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A direct approach to fault-tolerance in m easurem ent-based quantum com putation
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W e discuss a sin ple variant of the oneway quantum com puting m odel R . R aussendorf and H ~
J. Briegel, PRL 86, 5188, 2001], called the Pauli m easurem ent m odel, where m easurem ents are

restricted to be along the eigenb

softhePauliX and Y operators, while auxgjary qubits can be

prepared both in the 3 _i = 1= 2(Pi+ e'7 i) state, and the usual 3+ i = 1= 2 (Pi+ i) one.
W e prove the universality of this quantum com putation m odel, and establish a standardization
procedure which pem its all entanglem ent and preparation to be perform ed at the beginning of
com putation. T his leadsusto develop a direct approach to fault-tolerance by sin ple transfom ations
of the entanglem ent graph and preparation operations, while error correction is perform ed naturally

via syndrom e-extracting teleportations.

PACS num bers:
I. INTRODUCTION

T he one-w ay quantum com putation (1W Q C)m odel ]
has been widely studied since its discovery. O ne partic—
ular issue that has attracted attention ishow to perform
faulttolerant FT) quantum com putation QC) In such
a m odel E,E,@,B]. A Ithough it has been dem onstrated
that FTQC can be perform ed through such a m odel by
simnulating FT quantum circuis via 1W QC E, E], the
problem ofm aking any 1W Q C directly FT has rem ained
open @].

In order to address this question, we consider a m odel
w here m easurem ents In the 11l X Y plane are traded o
form ore com plex preparations of the vertices in the en—
tangled resource state. This m odel, which we call the
Pauli measurement model PM M ), uses only m easure—
m ents along the X and the Y directions, whilke the en-
tangled resource state is obtained via initialization of in—
dividual qubits into the state #i = pl—z (Pi+ i) or
Foi= pl—i (Pi+ e'7 1), dlowed by application of the
unitary interaction *Z = diag(l;1;1; 1) (@lsoknown as
the controlled-Z gate) between certain qubits. W e show
that the PM M m odel is fault—tolerant in the usual sim u—
lation sense @,E]. M oreover, through the use of encoded
or nested graph states ], and the carefiil selection of
quantum codes, allnecessary operations for com putation
can be perfom ed transversally on encoded inform ation,
so that the graph state com putation itself ism ade fault—
tolerant.

First, we Investigate how to extend the main prop—
erties of the 1W QC m odel using these m odi ed prepa—
ration states, while still m aintaining the properties one
needs for convenient error correction. W e then dem on—
strate that this m odel naturally provides the resources
necessary for fault-tolerant syndrom e extraction, and ik
lustrate how any PM M com putation can be transform ed

Into a larger one that has a lower e ective error rate,
achieving fault-tolerance.

II. ONEWAY QUANTUM COMPUTATION
W ITH PHASE PREPARATION

W e rst develop a slight extension of IW QC so as to
Include as a sub-m odelthe Paulim easurem ent m odelwe
are speci cally interested in.

A m easurem ent pattem, or sin ply a pattem, isde ned
by a sequence of quantum operationsovera nite set of
qubits V, along wih two subsets I V and O v
representing the patterm nputs and outputs respectively
(I and O m ay intersect).

T he operations we consider are: (@) N; , preparation
of qubit i in the state 3+ i; b) E;;, unitary interaction
between qubits i, jofthe form “Z; ()M ; ,m easuram ent
ofqubit i8 O in the j i eigenbasis, with outcome s; 2
£0;1g corresponding to collapse into the state 3+ i or
j i, respectively; d) X5 and Z45() = e 7%, bcal
uniaries on qubit j. In addition, local unitaries m ay
depend on the outcom e ofm easurem ents of other qubits,
which is denoted through exponentiation, as in X ;’ .

M easuram ents are considered to be destructive, and
w e require that no operationsbe perform ed on m easured
qubits. W e also only consider pattems w here no opera—
tions depend on the outcom e ofm easurem ents that have
not yet been perform ed.

Both 1IW QC and PM M are particular cases: to obtain
the IW QC modelsst = 0 in clauses (@) and (d); to
obtain the PM M one, sst = 0; =4 in clause @), and

= n =2 in clauses (c) and d).

Localunitaries are not necessary for universal com pu—
tation, aswe w ill see, but are crucial for the understand-
ing ofhow universality and determm inism com e about (re—
call that m easurem ent outcom es In quantum m echanics
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are, In general, non-determ inistic) ].

P attems, denoted by gothic ltters, eg.A and B , can
be combined to create a new pattem via parallel con—
catenation AkKB , or serial concatenation A B . Parallel
concatenation m eans the qubits are relabelled In such a
way that all operations In A comm ute wih all the op—
erations in B { ifA in plem ents the uniary U, , and B
Implem ents Ug , then AkB implementsU, U . Serdal
concatenation m eans the output ofA is fed into the nput
ofB { thatis,A B inplementsthe unitary U5 U, .

A s an exam ple, consider the pattem

J =X3M, EppNJ; @)

wih (V;I;0) = (£f1;2g9;flg;f2g). G iven an arbitrary
state on qubitl, this sequence ofoperations in plem ents
J = H Z () on the Input state and places the resulting
state J JY on qubit 2. This is one of the fundam ental
buiding blocks for1w Q C ], sihce it allow s forarbitrary
one qubit rotations. Any of our local unitaries can be
merged w ith a (destructive) m easurem ent as follow s:

M;zi()=M, @)
M,X;=M, ©)

and i is readily seen from there, that the J pattem
above isthe serialconcatenation ofa Z ( ) rotation w ith a
modi ed onebitteleportation (mplementingH ) { awell
known result for 1w QC ,E,E]. M ore general pattems
than the 1W QC would allow can be w ritten:

(D
X

il

X2z23M, TTMIESELNSNS @)
wih (;I;0) = (£1;2;39;flg;£3g), which in plem ents
theunittary HZ ( )H = e 7% = J J,. It Dlows from
the equations above, that this pattem is equivalent to
a Z () conjagated by a onequbit teleportation. The
In portance ofw riting the pattem in this form , using the
the N/ preparation, w illbe clear later.

O ther pattems which play an in portant rok are 7,
N andM ,de nedasfollows: “"Z = Ei,,wih (V;I;0) =
(f1;2g;£1;29;£1;2g), In plem ents the unitary *Z ; N
N f In plem ents nitialization of qubit i into the state # i;
and,M = M inplem ents the m easurem ent of qubi i
In the j i X eigenbasis. These pattems are crucial in
order to fil 1lthe D i incenzo criteria[1d].

T he usual protocol for IW Q C requires com putation
to be perform ed in three steps: individual qubit state
preparation, entangling operations between qubits, and
m easurem ent of individual qubits w ith feed—forward of
outcom es. In order to follow this protocol for the gener—
alized m odel, pattemsm ust be put into a standard form
w here any com putation can be perform ed by a sequence
of operations in this order. Note that these steps do
not include the application of single qubit uniaries, but
adaptive m easurem ents can be used to address this ab-
sence, since allquantum com putationsm ust end w ith the
m easurem ent of the qubits in order for nform ation to be

extracted. O nce a pattem is in standard form , it is con—
venient to consider the entangled state that is prepared
for the com putation. Such a state can be described by
an entangkm ent graph, w ith vertices V. and edges (i;j)
for every comm and E ;5 in the pattem, where the vertices
are labelled with the initial state in which the qubit is
prepared.

The process of tuming a given pattem into a pat—
tem In standard form is called standardization. The
rew rite rules needed for this procedure are simply [2)
and [3), along with conjigation relation between uni-
taries, E12X1 = X1Z2E12,and E12Z21( ) = Z1()E 12,
aswellas all the free com m utation relationsbetween op—
erationson di erent qubits. Sin ple rew riting theory ar—
gum ents ﬂ] show that by applying the conjugation rela—
tionstom ove allthe localunitaries tow ardsthe left n the
pattem, and then by applying [) and @), any pattem
can be put in standard fom .

Assaid, PMM is obtained by setting (i) state prepa-
ration angles to 0 or 7, (i1) m easurem ent angles to “7,
and (i) localunitariesto X and Z (%-).

Two sinpl remarks ollow from there: rst, PMM
is closed under standardization, as can be readily seen
from the m erging and conjugation relations above; sec—
ond, PM M contains the ollow ng pattems 72, J , X ,
N and M , where = 2~ and = %+ ;,aswellas
their concatenations.

Corollary. The PM M isuniversalin the Solbvay-K iaev
sense.

T his construction of a universal gate set is equivalent
to the construction of fault-tolerant universal gate sets
via teleportation ,].

IIT. FAULT-TOLERANCE
A . Sim ulation approach

In reality, physical in plem entations of any com puta—
tionalm odel is susceptible to noise. In principle, such
physicalin plem entation can bem ade fault—tolrant FT)
by encoding the data and the operations in such a m an—
ner that, even after the overhead of such an encoding is
considered, one can e ciently perform com putations of
arbirary size E, |E, |E, @, E]. T he noise m odel that
is usually considered, and which we restrict ourselves to
In this work, is the m odel of independent random =ik
ure of each of the operations during com putation. O ne
approach to achieve FT 1W QC is by using FT in the
circuit m odel as a stepping stone. T he construction of
fault-tolerant circuits is well understood ,], and it is
now wellknown that the In plem entation of such circuis
via IW QC can lkad to faultokrance @, [3]. This can
be m ost sim ply understood and dem onstrated through
the idea of com posable sin ulations ,], and the sam e
idea carry through to the PMM wih m hor modi ca-
tions. The main distinction is that in the PM M , the



change ofm easurem ent bases dependent on m easurem ent
outcom es correspond to localCli ord corrections, as op—
posed to localPauli correction. Thus the noisy simula—
tions through the PM M w ill have an error m odel w hich
consists of random application oflocalC i ord operators.
H ow ever, because of the linearity of quantum m echanics
and the fact that the Pauli group form s a basis for all
sihgle qubit operators, the errors are still correctable as
In sinulations through the 1W QC model. Thus, sin u—
lating fAult-tolerant quantum circuits through the PM M
m odel is also faulttolrant.

B . Intrinsic fault-tolerance

W enow tum our attention to the possbility ofm aking
any PM M com putation directly fault-tolerant, instead of
simnulating FT quantum circuitswithin 1W QC .

1IW QC relies on frequent m easurem ent to in plem ent
a desired state evolution, but none of this inform ation
is used towards fault-tolerance In sim ulation-based ap-—
proaches. The opportuniy for in proved perform ance
becom es evident once one considers the wellknown link
between telportation and 1W QC [9,[1€], and the fact
that FTQC in the circuit m odel can achieve very high
thresholds via extensive use of telegportation for sin ulta—
neous syndrom e extraction and state evolution E].

1. Encoded Com putation

Before we consider how syndrom e Inform ation is to be
extracted, we m ust consider encoded com putation in the
PMM . The basic elements of the PM M are: prepara—
tion of qubits In either # i or - i, pairw ise entangle-
mentvia *Z,and m easuram ent in theX orY eigenbases
depending on the outcom es of previous m easurem ents.
G iven som e quantum code, we can consider these sam e
elem ents, but In the subspace corresponding to the code
chosen { that is, preparation ofablock ofqubits in the en—
coded states above, encoded entangling operations, and
collectivem easurem ents in the encoded eigenbasesX and
Y . The use of the 7 qubi selforthogonal doubly-even
C SS codes E] sin pli esthe problem considerably if the
generators of the encoded P auli operators are chosen to
beZ =72 7and X = X 7. In that case, the encoded
entangling operation ~7 is given by the transversal ap—
plication of *Z gates between respective qubits In two
blocks { In the PM M , it is the parallel concatenation of
the pattem "~ Z. M oreover, m easurem ent in the encoded
X and encoded Y eigenbases are performm ed by m easur-
Ing each of the qubits w ithin the code block in the sam e
basis ndividually, ollowed by classical decoding of the
outcom es to determ ine the encoded outcom e. If we con—
sider concatenated encoding using this 7 qubit code, ie.
X—(j 1)

Pl )]
X =

— ) L. ) —(9)
X X and sin ilar relations for Z ’ , these transver—
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FIG . 1: Entanglem ent graph corresponding to the encoding
of a single qubit into the 7 qubit CSS code. T he boxed node
corresponds to an arbitrary input qubit. A 11 but the white
qubits (corresponding to the encoding output) are m easured
in the X basis (up to feed-forward-based corrections).

sality properties are preserved.

T he encoding procedure of any given stabilizer code
overqubits is known to correspond to a pattem in 1W Q C
w hich allow s for arbitrary Input and requires only m ea—
surem ents along the eigenbases of the P auli operators X
and Y [19,[20] { this includes both the isom orphisn be-
tween stabilizer codes and graph codes, as well as the
necessary localCli ord corrections. Ifwe restrict the in—
puts to be either j+ ior j+ _ i, we can cbtain the encoded
states 3+ ior jf _ i strictly wihin the PMM . In the case
ofthe 7 qubit code we are considering, the entanglem ent
graph of the encoding circuit is depicted in Fig.[d. Con-
catenated encoding proceeds in the obviousway, by serial
concatenation ofthem easurem ent pattem corresoonding
to the encoding procedure.

H ow ever, for the purpose of FTQ C, encoding requires
veri cation of the encoded states in order to ensure that
these state do not contain errors that are too corre—
lated [, [21]. This can be perform ed naturally in the
PMM via state encoding at som e given level of concate—
nation, follow ed by syndrom e extracting teleportation of
the Iower kevels of encoding ]. There are puri cation
protocols for the entangled state corresponding to the en—
coding procedure of any CSS code E], { such as the 7
qubit code, as depicted in Fig. [ { which m ay also be
em ployed to reduce errorsand error correlations. W e con—
sider only the encoded states that have been successfully
veri ed after preparation as part of the com putation. In
this m anner, encoded com putation in the PM M is akin
to com putation w ith nested graph states [d], where the
code entanglem ent graph is nested w ithin the com puta-
tion entanglem ent graph. However, the entire concate—
nated graph state must not be puri ed directly, since
them axin um vertex degree of the resulting graph grow s
linearly with the level of concatenation, and the puri -
cation protocolperform ance degrades w ith higher vertex
degrees E]. In orderto avoid thisproblem , onem ay per—
form puri cation per level of concatenation separately,
follow ed by syndrom e extraction teleportation w ith post—
selection of the states which have a clean syndrom e.



2. Syndrom e extraction

In order to perform FTQC, one must be abl to ex—
tract nform ation about the errors in the data in order
to ensure that only clean enough states are ntroduced
Into the com putation, as described in the previous sec—
tion, but also to ocbtain inform ation about which errors
are likely to have occurred in order to correct them . This
error syndrom e extraction can be perform ed via telepor-
tation, as recently described in E,E]. In essence, the
dea is to start with a m axin ally entangled pair of en—
coded qubits j_j1;2 which isprepared o ine. G Iven som e
encoded state ~ from which error syndrom e inform ation
is to be extracted, by m easuring each transversal pair
of physical qubits from — and the rst half oij i, In
a basis of m axin ally entangled states, one teleports the
state T into the second half of the entangled pair, up to
a tensor product of local Pauli operators g which is in—
ferred from the outcom es ofthe pairm easurem ents. T he
error syndrom e can in tum be inferred from these cor—
rections by considering the com m utator ofg w ith each of
the generators of the stabilizer group of the code. This
protocol can be seen as the transversal teleportation of
all the physical qubits where the n m axin ally entangled
pairs have been pro fgcted into the codespace being used.
N ote that thisisdi erent from an encoded teleportation
{ an encoded m axin ally entangled state is used, but the
m easurem ents are perform ed on physical qubits, not en—
coded qubits. This proposed technique for FTQC has
not been rigorously proven to have an error threshold as
is the case or m any other techniques ], but extensive
num erical evidence supports such a clain E].

T he usualteleportation protocol @] can be perform ed
wih any m easurem ent In a m axin ally entangled basis,
and this choice ofbasis xeswhich m axin ally entangled
states can be used as a resource. In fact, teleportation
can be perform ed by the serial concatenation J, § =
X $225M IM PE3E,N INJ, which may be understood
as a teleportation using the basis obtained by applying a
H adam ard gate to one of the qubits ofa Bellbasis. Ifwe
allow form odi ed preparation of the entangled resource
state, the pattem, stripped ofthe entanglem ent prepara—
tion, sin ply becomes T = X $?Z5*M /M {E1,, which, for
com pleteness, m ust be concatenated w ith the pattem for
them odi ed entangled state preparation (ie.the pattem
that prepares the encoded entangled state).

In the PM M, syndrom e extraction of som e encoded
state ~ is perform ed by: (I) preparing and verifying the
encoded state J &, = "Z 1% 4 F i, (ID teleporting all
qubits In T individually using the resource state j 4o,
and (III) perfomm ing classicalpost-processing to infer the
syndrom e Inform ation from the telkportation m easure-
m ent outcom es. A s discussed, step (I) can be perform ed
by hierarchical teleportation and post-selection [L7,231.
Step (II) can be perform ed by paralkel concatenation of
the pattem T above, whilk step (III) is merely classi-
calpostprocessing which a ects the bases of subsequent
m easurem ents. P artial syndrom e Inform ation can be ex—

(a) ™

FIG .2: Entanglem ent graphs for the fault-tolerant im plem en—
tation of Jp. The boxed nodes correspond to input qubits,
and allbut the white nodes (corresponding to output qubits)
are m easured In the X eigenbasis (up to feed—forw ard-based
corrections) .

tracted in a sin ilar fashion, as in the case ofthe J pat—
temwih = “7 , where, depending on , one can obtain

Inform ation about P aulierrors w hich anti-com m ute w ith
X orY.

3. Perform ing the com putation

G ven any m easurem ent patterm in thePM M , onem ay
make i faulttolerant by rst translating each of the
com m andsw ith a Jargerpattem representing its encoded
form , then Inserting instances ofthe syndrom e extracting
teleportation between each operation, and standardizing
the resulting pattem.

As a sinpl exam ple, consider the pattem fragm ent
X 5'M {E;, that inplm ents the unitary Jo = H, with
entanglem ent graph depicted by Fig. [Z@). Usihg a sin-
gk level of encoding under the 7 qubi CSS code, the
resulting pattem is already long and om itted forbrevity,
but is entanglem ent graph in Fig. () dem onstrates
the sim plicity of the transfom ation. The subgraph en—
closed In the shaded triangle corresponds to the encoded
state that m ust be prepared and veri ed before the re—
m aining operations can be perform ed, in what can be
seen as an extension of the bu ered im plem entation of
the unencoded case @]. W ith the data protected by an
error correction code and o Ine preparation of encoded
qubits, one Inserts the syndrom e extracting teleportation
to obtaln the nalfault-tolerantpattem w ith correspond—
ing entanglem ent graph depicted n Fig.[A(c) . A gah, the
subgraph inside the irreqularpentagon (corresponding to
the preparation ofthe encoded m axim ally entangled pair)
is to be prepared and veri ed before the qubisw ithin it
Interact w ith the rem ainder of the graph. This dem on—
strates the fact that only three subgraphs need to be
prepared and veri ed o ine: the am aller subgraphs cor-
responding to the encoded states 3 i and 3 _1i, and the
larger subgraph corresponding to the encoded state j_ i.
This procedure for im plem enting faulttolerance works



for any linear graph. O ther graphs, corresponding to a
~Z pattem interacting between two linear chains, can
be handled in a sim ilar fashion, by sin ply inserting syn—
drom e extracting teleportations before and after the * Z
gate.

Tt is In portant to note that these nodes, interactions
and m easurem ents added to the com putation in order
to extract syndrom e Inform ation just correspond to C lif-
ford operations. The m easurem ents associated with a
sequence of Cli ord operations can be perform ed in any
order, even sim ultaneously, and thus they do not increase
the depth com plexiy ofthe com putation. M oreover, this
also allow s for the o ine preparation of subgraphs corre—
soonding to C1i ord operations, along w ith m easurem ent
ofparts ofthe subgraph, which allow s for the elin ination
of som e types of error via post-selection { aspointed out
in @], for the case of repeated syndrom e extraction, one
can post-select on subgraphs which will yield agreeing
syndrom es.

Iv. CONCLUSION

W ehave described am easurem ent based m odelofcom —
putation w ith the notable feature that m easurem ents are

restricted to the eigenbases of the P aulioperatorsX and
Y . W ih the appropriate choice of quantum codes, any
m easurem ent pattem in thism odel can be directly m od—
i ed into another pattem w ithin the sam e m odel w hich
willhave a owere ective error rate forthe encoded data,
according to num erical evidence E].

Tt rem ains to see if one can com pare the error thresh—
old values and usage of resources for the direct approach
described here, w ith that ofthe approach of FT based on
gate sim ulation.
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