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Fault-tolerant logical operations for qubits encoded by CSS codes are discussed, w ith em phasis
on m ethods that apply to codes of high rate, encoding k qubits per block wih k > 1. It is shown
that the logical qubits within a given block can be prepared by a single recovery operation in any
state w hose stabilizer generator separates into X and Z parts. O ptin ized m ethods to m ove logical
qubits around and to achieve controllednot and To oli gates are discussed. It is found that the
num ber of tim e-steps required to com plete a fault-tolerant quantum com putation is the sam e when

k> laswhen k= 1.

I. NTRODUCTION

Faul tolerant quantum com putation is quantum com —
putation ofhigh delity carried out w ith physical qubits
and operations that are noisy and In perfect. ¥Faul tol-
erance’ covers a variety of conoepts, but there are three
m aln ones: (generalized) geom etric or adiabatic phases,
com posite pulses, and quantum error correction QEC).
T his paper is concemed purely w ith the latter.

The main deas for Aulttolerant universal quantum
com putation on encoded states were introduced by Shor
[1]. Two aspects have to be considered: the error cor-
rection or recovery process, which uses a noisy quantum
network, and the im plem entation of quantum gates to
evolve the logical state of the m achine. This paper is
concemed purely w ith the latter task, but we will study
m ethods in which the two aspects are to som e extent
m erged.

T he present work builds on a serdes of ideas that were
established as ollow s. Shor’s sem inalwork [I] discussed
CSS codes encoding a single qubit per block. It estab—
lished such central concepts as the use of ancilliary en—
tangled states that are partially veri ed, repetition of
syndrom e m easurem ents, and a discrete universal set of
logical operations. D &V incenzo and Shor U] generalised
the fAault—tolrant syndrom em easurem ent protocolto any
stabilizer code, and Steane [{] discovered the more e -
cient technique of using prepared logical zero states to
extract syndrom es, which w illbe adopted in this paper.

Gottesman 4] discovered faulttolerant universal
m ethods that can be applied to all stabilizer codes. T he
m ain new ingredient is to use m easurem ents of cbserv-
ables In the Pauli group, combined w ith preparation of
tat’ states, to achieve desired operations. Teleportation
In particular is used to extract an ndividual logicalbit
from oneblock and place it In another. Steane [B] showed
that the m easuram ents of Pauli observables required in
G ottean an’sm ethods can be absorbed into the syndrom e
m easuram ent, so that they are achieved at close to zero
cost.

T he in portant concept of telporting a gate’ or tele—
porting qubits through’a gate w as introduced by N ielsen
and Chuang [@] and applied to fault-tolerant gate con—

structions by G ottesm an and Chuang [1].

In this paper we study m ethods for quantum codes
encoding m ore than one qubit per block. W e introduce
extensions and generalisations of the ideas jast listed,
and identify networks requiring the least com putation
resources to perform a given operation. O ne interesting
resul is that the num ber of tin e steps required to com -
pkte a bgicalalgorithm isthe same fork = landk > 1,
w here k is the num ber of Iogicalqubisperblock. T his is
because them ethods allow m uch ofthe required process—
ing to takeplace \o -line", w ithout interrupting the evo—
lution ofthe com puter. The \o -lihe" operations nvolve
the preparation of ancilliary qubits in speci c states, and
the transfer of logical qubits to otherw ise em pty blocks
by teleportation.

T he paper is organised as ©llow s. Section [ introduces
term inology and notation. Section lists som e ways to
achieve a universal set of ault-tolerant operations. Sec—
tion [l then presentsour rstm ain result (theorem 1 and
its corollary). This is an extension of a theorem in [E],
it show s that C SS-encoded qubits can be fault-tolerantly
prepared in a usefiil class of states by use of a single re—
covery operation. W e also discuss how to sin plify som e
m ore general statepreparations by decom posing stabi-
lizer operators into sim pler com ponents.

Section [7] gives a set ofbasic operations orC SS codes.
The mahn aim is to discuss the transfer and teleporta-
tion operationswhose use for m anjpulating bits encoded
by stabilizer codes w as proposed by Gottesm an [£]. W e
list the constructions and present the m ost e cient in —
plem entation of teleportation between blocks. W e use
theorem 1 to avoid the need to prepare tat’ states for
preparing and m easuring states, lncliding states in the
Bellbasis of encoded qubits.

Sections V1 and 11 discuss in plem entation of the
controlled-not and To oli gates respectively, between
qubits encoded in the sam e block.

II. TERM INOLOGY AND NOTATION

T he follow Ing notation will be adopted. The single—
qubit operatorsX , Y and Z are the Pauli operators y,
y and ., respectively, (it will be convenient to de ne


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0311014v3

Y so that it is Hemn itian, not real as is som etin es cho—
sen n QEC discussions). W euse H for the singlequbi
Hadam ard operation and S for the rotation about the z
axis through =2 (ohase shift of liby 1). Thus S? = 2

and # SH )? = X . The general phase shift of ii by
exp(l ) wilbewritten P ( ),s0S =P ( =2),Z =P (),
etc.
A controlled U operation isw ritten U , so for exam ple
X iscontrollednot,and T ©°X isthe To oligate.

The logic gate hierarchy introduced in [1] is de ned

recursively by

Cj fu jU C.U Y Cj 197 (l)
where C; isthePauligroup (the set oftensor products of
P aulioperators, including the identity I and iT). Each C;
contains Cy 1. P ( =2%) 2 Cy; 1 nCy where n denotes the
set di erence. The Cli ord group is € in the heirarchy
[). By thede nition ofG, this group is the nom alizer
of the Pauligroup. Tt is generated by fH ;SFX g [1,18].

A 11 operators are understood to act on the logical, ie.
encoded qubits (operationson the physicalqubitsare dis—
cussed in the appendix). A blockw ise operation isde ned
to be one such that the relevant operator acts on each of
the logicalqubits in a given block, or each corresponding
pairin two blocks in the case of2-qubit operators (block—
w ise action of 3— or m ore-bit operators w ill not arise in
the discussion).

W e de ne an operation to be faul tolerant’ if it does
not cause errors in one physical qubi to propagate to
two orm ore qubits in any one block. T he faul tolerance
of the operations used in the netw orks to be discussed is
proved in the appendix.

A Dblock of n physical qubits stores k logical qubits.
Thenotation M ,whereu isan k-bibinary word, m eans
a tensor product of singlequbi M operators acting on
those logicalqubits identi ed by the 1sin u (for exam ple
X191 = X I X ). The ktters u;v;w;x;y;z when
used as a subscript or inside a ket symbol (@s in Xi )
always refer to binary words. W hen we w ish to treat a
list of operators such as fM ;; i= 1 :::kg then the ltters
i; J;r;p are used as subscripts.

The notation X' X i orZt Z, i, where iis
a num ber running from 1 to k, m eans a single operator
applied to the ith logicalbit in a block. For exam ple
X2 X100 ork = 5;N B.no powers (greater than 1)
of P auli operators appear anyw here in this paper.

A . Com putational resources

M ost of the com putational resources of the physical
com puter are dedicated to the Q EC networks. The com -
plete network to recover ( error-correct) a single block
involres nd? physical gates [@], where d is the m ini-
mum distance ofthe code, w hereas the operations acting
In between recoverdes of a given block typically only in—
volve n physical operators (one for each physicalbi in
the block). To assess the resources of the netw orks to be

describbed we w ill therefore prim arily count blocks and
recoveries.

W henever a single block is recovered, all are, because
the duration of the recovery network is assum ed to be
long enough that even Yesting’ blocks accum ulate signif-
icant m em ory errors. W e allow at m ost one set of gates
connecting di erent blocks between sucoessive recover—
jes, to prevent avalanches of errors. However, we allow
com binations of tw In— and sihgleblock operations, such
as X Pllowed by H , w ithout requiring a fiirther recov—
ery. W ede ne one tin e step’ to be the intervalbetween
the com pletion ofone recovery, and the com pletion ofthe
next. The area’ ofa network isde ned to be the product
(num ber of blocks) (num ber of tim e steps) .

M easurem ent of logicalbits, and preparation of logical
bits in required states, is absorbed as much as possble
into the recovery operations as described in section [IV].

M ost ofthe operationson the com puterare eitherm ea-
surem ents absorbed Into recoveries or a physicalgate ap—
plied once to each bi in a block or pair of blocks (so—
called transversal application of a gate). W e w ill treat
In this paper the case where the QEC encoding isa CSS
code based on a doubly even classical code, such that
faulttolerant Cli ord group gates are relatively straight—
Hrward (see section[7]) but them embers ofC; (iIncluding
the To oligate and®S; P ( =4)) are not. To in plem ent
the latter, we adopt Shor’s m ethod of preparing a block
ofn physicalbits in the tat’ state P "it+ L "iand using
it to measure Cli ord group observables such as block-
wise °X on encoded bits. Thism ethod is ul—tokrant,
but it is an undesirable elem ent because the noise associ-
ated w ith preparing the cat states and connecting them
to the data qubits is larger than that ofa sihgle transver—
salgate. Therefore we willain to keep the use of such
cat statesto am Inmum .

W e distinguish between b mne’ and bnline’ parts of
the netw orks to be discussed. The bnline’ parts are so
called because they involre operationson the logicaldata
qubits ofthe com puter, and therefore can only take place
at the correct m om ent In the algorithm being com puted.
The b Ine’ parts are state preparations which can take
place at any tim e prior to when they are needed, and
operations to m ove passive qubis (ie. those not in-—
m ediately nvolved In a logical gate) around in order to
conservem em ory blocks. Theo inepartscan proceed in
parallelw ith other operations of the com puter as long as
there are su cient spare blocks available, but the com —
puter’s algorithm cannot be evolved further while the
online part of a given step is com pleted, because the al-
gorithm (in all but rare Instances) requires the logical
operations to take place sequentially. This m eans that
w hen considering the com putation resources required for
a given netw ork, the m ost im portant cost m easure is the
duration of the online part.

In the m ethods to be discussed, it often happens that
data qubisarem oved from oneblock to another in order
to m ake i possble to apply logical operations to them .
At any given m om ent, m ost blocks in the com puter act



asmem ory, and a few act asan accum ulator’ where the
logical operations take place. The m ovem ent ofm em ory
qubits too and from the accum ulator is interm ediate be-
tween b ine’ and bnline’. For, suppose a data bi has
been m oved to an accum ulator block and a logical op—
eration has jist been applied to i. In order to free the
accum ulator for further use, the bit m ust be m oved out
again. If this bit were required in the next logical oper—
ation, however, then i is usually possble to apply the
logical operation straight away, and m ove it afterw ards.
Ifthe bi were not required, then the operation tom ove i
back into m em ory could proceed 0 Ine, as long as there
is another accum ulator block available to allow the next
logical gate to proceed at the sam e tine. Therefore we
w il count each operation to m ove qubits from m em ory
to accum ulator as online, and operations to m ove them
back tomem ory aso ine.

ITII. UNIVERSAL SETS

In this section we w ill consider universal sets of quan—
tum gates for which faulttolerant constructions have
been put forward.

Foroperationson bare qubits, them ost com m only con—
sidered universal set of quantum gates is fU ( ; )X g
where U ( ; ) is a rotation of a single qubit through
about an axis n the x vy plane speci ed by . How-—
ever, this is not a usefil set to consider for the purpose
of nding Aault~tolrant gateson encoded qubits, because
U ( ; ) isnotreadily am enable to ault-tolerantm ethods.

Severaldi erent proposals for faulttolerant universal
sets have been put forward. A1l nvolve the C1i ord
group. The C1i ord group is not su cient for univer—
sal quantum com putation, nor even for usefiil quantum
com putation, since it can be shown that a quantum com -
puter using only operations from the Cli ord group can
be e ciently simulated on a classical com puter [Ld, [11/].
To com plete the set a further operator m ust be added,
and it can be shown [I,11] that an operator In C3 nC,
su  ces.

1. Shor [] proposed adding the To oli gate, m ak—
ing the universalset fH ;SFX ;Tg (OrfR;SFX ;Tg
which isequivalent sihceR = H S?). O bviously, °X
can be obtained from T, but this does not reduce
the set since Shor’s m ethod to obtain T assum es
that ®X is already available.

2. fH ;SFX F£Sgwas considered for exam pl by K nil],
La amme and Zurek |[I2]. This is sim ilar to (1)
because °S and X su ce to produce ¢z, which
with H makes®“X = T.

3. The sam e authors [14] also considered £SFX FSg
togetherw ih the ability to prepare the encoded (or
Togical) stateg i, P + )= 2,3 &

(Pi, Ji )= 2. This can be shown to be su -

cient since preparation of j i togetherw ith S and
X can produce H , and the rest Pllowsasin 2).

4.fH ;S;%X ;P ( =4)g is the Standard set’ discussed
by N ielsen and Chuang [11].

5.Knill et al. ] proposed fH ;SFX g combined
wih preparation of j =8i, = cos( =8) i +
sin ( =8) jli; . T he latter isprepared by m aking use
of the fact that it is an eigenstate of H , and once
prepared is used to obtain a “H operation, from
which the To oligate can be obtained.

6. G ottesn an 4] showed that °X , com bined w ith the
ability tom easure X ;Y and Z , issu cient to pro—
duce any operation in C, . The universalset is com —
pleted by an operation n C3nC; such as T .

7.S8hi[13] proved that fH ;T g is universal; som e fur-
ther insights are given by A haronov [14].

M any ofthese m ethods are sum m arized and explained
In [11], where the proofofuniversality and the e ciency
of approxin ating a continuous set w ith a discrete one
(SolovayK itaev theorem ) is also discussed.

(1) is a useful starting point and we willuse it in this
paper, but generalized to [h;k;d]] codes storing m ore
than one qubit per block. Sin ilar m ethods apply to )
and (4). A generalization ofthe iddeasofK nillet al. used
for (2) is given In the appendix; however, the codes for
which it works tum out to be non-optin al. (5) willnot
be adopted because it is slow , requiring 12 preparations
of j =8i for every To oligate, and the preparation is
tself non-trivial. (6) is In portant because m easurem ent
ofX ,Y and Z can be perform ed fault+tolerantly for any
stabilizer code, not just [[h;1;d]] codes. G ottesm an also
proposed the use ofm easurem ents and wholeblock oper—
ations to swap logical qubits between and w ithin blocks.
(7) isanice resul, but the known faul-tolerant construc—
tions for T assum e that fault-tolerant versions of other
gates such as °X are already available, so this h inin al’
set has not so far been used to generate fault-tolerant
universal com putation.

T he G ottean an m ethods rely heavily on m easurem ent,
w hich m ight be thought to be disadvantageous. In fact,
since the m easurem ents can be absorbed into the recov—
eries (see section [¥] and []) they are available at no
cost and therefore are advantageous. In any case all the
m ethods Involve m easurem ent and/or state preparation
to mplem ent the To olior an equivalent gate. Since any
usefill quantum com putation m ust m ake signi cant use
of gates outside the Cli ord group (otherw ise it could
be e ciently sinulated classically), the m ethods are all
roughly equivalent in this regard. Forexam ple, the speed
of Shor's algorithm to factorize integers is lim ited by the
To oli gates required to evaluate m odular exponentials
1,4, 141.



IVv. MEASUREMENT OF LOGICAL PAULTI
OBSERVABLES

Theorem 1. ForanyCSS code, m easure—
ment ofa set M of logical observables in the
Pauli group can be perform ed at alm ost no
cost by m erging it w ith a single recovery op—
eration, as long as the set has the follow ing
properties: everyM 2 M isofthe form either
Xy orY¥, orz, (le. a product of one type
of P auli operator), and not all three types of
operator appear in the set.

Theoram 1 wasput Prward n [B] for the case ofm ea—
suring a single observable ofthe form X ,,Yy, orZ, . The
m ethod istopreparean ancilla in p,i= Pi + Jui , then
operate blockw ise ®X or Y or®Z from ancilla to data,
then m easure the ancilla In the £3# i;j ig basis. The
m easurem ent outcom es pem it both an error syndrom e
and the elgenvalue of the relevant observable to be de-
duced. The ancilla preparation is done faul-tolerantly.
O ne fault-tolerantm ethod isto produce an in perfect ver—
sion of the desired state p,i by any means, and then
to m easure all those observables in the stabilizer of 1
that consist of only Z operators; the prepared state is
reected if any of these verifying m easurem ents yield the
w rong elgenvalue (-1), and in such cases a further prepa—
ration attem pt is nitiated. Any prepared ancilla state
that passes the veri cation does not have correlated X
errors In it [L7], so can safely act as the controlbits in a
blockw ise controlled gate w ith the data. Z errors in the
ancilla preparation (W hether correlated ornot) cause the
w rong syndrom e and/or w rong eigenvalue of the observ—
able being m easured on the data to be deduced. This
is guarded against by repetition and taking a m a priy
vote. This vote corrects the e ects of Z errors in the
ancilla preparation; it explains why it was not necessary
to m easure the X -type stabilizer cbservables in the veri-

cation step. The whol procedure is aut—tolerant ifthe
noise is uncorrelated and stochastic. It ise cilent if the
Initial preparation attem pt has a non-negligble proba-
bility of success (ie. of producing fyi with no X ;Y or
Z errors).

In the m ethod just outlined, only a subset of the ob—
servables In the stabilizer of B, 1 wasm easured in order
to verify the ancilla. O therm ethods are possible. Forex—
am ple a m easurem ent of the com plete set of observables,
com bined w ith rotations conditionalon the outcom es, is
one way to prepare j,i. Further copies could be pro-
duced and then com pared by controlled—not.

To generalize to the com plte result presented in the
theorem , consider 1rsta set ofobservablesofa single type
fM ygwhereM iseitherX orY orZ . A measurement
ofany pairM ;M , is equivalent, both in the eigenvalue
Infom ation obtained, and In the state pro fction which
results, to m easuring allm em bers of the closed Abelian
group fI;M ;M ;M M, = M y1y9g. Sin ilarly, m easur-
Ing the whole set is equivalent to m easuring an A belian

group, and the corresponding binary vectors fug form a
linear vector space. T he ancilla is prepared In

X

afug JJJL (2)

u

and the rest of the m ethod proceeds as before.

W hen the set M to bem easured containsm em bers of
two di erent types, the m em bers of each type are m ea—
sured during each part of the syndrom e extraction. that
is, the syndrom e extraction proceeds in two parts forC SS
codes. These are nom ally envisaged to collect X -error
and then Z -error syndrom es, but we are free to choose
any one out ofthe three pairs fX ;Z2 g, fX ;Y g, f¥;Z g to
get the com plete syndrom e inform ation. E ach isobtained
by operating the relevant type of controlled gate from an-
cilla to data, so we can sin ultaneously m easure the sam e
com binations of cbservable types. W e cannot m easure
single observables of m ixed type because we only have
blockw ise controlled-gates of un-m ixed type available.

A . Logical state preparation

N ext we address preparation of logical states. In order
to introduce notation, let us list the sin plest m easure—
m ents that theorem 1 pem is, nam ely m easurem ent of
X ,Z orY on any sihgl qubi In a block. These are
Indicated thus:

E ach group of lines in such a diagram representsthe logi-
calqubitsofa given block | by show Ingm ore than onewe
Indicate that the operation can act on a single bit w ithin
the block. The dotted box indicates that the group of
operations take place In a single step.

Now , the m easurem ent procedure is such as to leave
the encoded block in an eigenstate of the m easured ob—
servable, n the logicalH ibert space. Furthem ore, it is
shown in the appendix that we can also apply Pauli op—
erators to ndividualqubits, and groups of qubits, w ithin
a block. It follow s that we can prepare any logicalqubit
in the eigenstate of eigenvalie + 1 of any P auli operator
by a m easurem ent ollowed by application of an anti-
com m uting P aulioperatorw hen them easured eigenvalue
is 1). Thisgivesthe follow Ing set ofbasic ault-tolerant
state preparations:

i) ——

where j i= Pi di; j id= Pi iji.

M easurem ents can be useful for preparing logical
qubits not only in the standard states just listed, but
also in entangled states. T he class of logical states which
can be prepared by them ethod described isa fairly large
and pow erfiil class:



Corollary to theorem 1. Any set of logical qubits
within a given block can be prepared in a quantum code-
word state ofany quantum stabilizer code whose stabilizer
separates into pureX and pureZ parts, using a singke
recovery.

N ote, the logical qubits rem ain encoded in their orig-
nal ‘inner’ code; the corollary describes the preparation
of certain superpositions of logical states. T he corollary
follow s Inm ediately from the rem arks above: the recov—
eries are used to m easure the stabilizers ofthe outer code,
which have the right form when the stabilizer separates
asstated. The operatortomove from a 1toa+ 1 eigen—
state is a tensor product of P auli operators and so is also
available.

For exam ple, the Bell state 0i; + J1i isa quantum
codew ord ofa [2;0;2]]1CSS codew ith stabilizerX X ;Z Z .
T he corollary allow s us to prepare such states ofpairs of
logical qubits In the sam e block; this is very usefiil for
teleportation. The Pllow ng diagram s record this fact
and give a slightly m ore com plicated exam ple, which we
w illuse Jater and which further illustrates the m ethod:

The 1rst exampl is used In all the constructions pre—
sented in the rest of this paper, see @) to [T2).
The stabilizer for the 2nd example is generated by
X 11107 X 01017 Zo1117 Z1010. For this case the ancilla
used to extract the syndrom e for Z errors is prepared
in $000i; + J110i, + 101i; + JL011li ; the ancilla
used to extract the syndrome for X errors is prepared
in 0004, + P111i + 0104, + 311014 .

Forthe sake ofclarity, ket usexam ne the ancilla prepa—
ration In a little m ore detail, by usihg preparation of
P00, + j10i;, in the ancilla asan example. Let Gy and
H ( be the generator and check m atrices of the classical
code Cg which form s the zeroth quantum codew ord (see
equation [[8)).Gois h k)=2 n;Hyis @+ k)=2 n.

T he state 003, m ay be prepared using a netw ork ob-
tained directly from G, [L8]. To prepare P00i, + 1101,
it su ces to add the singke row (110)D to Gy and use
the resulting m atrix to construct the generator netw ork
(cf. equation [20); the expression (110)D is a product
ofa row vector (110) with a3 nmatrix D).

N ext we need to verify the state against X errors. The
stabilizer of P00i; + j110i; hasa Z part consisting ofH
w ith one row rem oved, and an X part consisting of Gy
plisthe extra row (110)D (sinceX 119 (P00i, + 101 ) =
P00i, + j10i; ). The veri cation only m easures the 2
part of the stabilizer. To identify the correct row ofH g
to rem ove, note that H consists of the Z part of the
quantum code stabilizer, which has (0 k)=2 row sand is
the sam e as G o, plus k further row swhich are the logical
Z operators. T he desired state is stabilized by Z 119 but
not by Z 190 0r Zg1p. T herefore we replace the two row s
Z 100 and Z o010 inH 0 by the szlng]e TOW Z110 -

A useful further insight is provided by considering the
quantity of inform ation obtained by the adapted syn-—
drom e extraction. T his can be seen from a sin ple count—
Ing argum ent, as llows. A shgl quantum codeword
such as Ji; In a CSS code is an equal superposition
of 2 product states in the com putational basis, where

= (0 k)=2 isthe size of the classical code C( (equa—
tion [[d)). The Hadam ard transfom ed state is then an
equal superposition of 2" product states. W hen we
are using such a state to extract an error syndrom e, for
a zero syndrom e we expect to cbserve one of these 2"
states. Correctable errors w ill transform the state onto
an orthogonalone. There is a totalof bits of rem ain—
Ing room in Hibert space for m utually orthogonal sub—
spaces, so the m easurem ent yields bits of inform ation,
this isthe error syndrom e (oreitherX orY orZ errors).
If instead the state was originally prepared In Pi; + jui ,
then i consisted of an equal superposition of2 * ! prod-
uct states. Upon being Hadam ard transform ed, i be-
com es an equal superposition of 28 ( *1) states, hence
there are + 1 bits of nform ation about what has hap—
pened to it available from m easurem entson it. T hese are
the error syndrom e and the eigenvalue of the m easured
observable, which are com m uting observables so can be
sim ultaneously m easured. The argum ent extends in an
obvious m anner when fiurther m utually com m uting ob-
servables are m easured.

B . M ore general state preparations

The availabl tools for state preparation can be ex—
tended as follows. W e wish to prepare a state Jj i
of k logical qubits that is uniquely speci ed by a set
M ig; =1
observables; this set generates the stabilizerof j i, in the
IogicalH ibert space. Ifj i, = G 0 * . then one possi-
ble choice of the stabilizer operators is [19]M ; = Gz GY.
De neQ; = GX IGY, then each Q; anticomm utes w ith
its associated stabilizer operator and com m utes w ith all
the others: M ;0= QM iandMi;ngi]= 0.TheM ;
and the Q ; allhave eigenvalues 1.

Onem ethod to prepare j i, istom easurealltheM ; on
som e arbirary input state In the code space, and when—
ever an eigenvalie 1 is found, apply the operator Q ;
thatm ovesthe 1 eigenstate to the + 1 eigenstate. How —
ever, it may not be straightforward to m easure one of
more ofthe M ; fault—+tolrantly.

Let M , be a stabilizer operator whose fault-tolrant
m easuram ent is not straightforward. D ecom pose it as
M,= Ny Ngp ;) where there exists a state
which is a + 1 eigenstate of all the N ;5 sin ultaneously,
and where the N,;; are simplr to work wih faul-
tolerantly than M ., or exam ple because they each act
on fewer qubits. To prepare j i, st preparea +1
eigenstate ofalltheN ;5; (3= 1
them if they commute), and then m easure all the other
M i .. Typically the N ;5 will not comm ute w ith all the

k) ofk linearly independent com m uting

p) (eg.by measuring



M ;s ¢, but as long as the m easurem ents are done in the
order described the nal state is the sam e as ifM, had
been m easured.

For exam ple, suppose we require the Input state

ji = POi,  q1i + Pli + J0i, : @)

T his has stabilizer X 10201 = XZ,X01Z210= ZX . Nei-
ther of these ocbservables can be m easured easily, but the
product X Z) (ZX )= YY can, since i is not ofm ixed
type. W e therefore adopt the set fM ;g= fX Z; YYg.
DecomposihgM ; = X I IZ,we see it issu cint to
prepare a + 1 eigenstate of X In the st qubit, and ofZ
In the second qubit, which is easy: the starting state is
P04, + j0i . Upon measuring YY (and applying IZ if
the m easured eigenvalue is 1), j i, is obtained.

Tt waspointed out in [L9] that the starting state which
willproduce j i, when a singk stabilizer cbservable M ;
ismeasured is the state (T+ Q;)J i . This observation
can also help in identifying suitable starting states.

W e can go further and split up further M ; operators
into their com ponents N ;;; as long as a + 1 eigenstate
of all the N operators at once can be prepared. For
exam ple, the state required forthe To oligate discussed
in section T hasa set 0f8 stabilizer generators including
XIx 3 %7, x2x 6% 3%, 2172% and 227 °. W e split the

rst two of these into X'X ° and X 7, X ?X © and °x °7
respectively. P reparing the 7thbit in 3+ i, issu cientto
ensure a + 1 eigenstate of both the controlled-gates. At
the sam e tin e w e prepare the 1st and 5th bits In the Bell
state Y01, + jl1i; to ensure they are in a + 1 eigenstate
of X 'X % and Zz1% %, and sin ilarly for the 2nd and 6th
bits| see [MD.

V. A FAULT-TOLERANT TOOLBOX

W ew illnow sum m arize som e basic fault-tolerant oper-
ationsand m ethods that w illbe used In the constructions
to be described.

W e restrict attention to CSS codes based on a doubly—
even classical code that is contained by itsdual. For such
codes the ollow Ing fault tolerant operations are easily
available (see appendix):

— — - e—
X Az~ B e— B
— — B e
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VARY

L
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1. O perators In the P auli group, acting on any logical
qubit or group of qubits in a blodck.

2.Blockwise H and °X and hence “Z .

3. S acting blockw ise but such that di erent logical
qubis m ay be acted on by di erent powers of S,
depending on the code (see lemm a 4 in appendix).

A . Transfer operation

G ottesn an [4] introduced the operation by which a
state is transferred from one qubit to anotherby a single
°X gate and a measurem ent, and its use in stabilizer
codes to m ove a single qubit between blocks:

a |y——FHF+— b v ——e—Hm-
D —e
N —&
[+) — @) l0) —TS—zd—w)
L S Fany
———— - (5)

[@) show stw o versions ofthe operation (referred to asex—
am ples of bnebit teleportation’ in [19]). Since X acts
as an identity operator when either the controlbit is in
1 or the target in 3 i, we can ensure the blockw ise X
does not disturb other qubits in either the source block
or the destination block, by preparing states accordingly.
T he next set of diagram s introduce a shorthand notation
for transfer operations of the  rst type in [), Tustrat-
Ing various possbilities for the state preparations. In the

rst case a qubit is transferred out of a ull block w ith—
out disturbing the other bits in that block; in the last
case a qubit is transferred into a full block w ithout dis-
turbing the other bits there; the m iddle exam pl is an
Interm ediate case:

—_— — 00— — 00—
+ +
+
+ + +
0
0 ©)

T he broken line ollowed by a zero is shorthand form ea-
surem ent In the Pi; jli basis followed by X ifthe 1
elgenvalue was obtained, thus leaving the qubit in state
Pi. T he relevant point is that this state preparation does
not need a fiirther recovery, so it takes place In the sam e
tin estep as the rest of the transfer operation.

An illistrative set ofpossible transfer operations ofthe
second type in [@) is:

T Se——
0 0
0
0 0 0
+
+ + )



The vertical bar after the line break is shorthand for
preparation of i i, that takesplace via the m easurem ent

n ).

B . Teleportation

W e de ne the Pllow ing notation for teleportation:

) W)= + W) — 0—
Vil 2&, £+
<
) W) (8)

B =
< ) <
Thisisused tom ove a qubi from oneblock toadi erent
Jocation In anotherblock:

BE - ) )
[y) = ] HfHH [») +
|2) = —Te sl ) —————12)
ERE: -
lo) ——Tp—Z——b%} - = 0 0—
+) i N i QLHJ i +—1
e M, P
A EH—————+ —

T he initial Bell state preparation is done by a single re—
covery as in [3), so the com plete network requires 3 timn e
steps, these are show n separated by dashed vertical lines.

T he qubit ism oved from the i'th position in the source
block to the j"th position in the destination block. The
network construction is straightforward when both the
i'th and jth qubits of the destination block are avaik
able to be prepared in the Bell state, as in [d). T he next
netw ork show s how to accom plish teleportation from a
full block to another which has only one unused posi-
tion. T his requires tw o transfers to put the Bell state in
the right place, and a naive construction would require 4
tin e steps. However, the second transfer can take place
sim ultaneously w ith the teleportation step:

o) +® e 0o—
) T ——e—Ha— + +—
l0) T o —Te 1 0
)4 ABEN )
03 — -2 1) 1)
BE —® - 12 o —— 12
<f<> o _ < +
—OAHTH-Te - N 0——
o) +— — T : lo) —
%) ; ‘ DY ; ) 0
BE —D =) )
)4 — ) ) )

10)

T his netw ork has the interesting feature that the transfer
and teleportation in the nalstep comm ute, and there—
fore are applied sin ultaneously. One way to Yead’ the

netw ork is to argue that the upper of the two sin ultane-
ousblockw ise °X gates createsa GHZ state P00i+ f11i

between the m iddle bits of the 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 disentangle them from the one which is teleported.

VI. CONTROLLED NOT

W e now tum to in plem enting X between any single
pair of qubits. W e treat the case where the qubits are
in the sam e block, which will illustrate all the essential
deas.

Onem ethod is to use two telgportations and a block—
wise®X . A naive construction would require 3+ 1+ 3= 7
tin esteps, but by choosing transfer operationsthat leave
states ready-prepared for the subsequent step, and com —
bining steps w here possible, this is reduced to 5:

+
0 0 0—
+
|} / ® [x)
ly) 1 ® [y+x)
|z) / ® f |2)
+
Sy

© 0—
< .| } D
ar 4
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The shaded area is the o ine part, where, as discussed
in section [[IA], we count the initial telportation (from
h em ory’ to accum ulator’) as online, and the naltele-
portation (from wccum ulator’ to lmemory’) aso ne.

The Bellstate m easurem ent that form s part of the
standard telportation operation, see [B), begins with a
X gate nvolving one of the qubits of the entangled pair.
However, when using wholeblock operations it is easier
to in plem ent a group of X gates such that both qubits
of the entangled pair are operated on (either as target
or controlbits). W e therefore consider the ollow ing net—
work which teleports the second logical qubit (nitially
in state i ), where the mitial blockwise X is inple-
m ented w ithout insisting that the rst qubit is prepared



In Pi (it is In som e general state ki, Instead):

12)

T his show s that the result isa °X operation between the

rst and second bits, wih the second output bit tele—
ported into the second block . Equation [[J) m ay be de—
rived by starting w ith the right hand side which shows
a telport Pllowed by °X ) and comm uting the nal®X
backwards, as n [1,119]. To com plete the °X operation,
the target qubit can be telported back to is original
block at the end as in [[d). U sing sim ilar ideas to those
in [M), the com plete network, including gathering the
qubits into one block at the end, requires 4 blocks and 3
tin e steps, ofwhich 1 is online.

T he concept behind equation [[J) can be extended so
as to achieve networks of C, gates involring up to half
the qubis in a block n a sihglk online step, as long as
thenetwork nishesw ith a set ofX gates connecting the
non-teleported bits to the teleported ones. For exam ple:

‘
") — f
) —+———
B :
B — f
_ |
= |
| |
g : s

e ~—d )

< < o T

. o e+
|

13)
T he initialpreparation step isan exam ple ofthe corollary
to theorem 1. This network is an exam ple of a class of
netw orks discussed below in connection w ith theorem 2.
When x = z = 0, [[J) is an exam pk of the general
m ethod introduced by G ottean an and Chuang in [1].
If we ntroduce a further ancilliary block, the
G ottesn an-C huang m ethod can achieve °X between bits
In the sam e block w hile teleporting the whole block, thus
keeping its constituent logicalbits together:

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 @ [ ma

o Ine on]jne|o .onlo .on.

blocks 4 4 4 212 3
tin e steps| 3 2 2 1|3 1
area 13 5 9 2|6 3

TABLE I: Summ ary of resources required by three networks
fr X between bits in the sam e block.

of the follow ing equivalences:

0441

041

041

0 D
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15)

T he zeros just after the transfer operation represent state
preparations that take place at the same tine as the
transfer. They ensure the nalblockwise®® in [[H) has
the correct entangling e ect.

The resources required by the °X constructions of
equations [Ml), ), [@) are summ arized in tablk 1.

A . D iscussion

For a code wih k = 1 the gate we have discussed
would be trivial: a single transversal ®X su ces, DI
lowed by a single recovery. It is noteworthy that the
m ore com plicated (out m ore spacee cient) codes w ith
k > 1 can achieve the gate w thout any slow -down: the
online parts of [[A) and [[4) require only a single time
step. Sim ilar constructions can be found for other oper—
ators in the group C,, using the general Insight of com —
m uting gates backw ards through teleportations [, [19].
The m ain contributions of the present study are the ex—
tended use of recovery operations for preparing entangled
states (avoiding the need for cat states), the m Inin iza—
tion of tin e steps by carefiil construction in [Id), ),
[[@), and the possibility of m ulticubit networks of C,
gates in a single online step, as illustrated by [3). W e
now generalize the latter point.

Theorem 2. Any network of gates In
C, (the Cli ord group) can be applied aul-
tolerantly to any group of logicalbits (in the
sam e ordi erent blocks) using a singlk online

tin e step.

Proof: The result is obtaned from applying the
G ottesn an-C huang m ethod illustrated in [[4) not jast
to sihgle gates such as X or H, but to networks of
gates. Suppose the bits involved in the network occupy
N blocks. They are allteleported usingN pairsofblocks.
A s long as allthe gates In the netw ork to be In plem ented



are n C,, they can allbe com m uted backw ards through
the P auli operations involved in the teleportations such
that still only P auli operations are required to com plete
the teleportation. The nalPaulioperationscan then be
applied all at once In m ediately after the m easurem ents.

Diagram [[Q) illustrates a related result: some net—
works of C, gates can be in plem ented am ong bits n a
single block using only a single extra block.

VII. TOFFOLIGATE

Follow ing [1], we will use the follow ing type of con—
struction for the To oligate:
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T his approach, rather than Shor’s original network (re—
lated to onebit teleportation, see [19]) isadopted because
it Jends itself better to blockw ise operations. In [[d) a
fourth qubit of each block is included in order to show
w hat happens to the rest ofthe bits that are not involved
In the gate itself.

In order to keep the network as rapid as possble, all
the m easurem ents should take place together, and then
w hichever of the further operations are needed (condi-
tionalon the m easurem ent resuls) should be applied as
soon as possble. This exbility in tin ing of the nal
operations is not shown in the diagram .

The dashed box is an o ine preparation which we
w ill discuss below . O f the 8 measurements in [[4), 5
hvolve singlebit operators that can be applied When
needed) in the sam e tin e step as the blockw ise °X and
them easurem ents them selves. T he other three involve 2—
bit gates. U sing the m ethods of either [[J) or [4) each
such gate needs only a singlk online tim e step, as long
as su cient spare blocks are availbble for o ine prepa-
rations and/or teleportations. H owever, they cannot all
take place sin ultaneously if we retain the condition that
only one twoblock gate involving any given block is al-
lowed per recovery, to prevent avalanches of errors. O £
the 8 equiprobable m easurem ent outcom es of this group
of 3 m easuram ents, one requires no action, three require
a sihgle tim estep, three require 2 tin e-steps and one
requires 3. T he average num ber of online tin e steps re—
quired by the com plete netw ork is therefore 13=8 7 1:6.

Mi=xX'x°%|g, =21
M,=X2x°%5% g, =72
M3;=X°X"7 |Q3=12"
Ms=x%%% |Q.=23"
Ms=2'2"> |[Qs=x"
Me=2%2° |Q¢=x"?
M, = 7 377 Cy 56 Q7:X3
Mg=132°2% |Qg=x"*

TABLE II: Stabilizer operators M ; for the nput state in the
To oligate network, w ith their associated anticom m uting op—
erators Q ;.

Let j i Dbe the state we need to prepare, as de ned
by the dashed box in [[A). T he stabilizer of j i isgen-
erated by the operators listed In table 2. F ive of these
operators are in the Pauli group C;, three are not In C;
butare in theCli ord group G . Fault-tolerant m easure—
m ent ofthe 5 P auli group operators can be done through
a recovery as in section [ 2A]. Faulttolerant m easure—
ment of the 3 Cli ord group operators can be done by
Shor’s cat state m ethod [ll]. Shor described the m ethod
as applied to certain [h;1;d]] CSS codes, we generalize
i In the appendix to [h;k;d]] codes of the type under
discussion (Jemma 5).

W e would lke to m inim ise the need to prepare cat
states. Recalling the discussion in section [ Bl, we can
factorize the stabilizer operators in any convenient way
and prepare a + 1 elgenstate of the com ponent operators
N ;5. By thismeans i is possible to avoid the need to
measure any two out ofM 1, M , and M ;. For exam pl,
the discussion at the end of section [[Z Bl showed how to
avoid the need to measure M ; and M ,. The com plete
state preparation indicated by the dashed box in [I8) is
then obtained w ith

+1—9 1 1
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w here the diagram on the right explains the logicale ect
of the fault—tolerant diagram on the left. B it number 6
hasbeen keft in a separateblock so that ifthe Z °® gate in
[[4) is needed then it can be in plem ented in m ediately.
Tom inin ise the num ber ofonline tin e stepsbit 7 should
also be positioned in a separate block. T his can be done



using the sam e B ell-state preparation follow ed by transfer
as is ndicated in [[) for bits 2 and 6. The diagram
show s an altemative approach that uses fewer blocks.
Bi 6 (@nd 7 if necessary) can be repositioned back into
the sam e block as 5 and 8 by teleportations after the end
of [9).

A . D iscussion

The network orthe To oligate between bitsw ithin a
block involves at least 5 blocks (one ofwhich isused for
the cat state) and 1 cat-—statebased m easurem ent. The
average num ber of online tin e steps is 13=8 if a further
block isused, and slightly m ore than this otherw ise. The
m ain resul is that the number of online tim e steps is in—
dependent ofk, and in particular isthe sam e for [h;k;d]]
codeswih k> 1 asfork = 1. Sin ilarm ethods apply to
other gates in the classCs.

VIII. CONCLUSION

W e have considered fault-tolerant networks for logic
operations on bis encoded in CSS codes, concentrating
on codes based on a doubly-even classical code that is
contained by itsdual (som e ofthem ethods arem ore gen—
eral) . W e have shown how to extend the use ofthe recov—
ery operation to allow preparation ofan interesting class
oflogicalstates (theorem 1 and itscorollary). The Inple-
m entation of certain netw orks In a single online tin e step
(theoram 2) is in plicit in the G ottesm an-C huang work;
we have shown that the o Ine state preparation for such
netw orks can be accom plished e ciently using theorem
1.

W e have presented optin ized constructions of faul-
tolerant networks for all the m em bers of a universal set
of operations. The optim ization is prim arily to m in-
In ise on-line tin e steps, where one time step’ is de-

ned to Include a single recovery of the whole com puter.

T he constructions show that fault-tolerant operations for
[h;k > 1;d]] codes require the sam e num ber oftin e steps
asthose or [n;1;d]] codes. It follow sthat the totalnum —
ber of recoveries needed to Im plem ent a com plete algo-—
rithm isthe ssmewhen k> 1 aswhen k= 1. The num —
ber of ndividualblock recoveries is snallerwhen k > 1
because then there are fewer blocks, assum ing the com —
puter hasm ore m em ory blocks than workspace.

W e would like to thank D . Lewis and S. O 'Keefe for
contrbutions to the developm ent of the netw ork designs.
This work was supported by the EP SRC, the Research
Training and D evelopm ent and Hum an Potential P ro—
gram s of the European Union, the National Security
Agency (NSA) and A dvanced R esearch and D evelopm ent
Activity ARDA) (P-43513-PH-QCO0O-02107-1).
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IX. APPENDIX:BASIC OPERATIONS FOR
CSS CODES

W e descrbe the faul—tolrant in plem entation of the
basicgatesassum ed in them ain text. Som e ofthe resuls,
such as lemmas 2 and 3 were obtained by G ottesn an
using stabilizer m ethods. W e derive them by a di erent
m ethod and add fiirther Inform ation.

Consider the e ect of som e operation (roduced by a
netw ork ofquantum gatesorm easurem ents) on the phys—
ical qubits of one orm ore encoded blocks. W e de ne an
operation to be Y¥egitim ate’ if it m apsthe encoded H ibert
space onto iself. Transversalapplication ofa twolbit op—
erator isde ned to m ean the operator is applied once to
each pair of corresponding physical bis in two blocks,
and sin ilarly for transversal threebit operations across
three blocks. Legitin ate transversal operations are fault
tolerant.

T ypically a legitin ate transversaloperation w ill result
In ablockw ise operation (de ned in sectiorT, c.f. lemm a
2), but this need not alwaysbe the case.

The tilde as in U is used to denote the operation U
applied to the physicalqubits. O perators w ithout a tilde
are understood to act on the logical, ie. encoded qubits.
Thus iU i, = iU ji.

The CSS quantum oodes are those whose stabilizer
generators separate nto X and Z parts [14,120,121,122,123,
24]. W e restrict attention to these codes, ratherthan any
stabilizer code, because they pem it a larger set of easy—
to—im plem ent fault tolerant operations, and their coding
rate k=n can be close to that of the best stabilizer codes.
The CSS codes have the property that the zeroth quan—
tum codew ord can be w ritten as an equal superposition
of the words of a linear classicalcode Cg,

X
Pi, = ki; 18)

x2Co

where ki is a product state, x isa binary word (1 n
row vector), and the other codewords are form ed from
cosets 0ofCy. Let D bethek n binary matrix of coset
Jeaders, then the com plete set of encoded basis states is
given by
X
i, =

x2Cy

K+ uD i; (19)

where u isa k-bit bmhary word (1 k row vector).
Considera CSS code asde ned in eq. [[d). Then one
possible choice for the encoded X and Z operators is

Xu = Xup (20)
Zu = ZUD OTD) 12 (21)

Equation R0) follows inm ediately from the code con-—
struction [[@). Egq. [EIl) may be obtained as ollow s.
Since we are dealing w ith row vectors, the scalar prod—
uct sx y = xy. Now, consider y 2 C¢: then



Zyk+ uD i= ( 1)Y “Pk+ uD iand hence
Zy3i, = (1Y "Pii @2)
but Z, iy = (1) “hi @3)
soweneed to solvev u=y (D) Pry:
vu?! = ypTu®' 8u (24)
) v=yD' @5)
) y=vwo'p)"* ©6)

where we assum e the inverse of the squarem atrix D T D
exists. W e willmostly be concemed w ith cases where
DTD isan identity m atrix. To check for consistency, we
should con m thaty 2 G} aswasassum ed| the proof
of this is om itted here, but it is cbvious for the case ofa
weakly selfdualcodewith D™D = TI.

Note that , when operating on codewords, X'x+y, is
equivalent to X'y forally 2 Cy, so each X operator is
amenber of a group 0of 2 equivalent operators, where

= (n k)=2 isthe size 0fC(. Anotherway ofseeing this
istonote that shee Cq  C¢, Xy2c, is In the quantum
code stabilizer. Sin ilar statem ents apply to the Z oper-
ators. The com plete set of 22 PauliX or Z' operators
on n bits is thus divided up as

20 K=2 % _gabilizer m em bers

Z —stabilizer m em bers
2 x operators

2(n k)=2

2k z operators
20 ¥=2 qetectable X errors

20 K=2 Hetectable Z errors

Lemm a 1. For [h;1;d]] codeswhere allwords in i
haveweight ry mod w, and allwords In jli; have weight
r mod w, transversalapplication ofthe follow Ing are le—
gitinate: P2 =w),‘ P @ =w), P (8 =w), and achieve
respectively P @r =w), °P (4r =w), P Br =w), where
r=n 1.

Lemm a 1 applied to codesw ith w = 8 orm ore provides
a quickerway to generate the To oligate T and itspart—
ners®S and P ( =4) than hasbeen previously discovered.
The concept generalizes to ““P (16 =w) and so on, but
the codes forwhich this isusefil (ie. havingw  16) are
either ne cient or too unw ieldy to produce good error
thresholds.

Proof: for clarity we willtake ry = 0 and 13 = r, the
proof is easily extended to general ry. The argum ent
or° (4 =w) was given in [14], but we shallneed it or
€ (8 =w), so we repeat it here. Consider®P” (4 =w) ap—
plied to a tensor product of two codew ords. Let x;y be
binary words appearing in the expressions for the two
codew ords, and lt a be the overlhp (num ber of posi-
tions sharing a 1) between x and y. Let k7jdenote the
weight of a word x. Then 2a = kj+ ¥ K+ vy3i
T here are three cases to consider. First ifx;y 2 Cy then
Kj= Omodw; Jj= Omodw and k+ yj= Omodw
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s02a= O0modw from which a= 0mod w=2. Therefore
the m ultiplying factor introduced by the transversal op—
eration isl. Ifx 2 Cpandy 2 C; then x+ y 2 C; so
Kj= Omodw; ¥j= K+tyj= rmodw so2a= Omod w
agamn. Ifx;y 2 C; then x+ y2 Cyg soa= rmod w=2
and the multiplying factor is exp (ir4d =w). The result—
Ing operation In the logical H ibert space is therefore
¢ (4r =w).

N ext consider © °P (8 =w) applied to a tensor product
of three codewords. Let x;y;z be words appearing in
the three codew ord expressions, and a;b;cbe the overlap
between x and y, y and z, and z and x, respectively. Let
d be the comm on overlap of x;y and z, so

K+ y+ zj= XKj+ ¥+ I 2a 2b 2c+ 4d: (27)
There are four cases to consider. If x;y;z 2 C, then
d= Omod w=4. Ifx;y 2 Cp;2z2 C; then k+ y+ zJj=
%) 2a= 2b= 2c= Omodw from the argument Just
given, therefbre d = Omodw=4. Ifx 2 Cqy,vy;z2 2 C
then x+ y+ z 2 Cp,2a= 2c= Omodw whik 2b =
2rmodw = yj kjsoagaind= Omod w=4. Ifx;y;z 2
Cy thenx+y+ z2 Ci,22a= 2b= 2c= 2rmodw,
therefore d = rmod w=4. The overalle ect is that of
the operation ©°P @r =w). QED

Lemm a 2. Transversal®X is legitin ate for all C SS
codes, and acts as blockw ise ©X .

P roof: transversal®X" acts as ollow s:

X X
‘X i i = K+ uDiy+ vD + x+ uD i
x2Coy2Cyo
X X
= K+ubiy+ @+ v)Di
x2Coy2Cy
= jui Ja+ vi : 28)
This is °X from each logical qubit in the rst block to
the corresponding one In the second. QED

Lemm a 3. TransversalH and °Z are legitin ate or
any [h;2k. n;d]] CSS code obtained from a hj;kc;d]
classical code that contains its dual, giving the e ects

%1
( l)uDD

T T
v

Hee i = i i @9)

v=20

Zohi i, = (DY Qi i : o 30)

Equation P9) isablockwiseH whenDDT = I,and is
a closely related transfom ation when DD T 6 I.Equa-—
tion [B0) isablockwise®Z whenD DT = I, and a related
transform ation otherw ise.

P roof: transversalH’ acts as ollowson jui; :

X X
X+ uDi=
x2Co

He, ( 1)°PY yi:  (31)

2

y2C |



IfC¢ contains itsdualCy, asrequired for kemm a 3, then
D and Cy togethergeneratecg , S0 this can be w ritten

% 1x
Hy fai, = ( "2 Y x4 uDi
v=0 x2Cy
%1
= ( D i (32)
v= 0
where to sim plify the powerof ( 1) n the st equation

we used the fact that C¢ is generated by the parity check
matrix of C{ , so uD satis esthe parity check x 2 (.

Equation [B0) is proved straightorwardly by expand-
ing jui;, and i, asin [[@), and then using (x+ uD ) (y+
vD )T = uDDTv' mod 2 for all the temm s in the sum
when Co C¢ .

Lemma 4. Let C be a h;k.;d] classical code that
contains its dual, and for which the weights of the row s
of the parity check m atrix are all integer m ultiples of 4.

Then transversal S is legitin ate for the [h;2k. n;d]]
CSS code cbtained from C, and hasthee ect
St iy = #°I3d; : 33)

ThecaseDDT = I,which ladsto a smple e ect for
transversalH’, also sin pli es transversalS. IfDDT = I
then every row ofD has odd overlap w ith itself (ie. odd
weight) and even overlap w ith all the other row s. U sing
an argum ent along sim ilar lines to that in the proof of
lkmma 1, we deduce that the e ect is the S operator
applied to every logicalqubit in the block, where r is the
weight of the relevant row ofD .

Proof: W ewillprove lemm a 4 by show ing that all the
quantum codewordshave k+ uD j= 11D jmod 4, so the
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weights m odulo 4 of the com ponents in [[3d) depend on
u butnoton x. Thee ect oftransversalS w ill therefore
be to multiply j1i; by the phase factor i*° I,

T he zeroth codew ord is com posed from the code C( =
C? generated by H ¢ , the parity check m atrix ofC . Let
y and z be two row s of H ¢ , then the conditions of the
lemm a guarantee ¥j= Omod 4 and £j= Omod 4. Fur-
them ore, since C contains its dual, each row ofH . sat-
is es allthe checks in Hc , so v and z have even overlap
2m . Therefore ¥ + zj= 4m mod 4 = Omod 4, there—
fore xj= Omod 4 for allwords in Pi; . Next consider
a coset, form ed by displacing Cy by the vectorw = uD .
Since this coset is In C it also satis es all the checks in
H ¢ , therefore is m em bers have even overlap w ith any
x2 Co.Henceif wj= rmod 4 then kx+ wj= rmod 4
for all the term s in the coset, which proves the lemm a.
QED

Lemma 5. For CSS codes in which transversal €7
is Jegitin ate, transversal® “Z is legitin ate when operat—
Ing on two control blocks in the logical H ibert space,
and a tamget block in the space spanned by P "i,
j "i. If transversal °Z has the e ect {ij i, !

( 1™ 411, i , then transversal °°Z has the e ect
i i R il ( 1)a(UVT>jle i, & "i, where a =
Oorl.

P roof: Consider eq. [30) and expand j1i jvi, into a
sum of 2n-bit product states i yi. T he transversal®Z
operator can only have the e ect[B0) if the overlap of x
and y is the sam e, m odulo 2, for every term in the sum .
T herefore the transversal © “Z° operator as described in
¥emm a 5 produces the sam e num ber of Z° operations on
the cat state, m odulo 2, forevery term in the correspond-—
Ing expansion, and the e ect is as describbed. QED
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