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Abstract—This paper describes a fundamental correspondence case (see Section 1V). We note that prior work by Danielson
between Boolean functions and projection operators in Hilbert [11] interpreted Boolean functions as quantum states and

space. The correspondence is widely applicable, and it is used  gayeoped a correspondence between Boolean functions and
in this paper to provide a common mathematical framework h .
zero-dimensional quantum codes.

for the design of both additive and non-additive quantum error . i
correcting codes. The new framework leads to the construction After introducing the fundamentals of quantum error cor-

of a variety of codes including an infinite class of codes that recting codes in Section V, we will derive in Section VI suffi-
extend the original ((5;6;2)) code found by Rains [21]. It also  cient conditions for existence of QECC in terms of existence
extends to operator quantum error correcting codes. of certain Boolean function. This paper goes beyond degivin
Index Terms—Quantum Error Correction, projection oper- sufficient conditions, and constructs the quantum codeeifeh
ator.s.in Hilbert space, Boolean functions, additive ant.l non- properties are satisfied. Hence, we convert the prob]em of
additive quantum codes, operator quantum error correction. finding a quantum code into a problem of finding Boolean
function satisfying certain properties. We also see howager
|. INTRODUCTION well-known codes fit _into_ this sch_eme._We focus on non-
- N ) degenerate codes which is defensible given that we know of
The additive or stabilizer construction quantum error 4 parameters, M andd for which there exists a ¥;M ;d))
correcting codes (QECC) takes a class_ical binary .cc.>de that iﬁegenerate QECC but not &£ ;d)) non-degenerate QECC
self-orthogonal with respect to a certain symplectic ipred-  gee [2]). Further, in Section VII, we describe how this
uct, and produces a quantum code, with minimum distangeneme fits into a general framework of operator quantunm erro

determined by the classical code (for more details 5ee [{hrrecting codes. More precisely, we give sufficient candit
[8] and [14]). The first non-additive quantum error-coriegt o, the existence of(k;M ;N ;d)) stabilizer OQEC and also

code was constructed by Rairs al. [21]. This code was cqnstryct the code if these conditions are satisfied.

constructed numerically by building a projection operatith

a given weight distribution. Grassl and Beth [13] genesrliz

this construction by introducing union quantum codes, wher

the codes are formed by taking the sum of subspaces generatesl Boolean function is defined as a mapping : £0; 1g° !

by two quantum C°d‘?$- Roychowdhur_y and Vatad [23] g.a.“f%;lg{ZO]. The mapping = i v;2 1 associates an integer

some sufficient conditions for the existence of nonadditive -1

codes, and Arving al. [5] developed a theory of non-additivev from the set£0;1;::;2"  1g with a binary m -tuple

codes based on the Weyl commutation relations. Most regentfva ; ::v1) With vi 2 £0;1g. (Throughout the paper,

Kribs et al. [16] introducedoperator quantum error correction  fepresents addition over integers.) This integer is catihel

(OQEC) which unifies the standard error correction model, tidecimal index for a givenm -tuple.

method of decoherence-free subspaces, and that of naiseled\n m -variable Boolean functionf can be specified by

subsystems. listing the values at all decimal indices. The binary-vdlue
We will describe, what we believe to be the first mathematvector of function values = fyo;yi1;=yze 1 1is called the

cal framework for code design that encompasses both additiith vector for £.

and non-additive quantum error correcting codes. Itisthase ~ An m -variable Boolean functiott (v, ; :::;v, ) can be repre-

a correspondence between Boolean functions and project'gghted asz“p !

Il. BOOLEAN FUNCTION

oIS ) THLHD : v Vv @ 1@ wherey; is the value
operators in Hilbert space that is described in Sectionsidl a wo b2 " ’
lIl. We have used an initial version of this correspondenc the Boolean function at the decimal indexand o (3),
to construct Grassmannian packings [1] and space-timescoge(), ---- & 1 (J) 2 £0;1g are the coordinates in the binary

for wireless communication [3]. However, the corresporuenrepresentation fof (with ¢, 1 as the most significant bit and
in Section Il applies to a larger class of projection operst < as the least significant bit) with} = v; andvj = v,
and includes the correspondence describedlin [3] as a $petlaeorem 7.7,[[18]).

This work was supported in part by AFOSR under contract 08832 Example 1: The truth vector of the three-variable Boolean

The material in this paper was presented in part at the IEE&mrational fUNCLiON £ (v1;v2;v3) = vivav3 IS Y = [0;0;0;1;0;0;0;0]
Symposium on Information Theory, Nice, France, June 2007.
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Definition 1: The Hamming weight of a Boolean function  LetB ® ) be the set of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert
is defined as the number of nonzero elements in space H. An operatar 2 B # ) is called a projection operator
. ... (sometimes we will use the terms orthogonal projection -oper
Definition 2 ([20]): Let  denote modulo two addition. 5, 50 self-adjoint projection operator) on Hiff= pp Y.

The (periodic) autocorrelation function of a Boolean function We denote the set of projection operators on Hebgt ) and
f (v) at a is the inner product off with a shift of £ by the set of all subspaces of H hy@ )

2P 1
a. More precisely,r@) = 1)f™ £ 3 wherea 2 i i
P yre v=0 o Definition 4: 1) If s H, the span ofs is defined as
p . . i _ . . .

£0;1; 32" 1g,a=  a;2' !. An autocorrelation function _S = \fK X is a subspace in H wittt X g. It
_ =1 is easy to see thats is the smallest subspace in H
is represented as a vectRr= [r(0);r@);=r@® 1)] containings.

Definition 3: The complementary set of a Boolean function 2) If s . i, the orthogonal complement af is defined

. . 2% 1 ass’® = fx2 H k?s forall s2 saq.

f (v) is defined byC sets = faj fwmfw a)=0g 3) If sis a collection of subsets of H, we writes, sS =

. e _([525S).
This means that for any elemeatin the C set¢, £ (v)f (v
a) = 0 for any choice ofv 2 £0;1;:32"  1g. The  Definition 5: LetpP 2 P®H) and letk = image®) =

complementary set links distinguishability in the quanturfi® xk 2 Hg. We callp the projection ofa ontok . Two
world (orthogonality of subspaces) with properties of Rl projectionsp andgQ ontok andL are orthogonal (denoted
functions. The quantityf @ a) is the counterpart in the P 2Q) if PQ = 0. It is easy to verify thattg = 0 ,
quantum world of the quantum subspace after the error &g L , QP = 0:(Theorem 5B.9,[[10])

occurred, which is to be orthogonal to the original subspace

corresponding tct (v) as will be described in later sections. Definition 6: LetP;Q 2 P H ) with K = im age® ) and

L = im age(@). Then

P<QiffK L(XK L)

P _ Q is the projection of H ont® _ L
P ~ Q is the projection of H ont&® \ L.
P is the projection of H ontx ? .

Lemma 1: If the Hamming weight of the Boolean function
fis M, andM 2m 1 | then the complementary set
Csetsr = fax@) = 2" i g

Proof: If a 2 Csety thenf w)f(w a)= 0forall v=
0;1;=32™ 1 and the supports of f(v) and v a) are

disjoint. Hence The structure® H );6 ;? ) is a logic with unitt; (identity

map onH ) and zeroZy (zero map ord ) (Theorem 5B.18,

%1 10]). This logic is calledProjection Logic.
ra) = (DEE) £ [10]) 9 j 8
v=0 Lemma 2 (Theorem 5B.18, [I0]): The map P !
= (™M + (DM + ()" 2m) inage®) fromP @ ) to L @ ) is a bijection that preserves
= o 4M order, orthogonality, meet) and join(_).
Conversely suppose Lemma 3 ([10]): If << Py >> are pairwif:,e orthogonal
% 1 projection operators, i® ® ), then_;_ Py = Py.
r@)= (DFWEEA = om gy k=1
v="0 Lemma 4 ([10]): 1f P;Q 2 P #H ), then
:Ltehne supports oft (v), £ (v a) intersectiny decimal indices 1) pQ = QP iff PQ is a projection.

2) If PQ is a projection,im age® Q)
r@ = N 2M N)+ @ 2M N) N) im age Q).
= 2 4M + 4N

image®) \

Lemma 5: If P andQ are commutative operators, then the
Hence,N = 0anda 2 C sets. W distributive law holds (and this law fails to hold for non-
commutative operators). Also, in this case,

Example 2: Let £ (v1;v2;v3) = wvivavs. Then the vec-
tor B corresponding to the autocorrelation function is 1) P *Q = PQ
B;4;4;4;4;4;4;4), andC setr = £1;2;3;4;5;6;7q. 2P Q, P "Q)_EF"~Q)=P+Q 2PQ
3)y P=1I P
[1l. BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS AND A LOGIC OFPROJECTION 4P_Q=P+Q PO
OPERATORS
Proof:

The authors of[[3] connected Boolean logic to projection
operators derived from the Heisenberg-Weyl group. Inteéiss 1) From LemméM}im age®? Q) = im age® )\ im age Q ).
tion, we generalize these results to a larger class of piojec Hence,image® Q) = image® ~ Q) and by Lemma
operators. 2 p~0=rP0.



2) We have of projection operators in terms of meet, join and tilde will
be present in the projection logic. Heneg, is an orthogonal

P+Q 220 =P@ Q)+O@ P) projection operator and this proves the first part of the o

e PIT Q)R P)] Now, we will find the dimension of this projection operator.
®) N £ ;Vas iV ) can be represented as
=P~ C Q)_R"~@ P)I 2p: o i ) i
© yivivytiuve” © as  described in Section L
Poes If Owt(f) = M, then M terms of y; are 1 and
where @) follows from LemmalB, ) follows from the remaining terms are0. Also, in this case,
Lemmal4 and () follows directly from definition of P, = £(,;Py;:Py ) = 2ml_0 viP P P 1 (where
P Q. = i _
3) =1 P follows directly from Definitioné. P; = Py andpP = Pj). Hence, the image Off is the
4) We have minimum subspace containing ajkP °P," Py . We
know by the statement of the theorem that the dimension of
P 0)_® " 0) g)cp 0)+ @ ~0) PPty s 1forall o;o;ma, 1 2 £0;1g, and all
© these subspaces are orthogonal. Also, the minimum subspace
=P+Q0 2PQ+PQ containing all these operators is the whole Hilbert space.
=P+Q PQ So, the dimension ofP¢ will be the sum of dimensions of
viP 0P P for all i (which is 1 wheny; = 1, and 0
Also, @ 0)_ @ ~0Q) otherwise). Hence, the dimension Bf is M . n
=f"0)_F"Q)_F Q) Theorem[dl is a generalization of the Theoranof [3]
&) ®~0)_(E_P) Q) because we consideny pairwise commutative projection op-
B N erators, while in[[3], a special case of commutative pragect
-FrO-0 operators using Heisenberg-Weyl group was used. Thisapeci
2 ®_Q0)~ ©_0) case is described in Section IV. Hence, to prove Thedrem 1,
- @ _0) we use abstract properties of projection logicl [10] ratiant

the properties of a particular commutative subgroup.
where @) follows from LemmalB sincee ¢ and

p ~ 0 are orthogonal @ + @ 2PQ)PQ = 0), ) Example 3: The Boolean functionf (v) = wiv + wws
follows from Lemma#, and(f), () follows from the COrresponds to the operater: = f ®,;P2;P3) = @1 "
distributive laws. Hencee 0 =P +Q PO. P,) (P2~ P3). If P;P,;P5 are pairwise commutative, then

m Pf= P1+P2 P1P2 P2P3.

Next we define projection functions followingl[3]. IV. THE CONSTRUCTION OFCOMMUTATIVE PROJECTION

Definition 7: Given an arbitrary Boolean function =~ OPERATORS FROM THEHEISENBERGWEYL GROUP

£ (v ), we define th@)rojectionfunction f®1;:25Pn) Let X )Y, andz be the Pauli matncesi glven by

in which v; in the Boolean function is replaced by,

multiplication in the Boolean logic is replaced by the meet , _ 0 1 . _ 1 0 o i |
operation in the projection logic, summation in the Boolean 10 ' o 1/ io ’f
logic (or theor function) is replaced by the join operation in_1d consider linear operatazsof the forme. = e, ::: e ;

the projection logic and the not operation in Boolean logic |

. or e . Where e; 2 fL;X ;Y;Zg: We form the Heisenberg-Weyl
replaced by the tildex() operation in the projection logic. group (sometimes in the literature this group is referred to

As is standard when writing Boolean functions, we nge as an extraspeciat-group or as the Pauli groum, of
(modulo 2 addition, represented by) in place ofor, hence order 4™ **, which is realized as the group of linear oper-
by above definition, we will replace ther in the Boolean ators E; = 1; i (For a detailed description of the
logic by thexor operation in the projection logic. Heiser]lbc[er]g)—WeyI group and its use to construct quantumscode

see [ 7], [8].

~ Theorem 1: If @1;::5Py ) are pairwise commutative pro- - Next we define the symplectic product of two vectors and
jection operators of dimensiog™ ' such thatP,P,:Pn, tne symplectic weight of a vector.

P1P,:Py, ... P1P,: Py, are all one-dimensional projection

operators and H is of dimensiaf , thenP: = £ P1;::P, ) Definition 8: The symplectic inner product of vectors

is an orthogonal projection on a subspace of dimensida;b); @%L) 2 FZ" is given by

Tr = wt(f), wherewt(f) is the Hamming weight of

the(EI;fo)oIean fl(m)ctiorf. - 9 el @) @) =a b a’ b @)
Proof: By definition of £ ¢; :::2,, ), we have a represen-

tation of ¢ in terms of meet, join and tilde operations in the Definition 9: The symplectic weight of a vector @;b) is the

corresponding projection logic. By Lemria 2, every functionumber of indices. at which eithera; or by is nonzero.



The center of the groug, IS £ i ; iL. g and the

Following [1Z2], we restrict attention to the errors in the

quotient groupkE , is isomorphic to the binary vector spaceHeisenberg-Weyl group. Next, we define the minimum dis-
FZ" . We associate with binary vectois;b) 2 F2" operators tance of the code.

E ., defined by

E(a;b) =& (S (2)
8
L; i = 0;by= 0;
E X2' Zl— l'ill— 0;
_ ’ 1= LML= Yy
wheree; = Z: ai= Orb= 1;
Y; ai= Lily= 1:

Lemma 6:

b d.a B+a’
E(a;b)E(aO;loo)= (1 o ¢ %(a a%b b0+

Lemma 7:

E 0,0
(ab) (@ ’b)E(

EamE @p = (1) a0 E @)

ThusE ;) andE 040, commute iff @;b) and @%%°) are

Definition 11: Theminimum distance of Q is the maximum
integerd such that any errat , with symplectic weight at most
d 1, is detectable.

The parameters of the quantum error correcting code are
written ((k;M ;d)) where the third parametelris the minimum
distance ofQ. We say that a ;M ;d)) quantum error
correcting code exists if there exists & {1 )) quantum error
correcting code with minimum distance 4. We assume
d 2 throughout the paper. We also focus on non-degenerate
((k;M ;d)) codes, for whichrEp = 0 for all errorst of
symplectic weight d 1, which is a sufficient condition for
existence of the quantum code.

For any quantum code, we define thetabilizer H, as

Hyo = fE 2Ey :Ek>= %> foral x>2 Qg

wherek . is the Heisenberg-Weyl group defined in Section IV.

orthogonal with respect to the symplectic inner prodlitt (1) then g o is an abelian group and is isomorphic to GF ,

We will now describe how to construct commutativgyr somem . A quantum code is calleddditive or astabilizer
projection operators. Taken linearly independent vectors.qge if it is defined by its stabilizet o , i.e.

viivziusve Of length 2m  bits with the property that the
symplectic product between any pair is equal to zero.

we takeP; = I (I + E,, ), thenpy, .. P, satisfy all
the properties of Theorefd 1 and hendep,;::P, ) is an
orthogonal projection operatdr|[3].

Example 4: Take £ v) = f(v3;v2;v1) = vi + viva + V3.
Take yi;y, and y3 as (1;0;0;0;1;0) , (0;1;1;1;1;0) and

(0;0;1;0;1;1) respectively which are linearly independent
with all pairwise symplectic products equal to zero. Then We use

Pf:P1 P1P2 P3=P1+ P3
wherep; = 1 (I+ E,,), thatis

2P1P3 PP, + 2P;P,Pj

0 1
2 i 1.0 0 i1 0
B 1 2 o0 1 0 0 1§
E 1 0 2 i 1 0 0 i
b _ 1B 0 1 2 0 1 log
2B 0 i 1 0 2 i 1 0
E i 0 0o 1 i 2 0 1Kk
€1 o0 i1 0 2 i4
o 1 0 0 1 i 2

V. FUNDAMENTALS OF QUANTUM ERRORCORRECTION

A ((k;M )) quantum error correcting code is am -
dimensional subspace of?". The parametek is the code-
length and the parametet
of the code. Letg be the quantum code, anel be the
corresponding orthogonal projection operator @n (For a
detailed description, segl[4].)

is the dimension or the size

If o=fx>2 c? :Ex>= k> forallE 2Hyg

A quantum code is non-additive if it is not equivalent to an
additive code[[22].

VI. QUANTUM ERRORCORRECTING CODES WITH
MINIMUM DISTANCE d

to denote the standard binary inner product.

Theorem 2: A Boolean functionf with the following prop-
erties determines ak;M ;d))-QECC

1) £ is a function ofk variables and has weight .

2) There are2k binary k-tuples x; ;x,; ::;;%2 Such that
C setr contains the sefx;;x,;:ux] W jw iS a
2k bit vector of symplectic weight 4 1g. The rows

symplectic product zero and are linearly independent.

The projection operator corresponding to the QECC is ob-
tained as follows:

(i) Construct the matriba ; as above.

(ii) Definek projection operators each of the fognI+E )
wherey is a row of the matria ¢, with P, correspond-
ing to the1° row, P, ; corresponding to the™® row
and so on, so that; corresponds to the last row.

(i) Transform the Boolean functiorf into the projection
operatorp ¢ using Definition[¥ where the commutative
projection operator®; .... P, are determined by the
matrix A ¢.

Proof: Consider a Boolean functiof (v) satisfying con-

Definition 10: An error operatol is calleddetectable iff  ditions 1) and 2). It follows easily from Section Ill and IV
PEP = ¢ P , whereg; is a constant that depends only orthat P+ constructed as above is an-dimensional projection
E. operator. It remains to prove that the minimum distance is at



leastd, so we need to show that: p; = 0 for any error Proof: By Theorenl 2 there exists ak;M ;d))-QECC.
in £, with symplectic weight at mosi 1. The construction method of Theore 2 gives the cor-
An error in Ey transforms the projection operatpg to . _— €]
o " o .. responding projection operator aB: = P; =
P/ = P ,and the conditiorr: P, = 0 means thar/ is P——
orthogonal top¢. Denote by ; the error represented by the @
binary 2k-tuple with entry1 in positioniand zeros elsewhere.i=m 'y
We emphasize that the subscripti®l x;, ; anda; (GiD™ by % >= ;31> for somef1>2 H . Sincek,, andE,, are
entry in the matrixa ) are read modul@k, so thatx,.. 1 IS commutative, we have, & >= %> form < i k. Hence,

I+ Ey,). Any vector in the code subspace is given

NI

just x;. . Ey, ;Ey, ,;u3Ey, ,, are the stabilizers of the quantum code
If A1 = Othen ; commutes wittP, and 1Px 1 = Px, and the quantum code is additive. N
and if Ajxq = 1then 1Py = Pi. In general, if  peuqk 20 If the boolean function can be represented as a

Ayi1 3x+1 = Othen Py 5= Py, and ifAxi1 305 = 1 single monomial, it gives an additive code. The converse is
then Py ;= Py Let Py ;= Qs whereQy; =Py or P53 not true in general; see for example,[22], where it is shown
and observe thap ;;; = P; if and only if entry &+ 1 3)  that every (4;4;2)) code is equivalent to an additive code.
Of Xk+ 1 IS Z€ro. Then in i = f(Q i;1;Q 27 e i;k) and
the entries oka.+ , determine P« i In fact, this correspon- ?xample 5. Form 2 we construct a(@m ;4" * ;2))
dence can easily be understood in terms of the fundamentg o

. additive QECC as an example of the above approach. Note that
correspondence between between Boolean functions and

0:
» m 1 M.
jection operators, since the operatgp: ; corresponds to theQ;Salns 22] has ShOWn that 4 for any (@m ;M ;2))
Boolean functiont & .. ). guantum code and this example meets the upper bound. Take

Whend = 2, we need to take care of all errors of symplectiéglr;;izzmv;’é? ﬁtzimlt llsai;ut?g'ggrg;( an;?n Vig;blleezsmvélr:t:ar
We|ghtl byShOWinng in i= Oande i i+ka i i+k & g g p g p y

i o)) - . m 1.gm 1
0. Applying the fundamental correspondence between Boole%l%t IS £(010:0); (010::01); ::::(L11 ) g (OF £4 i4 +

 sosee m i 1 1 i
functions and projection operators, this is equivalenttovs Lisd 1g in decimal notation). This complementary set
NG £ )E (6 xpss)= 0andf W)E( % ; xi) = O for contains the sefx; ;x,; %ok ;X1 Xk+ 17 25Xk XokgWwhere
1 1 1 = = = = m 1 =
all decimal indicesv. This follows from the assumption that’> ~ %2 ~ = ~ %« (010..0)(ora" * ), %1 = (101 ..

- 1), =(1010..0), =(10010..0),.. =
xps; @ndxg, ;  x; are in the complementary setset;.. (]? gka 2 0(1) anck,., =)(>ik630 ”( 0). The matri)mf Tszkgilven

In general we need to show that P = 0 for all grrors
. . . _ by
of symplectic weight at mostt 1. We write = i
i2A
apply the fundamental correspondence, and find hat ¢ 0 X; it Xy 1:: %K)
corresponds to the Boolean functiagnv  (  xiry)). By 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
i2A
assumption,  x;., is in the complementary setsets, S0 B 1 1 000 0 00
za B o 0 110 000
f&f& ( =xux))= 0forall v, and hence: P = 0. B
2a Ag=B oo :
, , _ Eo a o o 0 0 0¢
Note that form 1 this construction only givegk;M ;d)) E 0 a o 0o 1 0 0A
guantum error correcting codes for which the minimum dis- 0 a o 0o 01 0

tanced is at most kL23 . This is because any+ 1 columns of
the matrixa ¢ are linearly dependent, which means that there
is a 2k bit vectorw of symplectic weight at most*:t such
that ki ;x,;::xx] w = 0, and the zero vector is never in
C sete.

We see that the symplectic inner product of any two rows is

zero. Hence, we have constructed(@m ;4™ ! ;2)) QECC.

Tracing through the construction of the projection opearato

p: we find thatP: = Py Py 1, Wherep; = 2@+ Ey,)

Lemma 8: A (k;M ;d)) additive QECC exists when andv; is the ¢m + 1 1™ row of the matrixa . Hence,

1) M = 2™ for somem Pom = 3 I+ Egouoqiza) @MdPon 1 = 2 T+ Eq1.a90:0)

2) There are2k binary k-tuples x; ;x,; ::;%2 such that
Csete for f) = wwv 1 vy 41 CONtains the set
fiRijxz;:mx] W jw is a 2k bit vector of sym-

Example 6: For m 3, we construct a(@m ;4™ ! ;2))
QECC that is not additive as an example of the above

plectic weight d 1g. The rows of the matria . approach. Consider the Boolean functiod (v) =

L - + + +
= [yxp oy ) 4, have pairwise symplectic product’?® V2m 1 Vam 2 T Vam Vem 1 Vam 2 Vom 3+ Vom 3Vom 4

zero and are linearly independent. Von 3Vem 4 Vom 5 * 3t Vom 4 Vom 3 HW2V1) 4
Vom Vom 1 Vom 2 vp. It iS a function ofk = 2m variables

Remark 1: The projection operator corresponding to thwith weight4™ ', and the corresponding complementary set
iS £(011::1); (100:::0); 100:::1); (W1l zdl)g (or £220 1 1;
a1 22m 1.4 1gin decimal notation). This complementary
A¢. The quantum code obtained in this way is that formed Bet contains the sefx; ;x; ::5%0x ;X1 Xxe 17 155Xk X2k g

the stabilizer framework using,, ;E,, ,;=5Ey, ., as the wherex; =x, = ...=x, =(011. 1) (or2™ ' 1), x4
stabilizers of the code. =(101..1),x4+,=(1010..0),x4+3=(10010..0),

QECC is ¢ (I +Ey,) wherey;isk+ 1 i™ row of



w,Xx1 =(100..01)andky, = (100 .. 0). The matrix columns and the sum of columnsand i+ k are in
A is given by C setro. The symplectic product of any two rows is zero
and all the rows are linearly independent, since this was

0 XS ng 11 1 11 }12](1 true forAe = ®1;X0;:::;%0k)
B 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0C 2) Given _thls choice oft°¢), we havec setro  C sety,
E 1 1 11 0 0 0 0 8 and this means that the same matrixo = A will
E _ . _ satisfy all the earlier properties.
Ae=B S g n
B 1 L 0 0 ::: 0 0 O _ _
@ 1 7 0 0 ::: 1 0 0& Example 8: We will now use Lemmal9 to extend the Rains
1 1 0 0 :::0 1 0 codetoa (fm + 1;3 2> 3;2))-QECC form > 2.

Consider the Boolean function f(v) syv,vs  v3vyvs

We can also see that the second property is satisfied, sow#:Va Vivevs vivavs v2v3vavs. Itis a function ofom + 1

have constructed agm ;4" 1 ;2)) QECC that is not additive. Variables with weight 27" .
Let (X]_, e Xom + 1 ) be (6, 12, 24, 17, 3,3,3) andz(n + 2,
Example 7: The ((5;6;2))-QECC constructed by Raing | x,..,) be (14, 31, 28, 2622" *1 10,25 + 22, 26 + 22,
al. [21] is also a special case of the above procedure. Takez2m 1 22). The matrixa ¢ is then
the Boolean functionf &) = vy vswaVvs VaViWa

ivavs  vivgvs  vavavgvs. It is a function of 5 variables 00 00 0 0 :::0 0000 1 0 =222 1
with weight 6, and the corresponding complementary sg¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 :x: 0 0 0 0O O 1 0 =::: O
is £1;3;4;6;8;11;12;14;17;19;21;22;24;26;28;31g. Take S : oo :
(%1, ... , %10 ) to be (6, 12, 24, 17, 3, 14,31, 28,26, 22) ( o o 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
and form the matrix 0 0 00 0 O 050 0 0 0 1 1 0
0 1 01 1000 o 111100 o
B 8 2 1 é 8 2 1 1 1 éc 110 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
B o} 100 0 1 1 11 1 0 1 1 1 1
Ag = g 110001110 1K 000 1 1 1 1 0100 0 0 0

100 0 1 1 1 01 14

0 001 1 01 0 00O

We see that symplectic product of any two rows is zero.
Hence, we have constructed &rf(+ 1;3 22® 3;2)) non-

The symplectic inner product of any two rows is zero an@dditive QECC.
the corresponding projection operat®f coincides with the

E. le 9: The perfect ((5;2;3)) additive code of R.
one determined by the(5;6;2))-QECC in [21]. ampee P (« )

Laflammeet al. [17] can be obtained by the above approach.
Lemma 9: 1) If there exists a((k;M ;2)) QECC, then Takef (V) = VsVav3va. The co_rres_ponding complementary set
there exists a(k + 2;4M ;2)) QECC determined IS £2;3;::31g. The matrixa ¢ is given by

by £061;vai s vis2) = £Ove;uyvi) and Ago = 0 0110010010 1
(R17X27 3187 Xk 1 iRk iRk FRK PRk 17Kk+ 27 2187 Kok 1, E 001 1 001 0 0 1 8
2T+ 25 4 o 2 4 % i 2T 4 o) a;=Booo1110100§;
2) If there exists a(k;M ;2)) QECC, then there exists a 8 100010101 0A
(k;M  1;2)) QECC determined by same: and£° ) 001001000 1

having support a subset af). o ) )
Proof: it is easy to see that all rows are linearly independent, hat t

the symplectic inner product of any two rows is zero. Note
that the stabilizers corresponding to the code &arex z 1,
ZXX7Z,2I2XX,andX ZIZX .

1) Let £ (y1;v2;:5v) be the weightt Boolean function
corresponding to the(k;M ;2))-QECC. The Boolean
function £06n;vo; i vie 2) = £ Gmve;usvk) has
weight 4M , and the complementary setset:o has
vectors of lengthk + 2 which are of the form VIl. OPERATORQUANTUM ERRORCORRECTION(OQEC)
f(£0;19;f0;1g;x) : x 2 Cseteqg. This means that The theory of operator quantum error correctionl [16] uses
Csetzo has 4 times as many elements aSset:. the framework of noiseless subsystems to improve the perfor
Note that if xq;x5; %0 7% Xyt 17 209Xk x,x  mance of decoding algorithms which might help improve the
are inC sete, then (0;0;x1); (0;0;x5); 2:(0;0;x2¢ 1 ); threshold for fault-tolerant quantum computation. It riees a
@L;1;%00); 0;1;%00); (1;0;x0x); (0;0;x1  xk41); fixed partition of the systems Hilbert spage= A B C°?

my 0;0;xk 10 %ok 1) lixe  Xor); 0515%k Information is encoded on the A subsystem; the logical
Xo1); (1;0;x5k xgx) are in Csetro. Let Ao = quantum state, 2 B, is encoded as, 5 0°7 with
(0;0;x1); (0;0;%2); :::, (0;0;%x 1); (0;0;x¢); an arbitrary 5 2 By (whereB, and By are the sets of
0;0;xk); 0;0;%x); ©;0;xk+1); ©;0;xx42); :::, all endomorphisms on subsystems A and B respectively). We

0;0;%21 1 )7 L;1;x21); 0;1;%21); (1;0;%01 ). Allthe  say that the erroE is correctable on subsystem (called



the logical subsystem) when there exists a physical map VIIl. CONCLUSION

that reverses its action, up to a transformation on the e have described a fundamental correspondence between
subsystem (called the Gauge subsystem). In other words, fholean functions and projection operators in Hilbert spac
error correcting procedure may induce some nontriviabacti that provides a mathematical framework that unifies the con-
on theB subsystem in the process of restoring informatiogyction of additive and non-additive quantum codes. Weha
encoded in thex subsystem. This leads to recovery routinegiyen sufficient conditions for the existence of QECC in term
which explicitly make use of the subsystem structure [@}{24of existence of a Boolean function satisfying certain préipe
In the case of standard quantum error correcting codes, H}&y presented examples of Boolean functions satisfyingethe
dimension ofg is 1. A (&;M ;N ;d))-OQEC is defined as a properties. We have also given a method to construct the
OQEC inc? with M andN as the dimension of the logical quantum code if these properties are satisfied. Our method
and gauge subsystems. leads to a construction of(2m ;4™ * ;2)) codes, the original
((5;6;2)) code constructed by Raing al., the extension
of this code to (m + 1;3 2* 3;2)) codes, and the
perfect ((5;2;3)) code. Finally we have shown how the new
1) £ @) is of the formw v, 1 :vsy 1 With weight 28 framework can be integrated with operator quantum error
2) There are2k binary k-tuples x;;x,; ::5%2 such that correcting codes.

C sete contains the seffxi;xy;:uxx] W jw iS a

2k bit vector of symplectic weight 4 1g. The rows IX. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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