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Abstract

Certain physical aspects of quantum error correction are discussed for a
quantum com puter (-qubit register) in contact wih a decohering environ—
m ent. Under rather plausble assum ptions upon the form of the com puter-
environm ent interaction, the e ciency of a general correcting procedure is
evaliated as a function of the spontaneousdecay duration and the rank of
errors covered by the procedure. It is proved that the probability of errors
can be m ade arbirarily an allby enhancing the correction m ethod, provided

the decohering Interaction is represented by a bounded operator.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Since Shor [[]] dem onstrated that the classical factoring problem can, in principl, be
e ciently solved on a quantum ocom puter, a m ultitude of papers dealing w ith quantum
com puting have em erged. It was soon recognized B[], however, that the advantage of in —
plm enting entangled quantum statesm ay be sooilt by their vulnerability to errors. N am ely,
the destructive interference of the om nipresent environm ent leads to an exponential loss of
the probability that the com putation runs in the desired way. T he number of runs needed
to perform a successfil calculation then increases exponentially which takes one back to the
purwiew of com plexity problem s.

T hese pessin istic view s have abated to a certain extent since the rst work pioneering
quantum error correction appeared []. Tt inm ediately becam e a sub ct of fascination that
som ething as delicate to handke as quantum state can be m ended w ithout know ing any
particulars about it. In view of that, a variety of error correcting codes [] and related
com plexity requirem ents [§{[§] have been thoroughly discussed.

T he basic idea of quantum ocorrecting is fairly simple. The com putational state is en—
coded, by introducing redundancy, into a m ore robust one, which can then be recti ed,
provided only errors from a certain sub-class have occurred. It is subsequently argued that
the rem aining errors appear w ith a an all probability, which is a key prerequisite for the
proof of correction e ectiveness. A typical exam plk of the above sub-class are singlequbit
errors. In this case, sin ultaneous errors on m ore than one qubit are expected to confom
to the law of Independent probabilities, and, therefore, to be dom inated by the single-qubit
errors. If the latter errors can be put away, the systam is Indeed much lss susceptible to
perturoations.

W hile quantum codes and related topics have been well explored during over a year
of their existence, little has been said on the genuine physical agoects of the quantum
error correction, though som e of them certainly deserve our attention. N am ely, desoie all

correction m ethods resam bl the watdh-dog stabilization (discussed, eg., in ]), there is



an in portant di erence: For the watch-dog stabilization (in the ideal case) to function,
corrections have to be repeated at an in nite rate. But, In reality, there isalways a principal
bound on the correction frequency (@part from others, for the quantum com putation must
not be interfered w ith) | the exponential decay of the original state cannot be avoided. O £
course, this does not necessarily in ply that the error correction bringsno pro t. In order to
estin ate the correction e ciency, however, the tem poral aspects of the correction process

have to be carefully scrutinized. A s shown in the follow ng exam ple, this cannot be done
irregardless the particulars of the decohering interaction.

Consider a sinpl correction schem e capable of elin inating single- and doublqubit
am plitude errors (ie. Pi$ Ji J'ps| See sect. T0) : States of a single qubit are encoded into
states of a qubit pentet, Pi! P0000iand jli! 4111111, and the correction is represented
by the transform ation bhlbkxhylyi ! Jddddoi on the encoded states, where b isequalto by that
occurs at Jeast three tin es In the Initial state (m a prization rule). Let us try to com pare the
stabilization e ect of the above correction under two di erent errorproducing interactions:
HO =" n!, landH @ = . ,h!y, ¥ I, where ! isthe rstPaulimatrix ( , :Pis i)
operating on the i-th qubit. A s both the Interactions cause only am plitude errors, the
correction procedure is, In principle, applicable. T he corresponding evolution operatorshave
the orm : U @ ) = © osl i+ 1 fsh(!i)]andU @ ) = © werlos(l)+ 15 Tsin(1apl.
By breaking the products into parts, it is evident that the error proliferation ismuch faster
for the second ham iltonian. Nam ely, for short tim es t, the errors which cannot be cured by
our procedure (ie. thetem sin U (t) correspoonding to three—-and higherqubit errors) are of
order £ in the rst case and t? in the second one. To achieve the sam e Jevel of stabilization
for both interactions, the corrections In the seocond case have to be repeated at m uch higher
rate.

The plan of the paper is as llows. In the ssoond section we brie y recall the basic
facts on deoocherence and quantum error correction. The third section is devoted to the
evaluation of the correction e ciency, under a certain m ild assum ption on the form of

deochering interaction. In the last section we present conditions under which a rigorous



m eaning can be given to our form ulas, and discuss their applicability to realistic situations.
In particular, we prove that the quantum com puter can be stabilized if the deoohering

Interaction is represented by a bounded operator.

II.DECOHERENCE AND CORRECTION BY CODES

D ecoherence in quantum system s is, according to the current operationalistic point of
view [L{], induced by coupling the system to its environm ent. A s a result, the states of the
com puter becom e entangled w ith the environm ental ones, the fact that has a deadly in pact

on quantum superpositions. Fom ally, decoherence is descrioed by the chain
% ! Do=2% % ! De=U@®DUY® ! % = Tr.D; 1)

where %y and %; are the com puter states (density m atrices) at tine 0 and t, respectively,
and % is the Initialenvironm ental state. H ere the Jeffm ost arrow represents enlarging ofthe
com puter’s H ibert space H . by the environm ental degrees of freedom , them idd e one stands
for the pint com puterenvironm ent evolution (resulting typically in a non-product density

m atrix D ), and the rightm ost arrow re ects our ignorance of the environm ent, expressed in

tem s of the partial trace over the environm ental H ibert space H .. D espite the unitarity of
the pint evolution D3 ! D, the full transfom ation %, ! %: need no longer be unitary.

D uring the run ofa calculation, the com putational state faces a sequence ofneatly tin ed
unitary transfom ations. In the m eantin €, when quantum gates are being readied for the
next com putational step, the quantum registers containing qubits are falling victin to the
harsh Intervention of the environm ent. Consequently, to study decoherence e ects In the
quantum com puter, one should prin arily be interested in qubits susgpended in the registers
that are exposed just to the environm ental interaction.

The simplst quantum register contains only one qubit We denote the singlequbit
Hibert space by H ). The action of the overall evolution operator U (£) can be fom al-

ized by the follow ing equations



U ®©FiPi= miPi+ Riji; U Odji= juiPi+ gniijlis @)

Here i is an orthonom albasis of H . (for sin plicity we suppose %; = F ;wieihe ), and
i, Jki, i and dn ;i are som e unknown environm ental states (neither nom alization nor
orthogonality is required) containing t as an im plicit variabl. The crucial observation @],
leading ultim ately to the correcting codes, is that the tin edependence of the evolution
operatorU (t) can be totally embodied In the environm entalH ibert space H .. Nam ely, U (t)
adm its a trivial factorization U (t) = F U ( Q ,whereU ) andQ ( = 0;1;2;3) act
on the environm ental and qubit states, respectively. Let j i= Pi+ Ji. The explicit

form ofU (t) and Q can be deduced from the formula

U )R] 1= lejnil( i+ i)+ 2 I8 23“il< i )+
= ®ilj i+ pi i+ i K] i+ Ji( 1,)] 1 Q)

Here ,, ,,and , arePaulim atrices in the basis i and jli. T he expression @) has kd
to a \discrete" classi cation of quantum errors ] Into am plitude errors ( ), phase errors
( ), and combined am plitudephase errors ( i, = , 4); 1 represents no error. In view
of @), if the three classes of errors can be corrected, then any (even unknown) single qubit
state can resist perturbations.
An error decom position analogous to (3) is valid also for n-qubit system s. IfU (t) is an
evolution operator (even non-uniary) onH = H, H, ,wihH.=H qn, then
X
UM = Ueqgl) ' %5 4)
f g
where the sum runs over all n-collections £ ;gL , of indices ; 2 £0;1;2;3g and U¢ 4 are
operators on H ., corresponding to the respective dynam ics In the qubit sector. Here we

have m ade use of the shorthand notation

Chwd by g

k1 n k




where = (1;~). The decomposition ) is unique since i can be nverted to yield
Us g =2 "Ty U@ * % ::: " ).Now,i ismeaningfulto say that an error of rank k
has occurred, if only collections w ith exactly k non-zero indices ; contrbute to @).

E rror correction by codes relies upon the possibility to encode single logical states i and
JLi Into speci ¢ superpositions 01 and jli of com pound n—qubit logical states (so-called code-
words from H ,"). If the states Pi and Jli are distant enough from each other, where the
Hamm ing distance tums out to be an appropriate m easure for these purposes, the histories
ofa certain sub-class oferrors can be traced badk and subsequently rem edied. Let k be xed.

Then i tums out that for som e n satisfying the quantum Hamm ing and G ibert-Varsham ov

bounds [L],

xk n ’ ®k n ’

=0 =0
there exists a code nto n qubits capable of rectifying all errors up to rank k. The above
nequalities follow from the requirem ent that the H ibert space of code-w ords is large enough
to allow both, the original nfom ation contained in %, (cf. Pmulafll) aswellastheway i
hasbeen altered by the above sub-class of errors, to be deciphered from the register density
matrix %.. It will be inportant for us to cbserve the asym ptotic behaviour of the above

boundsasn ! 1 .Takingatthesmetinek=n! x,the formula @) boilsdown to
xh3 hk*C x'* h2 2xh3 hEx)*a 2x)' *: 7)

Since both the nequalities are satis ed for a nonvanishing argument (x 2 [Kg;2%Xq9] wih
Xg 0:d), we see that the num ber of errors k that can be controlled grow s roughly lnearly
w ith the size n ofthe code.

The repair of defects is standardly thought to be done by m eans of auxiliary qubits,
so—called ancillas. Before the correction procedure is initiated, the ancillas are prepared
In a xed state Ai (this is in portant as it in plies zero entropy J'nput| disorder can be
transferred to the ancilla H ibbert space H 5 ). W hen they are brought nto contact w ith the

com putational qubits, the corresponding type of error is reprinted In the ancilla state and



subsequently recti ed in the com putational sector. Fom ally, to represent this operation,
one introduces @] a recovery operatorR , acting on the product space H. H, .Ascan be
easily shown, R can bem ade unitary [[3f3], which allow s for the coherent inclusion of the

error correction into the com putational algorithm .

IIT.CORRECTION EFFICIENCY

Tt is intuitively clear that the correction proocedures fiinction only when the stored com —
putational state has not departed very far from the initial one. In this section we would
like to discuss this comm on supposition quantitatively. In order to do that, ket us recall
[[4] the de nition ofthe delity functional ascribed to the channel decoherence+ correction
(represented by the operator R U ). Nam ely, the delity functionalF () is the probability
that the Initial state j i passes through the channel intact. If the environm ent is originally
In the state %, then

h i

F ©=TrRU @@ 35 PLUYWRYP ®)
HereP = j ih jis the progctor onto the state j i and, sim ilarly, P, = A ihA j. W ihout
being explicitly m arked out, the ancilla is not to be a ected by the evolution under U (t).
C onsequently, errorE () of the respective code isde ned [[Jlby E ) = supy ;E (), where
E ©©=1 F () isthe error functional. &t is worth noting that as we suppose R to be
unitary, E isexpressed by the sam e formula asF wih only the last proectorP replaced
byl P

A ssum e now n qubit registers being in the state j i. The registers are exposed to the
environm ental intrusion, described by an interaction ham ilttonian V . In the follow ing, we
shallbe concemed w ith the class of non-contact interactions, ie., those for which V takes

the form



where h! are som e selfadpint operators on the environm entalH ibert space (the tem w ith

= 0 is absent in equation @) as it can be incorporated into the free ham iltonian| see
below ). This assum ption is jasti able if all Interqubit com m unications are m ediated by
som e (quash) particke extemal elds. For instance, in the lnear ion-trap com puter single
qubits Interact by exchanging photons and phonons, so the Interaction is indeed a non-
contact one.

In the interaction picture, the evolution operatorU (t) satis es the Schrodinger equation

d
— U=V QU L; 10
ldt (t) ©U © 10)

where V (t) isthe freely evolved Interaction ham iltonian, V () = e °®ve # ot (yessth = 1).
A sthe free ham iltonian is not supposed to induce Interaction between qubits H o is the sum
ofenvironm ental and single-qubit tem s), the free evolution of ‘sin {§) can be ncorporated
into the evolution ofh’s. N am ely, taking into account that * (t) = ! ) ' wheref! ()
are som e functions of tim e), we can put the operatorV (t) to the sam e form asV, only wih
h! being replaced by S ©ht ).

Let the environm ent be In the state &;i. Then the pint tin e evolution of £;ij i in the

Interaction picture can be w ritten

U®%iji= #iJi 1 dsV QU )miji=
0
Z . ]
=7 IT i dsV(s) miji+
1 0

Zt Zsl Zs

k
+ (DT ) ds; ) ds; ::: ) dsis 1V 1)V (52) 113V (50 1)U (5 1) Biid i A1)

where T is the tin e-ordering operator and k is chosen to be precisely the rank of errorswe
Intend to correct. The second equality has been cbtained by iterating the preceding one k—
tin es, whilk tacitly supposing that U (t) issu ciently di erentiable when applied to ® ;ij 1.
Now lt the ancilla qubits (nitially n the state A i) pin the evolution and carry out the
correction R . Since the correction procedure cures all errors up to rank k, the st tem

in {J) is thoroughly reverted to the state j i In the com putational sector and, therefore,



brings no contribution to the ervor functionalE () (due to the presence of1 P ). This

enables us to w rite

Z Z Z g

t Sk t 0 0 0
E ©= ds; ::: dsis 1 Odsl:::o ds,,

0 0

TrRV (s1) :::V (50 1)U (8 1)D aUY (80, 1)V (85, 1) 12V 6)RY (L P )] (12)

withD 5 =P % Pa. W e have the st result: If the correcting m ethod is capablke

(2k+ 1)

of ram edying allerrors up to k, then E  (0) = E°Q) = :::=E 0) = 0 for all initial

states j i. M oreover, the behaviour for short tin es is given by the relation

€k+2 X X 0 0 .
E ©)= —— TrRV?Y :::v* D V1 ::2:VERYQ P )]+ 0 &3); (13)
k+ 1)° ”
T fLgflg

where the sum s run over allordered k+ l-subsetsoff1;2;:::;ng,and V= F ST ol (0) B
The formula ) is obtained by substituting V (s) V (0) and U (s) 1 for gnall tines
s .n {J). As the errors incurred n {[3) by the chains of V’s are of rank k + 1, they are
not all likely to be corrected for a generic environm ental Interaction, unless the correction

(2k+ 2)

m ethod encom passes also higher order errors. Thus, E 0) 6 0 and ) describes the
true behaviour of E  for short tim es.

W e see that, Indeed, the m ore enhanced codes are applied the slower the errors escalate.
Tt is worth noting that the formula {{3) generalizes the standard treatm ent of the quantum
watch-dog e ect. In the latter, no error correction is em ployed, therefore k = 0, which is
In accord with the obtained tin e dependence E (b) ). However, as opposed to the
watch-dog e ect, quantum error correction by codes requires no know ledge of the initial

state.

IV.STABILIZATION BY CORRECTION

W e have seen In the previous section that the ancilla based correction brings about
polynom ial slow -dow n of error propagation, provided the m id condition {§) upon the form

of the interaction is satis ed. In practice, however, this does not In ply that decoherence



can be stopped from penetrating into the com puter. Nam ely, as already m entioned, since
the frequency at which the recti cation is repeated cannot be m ade arbitrarily large, even
the encoded quantum Inform ation in the register sub fcted to periodic corrections decays
exponentially w ith tin e, w ith only the decay rate reduced. In view of these ram arks, the
follow Ing conospt of stabilization ism ore appropriate: A correction procedure, depending on
a discrete param eter n, quali es to be stabilizing, if there is a range of tim es or which the
probability of errors can be m ade arbitrarily sm allby varying the param eter n. The latter
param eter represents the com prehensiveness of the correction m ethod and is exem pli ed by
the length of code-words In our case.

W e would like to clarify when a com puter register can be stabilized in the above sense.
In particular, we prove the follow ing statem ent: If the demohering interaction has the form
@), with the operators h' uniform Iy bounded, then there exists an error procedure stabilizing
quantum com puter against error proliferation . It should be noted that wem ake no particular
assum ptions on the free ham iltonian, apart from the natural sslfad pintness requirem ent
ensuring the existence of e %, For the proof, notice that in this setting all the above
formulas can be given a good m athem atical m eaning. Consequently, we can derive the
nequality

k+ 2

2k+ 2
E @ mka (14)

by directly utilizing the boundedness assumption n () « k is the standard operator
nom ). Ifkh'k C Prall and ], then, in thereginek;n! 1 ,weget

n 2k+ 2 Ce 2xon

E® O(@Q) tCe— < ; (15)
k Xo

where x, stands for the Iower bound on the asym ptotic valie of k=n (see G)) . Hence, if
t < x0=Ce, the error E (t) tends to zero exponentially fast as n increases. Consequently,
by choosing a su ciently enhanced encoding, the delity of the decoherencet correction

channel outstrips every bound 1 wih > 0) and the quantum infom ation is, Indeed,

well stabilized.

10



Unfortunately, it tums out that the genuine environm ental interaction cannot be rep—
resented by a bounded operator. Nevertheless, the high-energy environm ental states are
usually strongly suppressed due to low tem perature T . Since the characteristic scale of the
interaction energy h' is of order k; T, one is Jed to the rough estinate t < tr 1=ks T
for the regim e of applicability of the quantum error correction. Hence, the threshold of the
them alregine tr (cf. B]) probably sets an absolute bound beyond which no correction is
of substantial help.

T he rigorous treatm ent of the unbounded case in this generality fallsbeyond the current
level of m athem atical quantum theory. Tt is not so di cul to control the ormula (2] if
certain plausble assum ptions on the Interaction Hy + V can be m ade. In particular, one
goes from the description In term s of the D yson series to the description by the Bom series
[3]. It is not clkar, however, whether it is possblk to derive an analogue of the bound
{4), in particular, with the factor k + 1) ¥ in the denom nator (notice that this factor is
absolutely necessary to com pensate the natural extensive behaviour of the operatorV ). W e
plan to address these topics In a future work.

T he restriction to non-contact interactions is, actually, not essential. O ur treatm ent
can be applied also to contact ham iltonians W ih multiple- tem s), kading, however, to

correspondingly weaker resuls conceming the correction e ciency.
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