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W e present a quantum error correction code which pro—
tects a qubit of nfom ation against generalone qubit errors
which m aybe caused by the interaction with the environ—
ment. To accom plish this, we encode the original state
by distrbuting quantum nfom ation over ve qubits, the
m inin al num ber required for this task. W e give a sinple
circui which takes the initial state w ith fourextra qubitsin
the state Pi to the encoded state. T he circuit can be con-
verted into a decoding one by sim ply running it backward.
Reading the extra four qubits at the decoder’s output we
leam which one of the sixteen altematives (no error plus
all fteen possble 1-bit errors) was realized. The origihal
state of the encoded qubit can then be restored by a sin ple
unitary transform ation.
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Quantum ocom putation — which has attracted so
much attention as a result of progress In designing
e cient quantum algorithm s E] — is still far from
practical in plem entation. The biggest di culyy is the
fragility of the quantum states required to process in—
form ation. A 11 the proposed im plem entations w ill suf-
fer from the Interaction wih the environm ent, and
even a weak couplingm ay result in decoherence BEE]
M oreover, other sources of errors (ie., tin ing of laser
pulses in the linear trap com puter of ref. E]) w ill add
to the problam .

In classical com puters, errors can also occur and are
handled through variouserror correcting techniques ﬂ].
However, n the quantum casedi erent error correction
techniques are needed to protect quantum superposi-
tion and entanglem ent which are essential ngredients
of quantum com putation). T he sim plest schem e E] of
this sort can be based on a purely quantum watch-
dog e ect. It has been recently dem onstrated to show
prom ise E], but i su ers from an im perfection ofbe-
Ing essentially probabilistic{ ie., in principle only som e
of the correctable errors w ill actually be corrected by
its application. Thus In the tem inology of the error
correction com m unity, this is schem e is not perfect ﬂ].

Shor E] has cham pioned a di erent strategy (based
on classical schem es using redundancy). The idea is
to store quantum inform ation not in a single qubi but
In an entanglem ent of nine qubits. This schem e allow s
one to correct for any error incurred by any one of
the nine qubits. Steane @] and C alderbank and Shor
E] have proposed a di erent schem e which uses only

seven bits for this purpose and dem onstrated that this
is the least required for the strategies nspired by the
classical coding theory which is based on linear codes
E]. H owever these codes are not perfect as they use
m ore bits than is absolutely necessary to correct 1-bit
errors ﬂ].

In the quantum case at hand, classical coding the—
ory seam s to be too restrictive. A 1l classical codes are
based on the Hamm ing distance E] (the num ber of
di erent bitsbetween two codewords). E cient quan-—
tum codes w ill have to use a quantum analog of this
distance. Below we present a perfect (ie. capable of
correcting all1-bit ervorsw ith them Inim um num berof
extra qubits) quantum error correction code using only

ve qubits (shown to be the am allest possible num ber) .
O ur code is not a classical linear code @] but a truly
quantum code. Som e of its m athem atical properties
are discussed below but others certainly deserve fur-
ther study. A notable property of our error correction
code is that the encoding can be done using a rem ark—
ably sinple circuit which is itself the central piece of
the error correction schem e enabling us to recover from
generalone bit errors.

Before presenting our perfect code, ket us m ention
w hat are the requirem ents it m ust satisfy. An encoding
of one qubi Into n qubits is a representation of the
logical states P, 1 and 1, i as entangled states In the
n{partick H ibert space;

x 1 x 1
iJi; ji= 1 ; 1)
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the n{particle H ibert space w ith i de ning the binary
representation of the integer i. To serve as a quantum
error correction code Eq.) m ust satisfy certain con-—
ditions whose origin is best understood by analyzing
the e ect of the interaction w ith the environm ent. A
general interaction between the k-th qubi and its en-
vironm ent w ill Jead to an evolution of the fom ;

®iPei! Poifei+ B ijli
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where ®i, 11, ¥j, 1 are states of the environm ent
which will rem ain arbirary throughout this paper
(apart from the obvious orthogonality and nom aliza—
tion constraints in posed by unitarity of the evolution
NnEq.f)). Thee ectofthe interaction given by Eq.[p)


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9602019v1

upon the logical states Pr, 1 and jl;, i is easily calcu-
lated;

P 7R L ik, sB.k sB.k Pui
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where ¥ are the Pauli m atrices acting on the k-th

bit. T he states ofthe environm ent appearing in E q.ﬁ)
are £ i= (Fi ®mi=2and ¥i= FHi + 1)=2.
Fourtypes ofoutcom e due to Interaction w ith the envi-
ronm ent exhaust all possibilities. F irst, the state m ay
ram ain unchanged (the operator I is proportional to
the identiy). Second, the state of the system may
pick a m inus sign in front of all the stateswith a 1
in the k-th qubi (thus corresponding to action of the
operator ¥). This altemative is correlated w ith the
environm ent £ i. Third, the state of the system m ay
be altered by Ipping the k-th bit (through the opera-
tor ¥) getting correlated w ith the states ¥/ i. Fourth,
and nally, the system may get a bt I in the k-th
bit together wih a sign i for which the operator is

i ¥, an option correlated with #° i. The second op-
eration is denoted by Sy (for sign i), the third by
By (orbit i) and the Purth oneby B S which is
selfexplanatory) . N ote that the sam e state of the en—
vironm ent is coupled to the respective states of p i
and jlp i. This is essential in what ollow s.

The de ning property ofa quantum error correction
code Eq.ﬁl) is the llow ing: the original two dim en—
sional H ibert space spanned by P i and jlp i must
be m apped coherently into orthogonal 2-dim ensional
H ibert spaces corresponding to each of the di erent
environm ent{induced errors (denoted as Sy, Bx and
BSk). This is su cient to recover from a l-qubit er—
ror since it ispossible to m easure In which 2-d H ibert
space the system isw ithout destroying the relevant co—
herence. A fterthem easurem ent it ispossible to restore
the originalquantum state by m eans of sim ple uniary
transform ations (which depend upon the result of the
m easurem ent).

O rthogonality ofthe subspaces corresponding to the
di erent errors inposes a rather stringent constraint
on the din ension of the H ibert space which must be
Jlarge enough to accom m odate so m any orthogonalsub—
spaces. How big should this space be? O rthogonality
requires a subspace for each of the three errors every
qubit can su er and another one for the unperturbed
logical state. Thismakes a totalof3n + 1. W emust
double this to have enough space to accom m odate both
logical states and their erroneous descendants. T hus,
the num ber of subspaces is 2 (3n + 1). To have enough
room in the H ibert space the condition;

2@n+ 1) 2%; (4)

mustbe satis ed. Both Shor’'sn = 9{code and Steane’s
n = 7{code satisfy this constrain while n = 5 is the
an allest num ber which saturatesEq.@). The codewe
present has 5 bits.



T he orthogonality conditions can be w ritten as al-
gebraic constraints on the coe cients ; and ; which
de netheencoding. For the sake of space and tinewe
w ill not w rite them all explicitly but just m ention the
follow ing sin ple subset;

X X X X

jif = jif = iif =

k even k odd k odd
1 odd 1 even 1 odd

J ijz ’
k even
1 even

®)

forallk;1l= 1;:::;5 (@nd a sim ilar condition for ;).
T he sum s are over k{even and k {odd num bers: k {even
k{odd) numbers are those with a 0 (1) In the k-th
bi. If we restrict ourselves to encodings satisfying
JiJ= Jij= 1, an assum ption based on sin pliciy,
the above condition im plies that we need at least eight
states in the superposition. Thus, ve bis and eight
states In the superposition seem to be the m inin um
required by the orthogonality conditions (and the sin -
plicity assum ption). M oreover, it is easily shown that
it is in possible to satisfy all the constraints by using
only positive numbers for sor s (+1 in our case) so
either phases orm inus signs are essential.

T he conditions of E q.ﬁ), w hile still incom plete, are
nevertheless extrem ely restrictive: In fact, one can
prove that they essentially determ ine (up to perm u-—
tations between bits) what are the eight states jii al-
lowed In the superposition oqu.EI) . This detem ines
the encoding ofeach ofthe logical states, thusde ning
the support of the code. Tt is Interesting to note that
the solution can be guessed from Steane’s encoding @]
by dropping any two of its qubits. The only rem ain—
Ing freedom is in the sign distrdbution between states,
w hich can be found by a com puter search. T his ishow
we have rst arrived at the class of possble encodings
exem pli ed by the follow ing perfect 5{bi code

Pri= P iPoi Psifli+ Pifloi+ PsiPli
dri=  Ppifli PiP0i+ PeiPli Peifloi;  (6)

w here the (unnom alized) 3 {particle B ell states are de—

ned as jjzz i= (P00i H11i), jji i= (jL00i 111),
j)z i= (101 4011, ;b; i= (j110i PO1li). Other
allowed codes can be found from Eq.@) by pem uta-
tions of bits and coordinated sign changes. Thus, all
the allow ed codes have the sam e sign pattem, w ith two
m inus signs In one of the logical states and four in the
other (these resultsw illbe proven in detail elsew here).
T he m athem atical structure behind this sign distrdbou-
tion Wwhich, aswe said before, is the only freedom we
have, save for the Yauge transfom ation’ in the form
of sign and coordinated bi Ips) still lies beyond our
present understanding.

T he encoding Eq.@) can be Im plem ented by using
the circuit depicted in Figure la. The original infor-
m ation carrier is the qubit P iwhich m ay be in a gen—
eralstate Pi= Pi+ Ji. A fter the action of the

encoding circuit, and when the other nput states are
all set to Pi, the output state will always be given
by Pri+ Jlpi. This circuit is just a combination
of quantum Jlogic gates (controlled{not, controlled ro—
tations, etc.) which can be Inplem ented (@t least in
principk) in various physical settings.

Untilnow we exhlbited a quantum code and a quan—
tum circuit which acts as encoder. H ow ever, the error
correction m ethod would not be com plete w thout the
circuit for actually correcting all the possble one bi
errors. The m ost rem arkable feature of ourm ethod is
that the circuit for this is exactly the sam e as the one
for encoding but run ackwards (see F igure 1b). This is
In contrast w ith all previous schem es discussed in the
literature where a di  erent decoding/correction circuit
W as necessary.

A heuristic argum ent has guided us in searching for
this circuit. The fact that we are using exactly n = 5
bis allow s us in principle to have a circuit such us
the one we found. For, to distinguish the 16 di er-
ent error syndrom es (the \no error altemative" plus
the 15 ones corresponding to  ve errors of each type
Sk, Byx and B Sx) we would need to m ake four binary
tests which would provide us with 16 results). This
is precisely what the circuit does: when any one of
the sixteen possible states inputs the encoder from the
right, the states 5%, 11, %1 and 7% uniquely identify
the Input and allow us to know what the state of the
qubi P % is. Allpossbilties are exhbited n Tablk
1. Som e of them are easily understood. For exam ple,
the trivial case 3% = Pi= 1= #% = Pi corre-
gponds to the \no error" altemative (since in that case
the nput in the lft is identical to the one used for
encoding). O ther alematives, such as the one corre—
soonding to the S; syndrom e (an error in the rstbit)
can be easily identi ed by looking at the circuit from
the lkft to the right: In fact, if the input to the en-
coder isnot pi= Jpi= Fi= Hi= Pibut pi= ji,
Pi= Ti= Fi= Pithe output state is easily seen
to be the one corresponding to the S; error (since the

rst rotation would produce a state w th a m nus sign
In front of the jli state). O ther altematives are less
obviousbut they allwork in the sam e way.

T hus, after using the encoding circuit in backw ards
direction we have a precise diagnosis of what went
wrong (if anything) w ih our quantum bit. The state
ofthe qubit P %im ay be easily restored to the original

Pit+ Jliby a unitary transfom ation which depends
upon the m easurem ent of the states %; 1°1; 1 and
i [Lg1.

A ssum Ing that the Interaction a ected at m ost one
bi in any way, we have shown that there exist a 5-
qubi code which corrects perfectly, ie. has perfect

delity ]. Tt isnotdi culkt to convince yourselfthat
if the probability of an error in only one qubit isp, the

delity of the code where the restriction to only one
error is lifted w illbe 1 p? + ::: for som e constant c.



This is an in provem ent on the uncorrected evolution
of a single qubi which has delity 1 p as ong as
c< p.

T he support of our code is unigue under the con-
ditions; i) that the coe cients of the codew ords have
unit m odulus, and; ii) that under error due to the in—
teraction w ith the environm ent the logicalstateswould
go to m utually orthogonal states @].
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Figure la. Circuit for the encoding of the states
described n Eqg.(6). R describes rotation Pi !
(Pi+ ji)= 2and fi! (Pi HJi)= 2 .Theekment
wih an correspondsto a controlnot (w ith controlon
the lled 276circlke); ifthe controlis Jlithen the stateat

is ipped. The elem ent ncluding corresoond to a
conditional rotation by a phase , where the condition
is satis ed when the state hasthe bit in the 0 state for

the em pty circle and 1 forthe lled one.
E rror Syndrom e | Resuling state
ARPLL D1

N one 0000 Pi+ i
BS3 1101 i+ Pi
BS5 1111 Pi+ i
B2 0001

S3 1010 Pi i
S5 1100

BS2 0101

B5 0011

S1 1000 Pi i
S2 0100

sS4 0010

B1 0110

B3 0111

B4 1011 i Pi
BS1 1110

BS4 1001

Tablk 1. Ermor with corresponding syndrom es and

states for the decoder shown in Figure 1. B; S; BS
correspond to a bit, a sign, ora bi and a sign ipped
w ith the follow ing number which identi esthebit. To
recover the initial state, 5 di erent unitary operations
m ust be perform ed consisting ofbit and sign ips on
the state © 1.
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Figure 1lb. Circuit of Figure la ran in the oppo—
site way. T he state %1% °;d% gives the syndrom es of
table 1. A unitary transfom ation brings back P ‘ito
P i, which can be reencoded using the circuit of F igure
la.



