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Fault-tolerant logicaloperations for qubits encoded by CSS codes are discussed,with em phasis

on m ethodsthatapply to codes ofhigh rate,encoding k qubitsperblock with k > 1. Itisshown

thatthe logicalqubitswithin a given block can be prepared by a single recovery operation in any

state whose stabilizergeneratorseparatesinto X and Z parts.O ptim ized m ethodsto m ove logical

qubits around and to achieve controlled-not and To� oligates are discussed. It is found that the

num beroftim e-stepsrequired to com plete a fault-tolerantquantum com putation isthesam e when

k > 1 aswhen k = 1.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Faulttolerantquantum com putation isquantum com -
putation ofhigh � delity carried outwith physicalqubits
and operationsthatare noisy and im perfect. ‘Faulttol-
erance’coversa variety ofconcepts,butthere are three
m ain ones: (generalized)geom etric oradiabatic phases,
com posite pulses,and quantum errorcorrection (Q EC).
Thispaperisconcerned purely with the latter.

The m ain ideas for fault-tolerant universalquantum
com putation on encoded stateswereintroduced by Shor
[1]. Two aspects have to be considered: the error cor-
rection orrecovery process,which usesa noisy quantum
network,and the im plem entation ofquantum gates to
evolve the logicalstate ofthe m achine. This paper is
concerned purely with the lattertask,butwe willstudy
m ethods in which the two aspects are to som e extent
m erged.

Thepresentwork buildson a seriesofideasthatwere
established asfollows.Shor’ssem inalwork [1]discussed
CSS codes encoding a single qubit per block. It estab-
lished such centralconcepts as the use ofancilliary en-
tangled states that are partially veri� ed, repetition of
syndrom e m easurem ents,and a discrete universalsetof
logicaloperations. DiVincenzo and Shor[2]generalised
thefault-tolerantsyndrom em easurem entprotocoltoany
stabilizer code,and Steane [3]discovered the m ore e� -
cient technique ofusing prepared logicalzero states to
extractsyndrom es,which willbe adopted in thispaper.

G ottesm an [4] discovered fault-tolerant universal
m ethodsthatcan be applied to allstabilizercodes.The
m ain new ingredient is to use m easurem ents ofobserv-
ables in the Pauligroup,com bined with preparation of
‘cat’states,to achievedesired operations.Teleportation
in particularis used to extractan individuallogicalbit
from oneblock and placeitin another.Steane[5]showed
that the m easurem ents ofPauliobservables required in
G ottesm an’sm ethodscan beabsorbed intothesyndrom e
m easurem ent,so thatthey are achieved atclose to zero
cost.

The im portantconceptof‘teleporting a gate’ortele-
portingqubits‘through’agatewasintroduced byNielsen
and Chuang [6]and applied to fault-tolerant gate con-

structionsby G ottesm an and Chuang [7].
In this paper we study m ethods for quantum codes

encoding m ore than one qubitperblock. W e introduce
extensions and generalisations of the ideas just listed,
and identify networks requiring the least com putation
resourcesto perform a given operation. O ne interesting
resultisthatthe num beroftim e stepsrequired to com -
pletea logicalalgorithm isthesam efork = 1 and k > 1,
wherek isthenum beroflogicalqubitsperblock.Thisis
becausethem ethodsallow m uch oftherequired process-
ing to takeplace\o� -line",withoutinterrupting theevo-
lution ofthecom puter.The\o� -line" operationsinvolve
thepreparation ofancilliary qubitsin speci� cstates,and
the transferoflogicalqubits to otherwise em pty blocks
by teleportation.
Thepaperisorganisedasfollows.Section IIintroduces

term inology and notation.Section IIIlistssom ewaysto
achieve a universalsetoffault-tolerantoperations. Sec-
tion IV then presentsour� rstm ain result(theorem 1and
its corollary). This is an extension ofa theorem in [5],
itshowsthatCSS-encoded qubitscan befault-tolerantly
prepared in a usefulclassofstatesby use ofa single re-
covery operation. W e also discusshow to sim plify som e
m ore generalstate-preparations by decom posing stabi-
lizeroperatorsinto sim plercom ponents.
Section V givesasetofbasicoperationsforCSS codes.

The m ain aim is to discuss the transfer and teleporta-
tion operationswhoseuseform anipulating bitsencoded
by stabilizercodeswasproposed by G ottesm an [4]. W e
listthe constructionsand presentthe m oste� cientim -
plem entation ofteleportation between blocks. W e use
theorem 1 to avoid the need to prepare ‘cat’states for
preparing and m easuring states,including states in the
Bellbasisofencoded qubits.
Sections VI and VII discuss im plem entation of the

controlled-not and To� oli gates respectively, between
qubitsencoded in the sam eblock.

II. T ER M IN O LO G Y A N D N O TA T IO N

The following notation willbe adopted. The single-
qubitoperatorsX ,Y and Z are the Paulioperators�x,
�y and �z,respectively,(it willbe convenientto de� ne
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Y so thatitisHerm itian,notrealasissom etim escho-
sen in Q EC discussions). W e use H forthe single-qubit
Hadam ard operation and S forthe rotation aboutthe z
axisthrough �=2 (phase shiftofj1iby i).ThusS2 = Z

and (H SH )2 = X . The generalphase shift ofj1i by
exp(i�)willbe written P (�),so S = P (�=2),Z = P (�),
etc.
A controlled U operation iswritten CU ,soforexam ple

CX iscontrolled-not,and T � C CX isthe To� oligate.
The logic gate hierarchy introduced in [7]is de� ned

recursively by

Cj � fU jU C1U
y
� Cj� 1g; (1)

whereC1 isthePauligroup (thesetoftensorproductsof
Paulioperators,includingtheidentity Iand iI).Each Cj
containsCj� 1. P (�=2j)2 Cj+ 1 nCj where n denotesthe
setdi� erence. The Cli� ord group isC2 in the heirarchy
(1).By the de� nition ofC2,thisgroup isthe norm alizer
ofthe Pauligroup.Itisgenerated by fH ;S;CX g [7,8].
Alloperatorsareunderstood to acton the logical,i.e.

encoded qubits(operationson thephysicalqubitsaredis-
cussed in theappendix).A blockwiseoperation isde� ned
to beonesuch thattherelevantoperatoractson each of
thelogicalqubitsin a given block,oreach corresponding
pairin twoblocksin thecaseof2-qubitoperators(block-
wise action of3-orm ore-bitoperatorswillnotarise in
the discussion).
W e de� ne an operation to be ‘faulttolerant’ifitdoes

not cause errors in one physicalqubit to propagate to
two orm orequbitsin any oneblock.Thefaulttolerance
oftheoperationsused in thenetworksto bediscussed is
proved in the appendix.
A block ofn physicalqubits stores k logicalqubits.

Thenotation M u,whereu isan k-bitbinaryword,m eans
a tensor product ofsingle-qubit M operatorsacting on
thoselogicalqubitsidenti� ed by the1sin u (forexam ple
X 101 = X 
 I 
 X ). The letters u;v;w;x;y;z when
used as a subscript or inside a ket sym bol(as in jxi

L
)

alwaysreferto binary words. W hen we wish to treata
listofoperatorssuch asfM i;i= 1:::kg then theletters
i;j;r;p areused assubscripts.
The notation X i � X 2k� i or Z i � Z2k� i,where iis

a num berrunning from 1 to k,m eansa single operator
applied to the i’th logicalbit in a block. For exam ple
X 2 � X 01000 fork = 5;N.B.no powers(greaterthan 1)
ofPaulioperatorsappearanywherein thispaper.

A . C om putationalresources

M ost ofthe com putationalresources ofthe physical
com puterarededicated to theQ EC networks.Thecom -
plete network to recover(� error-correct)a single block
involves � nd2 physicalgates [9],where d is the m ini-
m um distanceofthecode,whereastheoperationsacting
in between recoveriesofa given block typically only in-
volve n physicaloperators (one for each physicalbit in
theblock).To assesstheresourcesofthenetworksto be

described we willtherefore prim arily count blocks and
recoveries.
W henevera single block isrecovered,allare,because

the duration ofthe recovery network is assum ed to be
long enough thateven ‘resting’blocksaccum ulatesignif-
icantm em ory errors.W e allow atm ostone setofgates
connecting di� erent blocks between successive recover-
ies,to preventavalanches oferrors. However,we allow
com binationsoftwin-and single-block operations,such
as CX followed by H ,withoutrequiring a furtherrecov-
ery.W ede� neone‘tim estep’to betheintervalbetween
thecom pletion ofonerecovery,and thecom pletion ofthe
next.The‘area’ofanetworkisde� ned tobetheproduct
(num berofblocks)� (num beroftim e steps).
M easurem entoflogicalbits,and preparation oflogical

bits in required states,is absorbed as m uch as possible
into the recovery operationsasdescribed in section IV.
M ostoftheoperationson thecom puterareeitherm ea-

surem entsabsorbed into recoveriesora physicalgateap-
plied once to each bit in a block or pair ofblocks (so-
called ‘transversal’application ofa gate). W e willtreat
in thispaperthecasewheretheQ EC encoding isa CSS
code based on a doubly even classicalcode,such that
fault-tolerantCli� ord group gatesarerelatively straight-
forward (seesection V)butthem em bersofC3 (including
the To� oligate andCS;P (�=4))are not.To im plem ent
the latter,we adoptShor’sm ethod ofpreparing a block
ofn physicalbitsin the‘cat’statej0
 ni+ j1
 niand using
it to m easure Cli� ord group observables such as block-
wise CX on encoded bits. Thism ethod isfault-tolerant,
butitisan undesirableelem entbecausethenoiseassoci-
ated with preparing the catstatesand connecting them
tothedataqubitsislargerthan thatofasingletransver-
salgate. Therefore we willaim to keep the use ofsuch
catstatesto a m inim um .
W e distinguish between ‘o� ine’and ‘online’parts of

the networksto be discussed. The ‘online’parts are so
called becausethey involveoperationson thelogicaldata
qubitsofthecom puter,and thereforecan only takeplace
atthecorrectm om entin thealgorithm being com puted.
The ‘o� ine’partsarestate preparationswhich can take
place at any tim e prior to when they are needed,and
operations to m ove passive qubits (i.e. those not im -
m ediately involved in a logicalgate)around in orderto
conservem em oryblocks.Theo� inepartscan proceed in
parallelwith otheroperationsofthecom puteraslong as
there are su� cientspare blocksavailable,but the com -
puter’s algorithm cannot be evolved further while the
online partofa given step iscom pleted,because the al-
gorithm (in allbut rare instances) requires the logical
operations to take place sequentially. This m eans that
when considering thecom putation resourcesrequired for
a given network,the m ostim portantcostm easure is the
duration ofthe online part.
In the m ethodsto be discussed,itoften happensthat

dataqubitsarem oved from oneblock toanotherin order
to m ake itpossible to apply logicaloperationsto them .
Atany given m om ent,m ostblocksin the com puteract
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asm em ory,and a few actasan ‘accum ulator’wherethe
logicaloperationstakeplace.The m ovem entofm em ory
qubitstoo and from theaccum ulatorisinterm ediatebe-
tween ‘o� ine’and ‘online’. For,suppose a data bithas
been m oved to an accum ulator block and a logicalop-
eration hasjustbeen applied to it. In orderto free the
accum ulatorforfurtheruse,the bitm ustbe m oved out
again. Ifthisbitwere required in the nextlogicaloper-
ation,however,then it is usually possible to apply the
logicaloperation straightaway,and m ove itafterwards.
Ifthebitwerenotrequired,then theoperation tom oveit
back into m em ory could proceed o� ine,aslong asthere
isanotheraccum ulatorblock availableto allow the next
logicalgate to proceed atthe sam e tim e. Therefore we
willcount each operation to m ove qubits from m em ory
to accum ulatorasonline,and operationsto m ove them
back to m em ory aso� ine.

III. U N IV ER SA L SET S

In thissection wewillconsideruniversalsetsofquan-
tum gates for which fault-tolerant constructions have
been putforward.
Foroperationson barequbits,them ostcom m onlycon-

sidered universalset ofquantum gates is fU (�;�);CX g

where U (�;�) is a rotation ofa single qubit through �

about an axis in the x � y plane speci� ed by �. How-
ever,thisisnota usefulsetto considerforthe purpose
of� ndingfault-tolerantgateson encoded qubits,because
U (�;�)isnotreadilyam enabletofault-tolerantm ethods.
Severaldi� erentproposalsforfault-tolerantuniversal

sets have been put forward. All involve the Cli� ord
group. The Cli� ord group is not su� cient for univer-
salquantum com putation,nor even for usefulquantum
com putation,sinceitcan beshown thataquantum com -
puterusing only operationsfrom the Cli� ord group can
be e� ciently sim ulated on a classicalcom puter[10,11].
To com plete the set a further operator m ust be added,
and it can be shown [1,11]that an operatorin C3 nC2
su� ces.

1.Shor [1] proposed adding the To� oli gate, m ak-
ingtheuniversalsetfH ;S;CX ;Tg(orfR;S;CX ;Tg
which isequivalentsinceR = H S2).O bviously,CX
can be obtained from T,butthis doesnotreduce
the set since Shor’s m ethod to obtain T assum es
thatCX isalready available.

2.fH ;S;CX ;CSgwasconsidered forexam pleby K nill,
La am m e and Zurek [12]. This is sim ilar to (1)
because CS and CX su� ce to produce C CZ,which
with H m akesC CX = T.

3.The sam e authors [12]also considered fS;CX ;CSg

togetherwith theabilitytopreparetheencoded (or
‘logical’)states j+ i

L
� (j0i

L
+ j1i

L
)=
p
2,j� i

L
�

(j0i
L
� j1i

L
)=
p
2. This can be shown to be su� -

cientsincepreparation ofj� i
L
togetherwith S and

X can produceH ,and the restfollowsasin (2).

4.fH ;S;CX ;P (�=4)g is the ‘standard set’discussed
by Nielsen and Chuang [11].

5.K nill et al. [8] proposed fH ;S;CX g com bined
with preparation of j�=8i

L
= cos(�=8)j0i

L
+

sin(�=8)j1i
L
.Thelatterisprepared by m akinguse

ofthe factthatitisan eigenstate ofH ,and once
prepared is used to obtain a CH operation,from
which the To� oligatecan be obtained.

6.G ottesm an [4]showed thatCX ,com bined with the
ability to m easureX ;Y and Z,issu� cientto pro-
duceany operation in C2.Theuniversalsetiscom -
pleted by an operation in C3 nC2 such asT.

7.Shi[13]proved thatfH ;Tg isuniversal;som e fur-
therinsightsaregiven by Aharonov [14].

M any ofthesem ethodsaresum m arized and explained
in [11],wheretheproofofuniversality and thee� ciency
ofapproxim ating a continuous set with a discrete one
(Solovay-K itaev theorem )isalso discussed.
(1)isa usefulstarting pointand we willuse itin this

paper, but generalized to [[n;k;d]]codes storing m ore
than one qubitperblock. Sim ilarm ethodsapply to (2)
and (4).A generalization oftheideasofK nilletal.used
for (2)is given in the appendix;however,the codes for
which itworksturn outto be non-optim al. (5)willnot
be adopted because itisslow,requiring 12 preparations
ofj�=8i

L
for every To� oligate,and the preparation is

itselfnon-trivial.(6)isim portantbecause m easurem ent
ofX ,Y and Z can beperform ed fault-tolerantly forany
stabilizercode,notjust[[n;1;d]]codes.G ottesm an also
proposed theuseofm easurem entsand whole-block oper-
ationsto swap logicalqubitsbetween and within blocks.
(7)isaniceresult,buttheknown fault-tolerantconstruc-
tions for T assum e that fault-tolerant versions ofother
gatessuch as CX are already available,so this‘m inim al’
set has not so far been used to generate fault-tolerant
universalcom putation.
TheG ottesm an m ethodsrely heavily on m easurem ent,

which m ightbe thoughtto be disadvantageous.In fact,
since the m easurem entscan be absorbed into the recov-
eries (see section IV and [5]) they are available at no
costand therefore are advantageous.In any case allthe
m ethods involve m easurem entand/orstate preparation
to im plem enttheTo� olioran equivalentgate.Sinceany
usefulquantum com putation m ust m ake signi� cant use
ofgates outside the Cli� ord group (otherwise it could
be e� ciently sim ulated classically),the m ethods are all
roughlyequivalentin thisregard.Forexam ple,thespeed
ofShor’salgorithm to factorizeintegersislim ited by the
To� oligates required to evaluate m odular exponentials
[11,15,16].
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IV . M EA SU R EM EN T O F LO G IC A L PA U LI

O B SERVA B LES

T heorem 1.ForanyCSS code,m easure-
m entofa setM oflogicalobservablesin the
Pauligroup can be perform ed at alm ost no
costby m erging itwith a single recovery op-
eration,as long as the set has the following
properties:everyM 2 M isoftheform either
X u or Yu or Zu (i.e. a product ofone type
ofPaulioperator),and notallthree typesof
operatorappearin the set.

Theorem 1 wasputforward in [5]forthe caseofm ea-
suring a singleobservableoftheform X u,Yu orZu.The
m ethod istopreparean ancillain jaui= j0i

L
+ jui

L
,then

operate blockwise CX or CY or CZ from ancilla to data,
then m easure the ancilla in the fj+ i;j�ig basis. The
m easurem ent outcom es perm it both an error syndrom e
and the eigenvalue ofthe relevant observable to be de-
duced. The ancilla preparation is done fault-tolerantly.
O nefault-tolerantm ethod istoproducean im perfectver-
sion ofthe desired state jaui by any m eans,and then
to m easure allthose observablesin the stabilizerofjaui
that consist ofonly Z operators;the prepared state is
rejected ifany oftheseverifying m easurem entsyield the
wrong eigenvalue(-1),and in such casesa furtherprepa-
ration attem pt is initiated. Any prepared ancilla state
that passes the veri� cation does not have correlated X

errorsin it[17],so can safely actasthe controlbitsin a
blockwise controlled gate with the data.Z errorsin the
ancilla preparation (whethercorrelated ornot)causethe
wrong syndrom eand/orwrong eigenvalueoftheobserv-
able being m easured on the data to be deduced. This
is guarded against by repetition and taking a m ajority
vote. This vote corrects the e� ects ofZ errors in the
ancilla preparation;itexplainswhy itwasnotnecessary
to m easuretheX -typestabilizerobservablesin theveri-
� cation step.Thewholeprocedureisfault-tolerantifthe
noise isuncorrelated and stochastic. Itise� cientifthe
initialpreparation attem pt has a non-negligible proba-
bility ofsuccess(i.e. ofproducing jauiwith no X ;Y or
Z errors).
In the m ethod justoutlined,only a subsetofthe ob-

servablesin the stabilizerofjauiwasm easured in order
toverify theancilla.O therm ethodsarepossible.Forex-
am plea m easurem entofthecom pletesetofobservables,
com bined with rotationsconditionalon the outcom es,is
one way to prepare jaui. Further copies could be pro-
duced and then com pared by controlled-not.
To generalize to the com plete resultpresented in the

theorem ,consider� rstasetofobservablesofasingletype
fM ug where M iseitherX orY orZ. A m easurem ent
ofany pairM u;M v isequivalent,both in the eigenvalue
inform ation obtained,and in the state projection which
results,to m easuring allm em bersofthe closed Abelian
group fI;M u;M v;M uM v = M u+ vg. Sim ilarly,m easur-
ing the whole setisequivalentto m easuring an Abelian

group,and the corresponding binary vectorsfug form a
linearvectorspace.The ancilla isprepared in

�
�afug

�

=
X

u

jui
L

(2)

and the restofthe m ethod proceedsasbefore.
W hen thesetM to bem easured containsm em bersof

two di� erenttypes,the m em bersofeach type are m ea-
sured during each partofthe syndrom eextraction.that
is,thesyndrom eextraction proceedsin twopartsforCSS
codes. These are norm ally envisaged to collectX -error
and then Z-errorsyndrom es,but we are free to choose
any oneoutofthethreepairsfX ;Zg,fX ;Y g,fY;Zg to
getthecom pletesyndrom einform ation.Eachisobtained
byoperatingtherelevanttypeofcontrolled gatefrom an-
cilla to data,so wecan sim ultaneously m easurethesam e
com binations ofobservable types. W e cannot m easure
single observables ofm ixed type because we only have
blockwisecontrolled-gatesofun-m ixed type available.

A . Logicalstate preparation

Nextweaddresspreparation oflogicalstates.In order
to introduce notation,let us list the sim plest m easure-
m ents that theorem 1 perm its,nam ely m easurem entof
X ,Z or Y on any single qubit in a block. These are
indicated thus:

SHH H HS

Each group oflinesin such adiagram representsthelogi-
calqubitsofagiven block| byshowingm orethan onewe
indicatethattheoperation can acton a singlebitwithin
the block. The dotted box indicates that the group of
operationstakeplacein a singlestep.
Now,the m easurem ent procedure is such as to leave

the encoded block in an eigenstate ofthe m easured ob-
servable,in the logicalHilbertspace. Furtherm ore,itis
shown in the appendix thatwe can also apply Pauliop-
eratorsto individualqubits,and groupsofqubits,within
a block.Itfollowsthatwecan prepareany logicalqubit
in the eigenstate ofeigenvalue + 1 ofany Paulioperator
(by a m easurem ent followed by application ofan anti-
com m utingPaulioperatorwhen them easured eigenvalue
is� 1).Thisgivesthefollowingsetofbasicfault-tolerant
statepreparations:

i0 +

wherej�i= j0i� j1i;j� ii= j0i� ij1i.
M easurem ents can be useful for preparing logical

qubits not only in the standard states just listed, but
also in entangled states.Theclassoflogicalstateswhich
can beprepared by them ethod described isa fairly large
and powerfulclass:
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C orollary to theorem 1. Any setoflogicalqubits

within a given block can be prepared in a quantum code-

word stateofanyquantum stabilizercodewhosestabilizer

separates into pure-X and pure-Z parts,using a single

recovery.

Note,the logicalqubitsrem ain encoded in theirorig-
inal‘inner’code;the corollary describesthe preparation
ofcertain superpositionsoflogicalstates. The corollary
followsim m ediately from the rem arksabove:the recov-
eriesareused tom easurethestabilizersoftheoutercode,
which have the rightform when the stabilizerseparates
asstated.Theoperatortom ovefrom a� 1toa+ 1eigen-
stateisa tensorproductofPaulioperatorsand so isalso
available.
Forexam ple,theBellstatej00i

L
+ j11i

L
isa quantum

codeword ofa[[2;0;2]]CSS codewith stabilizerX X ;ZZ.
Thecorollary allowsusto preparesuch statesofpairsof
logicalqubits in the sam e block;this is very usefulfor
teleportation. The following diagram s record this fact
and givea slightly m orecom plicated exam ple,which we
willuselaterand which furtherillustratesthe m ethod:

0

0

H

0

0 H

0

0

0

0

H

H
,

(3)

The � rst exam ple is used in allthe constructions pre-
sented in the rest of this paper, see (8) to (17).
The stabilizer for the 2nd exam ple is generated by
X 1110; X 0101; Z0111; Z1010. For this case the ancilla
used to extract the syndrom e for Z errors is prepared
in j0000i

L
+ j1110i

L
+ j0101i

L
+ j1011i

L
; the ancilla

used to extract the syndrom e for X errors is prepared
in j0000i

L
+ j0111i

L
+ j1010i

L
+ j1101i

L
.

Forthesakeofclarity,letusexam inetheancillaprepa-
ration in a little m ore detail, by using preparation of
j000i

L
+ j110i

L
in theancilla asan exam ple.LetG 0 and

H 0 be the generatorand check m atricesofthe classical
code C0 which form sthe zeroth quantum codeword (see
equation (18)).G 0 is(n � k)=2� n;H 0 is(n + k)=2� n.
Thestatej000i

L
m ay beprepared using a network ob-

tained directly from G 0 [18].To preparej000iL + j110i
L

it su� ces to add the single row (110)D to G 0 and use
the resulting m atrix to constructthe generatornetwork
(c.f. equation (20);the expression (110)D is a product
ofa row vector(110)with a 3� n m atrix D ).
Nextweneed to verify thestateagainstX errors.The

stabilizerofj000i
L
+ j110i

L
hasaZ partconsistingofH 0

with one row rem oved,and an X partconsisting ofG 0

plustheextrarow (110)D (sinceX 110(j000iL + j110iL)=
j000i

L
+ j110i

L
). The veri� cation only m easuresthe Z

partofthe stabilizer. To identify the correctrow ofH 0

to rem ove,note that H 0 consists ofthe Z part ofthe
quantum codestabilizer,which has(n� k)=2rowsand is
thesam easG 0,plusk furtherrowswhich arethelogical
Z operators.The desired state isstabilized by Z110 but
notby Z100 orZ010. Therefore we replace the two rows
Z100 and Z010 in H 0 by the singlerow Z110.

A usefulfurtherinsightisprovided by considering the
quantity of inform ation obtained by the adapted syn-
drom eextraction.Thiscan beseen from a sim plecount-
ing argum ent,as follows. A single quantum codeword
such as j0i

L
in a CSS code is an equalsuperposition

of2� product states in the com putationalbasis,where
� = (n � k)=2 isthe size ofthe classicalcode C0 (equa-
tion (19)). The Hadam ard transform ed state isthen an
equalsuperposition of2n� � product states. W hen we
are using such a state to extractan errorsyndrom e,for
a zero syndrom eweexpectto observeoneofthese 2n� �

states. Correctable errorswilltransform the state onto
an orthogonalone. There isa totalof� bitsofrem ain-
ing room in Hilbert space for m utually orthogonalsub-
spaces,so the m easurem entyields� bitsofinform ation,
thisistheerrorsyndrom e(foreitherX orY orZ errors).
Ifinstead thestatewasoriginally prepared in j0i

L
+ jui

L
,

then itconsisted ofan equalsuperposition of2�+ 1 prod-
uct states. Upon being Hadam ard transform ed,it be-
com es an equalsuperposition of2n� (�+ 1) states,hence
there are � + 1 bitsofinform ation aboutwhathashap-
pened toitavailablefrom m easurem entson it.Theseare
the errorsyndrom e and the eigenvalue ofthe m easured
observable,which are com m uting observablesso can be
sim ultaneously m easured. The argum entextends in an
obvious m anner when further m utually com m uting ob-
servablesarem easured.

B . M ore generalstate preparations

The available tools for state preparation can be ex-
tended as follows. W e wish to prepare a state j�i

L

of k logicalqubits that is uniquely speci� ed by a set
fM ig;(i= 1� � � k)ofk linearly independentcom m uting
observables;thissetgeneratesthestabilizerofj�i

L
in the

logicalHilbertspace.Ifj�i
L
= G

�
�0
 k

�

L
then onepossi-

blechoiceofthestabilizeroperatorsis[19]M i = G Z iG y.
De� ne Qi = G X iG y,then each Q i anticom m utes with
itsassociated stabilizeroperatorand com m uteswith all
theothers:M iQ i = � Q iM i and [M i;Q j6= i]= 0.TheM i

and the Q i allhaveeigenvalues� 1.
O nem ethod topreparej�i

L
istom easurealltheM ion

som earbitrary inputstate in the code space,and when-
ever an eigenvalue � 1 is found,apply the operator Q i

thatm ovesthe� 1eigenstateto the+ 1eigenstate.How-
ever,it m ay not be straightforward to m easure one of
m oreofthe M i fault-tolerantly.
Let M r be a stabilizer operator whose fault-tolerant

m easurem ent is not straightforward. Decom pose it as
M r = N r;1 
 N r;2 � � � 
 Nr;p where there exists a state
which is a + 1 eigenstate ofallthe N r;j sim ultaneously,
and where the N r;j are sim pler to work with fault-
tolerantly than M r,for exam ple because they each act
on fewer qubits. To prepare j�i

L
, � rst prepare a + 1

eigenstateofalltheN r;j;(j= 1� � � p)(e.g.by m easuring
them ifthey com m ute),and then m easure allthe other
M i6= r. Typically the N r;j willnotcom m ute with allthe
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M i6= r,butaslong asthe m easurem entsare done in the
orderdescribed the � nalstate isthe sam e asifMr had
been m easured.
Forexam ple,supposewe requirethe inputstate

j�i
L
= j00i

L
� j11i

L
+ j01i

L
+ j10i

L
: (4)

This hasstabilizerX 10Z01 = X Z,X 01Z10 = ZX . Nei-
theroftheseobservablescan bem easured easily,butthe
product(X Z)(ZX )= Y Y can,since itisnotofm ixed
type. W e therefore adopt the set fM ig = fX Z; Y Y g.
Decom posing M 1 = X I 
 IZ,we see it is su� cient to
preparea + 1 eigenstateofX in the� rstqubit,and ofZ
in the second qubit,which is easy: the starting state is
j00i

L
+ j10i

L
.Upon m easuring Y Y (and applying IZ if

the m easured eigenvalueis� 1),j�i
L
isobtained.

Itwaspointed outin [19]thatthestarting statewhich
willproducej�i

L
when a single stabilizerobservableM i

ism easured isthe state (I+ Q i)j�iL. Thisobservation
can also help in identifying suitable starting states.
W e can go further and split up further M i operators

into their com ponents N i;j as long as a + 1 eigenstate
of allthe N operators at once can be prepared. For
exam ple,thestaterequired fortheTo� oligatediscussed
in section VIIhasasetof8stabilizergeneratorsincluding
X 1X 5 CX 67,X 2X 6 CX 57,Z 1Z 5 and Z 2Z 6. W e splitthe
� rsttwo ofthese into X1X 5 and CX 67,X 2X 6 and CX 57

respectively.Preparingthe7th bitin j+i
L
issu� cientto

ensure a + 1 eigenstate ofboth the controlled-gates. At
thesam etim ewepreparethe1stand 5th bitsin theBell
statej00i

L
+ j11i

L
to ensurethey arein a + 1 eigenstate

ofX 1X 5 and Z 1Z 5,and sim ilarly for the 2nd and 6th
bits| see(17).

V . A FA U LT -T O LER A N T T O O LB O X

W ewillnow sum m arizesom ebasicfault-tolerantoper-
ationsand m ethodsthatwillbeused in theconstructions
to be described.
W erestrictattention to CSS codesbased on a doubly-

even classicalcodethatiscontained by itsdual.Forsuch
codes the following fault tolerant operations are easily
available(see appendix):

X H

H

H

Z

, , ,,, .Z

Z

Z

S
r

2

S
r

3

S
r

1

1.O peratorsin thePauligroup,acting on any logical
qubitorgroup ofqubitsin a block.

2.BlockwiseH and CX and hence CZ.

3.S acting blockwise but such that di� erent logical
qubits m ay be acted on by di� erent powers ofS,
depending on the code(see lem m a 4 in appendix).

A . Transfer operation

G ottesm an [4]introduced the operation by which a
stateistransferred from onequbitto anotherby a single
CX gate and a m easurem ent, and its use in stabilizer
codesto m ovea singlequbitbetween blocks:

H

0 ZX+

Hba ψ ψ

ψ ψ

(5)

(5)showstwoversionsoftheoperation (referred toasex-
am plesof‘one-bitteleportation’in [19]). Since CX acts
asan identity operatorwhen eitherthe controlbitisin
j0iorthe targetin j+i,we can ensure the blockwise CX

doesnotdisturb otherqubitsin eitherthe source block
orthedestination block,by preparingstatesaccordingly.
Thenextsetofdiagram sintroducea shorthand notation
fortransferoperationsofthe � rsttype in (5),illustrat-
ing variouspossibilitiesforthestatepreparations.In the
� rstcase a qubitistransferred outofa fullblock with-
out disturbing the other bits in that block;in the last
case a qubitistransferred into a fullblock withoutdis-
turbing the other bits there;the m iddle exam ple is an
interm ediatecase:

+

0

+
0

+

+

+

+

0

00 0

, , .

(6)

Thebroken linefollowed by a zero isshorthand form ea-
surem ent in the j0i;j1i basis followed by X ifthe � 1
eigenvalue wasobtained,thusleaving the qubitin state
j0i.Therelevantpointisthatthisstatepreparation does
notneed a furtherrecovery,so ittakesplacein thesam e
tim e-step asthe restofthe transferoperation.
An illustrativesetofpossibletransferoperationsofthe

second type in (5)is:

+

0

+

0

0

0

0

0

+

, , .

(7)
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The verticalbar after the line break is shorthand for
preparation ofj+ i,thattakesplaceviathem easurem ent
in (5).

B . Teleportation

W e de� ne the following notation forteleportation:

H H

0

X Z ψ

ψ

ψ

H H

0

X Z ψ

ψ ψ ψ

ψ

,

(8)

Thisisused tom oveaqubitfrom oneblock toadi� erent
location in anotherblock:

X

0 =

H

Z

H

H

Z

H

+
0

+
0

+

y

z

xx

z

y

+

x

z

y

z

x

y

(9)

The initialBellstate preparation isdone by a single re-
covery asin (3),so thecom pletenetwork requires3 tim e
steps,theseareshown separated by dashed verticallines.
Thequbitism oved from thei’th position in thesource

block to the j’th position in the destination block. The
network construction is straightforward when both the
i’th and j’th qubits ofthe destination block are avail-
ableto beprepared in theBellstate,asin (9).Thenext
network shows how to accom plish teleportation from a
fullblock to another which has only one unused posi-
tion.Thisrequirestwo transfersto putthe Bellstatein
therightplace,and a naiveconstruction would require4
tim e steps. However,the second transfercan take place
sim ultaneously with the teleportation step:

0

y

z

x

v

w

y

v

w

X

0

=
H

Z

H

+

x

z

y

z

x

v

0 X

w

y

v

w

0

X

0

H H

Z

+
0

0

0

0

0

x

z

(10)

Thisnetworkhastheinterestingfeaturethatthetransfer
and teleportation in the � nalstep com m ute,and there-
fore are applied sim ultaneously. O ne way to ‘read’the
network isto arguethattheupperofthetwo sim ultane-
ousblockwiseCX gatescreatesa G HZ statej000i+ j111i
between the m iddle bits ofthe 1st two blocks and the
upper bit of the 3rd; this entangled triplet replaces
the entangled pair in the standard teleportation. X -
m easurem ents on two of these qubits are then needed
to disentanglethem from the one which isteleported.

V I. C O N T R O LLED -N O T

W e now turn to im plem enting CX between any single
pair ofqubits. W e treat the case where the qubits are
in the sam e block,which willillustrate allthe essential
ideas.

O ne m ethod isto use two teleportationsand a block-
wiseCX .A naiveconstruction would require3+ 1+ 3= 7
tim e-steps,butbychoosingtransferoperationsthatleave
statesready-prepared forthe subsequentstep,and com -
bining stepswherepossible,thisisreduced to 5:

+

0

+
0

x

z

y

z

x

y+x

+
0 0

(11)

The shaded area is the o� ine part,where,as discussed
in section IIA,we count the initialteleportation (from
‘m em ory’to ‘accum ulator’)asonline,and the � naltele-
portation (from ‘accum ulator’to ‘m em ory’)aso� ine.

The Bell-state m easurem ent that form s part of the
standard teleportation operation,see (8),beginswith a
CX gateinvolvingoneofthequbitsoftheentangled pair.
However,when using whole-block operationsitiseasier
to im plem enta group ofCX gatessuch thatboth qubits
ofthe entangled pair are operated on (either as target
orcontrolbits).W ethereforeconsiderthefollowing net-
work which teleports the second logicalqubit (initially
in state jyi

L
),where the initialblockwise CX is im ple-

m ented withoutinsisting thatthe � rstqubitisprepared
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in j0i
L
(itisin som egeneralstatejxi

L
instead):

x

y

x

y+x

H

Z

H

X

x

y

x

y+x

H

Z

H

XZ

(12)

Thisshowsthattheresultisa CX operation between the
� rst and second bits,with the second output bit tele-
ported into the second block.Equation (12)m ay be de-
rived by starting with the righthand side (which shows
a teleportfollowed by CX )and com m uting the � nalCX
backwards,asin [7,19]. To com plete the CX operation,
the target qubit can be teleported back to its original
block atthe end asin (10).Using sim ilarideasto those
in (11),the com plete network,including gathering the
qubitsinto oneblock atthe end,requires4 blocksand 3
tim e steps,ofwhich 1 isonline.
The conceptbehind equation (12)can be extended so

as to achieve networks ofC2 gates involving up to half
the qubits in a block in a single online step,as long as
thenetwork� nisheswith asetofCX gatesconnectingthe
non-teleported bitsto theteleported ones.Forexam ple:

z

y

x

w

z

y

y+w+z

H

Z

H

X

x

w

X Z

H

Z

H

X Z

Z

w+x

=

Zx

z

(13)
Theinitialpreparationstep isan exam pleofthecorollary
to theorem 1. This network is an exam ple ofa classof
networksdiscussed below in connection with theorem 2.
W hen x = z = 0,(13) is an exam ple ofthe general

m ethod introduced by G ottesm an and Chuang in [7].
If we introduce a further ancilliary block, the

G ottesm an-Chuang m ethod can achieve CX between bits
in thesam eblock whileteleportingthewholeblock,thus
keeping itsconstituentlogicalbitstogether:

z

y

x

H

Z

X

X

Z

H

Z

H

XZ

y+x

x

z

X

(14)

The o� ine state preparation shown in the dashed box
can be accom plished in three tim e steps,by m aking use

Network (11) (12) (14)

o� ine online o� .on.o� .on.

blocks 4 4 4 2 2 3

tim e steps 3 2 2 1 3 1

area 13 5 9 2 6 3

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofresourcesrequired by three networks

for
C
X between bitsin the sam e block.

ofthe following equivalences:

0

H

H

H

0

0

0

0

0

0

H

H

H

0

0

0

0

0

0 H H

+

+0

0

+
+

+

0

0

(15)

Thezerosjustafterthetransferoperation representstate
preparations that take place at the sam e tim e as the
transfer.They ensure the � nalblockwiseCX in (15)has
the correctentangling e� ect.
The resources required by the CX constructions of

equations(11),(12),(14)aresum m arized in table1.

A . D iscussion

For a code with k = 1 the gate we have discussed
would be trivial: a single transversal CX su� ces, fol-
lowed by a single recovery. It is noteworthy that the
m ore com plicated (but m ore space-e� cient) codes with
k > 1 can achieve the gate withoutany slow-down:the
online parts of(12) and (14) require only a single tim e
step.Sim ilarconstructionscan be found forotheroper-
atorsin the group C2,using the generalinsightofcom -
m uting gates backwards through teleportations [7,19].
The m ain contributionsofthe presentstudy are the ex-
tended useofrecoveryoperationsforpreparingentangled
states (avoiding the need for cat states),the m inim iza-
tion oftim e steps by carefulconstruction in (10),(11),
(15),and the possibility ofm ulti-qubit networks ofC2
gatesin a single online step,asillustrated by (13). W e
now generalizethe latterpoint.

T heorem 2. Any network of gates in
C2 (the Cli� ord group)can be applied fault-
tolerantly to any group oflogicalbits(in the
sam eordi� erentblocks)using a singleonline
tim e step.

Proof: The result is obtained from applying the
G ottesm an-Chuang m ethod illustrated in (14) not just
to single gates such as CX or H , but to networks of
gates. Suppose the bits involved in the network occupy
N blocks.Theyareallteleported usingN pairsofblocks.
Aslongasallthegatesin thenetworktobeim plem ented
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are in C2,they can allbe com m uted backwardsthrough
the Paulioperationsinvolved in the teleportationssuch
thatstillonly Paulioperationsare required to com plete
theteleportation.The� nalPaulioperationscan then be
applied allatonceim m ediately afterthe m easurem ents.
Diagram (13) illustrates a related result: som e net-

works ofC2 gates can be im plem ented am ong bits in a
singleblock using only a singleextra block.

V II. T O FFO LI G A T E

Following [7],we willuse the following type ofcon-
struction forthe To� oligate:

z

y

w

ZX

Z

Z

y+w x.

x

z

X

x

w

H

H

H

H

XZ

Z

X

(16)

This approach,ratherthan Shor’s originalnetwork (re-
latedtoone-bitteleportation,see[19])isadoptedbecause
it lends itselfbetter to blockwise operations. In (16) a
fourth qubit ofeach block is included in order to show
whathappenstotherestofthebitsthatarenotinvolved
in the gateitself.
In orderto keep the network asrapid aspossible,all

the m easurem entsshould take place together,and then
whichever ofthe further operations are needed (condi-
tionalon the m easurem entresults)should be applied as
soon as possible. This  exibility in tim ing ofthe � nal
operationsisnotshown in the diagram .
The dashed box is an o� ine preparation which we

willdiscuss below. O f the 8 m easurem ents in (16), 5
involve single-bit operators that can be applied (when
needed)in the sam e tim e step asthe blockwise CX and
them easurem entsthem selves.Theotherthreeinvolve2-
bitgates.Using the m ethodsofeither(12)or(14)each
such gate needs only a single online tim e step,as long
as su� cient spare blocks are available for o� ine prepa-
rationsand/orteleportations. However,they cannotall
takeplacesim ultaneously ifweretain thecondition that
only one two-block gate involving any given block isal-
lowed per recovery,to prevent avalanchesoferrors. O f
the 8 equiprobablem easurem entoutcom esofthisgroup
of3 m easurem ents,onerequiresno action,three require
a single tim e-step, three require 2 tim e-steps and one
requires3. The averagenum berofonline tim e stepsre-
quired by the com pletenetwork istherefore13=8’ 1:6.

M 1 = X
1
X

5 C
X

67
Q 1 = Z

1

M 2 = X
2
X

6 C
X

57
Q 2 = Z

2

M 3 = X
3
X

7
Q 3 = Z

3

M 4 = X
4
X

8
Q 4 = Z

4

M 5 = Z
1
Z
5

Q 5 = X
1

M 6 = Z
2
Z
6

Q 6 = X
2

M 7 = Z
3
Z
7 C
Z
56

Q 7 = X
3

M 8 = Z
4
Z
8

Q 8 = X
4

TABLE II:StabilizeroperatorsM i forthe inputstate in the

To� oligatenetwork,with theirassociated anticom m utingop-

eratorsQ i.

Let j�i
L
be the state we need to prepare,as de� ned

by the dashed box in (16).The stabilizerofj�i
L
isgen-

erated by the operators listed in table 2. Five ofthese
operatorsare in the Pauligroup C1,three are notin C1
butarein theCli� ord group C2.Fault-tolerantm easure-
m entofthe5 Pauligroup operatorscan bedonethrough
a recovery as in section IV A. Fault-tolerant m easure-
m ent ofthe 3 Cli� ord group operators can be done by
Shor’scatstate m ethod [1]. Shordescribed the m ethod
asapplied to certain [[n;1;d]]CSS codes,we generalize
it in the appendix to [[n;k;d]]codes ofthe type under
discussion (lem m a 5).
W e would like to m inim ise the need to prepare cat

states. Recalling the discussion in section IV B,we can
factorize the stabilizer operatorsin any convenientway
and preparea + 1 eigenstateofthecom ponentoperators
N r;j. By this m eans it is possible to avoid the need to
m easure any two outofM 1,M 2 and M 7. Forexam ple,
the discussion atthe end ofsection IV B showed how to
avoid the need to m easure M 1 and M 2. The com plete
state preparation indicated by the dashed box in (16)is
then obtained with

H

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

+

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

+

+

+
+

+

=+

Z

Z

Z

Z

Z

X

Z

Hcat

Z

Z

Z

X

+

0

0

0
X

0

0

(17)

wherethediagram on therightexplainsthelogicale� ect
ofthe fault-tolerantdiagram on the left. Bitnum ber 6
hasbeen leftin aseparateblocksothatiftheCZ 56 gatein
(16)isneeded then itcan be im plem ented im m ediately.
Tom inim isethenum berofonlinetim estepsbit7should
also be positioned in a separateblock.Thiscan bedone
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usingthesam eBell-statepreparationfollowedbytransfer
as is indicated in (17) for bits 2 and 6. The diagram
shows an alternative approach that uses fewer blocks.
Bit6 (and 7 ifnecessary)can be repositioned back into
thesam eblock as5 and 8 by teleportationsaftertheend
of(16).

A . D iscussion

Thenetwork fortheTo� oligatebetween bitswithin a
block involvesatleast5 blocks(one ofwhich isused for
the catstate) and 1 cat-state-based m easurem ent. The
average num berofonline tim e stepsis13=8 ifa further
block isused,and slightly m orethan thisotherwise.The
m ain resultisthatthenum berofonlinetim estepsisin-
dependentofk,and in particularisthesam efor[[n;k;d]]
codeswith k > 1 asfork = 1.Sim ilarm ethodsapply to
othergatesin the classC3.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have considered fault-tolerant networks for logic
operationson bits encoded in CSS codes,concentrating
on codes based on a doubly-even classicalcode that is
contained by itsdual(som eofthem ethodsarem oregen-
eral).W ehaveshown how toextend theuseoftherecov-
ery operation to allow preparation ofan interesting class
oflogicalstates(theorem 1and itscorollary).Theim ple-
m entation ofcertain networksin asingleonlinetim estep
(theorem 2)isim plicitin the G ottesm an-Chuang work;
wehaveshown thattheo� inestatepreparation forsuch
networks can be accom plished e� ciently using theorem
1.

W e have presented optim ized constructions offault-
tolerantnetworksforallthe m em bersofa universalset
of operations. The optim ization is prim arily to m in-
im ise on-line tim e steps, where one ‘tim e step’ is de-
� ned to includea singlerecovery ofthewholecom puter.
Theconstructionsshow thatfault-tolerantoperationsfor
[[n;k > 1;d]]codesrequirethesam enum beroftim esteps
asthosefor[[n;1;d]]codes.Itfollowsthatthetotalnum -
ber ofrecoveriesneeded to im plem ent a com plete algo-
rithm isthe sam ewhen k > 1 aswhen k = 1.The num -
berofindividualblock recoveriesissm allerwhen k > 1
because then there are fewerblocks,assum ing the com -
puterhasm orem em ory blocksthan workspace.

W e would like to thank D.Lewis and S.O ’K eefe for
contributionsto thedevelopm entofthenetwork designs.
This work was supported by the EPSRC,the Research
Training and Developm ent and Hum an PotentialPro-
gram s of the European Union, the National Security
Agency(NSA)and Advanced Researchand Developm ent
Activity (ARDA)(P-43513-PH-Q CO -02107-1).

IX . A P P EN D IX :B A SIC O P ER A T IO N S FO R

C SS C O D ES

W e describe the fault-tolerant im plem entation ofthe
basicgatesassum edin them ain text.Som eoftheresults,
such as lem m as 2 and 3 were obtained by G ottesm an
using stabilizerm ethods. W e derive them by a di� erent
m ethod and add furtherinform ation.
Considerthe e� ectofsom e operation (produced by a

networkofquantum gatesorm easurem ents)on thephys-
icalqubitsofone orm ore encoded blocks.W e de� ne an
operationtobe‘legitim ate’ifitm apstheencoded Hilbert
spaceontoitself.Transversalapplication ofatwo-bitop-
eratorisde� ned to m ean theoperatorisapplied onceto
each pair ofcorresponding physicalbits in two blocks,
and sim ilarly for transversalthree-bitoperationsacross
threeblocks.Legitim atetransversaloperationsarefault
tolerant.
Typically a legitim atetransversaloperation willresult

in ablockwiseoperation (de� ned in sectionII,c.f.lem m a
2),butthisneed notalwaysbe the case.
The tilde as in ~U is used to denote the operation U

applied to thephysicalqubits.O peratorswithouta tilde
areunderstood to acton thelogical,i.e.encoded qubits.
ThusL hujU jvi

L
= huj~U jvi.

The CSS quantum codes are those whose stabilizer
generatorsseparateintoX and Z parts[18,20,21,22,23,
24].W erestrictattention tothesecodes,ratherthan any
stabilizercode,becausethey perm ita largersetofeasy-
to-im plem entfaulttolerantoperations,and theircoding
ratek=n can becloseto thatofthebeststabilizercodes.
The CSS codeshave the property thatthe zeroth quan-
tum codeword can be written asan equalsuperposition
ofthe wordsofa linearclassicalcode C0,

j0i
L
=

X

x2C 0

jxi; (18)

where jxi is a productstate,x is a binary word (1� n

row vector),and the other codewords are form ed from
cosetsofC0.LetD be the k � n binary m atrix ofcoset
leaders,then the com plete setofencoded basisstatesis
given by

jui
L
=

X

x2C 0

jx + uD i; (19)

whereu isa k-bitbinary word (1� k row vector).
Considera CSS codeasde� ned in eq.(19).Then one

possiblechoiceforthe encoded X and Z operatorsis

X u = ~X uD (20)

Zu = ~ZuD (D T D )� 1: (21)

Equation (20) follows im m ediately from the code con-
struction (19). Eq. (21) m ay be obtained as follows.
Since we are dealing with row vectors,the scalarprod-
uct is x � y = xyT . Now, consider y 2 C ?

0 : then
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~Zyjx + uD i= (� 1)y� uDjx + uD iand hence

~Zy juiL = (� 1)y� uDjui
L

(22)

butZv juiL = (� 1)v� ujui
L

(23)

so weneed to solvev� u = y� (uD )fory:

vu
T = yD

T
u
T

8u (24)

) v = yD
T (25)

) y = vD (D T
D )� 1 (26)

where we assum e the inverse ofthe square m atrix D T D

exists. W e willm ostly be concerned with cases where
D T D isan identity m atrix.To check forconsistency,we
should con� rm thaty 2 C?0 aswasassum ed| the proof
ofthisisom itted here,butitisobviousforthecaseofa
weakly self-dualcodewith D T D = I.
Note that , when operating on codewords, ~X x+ y is

equivalent to ~X x for ally 2 C0,so each X operator is
a m em ber ofa group of2� equivalent operators,where
� = (n� k)=2isthesizeofC0.Anotherwayofseeingthis
isto note thatsince C0 � C ?

0 , ~X y2C 0
isin the quantum

code stabilizer.Sim ilarstatem entsapply to the Z oper-
ators. The com plete set of22n Pauli ~X or ~Z operators
on n bitsisthusdivided up as

2(n� k)=2 X -stabilizerm em bers

2(n� k)=2 Z-stabilizerm em bers

2k X operators

2k Z operators

2(n� k)=2 detectable X errors

2(n� k)=2 detectable Z errors

Lem m a 1.For[[n;1;d]]codeswhereallwordsin j0i
L

haveweightr0 m od w,and allwordsin j1iL haveweight
r1 m od w,transversalapplication ofthefollowing arele-
gitim ate: ~P (2�=w),C ~P (4�=w),C C~P (8�=w),and achieve
respectively P (2r�=w),CP (4r�=w),C CP (8r�=w),where
r= r1 � r0.
Lem m a1applied tocodeswith w = 8orm oreprovides

a quickerway to generatetheTo� oligateT and itspart-
nersCS and P (�=4)than hasbeen previously discovered.
The concept generalizes to ccc~P (16�=w) and so on,but
thecodesforwhich thisisuseful(i.e.havingw � 16)are
either ine� cient ortoo unwieldy to produce good error
thresholds.
Proof: forclarity we willtake r0 = 0 and r1 = r,the

proofis easily extended to generalr0. The argum ent
for C~P(4�=w)wasgiven in [12],butwe shallneed itfor
C C~P (8�=w),sowerepeatithere.ConsiderC~P (4�=w)ap-
plied to a tensorproductoftwo codewords. Letx;y be
binary words appearing in the expressions for the two
codewords, and let a be the overlap (num ber of posi-
tions sharing a 1) between x and y. Let jxjdenote the
weight of a word x. Then 2a = jxj+ jyj� jx + yj.
Therearethreecasesto consider.Firstifx;y 2 C0 then
jxj= 0 m od w; jyj= 0 m od w and jx + yj= 0 m od w

so 2a = 0 m od w from which a = 0 m od w=2.Therefore
the m ultiplying factorintroduced by the transversalop-
eration is 1. Ifx 2 C0 and y 2 C1 then x + y 2 C1 so
jxj= 0 m od w;jyj= jx+ yj= r m od w so2a = 0 m od w
again. Ifx;y 2 C1 then x + y 2 C0 so a = r m od w=2
and the m ultiplying factor is exp(ir4�=w). The result-
ing operation in the logical Hilbert space is therefore
CP (4r�=w).

NextconsiderC C~P (8�=w)applied to a tensorproduct
ofthree codewords. Let x;y;z be words appearing in
thethreecodeword expressions,and a;b;cbetheoverlap
between x and y,y and z,and z and x,respectively.Let
d be the com m on overlap ofx;y and z,so

jx + y+ zj= jxj+ jyj+ jzj� 2a� 2b� 2c+ 4d: (27)

There are four cases to consider. Ifx;y;z 2 C0 then
d = 0 m od w=4. Ifx;y 2 C0;z 2 C1 then jx + y+ zj=
jzj,2a = 2b = 2c = 0 m od w from the argum ent just
given,therefore d = 0 m od w=4. Ifx 2 C0,y;z 2 C1

then x + y + z 2 C0,2a = 2c = 0 m od w while 2b =
2r m od w = jyj+ jzjso again d = 0 m od w=4.Ifx;y;z 2
C1 then x + y + z 2 C1,2a = 2b = 2c = 2r m od w,
therefore d = r m od w=4. The overalle� ect is that of
the operation C CP (8r�=w). Q ED

Lem m a 2. TransversalC ~X is legitim ate for allCSS
codes,and actsasblockwise CX .
Proof:transversalC ~X actsasfollows:

C ~X trjuiL jviL =
X

x2C 0

X

y2C 0

jx + uD ijy+ vD + x + uD i

=
X

x2C 0

X

y2C 0

jx + uD ijy+ (u + v)D i

= jui
L
ju + vi

L
: (28)

This is CX from each logicalqubit in the � rst block to
the corresponding one in the second. Q ED
Lem m a 3. Transversal ~H and C ~Z are legitim ate for

any [[n;2kc � n;d]]CSS code obtained from a [n;kc;d]
classicalcodethatcontainsitsdual,giving the e� ects

~H trjuiL =
2
k
� 1

X

v= 0

(� 1)uD D
T
v
T

jvi
L
; (29)

C ~ZtrjuiL jviL = (� 1)uD D
T
v
T

jui
L
jvi

L
: (30)

Equation (29)isa blockwiseH when D D T = I,and is
a closely related transform ation when D D T 6= I. Equa-
tion (30)isa blockwiseCZ when D D T = I,and a related
transform ation otherwise.
Proof:transversal ~H actsasfollowson jui

L
:

~H tr

X

x2C 0

jx + uD i =
X

y2C ?

0

(� 1)uD y
T

jyi: (31)
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IfC ?
0 containsitsdualC0,asrequired forlem m a 3,then

D and C0 togethergenerateC ?
0 ,so thiscan be written

~H trjuiL =
2
k
� 1

X

v= 0

X

x2C 0

(� 1)uD D
T
v
T

jx + vD i

=
2
k
� 1

X

v= 0

(� 1)uD D
T
v
T

jvi
L

(32)

whereto sim plify thepowerof(� 1)in the� rstequation
weused thefactthatC0 isgenerated by theparity check
m atrix ofC ?

0 ,so uD satis� esthe parity check x 2 C0.
Equation (30)isproved straightforwardly by expand-

ing jui
L
and jvi

L
asin (19),and then using (x+ uD )(y+

vD )T = uD D T vT m od 2 for allthe term s in the sum
when C0 � C ?

0 .
Lem m a 4. Let C be a [n;kc;d]classicalcode that

containsitsdual,and forwhich the weightsofthe rows
ofthe parity check m atrix are allintegerm ultiplesof4.
Then transversal ~S is legitim ate for the [[n;2kc � n;d]]
CSS codeobtained from C ,and hasthe e� ect

~StrjuiL = i
juD j

jui
L
: (33)

The case D D T = I,which leadsto a sim ple e� ectfor
transversal ~H ,also sim pli� estransversal~S.IfD D T = I

then every row ofD hasodd overlap with itself(i.e.odd
weight)and even overlap with allthe otherrows.Using
an argum ent along sim ilar lines to that in the proofof
lem m a 1,we deduce that the e� ect is the Sr operator
applied to every logicalqubitin theblock,whereristhe
weightofthe relevantrow ofD .
Proof:W e willprovelem m a 4 by showing thatallthe

quantum codewordshavejx+ uD j= juD jm od 4,so the

weightsm odulo 4 ofthe com ponents in (19)depend on
u butnoton x.Thee� ectoftransversal~S willtherefore
be to m ultiply jui

L
by the phasefactorijuD j.

Thezeroth codeword iscom posed from thecodeC0 =
C ? generated by H C ,the parity check m atrix ofC .Let
y and z be two rows ofH C ,then the conditions ofthe
lem m a guaranteejyj= 0 m od 4 and jzj= 0 m od 4.Fur-
therm ore,sinceC containsitsdual,each row ofH C sat-
is� esallthe checksin HC ,so y and z haveeven overlap
2m . Therefore jy + zj= 4m m od 4 = 0 m od 4,there-
fore jxj= 0 m od 4 for allwordsin j0i

L
. Next consider

a coset,form ed by displacing C0 by the vectorw = uD .
Since this cosetisin C italso satis� esallthe checksin
H C ,therefore its m em bers have even overlap with any
x 2 C0.Hence ifjwj= r m od 4 then jx + wj= r m od 4
for allthe term s in the coset,which provesthe lem m a.
Q ED

Lem m a 5. For CSS codes in which transversalC ~Z
islegitim ate,transversalC C~Z islegitim ate when operat-
ing on two controlblocks in the logicalHilbert space,
and a target block in the space spanned by j0
 ni,
j1
 ni. If transversal C ~Z has the e� ect jui

L
jvi

L
!

(� 1)uv
T

jui
L
jvi

L
, then transversal C C~Z has the e� ect

jui
L
jvi

L
ja
 ni ! (� 1)a(uv

T
)jui

L
jvi

L
ja
 ni,where a =

0 or1.

Proof: Considereq. (30)and expand jui
L
jvi

L
into a

sum of2n-bitproductstatesjxijyi.The transversalC ~Z
operatorcan only havethee� ect(30)ifthe overlap ofx
and y isthe sam e,m odulo 2,forevery term in the sum .
Therefore the transversalC C~Z operator as described in
lem m a 5 producesthe sam e num berof ~Z operationson
thecatstate,m odulo2,foreveryterm in thecorrespond-
ing expansion,and the e� ectisasdescribed. Q ED
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