-matter gates [as shown in Fig. 2(a)]
yields the generation of entangled photon states. The full
protocol to produce GHZ and cluster states is described
below.

Matter gates in the DFS.— Arbitrary quantum op-
erations on the DFS-encoded qutrit state |ψDFS⟩ =
d(t)e−iω0t |D⟩ + g(t) |G⟩ + a(t)e−iω0t |A⟩ can be realized
via rotations between two pairs of states {|G⟩ , |D⟩ , |A⟩}
together with independent control over their phases [53–
55]. The implementation of high-fidelity quantum gates
requires the applied control sequences to not populate
the bright states outside the DFS. This is naturally the
case in the absence of drive and provided that δ = −J
[see level diagram in Fig. 1(b)]. Driving fields, on the
other hand, can result in transitions to the bright collec-
tive states in higher excitation manifolds. However, if the
timescales associated to the decay from the bright states
are much faster than the average time it takes for the
drive to excite them (i. e., Ω ≪ γ0), the bright states are
only virtually populated and the dynamics of the system
is effectively projected into the DFS due to the quantum
Zeno effect. This constraint on the Rabi frequency thus
limits the speed of the gates. Nevertheless, the addition
of external couplers allows for stronger drives and signif-
icantly faster gate times, as excitation is prevented by
photon blockade when Ω ≪ J . The constraint on gate
time thus becomes T ∼ Ω−1 ≫ 1/

√
γ20 + J2, which can

be reduced by increasing γ0 and J .
Arbitrary rotations between |G⟩ and |D⟩ require the

collective system to be driven on resonance (ωL = ω0

and ∆ = 0) with the profile of |D⟩, i. e., Ω1 = −Ω3 =
Ωeiϕ/

√
2 and Ω2 = 0, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b). The

primary source of error is additional coupling of |D⟩ to

the bright two-excitation states S† |A⟩ and S† |B⟩, which
are off-resonant by at least J , as well as coupling of |A⟩
to S† |D⟩, which is off-resonant by J . As shown in the
SM, for Ω2 ≪ γ20 + J2, the dynamics of the system after
a time T = θ/Ω implements (up to small corrections) the
quantum gate

RDG(θ, ϕ, χ) =

 cos(θ) −ieiϕ sin(θ) 0
−ie−iϕ sin(θ) cos(θ) 0

0 0 eiχ

 ,

(3)
in the basis {|D⟩ , |G⟩ , |A⟩} and for χ = 2JT . No-
tably, RDG(π/4,−π/2, χ) ≡ Yπ/2 corresponds to the
π/2-rotation around the y axis of the Bloch sphere of the
matter qubit. Similarly, arbitrary rotations between the
dark states |G⟩ and |A⟩, defined by the rotation matrix

RGA(θ, ϕ, χ) =

e−iχ 0 0
0 cos(θ) −ieiϕ sin(θ)
0 −ie−iϕ sin(θ) cos(θ)

 ,

(4)
are obtained by matching the drive profile to the profile of
|A⟩, Ω1 = −Ω2/2 = Ω3 = Ωeiϕ/

√
6. The phase acquired

by |D⟩ during the operation is χ = −2JT (see SM).
Arbitrary phase control requires three phase gates.

First, coherent coupling in the absence of drives (i. e.,
J = −δ ̸= 0 and Ωn = ∆ = 0) gives rise to a phase for
state |A⟩ of −2JT . Conversely, applying only an equal
detuning to all qubits (i. e., ∆ ̸= 0 and Ωn = J = δ =
0) results in equal phases acquired by |D⟩ and |A⟩ of
ϕ = ∆T . Control over the phase of |G⟩ requires drive
of the form Ωn = Ω/

√
3, which couples off-resonantly

every state in the DFS to a higher-excited state, intro-
ducing different Stark shifts to each state. With these
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three phase gates, it becomes possible to produce arbi-
trary phase rotations within the DFS (see SM for details).
Since the detuning ∆, the drive detuning ω0 − ωL, and
the coherent external coupling J can typically be much
larger than γ0, the phase gates can be performed in a
time T ≪ γ−1

0 .

Light-matter gates.— Generation of entangled pho-
tonic states requires entangling gates between the DFS
and the photonic qubits. A CNOT or conditional emis-
sion gate can be implemented in three steps, as illustrated
in Fig. 2(c). First, we apply a rotation RGA that trans-
fers the amplitude in the ground state |G⟩ to the auxiliary
dark state |A⟩, i. e., d0 |D⟩+g0 |G⟩ → d0e

iχ |D⟩− ig0 |A⟩.
Then, a non-zero detuning δ ̸= −J is applied to the
second emitter, which couples |A⟩ and |B⟩ while |D⟩
remains an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. This effec-
tively leads to the emission of a photon in the k-th
step only if the system is in |A⟩, resulting in the state
d0e

iχ′ |D⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩ + g0 |G⟩ ⊗ |1k⟩. Finally, the phase χ′

acquired by |D⟩ during both operations is compensated
by applying a phase gate. Notably, arbitrary temporal
wavepackets for the emitted photons are attained by ap-
propriately controlling δ(t) during the emission process
(see SM).

A CZ or conditional phase gate is implemented by in-
terfacing again a previously-created photonic qubit with
the system of emitters. More precisely, the incoming pho-
ton couples the states |G⟩ and |B⟩, as well as |D⟩ and
Ŝ† |D⟩. Notably, the frequencies associated to both tran-
sitions differ by 2J , resulting in the photon acquiring dif-
ferent phases depending on the state of the matter qubit
[see Fig. 2(d)]. A photon with a small bandwidth (i. e.,
a large temporal width) and that is resonant with the
|G⟩ ↔ |B⟩ transition will acquire a phase flip when scat-
tering from |G⟩. If the matter qubit is in |D⟩, however,
a far off-resonant photon (J ≫ γ0) does not acquire any
phase upon scattering, i.e., ϕD = π+2arctan(4J/γ0) → 0
(see SM). That is, we attain a CZ gate under which only
the state with one photon and the matter qubit in |G⟩
changes sign.

Finally, the collective level structure of the system al-
lows to disentangle the emitters from the photonic states
in a simple manner. This is achieved by slightly modify-
ing the CNOT gate applied to generate the last photonic
qubit. In particular, one needs to apply a π-rotation that
transfers |D⟩ to |G⟩, Yπ ≡ RDG(π/2,−π/2, χ), between
the transfer |G⟩ → |A⟩ and the photon emission process.
Then, the collective system finishes the protocol in the
ground state |G⟩ while the last photonic qubit is still
emitted in an entangled fashion.

Generating GHZ and cluster states.— Sequential ap-
plication of rotations on the matter qubit and the light-
matter CNOT gate results in a train of entangled pho-
tonic qubits in different time bins. An m-qubit photonic
GHZ state is obtained by repeatedly applying the CNOT
gate m times on the initial state (|G⟩+ |D⟩)/

√
2 and fi-

nally disentangling the matter and photons.

Similarly, an m-qubit 1D cluster state is obtained by
repeatedly applying a π/2-rotation on the matter qubit
(Yπ/2) followed by a CNOT gate m times each. Follow-
ing the proposal in Ref. [17], higher-dimensional entan-
glement structures can be generated by letting the k-th
photonic qubit interact with the system of emitters a sec-
ond time between the emission of photon k +N − 1 and
k + N . A two-dimensional photonic cluster state in an
M ×N lattice (where MN is the total number of emit-
ted photons) is obtained if the matter qubit applies the
controlled phase gate CZ on the k-th photon. For that,
the emitted photons are reflected back to the system of
emitters by an additional switchable mirror (e. g., an ad-
ditional emitter) placed at the transmitting end of the
half-waveguide [28]. The transmission line needs to be
long enough such that it can support N temporally non-
overlapping photons and, consequently, emission or scat-
tering processes of the emitter system and the switchable
mirror are independent.

Timescales and errors.— Up to this point, gates have
been assumed to be ideal. In practice, however, these
gates may accumulate errors arising from (i) small popu-
lations of the bright states outside the DFS, (ii) indepen-
dent photon emission at a rate γ′ into modes different
than those of the half-waveguide and described by the
Lindbladian

∑3
n=1 γ

′(σ̂nρ̂σ̂
†
n −{σ̂†

nσ̂n}/2), or (iii) imper-
fect control of the Hamiltonian (i. e., of the detunings,
the drives and the coherent interaction). Figure 3(a)
and (b) shows the error or infidelity ϵ = 1 − F for the
Yπ/2 rotation (orange) and the amplitude transfer from
|G⟩ to |A⟩ of the CNOT gate (blue). The error is an-
alytically (see SM) and numerically found to scale as
ϵ ∝ γ0T

−1(J2 + γ20)
−1. Optimal gate fidelities are thus

achieved for large coherent couplings J , as dynamics are
better constrained to the DFS and lost population in the
two-excitation bright states decreases. Similarly, longer
gate times T are associated with smaller drive strengths
Ω, and a subsequent stronger effect of the Zeno effect
and the photon blockade mechanism. In the presence of
emission into undesired channels, the error eventually in-
creases for large T , thereby setting an optimal gate time.

The infidelity of the CZ gate under ideal conditions
(i. e., zero photon bandwidth) scales as ∝ γ20/J

2, as
shown in the inset of Fig. 3(c) and demonstrated in the
SM. For photonic wavepackets with finite bandwidth B,
different frequency components acquire slightly different
phases during the scattering process associated to the
CZ gate. This leads to a reduction of the fidelity with
increasing bandwidth, as shown in Fig. 3(c). For photons
obtained by setting a constant coupling between |A⟩ and
|B⟩ during the photon emission process, the infidelity for
small bandwidths scales as B/γ0. The infidelity can be
substantially reduced by shaping the wavepacket. For
Gaussian wavepackets, for example, the infidelity scales
as ∼ B2/γ20 .
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Figure 3. Gate infidelity ϵ = 1 − F . (a,b) Infidelity of the CNOT gate (blue) and the Yπ/2 rotation (orange) as a function
of (a) gate time T and (b) strength of the coherent coupling J . In the absence of emission into undesired channels, γ′ = 0,
the infidelity scales as ϵ ∝ γ0J

−2T−1 for J ≫ γ0 (see grey dashed lines as a reference). For γ′ ̸= 0, the infidelity increases for
long gate times and saturates for large coherent couplings. (c) Infidelity of the CZ gate as a function of the photon bandwidth
B at J = 10γ0. We consider a Gaussian photon (dark green) and a photon obtained by setting a constant coupling between
|A⟩ and |B⟩ during the emission process (yellow). The inset shows the infidelity of the CZ gate for an ideal photon with zero
bandwidth as a function of the coupling strength J .

Implementation.— Our protocols for photonic
entangled-state generation can be implemented in
various platforms. A particularly suited option consists
of superconducting qubits [28, 31, 37, 47] coupled to a
transmission line with an open end, which effectively acts
as a mirror [56]. Local frequency shifts and driving fields
with arbitrary phase profiles can be achieved through
external control lines [37], and time-dependent coherent
interactions between different qubits (with strengths
up to J ∼ 10γ0) can be implemented via capacitive
couplers [37, 47]. While transmon qubits are not strictly
two-level systems, they can exhibit anharmonicities
≳ 102γ0 [47], such that their multi-level structure can
be neglected. Finally, they typically exhibit dissipative
couplings to the waveguide that are orders of magnitude
larger than their dephasing or non-radiative decay
rates, a crucial requirement to generate high-fidelity
entangled states with a large number of photonic qubits.
Alternative implementations include atoms or quantum
dots coupled to nanophotonic waveguides [29, 35, 57]
or (“bad”) cavities with one partially-reflecting mirror.
In this case, direct addressing of dark states could be
achieved via free-space driving fields, while the coherent
exchange coupling J can be engineered via Rydberg
interactions [58].

Conclusions and outlook.— We have demonstrated
that logical quantum gates can be performed between
collective dark states of two-level emitters coupled to a
common radiation field. Together with coupling to collec-
tive bright states, this results in controlled light-matter
gates that can be leveraged to generate photonic entan-
gled states, such as GHZ and cluster states. Fast opera-
tions are attained by introducing large coherent exchange
interactions, and the protocol duration is limited by the
time required to emit the photonic qubits. Photon emis-
sion could be accelerated by leveraging superradiance,
which becomes more prominent in larger arrays.

Our protocol could be generalized to realize other
types of entanglement structures, such as tensor net-
work states [24, 59]. Alternatively, systems containing
four or more qubits exhibit dark states with at least two
excitations [51], which could be used to create higher-
dimensional photonic states [60, 61] where the photonic
qubits are replaced by qudits (encoded in Fock states
with different photon number). Beyond the generation of
quantum states of light, collective dark states and their
selective coupling to radiating states can also be lever-
aged as quantum memories [33, 36, 62], facilitating com-
munication and networking between distant nodes [63–
65].
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I. MATTER GATES IN THE DECOHERENCE-FREE SUBSPACE

In this section, we present in detail the full set of quantum gates between the three dark states in the decoherence-
free subspace (DFS), namely the ground state |G⟩ ≡ |ggg⟩ and the single-excitation collective states |D⟩ = (|egg⟩ −
|gge⟩)/

√
2 and |A⟩ = (|egg⟩ − 2 |geg⟩ + |gge⟩)/

√
6. We consider the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) of the main text with

δ = −J . In terms of the lowering and rising operators associated to the collective states, σ̂B = (σ̂1+ σ̂2+ σ̂3)/
√
3 ≡ Ŝ,

σ̂D = (σ̂1 − σ̂3)/
√
2 and σ̂A = (σ̂1 − 2σ̂2 + σ̂3)/

√
6, it can be expressed as

ĤnH =

(
∆+ J − i

3γ0
2

)
σ̂†
Bσ̂B +∆σ̂†

Dσ̂D + (∆− 2J)σ̂†
Aσ̂A +

∑
k∈{D,A,B}

(
Ωke

−i(ωL−ω0)tσ̂†
k + h.c.

)
, (S1)

where the non-Hermitian term −i3γ0σ̂†
Bσ̂B/2 describes the decay of atomic excitation via photon emission into the

half-waveguide. In the absence of drive and as shown in Fig. 1(b), the single-excitation eigenstates of the non-

Hermitian Hamiltonian ĤnH are |B⟩ = σ̂†
B |G⟩ (shifted from ω0 by ∆ + J and exhibiting a decay rate 3γ0), |D⟩

(shifted by ∆) and |A⟩ (shifted by ∆ − 2J). The two-excitation eigenstates are |SD⟩ (shifted from 2ω0 by 2∆ − J
and exhibiting a decay rate γ0), |λ1⟩ = ϵ1 |SB⟩ + ϵ2 |SA⟩ (shifted by 2∆ − 2J and exhibiting a decay rate ≈ γ0) and
|λ2⟩ = ϵ2 |SB⟩ − ϵ1 |SA⟩ (shifted by 2∆ + J and exhibiting a decay rate ≈ 4γ0). Here, we have defined the states
|Sk⟩ = Ŝ† |k⟩ /||Ŝ† |k⟩ || for k ∈ {D,A,B}. For the sake of brevity, we refrain from writting down the explicit form of
ϵ1,2. Finally, the drive introduces couplings between states with different excitation numbers.
Arbitrary single-qutrit gates for a general state |ψDFS(t)⟩ = d(t)e−iω0t |D⟩+g(t) |G⟩+a(t)e−iω0t |A⟩ in the DFS can

be obtained by sequentially applying the following five operations, which enable arbitrary phase control and arbitrary
rotations between two pairs of states [S53–S55].

I.A. Arbitrary rotations between |D⟩ and |G⟩

We drive the |G⟩ ↔ |D⟩ transition on resonance, ω0 = ωL and ∆ = 0, by applying ΩD = Ωeiϕ and ΩB = ΩA = 0.
For the individual emitters, this corresponds to the drive Ω1 = −Ω3 = Ωeiϕ/

√
2. This drive does not only couple |D⟩

and |G⟩ with strength Ω, but also gives rise to the transitions |A⟩ ↔ |SD⟩ and |D⟩ ↔ |λ1,2⟩. Notably, the first process
is off-resonant by −J , whereas the latter are off-resonant by −2J and J . Additionally, the two-excitation bright states



2

decay at rates ranging from γ0 to 4γ0. For weak drive compared to the combined effect of the off-resonance and decay
rates, Ω2 ≪ γ20 + J2, the bright states outside the DFS can be adiabatically eliminated. To leading order in the small
parameter Ω2/(γ20 + J2), they project the state back into the DFS, resulting in the Hamiltonian

ĤDG ≈ −2J |A⟩ ⟨A|+Ωeiϕ |D⟩ ⟨G|+Ωe−iϕ |G⟩ ⟨D| , (S2)

where we have only included the terms involving the three dark states. After a time T ∼ Ω−1 ≫ 1/
√
J2 + γ20 , these

dynamics generate the arbitrary rotations RDG given by Eq. (3) in the main text.
In reality, the coupling to the bright states induces small errors or corrections to RDG. To estimate this error, we

note that the protocols for entangled photon generation only involve rotations between |D⟩ and |G⟩ when there is no
amplitude in |A⟩, that is, when the initial state reads |ψDFS(t = 0)⟩ = d0 |D⟩+g0 |G⟩. The evolution of the state of the
system including the two-excitation states |λ1,2⟩, i.e., |ψ(t)⟩ = d(t) |D⟩ e−iω0t+g0 |G⟩+λ1e−2iω0t |λ1⟩+λ2e−2iω0t |λ2⟩,
reads

ġ(t) = −iΩe−iϕd(t), (S3a)

ḋ(t) = −iΩeiϕg(t)− iΩe−iϕξ∗1λ1(t)− iΩe−iϕξ∗2λ2(t), (S3b)

λ̇1(t) = −i(−2J − i
γ0
2
)λ1(t)− iΩeiϕξ1d(t), (S3c)

λ̇2(t) = −i(J − i
4γ0
2

)λ2(t)− iΩeiϕξ2d(t), (S3d)

where the overlaps ξ1,2 = ⟨λ1,2|σ†
d |D⟩ take values |ξ1,2|2 ∈ {0.67, 0.33} with |ξ1|2 + |ξ2|2 = 1 that depend on J and

γ0. Note that we have assumed that the states |λ1,2⟩ do not decay to |B⟩ and |A⟩, but rather to states outside of
the system. While this results in a lower bound for the achievable fidelities, it results in the correct scaling with the
relevant system parameters, i. e., J , γ0 and the gate time T . For Ω ≪

√
J2 + γ20 , the rapidly evolving two-excitation

bright states can be adiabatically eliminated by setting dλ1,2/dt = 0. Solving for the instantaneous values of λ1,2(t)
as a function of d(t), we finally obtain the effective equation for the amplitude in the dark state |D⟩,

ḋ(t) = −i
(
δd − i

γd
2

)
d(t)− iΩeiϕg(t), (S4)

where the energy shift δd and decay rate γd induced by the coupling to the two-excitation states are

γd = Ω2γ0

(
|ξ1|2

4J2 + γ20/4
+

4|ξ2|2

J2 + 4γ20

)
, δd = Ω2J

(
2|ξ1|2

4J2 + γ20/4
− |ξ2|2

J2 + 4γ20

)
. (S5)

Applying a global detuning ∆ = −δd such that the drive is still on resonance with the |G⟩ ↔ |D⟩ transition and
taking ϕ = −π/2, an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = d0 |D⟩+ g0 |G⟩ performs a rotation around the y axis of the qubit defined
by |D⟩ and |G⟩(

d(t)
g(t)

)
= Ũ(t)

(
d0
g0

)
= e−γdt/4

(
cos(Ωefft)− γd

4Ωeff
sin(Ωefft) − Ω

Ωeff
sin(Ωefft)

Ω
Ωeff

sin(Ωefft) cos(Ωefft) +
γd

4Ωeff
sin(Ωefft)

)(
d0
g0

)
, (S6)

where we have defined the effective Rabi frequency Ωeff =
√
Ω2 − γ2d/16. For ΩeffT = π/4, the evolution |ψ(T )⟩ =

d(t)e−iω0T |D⟩+ g(t) |G⟩ approximately results in a π/2 rotation around the y axis, characterized by the unitary

Ũ(T ) =
e−γdT/4

2

(
1− γd

4Ωeff
− Ω

Ωeff
Ω

Ωeff
1 + γd

4Ωeff

)
, (S7)

The ideal unitary U , achieved in the case where γd = 0 and thus Ωeff = Ω, reads

U(T ) =
e−γdT/4

2

(
1 −1
1 1

)
. (S8)

The average gate fidelity can be computed as [S66–S68]

F =
1 + d−1|tr(U†Ũ)|2

d+ 1
, (S9)
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where d = 2 describes the dimension of the Hilbert space. To lowest order in the small parameter γd/Ω, the fidelity
is found to be

F = 1− πγd
12Ω

+O
(
γ2d
Ω2

)
. (S10)

Noting that T ≈ π/4Ω and γd ∝ Ω2γ0/(J
2 + γ20), one readily finds that the error of the quantum gate scales as

ϵ = 1−F ∼ C 1

T

γ0
J2 + γ20

, (S11)

where C is a constant. We thus find that the error for J ≫ γ0 scales as ϵ ∝ γ0/TJ
2.

I.B. Arbitrary rotations between |G⟩ and |A⟩

We drive the |G⟩ ↔ |A⟩ transition on resonance, ω0 = ωL and ∆ = 2J , by applying ΩA = Ωeiϕ and ΩB = ΩD = 0.
For the individual emitters, this corresponds to the drive Ω1 = −Ω2/2 = Ω3 = Ωeiϕ/

√
6. Apart from coupling |G⟩

and |A⟩ with strength Ω, this drive also gives rise to the transitions |D⟩ ↔ |SD⟩ and |A⟩ ↔ |λ1,2⟩. The first process is
off-resonant by −J , while the latter are off-resonant by −2J and −5J . Again, the off-resonant drive and the decay of
the bright states projects the evolution of the system into the DFS for small drives Ω2 ≪ γ20 + J2. To leading order,
the relevant terms in the Hamiltonian read

ĤGA ≈ 2J |D⟩ ⟨D|+Ωeiϕ |G⟩ ⟨A|+Ωe−iϕ |A⟩ ⟨G| , (S12)

After a time T ∼ Ω−1 ≫ 1/
√
J2 + γ20 , ĤGA results in the gate RGA given by Eq. (4), which implements arbitrary

rotations between |G⟩ and |A⟩ while |D⟩ acquires a phase −2JT . The protocols for entangled state generation rely on
applying RGA on the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = d0 |D⟩+ g0 |G⟩. As a result, the gates act on the whole DFS of dimension
d = 3. Following a similar derivation as for the rotations between |D⟩ and |G⟩, one finds the same scaling of the gate
infidelity to leading order, ϵ ∝ γ0/[T (J

2 + γ20)].

I.C. Phase control of |A⟩

Applying only the coherent coupling J results in the Hamiltonian ĤA = −2J |A⟩ ⟨A|, where we have only showed
the terms involving the three dark states. Applying ĤA for a time T results in the phase gate

PA(ϕ) = exp(−iĤAT ) =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 eiϕ

 (S13)

with ϕ = 2JT . For large J , PA(ϕ) can be applied in a time T ≪ γ−1
0 .

I.D. Phase control of |D⟩

Applying only an equal detuning ∆ to all emitters gives rise to the Hamiltonian ĤD = ∆(|D⟩ ⟨D|+ |A⟩ ⟨A|) within
the DFS. The resulting phase gate is

PD(ϕ) = exp(−iĤdT ) =

e−iϕ 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 e−iϕ

 (S14)

with ϕ = ∆T . Together with PA, it allows to control the phase of state |D⟩. Again, PD(ϕ) can be applied in a time
T ≪ γ−1

0 by considering ∆ ≫ γ0.
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I.E. Phase control of |G⟩

Control over the phase of the ground state is attained by shifting the resonance frequencies of the dark states via a far
off-resonant drive with Rabi frequency Ωn = ΩB/

√
3 equal for all emitters n ∈ {1, 2, 3}. For ∆ = J = ΩD = ΩA = 0

and defining δω = ωL − ω0, the Hamiltonian (in the rotating frame of the drive) reads

Ĥ =

(
−δω − i

3γ0
2

)
|B⟩ ⟨B|+

(
−δω − i

γ0
2

)
(|D⟩ ⟨D|+ |A⟩ ⟨A|)+ΩB

(
|G⟩ ⟨B|+ 1√

3
|D⟩ ⟨SD|+ 1√

3
|A⟩ ⟨SA|+ h.c.

)
.

(S15)
The resulting equation of motion for the amplitudes in |G⟩ and |B⟩, for example, are ġ = −iΩBb and ḃ = −iΩB −
i(−δω − i3γ0/2)b. For |δω| ≫ ΩD, γ0, the bright state can be adiabatically eliminated. To leading order, this results
in a phase shift of the ground state, ġ ≈ −iΩ2

Bg/δω. A similar treatment results in the equations ċ ≈ −iΩ2
Bc/3δω for

c ∈ {d, a}. After a time T , the corresponding phase gate thus reads

PG(ϕ) =

e−iϕ/3 0 0
0 e−iϕ 0
0 0 e−iϕ/3

 (S16)

with ϕ = Ω2T/δω. Together with PA and PD, PG allows to control the phase of the ground state |G⟩.

II. SINGLE PHOTON EMISSION

In this section, we present the emission of single photons with arbitrary temporal wavepackets ψph(t) (such that∫
|ψph(τ)|2dτ = 1) from the single-excitation collective dark state |A⟩ = (|egg⟩−2 |geg⟩+ |gge⟩)/

√
6. This is achieved

by coupling |A⟩ to the single-excitation bright state |B⟩ = (|egg⟩+ |geg⟩+ |gge⟩)/
√
3 via a detuning δ ̸= −J applied

on the second emitter. In particular, in the absence of drives (i. e., Ωk = 0) and setting ∆ = −4J and δ = 8J , the
Hamiltonian for the states in the single-excitation manifold reads

Ĥph(t) = −4J(t) |D⟩ ⟨D| − i
3γ0
2

|B⟩ ⟨B| − 3
√
2J(t) (|A⟩ ⟨B|+ |B⟩ ⟨A|) , (S17)

where J(t) may vary over time. Applying Schrödinger’s equation, we readily find that the evolution of a general state
|ψ(t)⟩ = d(t)e−iω0t |D⟩+ a(t)e−iω0t |A⟩+ b(t)e−iω0t |B⟩ is given by

ḋ(t) = i4J(t)d(t), (S18a)

ȧ(t) = i3
√
2J(t)b(t), (S18b)

ḃ(t) = −3γ0
2
b(t) + i3

√
2J(t)a(t). (S18c)

The wavepacket of the emitted photon, i. e., the amplitude of the emitted electromagnetic field over time, only depends
on the time-dependent amplitude b(t) of the bright state |B⟩, and can be written as [S69, S70]

ψph(t) =
√

3γ0b(t). (S19)

Note that this equation implies that the fraction of the photon emitted per unit of time, |ψph(t)|2, is equal to the
population of the bright state multiplied by its decay rate, 3γ0|b(t)|2, as expected. Before proceeding, we assume the
initial amplitude in state |A⟩ to be imaginary. For a real coherent coupling J , Eq. (S18) enforces that a(t) remains
imaginary and b(t) real during the whole evolution, thereby giving rise to a photon with a wavepacket ψph(t) contained
in the reals.

Crucially, for an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = d0 |D⟩ − i|a0| |A⟩ with |d0|2 + |a0|2 = 1, the emission of a photon only occurs
if the system is initially in |A⟩. As a result, time evolution under Eq. (S18) gives rise to conditional photon emission
and leads to a final state

|ψ(Tem)⟩ = d0e
i4

∫ Tem
0

J(τ)dτe−iω0Tem |D⟩ ⊗ |0ph⟩+ |a0| |G⟩ ⊗ |1ph⟩ , (S20)

where Tem denotes the total duration of the emission process (which is limited by the decay rate of |B⟩ into the
waveguide, Tem ≳ γ−1

0 ), and |0ph⟩ and |1ph⟩ denote the states with zero or one photon with wavepacket ψph(t).
In what follows, we discuss how to engineer different temporal profiles ψph(t) by controlling J(t). Since |D⟩ is

decoupled from the emission process, we consider for simplicity the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = −i |A⟩.
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(i) For constant coherent coupling J2 > γ20/32, the photon wavepacket is an exponentially decaying sinusoidal
function

ψph(t) =
J
√
3γ0√

J2 − γ20/32
sin

(
t
√

18J2 − 9γ20/16

)
e−3γ0t/4Θ(t), (S21)

whereas for constant J2 < γ20/32, the oscillations are fully damped

ψph(t) =
J
√
3γ0√

γ20/32− J2
sinh

(
t
√
9γ20/16− 18J2

)
e−3γ0t/4Θ(t). (S22)

Here, Θ(t) represents the heaviside function, i. e., Θ(t) = 1 for t ≥ 0 and Θ(t) = 0 for t < 0.

(ii) Generating an arbitrary photon wavepacket ψph(t) requires to optimize the coherent coupling over time. This
can be easily achieved by discretizing the emission process in small time steps of duration δt [S33], such that
the atomic and photonic amplitudes in Eqs. (S18) and (S19) in the k-th step read

ψ
(k)
ph =

√
3γ0b

(k), (S23a)

b(k) = b(k−1) + δt

(
−3γ0

2
b(k−1) − 3

√
2J (k−1)Im{a(k−1)}

)
, (S23b)

a(k) = b(k−1) + i3
√
2δtJ (k−1)b(k−1), (S23c)

where we have used the fact that a(t) is imaginary for all times. From these equations, we can readily obtain

the coherent coupling at step k − 1, J (k−1), that results in the desired photon wavepacket at step k, ψ
(k)
ph ,

J (k−1) =
−1

Im{a(k−1)}

(
b(k−1)

(
3γ0
2

− 1

δt

)
+

ψ
(k)
ph

δt
√
3γ0

)
. (S24)

This simple protocol allows to find the control sequence J(t) that generates arbitrary photon wavepackets with
large fidelity, provided that they are continuous, have zero amplitude at t = 0 and that their duration Tem is
longer than the inverse decay rate ∼ γ−1

0 . We refer the reader to Ref. [S51] for a detailed discussion on specific
examples and the errors associated to the photon emission process.

A simple analytic form of J(t) can be derived in the limit where the emission rate is much larger than the
coupling between |A⟩ and |B⟩, J(t) ≪ γ0, for a Gaussian wavepacket

ψph(t) =
1

τ1/2π1/4
e−(t−t0)

2/2τ2

. (S25)

In that case, the bright state can be adiabatically eliminated by setting db(t)/dt = 0. Formally integrating the
resulting equation for the derivative of the amplitude in |A⟩, one readily finds

ψph(t) =
√
γeffe

−
∫ t
0
dt′γeff (t

′)/2, (S26)

where we have defined the effective decay rate γeff(t) = 24J(t)2/γ0. Comparing Eq. (S25) and Eq. (S26), one
can finally obtain an analytical expression for the effective decay rate [S17]

γeff(t) =
2e−(t−t0)

2/τ2

τ
√
π (1− erf((t− t0)/τ))

, (S27)

where erf(x) = 2
∫ x

0
ds e−s2/

√
π denotes the Gaussian error function.

III. LIGHT-MATTER GATES

The generation of entangled states of light requires entangling gates between the matter qubit |ψM (t)⟩ =
d(t)e−iωt |D⟩ + g(t) |G⟩ and the photonic qubits (i. e., the absence or presence of a photon in a certain time bin).
Here, we describe in detail how to attain the CNOT gate required for GHZ and cluster state generation, as well as
the additional CZ gate needed to produce two-dimensional cluster states.
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III.A. CNOT gate

The CNOT gate for entangled state generation is always applied between the matter qubit and the k-th photonic
qubit in the ground state, i. e., in the state |0k⟩ without a photon. In that case, the CNOT gate simply corresponds
to a conditional emission gate from the matter qubit,

d0 |D⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩+ g0 |G⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩ → d0e
−iω0Tp |D⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩+ g0 |G⟩ ⊗ |1k⟩, (S28)

where |1k⟩ denotes the state with one photon in the k-th time bin and Tp is the gate duration. This
operation can be engineered in three simple steps. First, the amplitude in the ground state is trans-
ferred to the single-excitation dark state |A⟩ by applying RGA(π/2, 0, 2JGATGA), which results in the state
d0e

−2iJGATGAe−iω0TGA |D⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩ − ig0e
−iω0TGA |A⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩ after a gate time TGA and under a constant coherent

exchange interaction JGA. Second, a detuning is applied to the second emitter only, which couples |B⟩ to
|A⟩ (but not to |D⟩) and thereby generates a conditional photon of duration Tem. The resulting state reads,

d0e
iξe−iω0(TGA+Tem) |D⟩ ⊗ |0k⟩ + g0 |G⟩ ⊗ |1k⟩. Here, we have defined the phase ξ = −2JGATGA + 4

∫ Tem

0
J(t′)dt′,

where J(t) is the sequence applied during the emission process to obtain a target photon wavepacket ψph(t). Finally,
performing the phase gate PD(ξ) by applying a constant detuning ∆ over a time TD = ξ/|∆| corrects the additional
phase acquired by |D⟩ and completes the CNOT gate in Eq. (S28) with Tp = TGA + Tem + TD.

III.B. CZ gate

To apply a controlled phase gate on the photonic qubit emitted at step k, the photonic qubit is reflected by a
switchable mirror placed at the transmitting end of the half-waveguide [S28]. The subsequent scattering with the
collective system allows to engineer a CZ gate that only performs a sign flip to the state |G⟩ ⊗ |1k⟩. We assume that
the bandwidth (or inverse duration) of the photon is much smaller than the decay rate of the collective bright state,
such that the emitters are weakly driven. In this regime, the phase r picked by the incoming photon upon reflection
from the switchable mirror and the collective system is [S51]

r = 1− i
3γ0
ΩB

⟨σ̂B⟩, (S29)

where ΩB is the small Rabi frequency associated to the incoming photon, and σ̂B = Ŝ = (σ̂1+σ̂2+σ̂3)/
√
3 corresponds

to the jump operator of the collective system into the waveguide.
Let us first study the case where the matter qubit is initially in the ground state |G⟩ and the incoming photon weakly

excites the single-excitation bright state |B⟩. For δ = −J (such that the single-excitation dark states remain eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian interaction) and for weak drive with frequency ωL = ω0 and strength Ω ≪ |∆+ J − i3γ0/2|, the
amplitudes in the states |G⟩ and |B⟩ are

ġ(t) = −iΩb(t), (S30a)

ḃ(t) = −i(∆ + J − i
3γ0
2

)− iΩg(t). (S30b)

Due to the weak drive, the single-excitation bright state can be adiabatically eliminated. To leading order in the
small parameter |Ω/(∆ + J − i3γ0/2)|, the amplitude in the ground state remains g(t) ≈ 1, while the amplitude in
|B⟩ reads b(t) ≈ −Ω/(∆+ J − i3γ0/2). Noting that ⟨σ̂B⟩ = b, we readily find the reflection coefficient for the ground
state

rG = 1− 2
3γ0

3γ0 + 2i(J +∆)
. (S31)

Similarly, the photon couples the single-excitation dark state |D⟩ to the two-excitation bright state |SD⟩. Following
an analogous derivation for the matter qubit initially in |D⟩, we find the reflection coefficient

rD = 1− 2
γ0

γ0 + 2i(∆− J)
. (S32)

As expected, the reflection coefficients rG and rD are respectively dictated by the decay rates of the collective states
|B⟩ and |SD⟩ and the off-resonance of the corresponding transitions. Note that the effect of the two mirrors (i. e.,
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the mirror forming the half-waveguide and the switchable mirror to reflect the photonic qubits back to the collective
system) cancels out, such that a resonant photon acquires a phase flip (r = −1) whereas a far off-resonant one does
not (r = 1).
The CZ gate is obtained by driving on resonance with the |G⟩ ↔ |B⟩ transition, i. e., for ∆ = −J . In that case,

rg = −1 and the photon acquires a phase flip when scattering of |G⟩. When the matter qubit is in |D⟩, however, the
reflection coefficient rd = −eiϕ is given by the phase ϕ = 2arctan(4J/γ0), which approaches rd → 1 for J ≫ γ0. The
resulting ideal gate for the k-th photon reads

CZ(J) = |G⟩ ⟨G| ⊗ (|0k⟩ ⟨0k| − |1k⟩ ⟨1k|) + |D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗
(
|0k⟩ ⟨0k|+ e2i arctan(4J/γ0) |1k⟩ ⟨1k|

)
, (S33)

which implements the CZ gate in the limit J ≫ γ0.
Due to the finite bandwidth of the photons (i. e., their frequency distribution around ∆ = −J), the scattered

wavepacket from |G⟩, ψ̃(G)
ph (t), and |D⟩, ψ̃(D)

ph (t), are not identical to the incoming wavepacket, ψph(t). By means of
the Fourier decomposition of the incoming wavepacket,

Ψph(ω) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dω ψph(t) e

iωt, (S34)

we readily compute the scattered wavepacket as

ψ̃
(λ)
ph (t) =

1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dωΨph(ω) rλ(ω) e

−iωt, (S35)

where λ ∈ {G,D} represents the scattering process from each collective state. The frequency-dependent reflection
coefficients for |G⟩ and |D⟩ are obtained from Eq. (S31) and (S32) by substituting ∆ → ω − J . That is, given an
incoming wavepacket ψph(t), the collective system performs the quantum operation

Ũ = |G⟩ ⟨G| ⊗
(
|0k⟩ ⟨0k|+ |1k, ψ̃(G)

ph ⟩ ⟨1k, ψph|
)
+ |D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗

(
|0k⟩ ⟨0k|+ |1k, ψ̃(D)

ph ⟩ ⟨1k, ψph|
)
. (S36)

The average gate fidelity can be computed as [S66–S68]

F =
1 + d−1|tr(U†Ũ)|2

d+ 1
, (S37)

where d = 4 describes the dimension of the Hilbert space and U implements the perfect CZ gate,

U = |G⟩ ⟨G| ⊗ (|0k⟩ ⟨0k| − |1k, ψph⟩ ⟨1k, ψph|) + |D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗ (|0k⟩ ⟨0k|+ |1k, ψph⟩ ⟨1k, ψph|) . (S38)

Defining the overlap between the incoming and scattered wavepackets as

Oλ =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt ψ∗

ph(t) ψ̃
(λ)
ph (t), (S39)

the average fidelity reads

F =
1

5
+

1

20
|2−OG +OD|2. (S40)

(a) For the Gaussian wavepacket given by Eq. (S25), obtained by dynamically controlling the coupling between the
auxiliary dark state |A⟩ and the bright state |B⟩ during the emission process, the overlaps are

OG = 1−
√
π3γ0τe

(3γ0τ/2)
2

(
1− erf

(
3γ0τ

2

))
, (S41a)

OD = 1−
√
πγ0τe

τ2(γ0−4iJ)2/4

(
1− erf

(
τ
γ0 − 4iJ

2

))
. (S41b)

Large overlaps are obtained when the duration ∼ τ of the wavepacket is much larger than the lifetime of the bright
states ∼ γ−1

0 , such that the photon effectively acts as a weak drive. This corresponds to the limit where the bandwidth
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of the photon, B = τ−1, is much narrower than the bright state decay rates, that is, B/γ0 ≪ 1. Then, the average
gate fidelity reads

F = 1− 4

5

γ20
γ20 + 16J2

− 8

45

B2

γ20
+O

(
B4

γ40

)
+O

(
B2

γ20

γ30
J3

)
. (S42)

The first error term arises from the phase ϕ = 2arctan(4J/γ0) ̸= π at finite J/γ0. The second error term arises
from the finite bandwidth of the photon scattering from |G⟩. Note that the error associated to the finite bandwidth
of the photon scattering from |D⟩ is suppressed by an additional factor γ30/J

3.
(b) For the photon wavepacket given by Eq. (S22) under the substitution J → J̃ , obtained by applying a constant

coupling J̃ < γ0/
√
32 during the emission process, the overlaps are found to be

OG = −γ
2
0 − 4J̃2

γ20 + 4J̃2
, (S43a)

OD = − (γ0 + 4iJ) (γ0 − iJ)− 18J̃2

(γ0 − 4iJ) (γ0 − iJ) + 18J̃2
. (S43b)

In this case, the photon wavepacket is asymmetric. It is centered around tav =
∫∞
−∞ |ψph(t)|2tdt = 2/(3γ0) +

γ0/(24J̃
2) and has a temporal width τ2 =

∫∞
−∞ |ψph(t)|2(t− tav)

2dt ≈ 5γ20/(576J̃
4). The overlap is maximal for large

temporal widths τ , and therefore for small values of J̃ ≪ γ0. In this limit, the fidelity of the CNOT gate reads

F = 1− 4

5

γ20
γ20 + 16J2

− 16

5

J̃2

γ20
+O

(
J̃4

γ40

)
+O

(
J̃2

γ20

γ30
J3

)
. (S44)

The error scales linearly with the bandwidth B = τ−1 of the photon, J̃2/γ20 ∝ τ−1γ−1
0 ∝ Bγ−1

0 (faster than for the
case of a Gaussian photon).

IV. PHOTONIC ENTANGLED STATE GENERATION WITH TWO TWO-LEVEL EMITTERS
COUPLED TO A HALF-WAVEGUIDE

The CNOT or conditional emission gate for a collective system composed of three two-level emitters relies on the
existence of the auxiliary dark state |A⟩, whose coupling to the bright state |B⟩ can be controlled over time (see
Section III of the Supplemental Material). This provides two main advantages. First, it allows to emit a single photon
using only classical driving fields, such that the states of photonic qubit correspond to zero or one photon exactly.
Second, it allows for an efficient and simple control of the wavepacket of the photonic qubit.

Photonic entangled state generation is also possible with just two two-level emitters coupled to the half-waveguide
at distances xn = (n + 1/4)λ0 from the mirror. The decoherence-free subspace is now formed by two states, the
ground state |G⟩ ≡ |gg⟩ and the single-excitation dark state |D⟩ ≡ (|eg⟩ − |ge⟩)/

√
2, which also form the matter

qubit. The remaining two states, |B⟩ ≡ (|eg⟩ + |ge⟩)/
√
2 and |E⟩ ≡ |ee⟩ are bright and decay at a rate 2γ0.

Again, arbitrary rotations within the decoherence-free subspace are obtained via a weak classical field of the form
ĤΩ,D = Ω(σ̂1 − σ̂2)/

√
2+h.c., such that population of bright states is prevented by the Zeno effect (Ω ≪ γ0) and the

photon blockade (for large coherent exchange interactions J ≫ Ω0 between emitters).
Due to the absence of an auxiliary dark state, the CNOT gate needs to be performed by rapidly transferring

the amplitude in |G⟩ to a bright state via the drive ĤΩ,B = Ω(σ̂1 + σ̂2)/
√
2 + h.c. in a time T ≪ γ−1

0 (such that
no photon emission occurs during the transfer). In the absence of a coherent exchange interaction J between the
emitters, |G⟩ ↔ |B⟩ ↔ |E⟩ are resonantly coupled, and only the doubly-excited state |E⟩ can be prepared after a
time T = π/

√
2Ω. As a result, the two states of the photonic qubit correspond to zero and two photons. Generation

of photonic qubits encoded as zero and one photons requires a non-linearity that allows the transfer |G⟩ → |B⟩ while
suppressing the coupling between |B⟩ and |E⟩. For superconducting qubits, this can be achieved by applying ĤΩ,B

for a time T = π/2Ω under a large coherent interaction J ≫ Ω ≫ γ0 that renders both transitions off-resonant by
2J . For neutral atoms coupled to waveguides, the non-linearity can be attained via Rydberg interactions if both
atoms are within a Rydberg blockade radius. Additionally, control of the wavepacket of the emitted photons requires
a tunable coupling strength γ0 of the emitters to the waveguide over time [S28]. This stays in stark contrast to the
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three-emitter setup, where the auxiliary dark state allows to control the wavepacket by simply varying the detuning
of one emitter over time.

Finally, the controlled phase gate or CZ gate can be easily achieved in the case of two emitters coupled to a
waveguide. The reflection coefficient for an incoming photon in the low intensity limit reads r = 1− 2iγ0⟨Ŝ⟩/Ω. Since
the single-excitation dark state |D⟩ is decoupled from the electromagnetic field of the waveguide, an incoming photon
does not interact with |D⟩ (⟨Ŝ⟩ = 0), leading to rd = 1. If the emitter system is in |G⟩, however, the amplitude in the
bright state in the low intensity limit is b(t) ≈ −Ω/(∆− iγ0). Noting that ⟨Ŝ⟩ = b, we obtain the reflection coefficient
for the ground state rg = 1 − 2γ0/(γ0 + i∆). Thus, the scattered photon acquires a phase flip (rg = −1) if it is on
resonance with the |G⟩ ↔ |B⟩ transition (∆ = 0), thereby implementing the CZ gate given in Eq. (S38).
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