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Abstract—In this work, we study the Codeword Stabilized The problem of constructing good CWS (with parameiér
Quantum Codes (CWS codes) a generalization of the stabiliz®  |arge) becomes then the problem of constructing good classi
quantum codes using a new approach, the algebraic structuref — .,qeg to correct a particular set of errors. The theory of CWS
modules, a generalization of linear spaces. We show then awe
result that relates CWS codes with stabilizer codes generiaing Codes. then presents a method t_o create new quantum codes
results in the literature. (stabilizer or not) based on classical codes.

This work present a new approach in the study the CWS
l. INTRODUCTION codes by the algebraic structure of modules and the general-

With the development of quantum computing, as well as imation of the concept of parity check matrix. We also présen
classical computing, the emergence of mechanisms to def€oeoreni, that generalizes results found in the literadumck
and correct errors should be implemented, then follows thelps to determine when a CWS code is a stabilizer code.
need of the theory of quantum error correction codes ([J], [2 In the second section, we explain in more details the struc-
[3l, [2], [Bl.[6], [7], [8]). Protection against quantum rer ture of CWS codes, based mainly [n [11]. In the third section
involves different challenges than protecting againsssita we introduce and generalize the notion of parity matrix.He t
mistakes, but despite this, much of the classical theoryrof-€ fourth section, we present some necessary results on thg/the
correcting codes can be harnessed for quantum codes.  of modules. In the fifth section we prove some known results

A quantum code is a subspace of a Hilbert space aabout stabilizer spaces using the concept of parity magix a
is usually represented by the parametéfs, K,¢))4. The done in [18], but using also the structure of modules. In the
parametet! is the amount of quantum levels being consideredixty section we present our main result (Theoledm 4). The
e.g, the number of linearly independent states a singlet qu@orollaries[# and5 concerning this theorem represent well
can present. The parameteris the dimension of the larger known results in the literature, although we also have not
Hilbert space K is the dimension of the code. The parametdound a prove on qudits for these results.

e is the number of qudits that the code can detect.

A class of quantum codes much explored in the literature is
the class of stabilizer codes$ ([9],_[10] ). In these, the pabse
which defines the code is the intersection of the subspaég
associated with the eigenvalueof a set of operators that ZX =q@uXZ

form a subgroup of the Pauli group. This group is called the R . . .
stabilizer groups. andg; = e*’« . Note that setting this way, for a qubii & 2)

. 1 e .
In a CWS code (Codeword Stabilized Quantum Codet e Pauli grou@;, which in the binary case we also represent

with parameterg(n, K, €))q, the stabilizer group stabilizes aB G, is given by

single quantum state (up global phase) and the basis elsment Gs={1,-1,2,-7,X,-X,ZX,-ZX}. (1)
are constructed by applying distinct Pauli Operators in tbﬁhere is are
stabilizer state ([11],[[12],[113],[114],.[15],116], [17])The

CWS codes are a generalization of the stabilizers codese sin ~ Z|k) = ¢j|k), X|k) = |k + 1), para todok € Zs.  (2)
it has been proved that every stabilizer code can be seen 38|lows that 77 X* — qé’kazj and general relation[{[19])
CWS code. Conversely, it was also proved that a CWS COQegiven by

satisfying certain conditions is actually a stabilizer eo@ihere

are several results in the literature about the CWS codes and o o

one of these allow us to construct quantum CWS codes with (g Z'th] )i 272 X*2) 3)
the higher possible parametk&rwith parameters ande fixed. =q) ka2 =k1j2 (q? ZJ’ZX’W)(q;1 Zh X k)

Il. STRUCTURE OFCWSCODES

For a qudit, the Pauli grou@} is generated byx, Z, where
g commute relation is given by

presentation 6f, and a basig|k)}¢{_} such that
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Considering these commute relations, an element of theMoreover, we can verify that these conditions guarantete tha
Pauli groupG} = Gl ®...,® G} may be written as all operatorsS are simultaneously diagonalizable, e.g, there
Y g exists a common basis of eigenvectors to all operatorS. of

VU Regardless of5 stabilize a single state or not, let’s call this
aZ'X "
group Stabilizer Group

wherea = g% whereV e U represent vectors ii” indicating
the power ofZ and X on each qudit respectively. Extending
the commute relationl 3 we have We can represent a collection of Pauli operators through a
matrix as the way the theory of classical error correctiotleso
does ([20], [21]). We will call this matrix byParity Check

B Matrix, or simply Parity Matrix. This matrix is already used
= UV OV (ZVi X Ve (7V1 x Us) in the formalism of stabilizer code< {[1]) with the generato

where(., .) denotes the canonical inner product restricted f the stabilizer group, but here we define in general, for any
Z7, which is not necessarily a linear spacedlis prime z»  Set of Pauli operators. _ _
is a linear space, and in this cas®; is a field, otherwisez? ~ Definition 1: Given a collection of Pauli operators =
has the structure of a module. {p1,...,pr} in G7, we callparity check matrix of C, R(C),
Disregarding global phase, We represent one Pauli operdf# matrix of sizer x 2n where each row of the matrik is
E = aZY1 X2 as expanded vector i2". This is done by the vector(p;).

applying the functionk defined as follows: Given a stabilizer groupS with generatorsS =
{51,...,8+}, R(S) will be the parity check matrix of size

Definition 1: Let G? be the qudit Pauli Group with entries 7 x 2n about the collection of generators 8f The Z;-module

IIl. PARITY CHECK MATRIX

(291 XP2)(2V X V) (4)

and theZ,-module,Z%" . The functionR is defined as generated by the rows of the parity check matrix dveill
. on be denoted byR(S)). It is easy to verify thatS| = #(R(S)),
R:Gj — Zy where the symbo} denotes the cardinality of the sBt.
aZY1 XYz s (U,|U,). It is useful at this point to enunciate the most important the

orem for CWS codes using the parity check matrix definition.
This theorem allow us to create quantum CWS codes looking
for classical codes [12], [13]

Clearly the functi [ Il defined, i jective but . -
early e 1unc |on1i_’ 1S WeP Celined, 1 SUMectve BUt 1o orem 1:Let Q be a CWS code with stabilizer gener-
not injective, since the information contained in the phase K
atorsS = {s,...,s.}, codewordsW = {w;}:*,, w; = I,

is lost. the functionR is also a group homomorphism, e.g, ' .
R(g1g2) = R(g1) + R(gs) and R(g!) = —R(g). Using the e = {E} a set of Pauli errors and létls be the function
representation of the elements@} given by the function?, Cls(P) = R(S)ART(P). 7)
we can determine the phase that appears in the general com-

mute relation[(#) through the operator of dimensionx 2n  Then the codeQ detects errors ire if and only if Clg(WW)

times defined by detects errors iClg(e) and moreover, ilCls(E) = 0 then
) ) ] for all 4.

where0 and I refers to zero and identity submatrices, respec-

tively of dimensionn x n. Using this operator, we note that any IV. MODULES

two Pauli operators i, and P, obey the commute relation _ :
P ! 2 y The algebraic structure of modules can be seer_in [22].

PPy = POAR (P pp [ (6) In this work, we use repeatedly that, given a homomorphism
) T i . from Z4;-modules represented by a matfix the cardinality
The operationR(P)AR" (F,) is known as symplectic ot yo module generated by the rows 5f which we denote
product (L19]). ) by (T) is equal to the cardinality of the module generated by
We can, according td [11], construct a CWS code by e columns of7", which can be represented by the module
sets: Im(T). We will refer to these modules as row-modules and
1) An Abelian groupS = (s1,...,s,) of order[S| = d"  cojumn-modules, respectively.
not containing multiples of the identity except the iden- The jsomorphisms theorems for modules| [22] will be used
tity itself ( this group stabilizes, disregarding 9|0ba%requently in the proofs of this work

phase, a single state)) € #j ); _ Theorem 2:Let A be a ring.
2) AsetW = {w;}K, where{w;} are Pauli operators
such thats = {w;[¢)} represents the code base. 2The concept of parity check matrix will also be used on théectibn of

codewordsW = {w;}X |, generating a parity check matri®(W) of size
1R(P) is a line vectorRT (P) is the transposed line vector. K x 2n.



1) If ¢ : My — M, is a A-module homomorphism, thensee thatR; — R; + SR; also do not change it. Ho er(7)

there is a isomorphism: do not change with elementary operations with lines, by the
M, first isomorphism theorerl 2, the cardinality 6fx(7) also
Im(¢) ~ do not change which means that the number of elements of

= Ker(o)'
. the column module also do not change.
2) If N1, N, are submodules of d-modulelM, thereis a  Tp show that the elementary operations do not change

isomorphism: the line module we can make a procedure analogous to the
Ny + Ny N, previous one using the transposed maffiX.
N, = Ny NNy The next step is to make elementary operations dntjet

a form in wich we can see that both cardinalities are equal.
We will need the lemma:
Lemma 1:Let a andb be integersp < a,b < d—1 and
M/N M/P a # 0, so there exisy, 7 € Z4 satisfying0 < r < a and
- N/P F=ag+b
éhe definitions of elementary operations used in this work Proof: Using the Euclid’s division algorithm,there exist
ar
Definition 2: The elementary operations are given by:
1) Exchange two columns/row€’( <> C; or R; <> R;). b=aq +r
2) Add a column/row with the multiple irZ, of other ihan
column/row C; — C; + 8C; or R; — R; + BR;). 3 -
Given a matrix7” with entries inZy, we will first prove that b=aq +T7
elementary operations in their rows or column do not changghis case, how) < b < d, we have alsd) < ¢ < d. Take
the cardinality of the row and column modules. For this we _ 7/ and we have -
assume a matrig = [Cy,Cy, ..., C,], whereC; is a column
vector inZ%. T
Then the column module is:

3) If N, P are submodules of al-module M and P C
N C M so P is an submodule ofV and there is a
isomorphism:

¢ and0 < r < d — 1 satisfying

f

b+ag
[ |
The next proposition allow us to obtain an equivalent to
Im(T) ={X1C1 + . + X Cn /X € Za}, gaussian elimination through elementary operations.

Clearly exchange between two columns do not change theéProposition 1: Through elementary operations (with the

cardinality of Im(T"). Neither the operatiof; — C; + 8C;, column elements) we can transfofh = (v1,...,v.) € Z

as we will see below. Without loss of generality, assume théth 0 < v; < d and at least one not null entry, in

operation using the first and second column, then V! = (@,0,...,0) wih only the first entrya assuming a not
null entry

Proof: Repeat the process:

N / ’ ’
Im(T") = {X1(C1 + BCa) + ... + X,,C, /X € Za}, 1) Letwv; be one entry with the least not null absolute value.

But Im(7") C Im(T). To see this, make(] = X;, X} = Exchange thej entry with the first. Then rename the
(X2 — BXy), X = X3, .X], = X,. entries toV = (ag,...,an). .
We also havelm(T) ¢ Im(T"). To see this, make; = 2) For eachj # 1 use Lemmall to obtain in thgentry,

X, Xy =(Xo+ 8X1), Xs=X4, .X, = X,
Elementary operations with the lines also do not affect the
column module. To see this, consider the maffixas 7 = 3) Repeat procedures 1 and 2 until get the result.
Ry -
Ry

T;=a;+qjar onde0 <r; <aj.

In the next proposition we get the statement about the

where eachR; is a row vector inZ” and R;; your . L
t d i Y equality of the cardinalities of the row and columns modules

Ry,

components. Thé& ernel of T is: Proposition 2: Let 7, x») an matrix with entries iz, rep-
resenting ar%,-module homomorphism, then the cardinalities
of the row and columns modules are equal;n(T) = #(T).
Ker(T) = {[X1, Xo, .., Xi] ©) Proof: How elementary operations do not change the
/R X1+ RipXo + ... + Rin X, =0Vi € (1...k)} cardinalities of the row and columns modules, just follow th

Clearly exchanging the lines do not change the cardinali%yocedure:

of Ker(T). With a analogous proof for the column module we 1) Consider together all the first row an first column values
of 7. Take the least of them and through exchange

3lt's important to remark that all elementary operations made inZy elementary operations, put it on tiie 1) position.



2) Still considering together all the first row an first colwhere#Ker(R(S)A) < d™, which is a contradiction because
umn values of7, make how Propositioh] 1. After this all elements of R(S)) belong toKer(R(S)A). [ |
procedure, we make null all the first row an first column The next theorem relates the order of the stabilizer group
values of7 but the(1, 1) position. with the dimension of the stabilized quantum cadeTo un-

repeating this procedure to the others rows and columns, q;%rstand it, we will start now an argument that will culmimat
obtain an matrixZ” in wich only the (i,i) positions with With the theorem. . . . .

i € 1,...leastn,m) may assume not null values. Clearly All Pauli operator P is an isomorphism between linear
this matrix satisfies#Im(7’) = #(T’) How elementary SPaces, so iQ is a quantum codePQ is a quantum code
operations do not change the cardinalities of the row aMdth the same dimension of. If Q is stabilized byS =

columns modules, we get the statement. m (51,...,sr) then according to the formalism of stabilizers,
PQ is stabilized byS’ = PSP'. The generators o’ are
V. STABILIZER SPACES _ o
SI = <Qg 0”51, e ,qg A S'r>

A first question that arises is if the fact that the stabilizerhere the vectofd d is obtained using the
group S be abelian, not containing multiple of the identity bu\g ation® accor(d'n_ ?c; the’ foao%r)\ operation 9
the identity itself and.S| = d" are necessary and sufficient quat N9 wing operat
conditions toS stabilize a single phase sfAte)). The answer R(S)ART (PT).
to this question is positive. For the binary case the result . . . . .
demonstrated ir_[1] and makes use of the parity check matFxQ is stabilized byS, then Q is the eigenspace associated

R(S). We can extend this statement for the cdgerime. We 0 th? eigenvalue 1 OT each .operaS)r.: {53, thenPQ IS
also can prove that the result holds for atyusing ideas the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalygs) of each

contained in[[28] and [18]. Here, we chose to make a nedperator orS. Considering then the homomorphism between

approach, similar to that made for qubits, using the pariH}OduIeS represented by the matrix
check matrixR(S) and the interpretation of the matrix(S)A R(S)A
as a homomorphism betweé&h-modules.

Lemma 2:Let S = (s1,...,s,) be an abelian subgroup
of the Pauli grougG; not containing multiple of the identity
other than the identity itself. IfS| < d", then we can add
an element? € G7\S such thatS = (s1,...,s,, P) is still
an abelian group not containing multiple of the identityesth
than the identity itself.

we have that every elemegrton the image of this homomor-
phism,x € Im(R(S)A), represents a distinct subspacedy.
We know that they are distinct because subspaces associated
to distinct eigenvalues has only trivial intersection.
By lemmas[2 and]3 we know that we can complete
the stabilizer groupS = (s1,...,s.) such thatS’ =
] L 1,---, 8 P1,..., Py) IS @ stabilizer group and has order
Proof: The A operator does not change the cardinality of_, , . ,
Vo'l = dn. Let S’ = {s1,....5,, P, ..., Pa}. Since|S’| =
the row-module, so we hav&| = #(R(S)) = #(R(S)A) < / , R
S . %(R(S )) = #(R(S')A) and the cardinality of the column-
d", and as the cardinality of the row-module is equal to thmodule ‘s equal to the row-module. so
column-module, it follows thag#Im(R(S)A) < d". By the g '

first isomorphism theorem for modules, #Im(R(S)A) = d".
A Z3 As each elementx = (a1,...,0,81,...,8m) Of
Im(R(S)A) = Ker(R(S)A) Im(R(S")A) represents a distinct subspace of same dimen-

_ o sion, and the dimension of the whole spacelisi(H]}) =
which means tha Ker(R(S)A) > d", so there is” € G7\S g it follows that every subspac®, stabilized byS =
that commutes wiih all elements Sf Let o Be the first natural <q57°‘181, o ’q;i*arsr’ qg_ﬂlpl’ o ’qg—ﬂmpm has dimen-
number such thaP” = ol. Take 5 € C such that°« = 1. sjon 1 and the union of these ones covers the whdle
ThereforeP = SP commutes with all elements 6fandP° = since eachVy is a subspace of the space stabilized by
I,s0S = (s1,..., s, P) is an abelian group not containings — <qg—a1817 . .,qj_msr% they also coveri”, and the
multiple of the identity other than the identity itself. ~ B same has trivial intersection, so the subsp@cstabilized by

Lemma 3:Let S = (s1,...,s,) be an abelian subgroups has dimensionlim(Q) = %. Thus, we demonstrate the
of the Pauli grougi; not containing multiple of the identity following theorem.
other than the identity itself. Thei| < d”. Theorem 3:Let S = (sy,...,s,) an abelian subgroup of

Proof: The demonstration follows 5|m!lar to the prolof ofthe Pauli grou} where{S;}:_, are independent generators,
Lemmal2. Suppose thas| > d". By the first isomorphism which does not contain multiples of the identity than thenide

theorem for modules we have tity itself. Then the subspace stabilized Kyhas dimension
&
Vi ST
Im(R(S)A) ~ 7]{(37“(}%(8)/&)’ | \Ne will get now three important corollaries of the preceding

theorem. The first two are used in the proof of Theofém 1.
‘the phrasestabilize a single phase stathould be considered always The th_'rd result establishes the number of generators df
disregarding a global phase d is prime.



Corollary 1: Let S = (s1,...,s,) be an abelian subgroup Lemma 4:Let Q be a CWS code with stabilize$ gener-
of the Pauli groupG? not containing multiple oh the identity ated byS = {s1, ..., s,} andcodewords¥ = {w;}X ;. Then
than the identity itself. If.S| = d™ thenS is a maximal set the cardinality of the centralizer d¥ in S, Cs(W) and the

of Pauli operators that stabilizes a single statg cardinality Z,-module (R(S)) (| Ker(R(W)A) are the same,
This corollary says that every Pauli operatbr ¢ G e.g
stabilizing [¢) is in S. The proof is given below. #Cs(W) = #(R(S)) ﬂKer(R(W)A)
Proof: By TheoreniB we havé stabilizes a single state
). Suppose there i® € G7 and P ¢ S that stabilizeg). Proof: It suffices to show that the function
: - !
Clearly P* also stabilizegy) for anyt € N, so there is no Fi Cs(W) — R(S) N Ker(R(W)A)

T € N such thatP? = I with a # 1. In addition,P commutes g . R(g)
with all elements ofS since otherwise, there would Bec S
and g # 1 such that is well defined, and is bijective.

) = P|y) = Ps|) = BsP|y) = Blv) 1) f is well defined because if; # g2 € Cs(W), then

_ _ R(g{g2) # 0 and soR(g1) # R(gs)-
which may not occur. Thereforeg§ = (sq,...,s,, P) is an 2) fisinjective, because iR(g1) = R(g2) thenR(gIQQ) =

abelian group not containing multiple of the identity thae t 0, then gIgg = ol and o« = 1 because there is no
identity with [S| > d™ and stabilizegt), a contradiction to multiple of the identity other than the identity itself in
Theoren 8. L S.
Corollary 2: Under the same assumptions, unless phéise, 3) f is surjective. Letv € (R(S)) () Ker(R(W)A). There
is a maximal set of Abelian operators. is g € G} such thatR(g) = v. As v € (R(S)) and up
Proof: Suppose that? € G; is a Pauli operator that to phase phaséR(S)) is a maximal abelian set, there is
commutes with all elements of. Then it follows thats g = ag with g € S andR(g) = v.
stabilizes|y) and P|i), but these vectors can not be linearly As v € Ker(R(W)A), R(W)ART(g) = 0 it fol-
independent by Theorein 3. LogB|y) = aly), e.g, the lows thatg commutes with all elements dfi’, then
operator o stabilizes P|+)). By the previous corollary, it g€ Cs(W).
follows thatafP € S. | -
Corollary 3: Let S = (s1,...,s,) an abelian subgroup of  Theqrem 4:Let @ be a CWS code with stabilize§ gen-
the Pauli groupg; not containing multiples of the identity o 4taq byS = {s1,....s,}. and codeword operatoid’ =
than the identity itself and prime. ThenS stabilizes a single {w} <, with w; = I [ ThenQ is a stabilizer code if and

state|) if and only if r = n. onlv if it satisfies #({R(W)) - K
Proof: If d is prime, then the order of each generator is yProof' Let W#;((gé"%)g(gt(z)tg stabi'lized b§ and § —
o(s;) = d Vi, and it follows that|S| = d". ThenS stabilizes ' N

a single state if and only if = n. . i‘u';lr!;pgg lZ;isatstS:bfe(zjliﬁa@r; (gull;sg?oslftgbihzge’rl Cr?g? (l]:)ﬁpa?n(i)nngl;y
For d not prime, we may have a generatsiy of S with — . d

; multiples of the identity than the identity itself that slates
order less thanl, so that the required amountof generators . " . .
. ; ) Q. In particularH need to stabilizeéy). How S is a maximal
is greater tham. The maximum number of generators2is,

A subgroup that stabilizeg)) (Corollary 1), thenH < S.
as cited in[28}n < r < 2n. Moreover, every element € H must satisfyhw; = w;h
VI. CWS CODES AND STABILIZERS CODES for all 4, then the subgrouf is the centralizer 791W in

This section establishes relationships between CWS codése.g H = Cs(IW). It remains to show that— d(W)| -
and stabilizer codes. There are several examples of codes th . rw)) di Th s bil
are not built with the CWS formalism, as we seelin| [25]] [26]#(R(W))N(R(S))’ so according to Theorelth 8's (W) stabilizes
[27] and [28]. There are also several CWS codes that are fdif and only if % =K.
stabilizers, how can we check in J11],13], [15], [16], [17] According to Lemmal4, we have
Every stabilizer code is in fact a CWS code and all CWS

code withcodewordg forming a group, is a stabilizer code. #Cs(W) = #(R(S)) ﬂ Ker(R(W)A)
These results are shown in the binary casé [13] andjfaph Since S is up to phase a maximal abelian set Gif (

statesfor any d [29], but we did not found in the literature Corollary[2), we have(R(S)) = Ker(R(S)A), from which
a general statement, valid for ady and being not based on;; toj10ws tha’lt ’

graph statesso we did a demonstration based on the structure

of the parity check matrix (Definitionl 1). Given a set of Pauli

operatorsC, the parity check matrix with coefficients i, (R(S)) ﬂKer(R(W)A) = Ker(R(S)A) ﬂKer(R(W)A)
R(C). If the number of operators ifi is I, R(C) represents a Ker(M)

homomorphism betweeh,-modulesZ2" — Z., so it makes
sense to speak of kernel and image modules, respectively this condition is not restrictive since all CWS code is eglent to a
Ker(R(C)) and Im(R(C)). wy = I. Just dow) = wIwi.



R(S)A R(S . #(R(W) — i
where M = [ R((W))A ] = { R((W)) ]A. Then we Proof: To show thatm = K is enough
estimates K er(M). to show that every element, € (R(W)) is of the form

= R(wj) + r, with r, € (R(S)). The transformatiorC'l
We have (M) = (R(S)A) + (R(W)A). By the second has domain inG};. each element ofj} has a representation

)
isomorphism theorem for modules, we have on Z2". As already seen (equatidh 7), we can describe the

(R(S)A) + (RW)A) (R(W)A) transformatiorCls overZ2" as a homomorphism of modules
R(S)A “ (R(W)A) N (R(S)A)’ represented by the matrik = R(S)A.
and how the operatak does not change the cardinality of the 'I]'?(ke )th:nndrw € (R(W)), s0ry = anR(wy) + ... +
row-module, we havet (M) = W and therefore “F* "k
as mrhpniey = K and #(R(S) = |s| = d", w T(rw) = oa T(R(:)) + ... + T (R(wy))

have #(M) = Kd". As seen, the cardinality of the row-
module is equal to the cardinality of the column-module, so

#Im(M) = Kd". Finally, by the first isomorphism theorem,As Ci1(W) form a group, the last summation§(R(w;)) =

=11 + ...+ QgCk.

we have#Ker(M) = ]idn =4, m ¢ €Cls(W), egT(ry) =T(R(w;)) so
Example P = R(w;) + 7
Take the((3,3,2)); code with stabilizerS = (s1, s2, s3) v I s
wheres; = XZ1I, sy = ZX? and323 = JZ X andcodewords wherer, € Ker(T) = (R(S)). -
W= f{I’ ()_(Z) ®Z® 2% (X2%) ® Z® Z}. We have It also follows that any stabilizer code can be seen as a
respectively: CWS code, as shown in the following theorem
01 0100 Theorem 5:All stabilizer code@Q is a CWS code.
RS)=1 01 0 1 0 Proof: Let S = (s1,...,s,) be the stabilizer group
01 00 01 of the codeQ and let dim(Q) = K. As already dis-
e cussed,S’ can then be extended to a maximal grotip=
00000 0 (s1, e Smy gL ,gr) with cardinality|$| =d". This group
RW)=|1 121 0 0 stabilizes a single statg)) € Q. Consider now the parity
5 11100 check matrixR(S). We have#(R(S)) = d". As the cardinal-
ity of the row-module is the same of the column-module, we
the row-module,(R(W)) is represented by the following have#Im(R(S)) = d" and in turn alsoftIm(R(S)A) = d".
vectors: This equality implies that for everyx € I'm(R(S)A), there
000000 | 112100 is a Pauli operato’x such thatH! = @ Px|y) and each
010100 | 211100 state Px|t)) is the intersection of the eigenspaces associated
020200 | 221200 with eigenvalues;;’ for each generator of. Since Q is a
122200 stabilizer code andim(Q) = K we know that there ar&
201000 of these Pauli operators forming a dét = {P,,}X, that
102000 form a basis for@. Then just take the sét” ascodewordsm

where the left are those belonging {®(S)) N (R(W)).

Then we see that% = K, then the code is

stabilizer by Theorerﬁ_(]4 Actuaily, we can see that the code|n Section( ¥, was demonstrated for qudits, that a stabilizer

is equivalent to the cod¢(3, 1,2]]; in [14] with stabilizer groupS of order|S| stabilizes a subspace &f’ of dimension

S'=(ZXZ,X7Z*X). é, Although there is already a demonstratlon of this result,
e

From Theorem[ 4, follows two Corollaries representingie created a proof which generalizes the one for qubits

VII. CONCLUSION

results usually found in the literature. contained in[[1] and makes use of the parity check matrix
Corollary 4: Let Q be a CWS code with stabilize$ = of Definition[d and the interpretation of the matdXS)A as

(s1,...,sr) andcodewordsiW = {w;}/£, forming a group. a homomorphism of,-modules.

ThenQ is a stabilizer code. In Section[V] we use the parity check matrR(S) and

Proof: If 1" is a group, then the rows @t(1V) also form  the interpretation of the matri(S)A as a homomorphism
an additive group, ther(R(W)) = #W = K. Moreover, from 7,-modules to prove Theorefd 4 which generalizes the
we have by the construction of CWS codes tH@(1V)) N results contained in Corollaris (4 did 5). These corelizaire

(R(S)) = {0}, so % K B accepted results in the literature, but hard to find for qudit
Corollary 5: Let Q be a CWS code with stabilizet =
(s1,...,5.), codewordsW = {w;}X, with w; = I and ACKNOWLEDGMENT

stabilized statéy). If the classic word€)lg (W) form agroup,
then the code is a stabilizer one. The authors would like to thank FAPEMIG.
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