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A quantum ocodeword is a redundant representation of a logical qubit by m eans of
several physical qubits. Tt is constructed In such a way that if one of the physical
qubits is perturbed, for exam ple if it gets entangled w ith an unknow n environm ent,
there still is enough Inform ation encoded in the other physical qubits to restore
the logical qubit, and disentangl it from the environm ent. T he recovery procedure
m ay consist of the detection of an error syndrom e, ©ollowed by the correction of
the error, as In the classical case. However, it can also be perform ed by m eans of
uniary operations, w ithout having to know the error syndrom e.

Since quantum codew ords span only a restricted subspace of the com plete physical
Hibert space, the uniary operations that generate quantum dynam ics (that is,
the com putational process) are sub fct to considerabl arbitrariness, sin ilar to the
gauge freedom in quantum eld theory. Q uantum ocodewords can thus serve as a
toy m odel for Investigating the quantization of constrained dynam ical system s.

1. Introduction

In classical com m unication and com puting system s, logicalbits, having values 0 or 1, are
In plem ented In a highly redundant way by bistable elem ents, such asm agnetic dom ains.
T he bistability isenforced by coupling the bit carriers to a dissipative environm ent. E rrors
m ay then occur, because of them al uctuations and other hardware in perfections. To
take care of these errors, various correction m ethods have been developed [1], nvolving
the use of redundant bits (that are in plam ented by additionalbistable elem ents).

In quantum communication and com puting, the situation is m ore com plicated: In
spite of their nam e, the logical \qubis" (quantum biary digits) are not restricted to the
discrete values 0 and 1. Their value can be represented by any point on the surface ofa
Poincare sphere. M oreover, any set of qubits can be in an entangkd state: none of the
Individual qubits has a pure quantum state, it is only the state of all the qubits together
that ispure RI.

P em anent address: Technion | Israel Institute of Technology, 32 000 H aifa, Israel


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9609015v1

The qubits ofa quantum ocom puter are m aterialized by single quanta, such as trapped
jons B]. Their coupling to a disspative environm ent W hich was the standard stabilizing
m echanism for classicalbits) isnow to be avoided asm uch aspossible, because it readily
leads to deoocherence, nam ely to the loss of phase relationships. Yet, disturbances due
to the environm ent cannot be com plktely elin nated: eg., even if there are no residual
gas m okcules In the vacuum of an ion trap, there still are the vacuum uctuations of
the quantized electrom agnetic eld, which induce spontaneous transitions between the
energy lvels of the ions. Therefore, error control is an essential part of any quantum
com m unication or com puting system .

This goal ismuch more di cul to achieve than classical error correction, because
qubits cannot be read, or copied, or duplicated, w ithout altering their quantum state in
an unpredictable way []. The feasbility of quantum error correction, which for som e
tin e had been In doubt, was st dem onstrated by Shor B]. As In the classical cass,
redundancy is an essential elem ent, but this cannot be a sim ple repetitive redundancy,
where each bi has ssveral identical replicas and a m a prity vote is taken to establish
the truth. This is because qubits, contrary to ordinary classical bits, can be entanglkd,
and usually they are. As a trivial exam ple, In the singkt state of two spjn-é particles,
each particle, taken separately, is In a com pktely random state. Therefore, com paring
the states of spjn-; particles that belong to di erent (redundant) singlets would give no
Inform ation whatsoever.

A 1l quantum error correction m ethods [B{9] use several physical qubits for represent-
ing one logical qubit. These physical qubits are prepared In a carefully chosen, highly
entangled state. None of these qubits, taken alone, carries any infomm ation. However,
a lJarge enough subset of them m ay contain a su cient am ount of infom ation, encoded
In relative phases, for detem ining and exactly restoring the state of the logical qubit,
Including is entanglem ent w ith the other logical qubits in the quantum com puter.

In this article, I review the quantum m echanical principles that m ake error correction
possbl. (I shall not discuss how to actually design new codewords; the m ost e cient
techniques involre a combination of classical coding theory and of the theory of nite
groups.) Since quantum codew ords span only a restricted subspace of the com plte phys-
icalH ibert space, the unitary operations that generate the quantum dynam icalevolution
(that is, the com putational process) are sub f£ct to considerabl arbitrariness. T he latter
is sin ilar to the gauge freedom In quantum eld theory. Quantum ocodewords can thus
serve as a sin ple toy m odel for investigating the quantization of constrained dynam ical
system s, such as eld theordes w ith gauge groups.

2. Encoding and decoding

In the follow Ing, I shallusually consider codew ords that represent a single logicalqubit. It
is also possibble, and perhaps it m ay be m ore e cient, to encode several qubits into larger
codew oxds. H owever, no new physical principls are nvolred in this, and the sim ple case
of a single qubit is su cient for illustrating these principles.

The quantum state ofa sihgle logical qubit w illbe denoted as



= Pi+ A% @

where the coe cients and are com plex numbers. The symbols i and jli represent
any two orthogonalquantum states, such as \up" and \down" for a soin, or the ground
state and an excited state of a trapped ion.

In a quantum oom puter, there arem any logical qubits, typically In a collective, highly
entangled state, and any particular qubit has no de nie state. I shall stilluse the sam e
symbol  for representing the state of the entire com puter, and Eq. () could now be
w ritten as

=3Ji Pi+Ji Iy @)
w here one particular qubit has been singled out for the discussion, and the symbols j i
and j i represent the collective states of all the other qubits, that are correlated w ith Pi
and jli, regpectively. However, to sim plify the notation and in prove readability, I shall
still w rite the com puter state as n Eq. (). In the Hllow ing, D irac’s ket notation w ill
iIn general not be used for generic state vectors (such as , , ) and the sign will
som etin es be om itted, when the m eaning is clear. Kets will be used only for denoting
basis vectors such as Pi and jli, and their direct products. T he latter w ill be labelled by
binary numbers, such as

Pi  PL001i Pi i Pi  Pi s 3)

In order to encode the qubit i Eq. {l), we intoduce an auxiliary system , called
ancilla ] nitially in a state P00 :::1i. The ancilla ism ade of n qubits, and we can use the
mutually orthogonalvectors pi,witha= 0,1, ...,2" 1 (the number a being w ritten
In binary notation) as a basis for its quantum states. T hese Jabels are called syndrom es,
because, aswe shall see, the presence of an ancilla state with a € 0 m ay serve to dentify
an error In the encoded state that represents

Encoding isa unitary transfom ation, E , perform ed on a physical qubit and its ancilla
together:

i §=0i! E ¥i H=0i i @)

where i means eitther Pi or ji. This uniary transform ation is executed by a quan-—
tum circuit (@n armay of quantum gates). However, from the theorist’s point of view, it
is also convenient to consider i R = 0i and ¥.i as two di erent representations of
the sam e qubit Fi: its logical representation, and its physical representation. The st
one is convenient for discussing m atters of principle, such as quantum algorithm s, while
the physical representation is the one where qubits are actually m aterialized by distinct
physical system s (@nd the latter are the ones thatm ay be sub Fct to independent errors) ﬁ

1T his is the Latin word fr housem aid.

Thesetwo di erent representationsare analogous to the use of nom alm odes vs. localcoordinates for
describing the am all oscillations of a m echanical system [LO]. O ne description is m athem atically sin ple,
the other one is related to directly accessible quantities.



3. E rror correction

If there are 2" syndrom es (ncluding the null syndrom e for no error), it is possble to
dentify and correct up to 2" 1 di erent errors that a ect the physical qubits, with

the help of a suitable decoding m ethod, as explained below . Let ¥ i, with a= 0, ...,
2" 1, be a com plte st of orthonom al vectors describing the physical qubits of which
the codewords arem ade: {piand jlgi are the two error free states that represent i and
i, and allthe other {,i and jl.1 are the resuls oferrors (@ ecting one physical qubit In

the codew ord, or several ones, this does not m atter at this stage). These ¥ .1 are de ned
In such a way that .1 and jl.i result from the sam e errors in the physical qubits of y1
and Jloi (forexam ple, the third qubit is jpoped). W e thushave tw o com plete orthonom al
bases, 1 Bpiand ¥.,i. These two bases uniquely de ne a uniary transfom ation E ,
such that

E (1 B3i)= ¥.4 ©)

EYF¥.i= Fi 3L ©®)
where a runs from 0 to 2% 1. Thus, E is the encoding m atrix, and E Y is the decoding
m atrix. If the orighal and corrupted codewords are chosen in such a way that E isa
real orthogonalm atrix (not a com plex unitary one), then EY is the trangposed m atrix,
and therefore E and E ¥ are in plem ented by the sam e quantum circuit, executed in two
opposite directions. (IfE is com plex, the encoding and decoding circuits m ust also have
opposite phase shifts.)

The 2" 1 \standard errors" #,i! F.1arenotthe only ones that can be corrected
by the EY decoding. Any error of type
X
Folil! U Fol= cFali )

a
is also corrected, since
X X
EY G Fal= Fi G Bl @)
a a
is a direct product of i w ith the ancilla in som e irrelevant corrupted state. N ote that no
know ledge of the syndrom e is nesded In order to correct the ervor [L1]. E rror correction
is a Jogical operation that can be perform ed autom atically, w ithout having to execute
quantum m easurem ents. W e know that the error is corrected, even ifwe don’t know the
nature of that error.

Tt is essential that the result on the right hand side of (8) be a direct product. O nly
ifthe new ancilla state isthe same for gi= Piand gi= i, and therefore also for the
com plete com puter state in Eq. @), is it possble to coherently detach the ancilla from
the rest of the com puter, and replace it by a fresh ancilla (or restore it to its original state



2 = 0iby a dissipative process nvolving stillanother, extraneous, physicalsystem ) [] This
m eans, In the graphical form alian of quantum circuits, that the \w ires" corresponding
to the old ancilla stop, and new \w ires" enter into the circuit, w ith a standard quantum
state for the new ancilla.

There are m any plausble scenarios for the em ergence of coherent superpositions of
corrupted states, as in (8). For exam ple, In an ion trap, a residual gas m okcule, whose
wave function is spread over a dom ain much larger than the inter-sion spacing, can be
scattered by all the ions, as by a di raction grating, and then all the ions are keft n a
collective recoil state (ham ely, a ooherent superposition of states where one of the ions
recoiled and the other ones did not) . Furthem ore, m ixtures of errors of type (8) are also
corrigble. Indeed, if

X X
= s Ca :Zaihzbjcjb; ©)
j ab
P
with p;> Oand p;= 1, then
X X
EY E = Fihzj <5 Sa ja-ikbjcjb; (10)
j ab
again is a direct product of the logical qubit and the corrupted ancilla.

T hesem xtures lnclude the case w here a physical qubit in the codew ord gets entangled
w ith an unknown environm ent, which is the typical source of error. Let  be the Initial,
unknown state of the environm ent, and lt its Interaction w ith a physical qubit cause the
follow ing unitary evolution:

i ! i + i ;
j). j). 3 . ; a1
i 'oPi + Ji ;
where the new environment states ; ; ,and ,arealso unknown, except for unitarity

constraints. Now assum e that the physical qubit, that has becom e entangled w ith the
environm ent in such a way, was originally part of a codeword,

Foi= Kyl DPi+ XKai i 12)
T hat codew ord, together w ith its environm ent, thus evolve as
Zo ' z2%=x,, Pi o+ i +X, Pi + i ; 13)

where T have om itted m ost of the ket signs, for brevity. This can be w ritten as

h i h i
Z 0 = X z0 :pl-l_ X zl jll + X z0 :pl X zl j]-l +
. . 2
h h (14)

1 1
X 20 j]-l+ X2 :Dl + X0 jl-l X2 :Dl

2

3The introduction of a dissipative process in the quantum com puter, which essentially is an analog
device w th a continuous evolution, brings it a step closer to a conventionaldigital com puter!



O n the right hand side, the vectors

Zo = Xy Pit+ X, QL
Z, = X, i X, i;
0 :p 1 j]-lr (15)
Zs = XZO j]-l+le :Dl;
Zy = Xy Ji X P4
corresoond, respectively, to a correct codew ord, to a phase error (jli ! i), a bit ervror

(Pi$ Jli), which is the only classical type of error, and to a combined phase and bit
error. If these three types of errors can be corrected, we can also correct any type of
entanglem ent w ith the environm ent, aswe shall soon see.

For this to be possble, it is necessary that the eight vectors in Eq. (I§) be mutually
orthogonal (recall that the lndex z means 0 or 1) ﬁ The sin plest way of achieving this is
to construct the codew ords Pyiand jlpi in such a way that the follow Ing scalar products
hold:

BX 5y i X gop0i= 3 550 yyot 16)

(T here are 10 such scalar products, since each index in this equation m ay take the values
0 and 1. If these conditions are sati ed, the decoding of Z ° by EY gives, by virtue of
Eq. @,

+ L. L. +
+ T1i + Bl

EYz%= i @a=0i + T — a7
T he expression In parentheses is an entangld state of the ancilla and the unknown envi-
ronm ent. W e cannot know it explicitly, but this is not necessary: it is su cient to know
that it is the sam e state for i = Pior i= ili, or any lnear com bination thereof, as
n Eqg. {]). W em erely have to discard the ol ancilla and bring in a new one.

How to construct codewords that actually satisfy Eq. {{§), when any one of their
physical qubits is singled out, is a di cult problem , best handled by a combination of
classical codeword theory [l] and nite group theory. I shall not enter into this subfct
here. Tonly m ention that in order to correct an arbitrary ervor in any one of its qubits, a
codew ord m ust have at least ve qubits: each one contributes three distinct vectors, lke
7., 25, and Z. in Eq. {3), and these, together w ith the error free vector Z,, m ake 16
vectors or each logical qubit value, and therefore 32 = 2° in the total. Longer codew ords
can ocorrect m ore than one erroneous qubit. For exam ple, Steane’s linear code [7], w ith
7 qubits, can correct not only any error In a single physical qubit, but also a phase
error, ji ! jli, n one of them, and a bit error, Pi $ Jli, In another one (check!
1+7 3+ 7 6=2"1). A welldesigned codeword is one where the orthogonalbasis
¥ .1 corresponds to the m ost plausible physical sources of errors.

T he error correction m ethod proposed above, .n Eq. (§), is conceptually sin ple, but it
has the disadvantage of kaving the logical qubit i in a \bare" state, vulnerable to new

“There isa slight risk of confiision here, because the sam e sym bol 0 refers to the bitvalie 0, and to
the error free state of a codeword. I see no way of circum venting this di culty w thout causing fiirther
confiision.



errors that would be not be detected. It is therefore necessary to re-encode that qubit
In m ediately, w ith another ancilla (orw ith the sam e ancilla, resest to B = 0iby interaction
w ith still another system ). A m ore com plicated but saferm ethod is to bring n a sscond
ancilla, In a standard state = 0i, and have it Interact w ith the com plte codew ord in
such a way that

Y.i Pp=0i! i P= ai: (18)

This is also a unitary transformm ation, which can be in plem ented by a quantum circuit.
N ote that now the unitary m atrix that perfom s that error recovery is of order 221,
instead of 2"* 1.

N aturally, errors can also occur In the encoding and decoding process. M ore sophis—
ticated m ethods can however be designed, that allow fault tolrant com putation. An
adaptive strategy is used, w ith several altemative paths for error correction. M ost paths
fail, because new errors are created; however, these errors can be detected, and there is
a high probability that one of the paths will eventually lead to the correct result. Asa
consequence, the error correction circuits are able to correct old errors faster than they
Introduce new ones. There is then a high probability for kesping the number of errors
an all enough, so that the correction m achinery can sucoessfully dealw ith them [12].

4. Constrained dynam ics

A quantum codeword is a redundant representation ofa logicalqubit by m eans of several
physical qubits. Since quantum codew ords span only a restricted subspace ofthe com plete
physical H ibert space, the unitary operations that generate quantum dynam ics (that is,
the com putational process) are sub Ect to considerabl arbitrariness. T his ism ost easily
seen w ith the logical representation, i & = 0i. A unitary transfom ation, 1 g, where
g acts sokly on the ancilla’s states, generates

@ 9) i B=01 = Fi G, Ai: 19

T his isa cormupted, but corrigible codew ord. In the physical representation, thisham less
uniary transfom ation becom es

G=E L gE': 20)

The unitary m atrices G are a representation (usually a reduchble one) of the Un group.
C onsecutive applications of various transfom ations of this type m erely convert one cor-
rigbl error nto ancther corrigble error. These transform ations do not m ix the two
com plem entary subspaces that represent the logical 0 and 1.

O n the other hand, a genuine unitary transform ation (one that is actually needed for
the com putation) is, in the logical representation, ! %= @ 1) . It isencoded into

U=E @ 1L)EY; (21)



for the physical representation. Thus, in summ ary, allthe \legal" unitary transform ations
areoftypeE @ g)EY, for codewords that represent a single logical qubit.

For unitary transfom ations involving two logical qubits, the encoded representation,
Including the possibility of corrigible errors, is lkew ise

Upp= E1 Ez) e @ R)IE] EJ); 22)

where u;, acts on the two logical qubits, and g; and g, act on their respective ancillas. (I
am assum ing here that each logical qubit is encoded ssparately, and that block coding is
not used.) It isobviousthat In unitary transfom ations of that type, the logical steps are
not a ected by the occurrence or evolution of corrigible errors.

Am ong these unitary transformm ations, there is a subgroup laving the zero-syndrom e
ancilla invariant (such a subgroup is called the litte group of the nvariant state):

gh= 0i= = Oi: 23)

Let us now focus our attention on these transform ations, that do not induce errors in
correct codew ords. T hey only m odify corrupted codew ords, w hik kesping them corrigble.
W em ay in agine, if we w ish, that error free codew ords are stabilized by erecting around
them a high potentialbarrier: conceptually, we add to the H am iltonian a potential tem ,
equal to zero for the legal codew ord states, and to a Jarge positive num ber for erroneous
states. This arti ce is sim ilar to, but much sin pler than, the use of the quantum Zeno
e ect, that was proposed by several authors as a way of reducing errors. It is actually
not di cul to devise quantum circuits that act like a potential barrier (the only serious
di culy isthat such a circuit must activate high frequency interactions w ith extraneous
qubits, and the latter m ay them selves be sub fct to errors, and induce new ones).

In the logicalbasis, a \legal" (error free) state, i B = 0i, which is hvariant under
the little group of f = 0i, is recognized asbeing orthogonalto all % H 6 0i. Thiscan
be w ritten as an orthogonality relation

e ; i= 0; (24)

whereC isany linear com bination ofthe various £ piwih a# 0. Thereare2(@® 1)
linearly independent C , that span the \illkegal" subspace (ncluding ncorrigible errors).
Let us nom alize them by IC ;C i= . After a legalunitary evolution, U stillisa
legal state, and therefore

T ;U i= 0: (25)

Tt ollow s that

X
uc = A @©)C ; 26)

wherethem atricesA (U ) area unitary representation ofU . (IffalllegalU are considered,
that representation w illnot, in general, be irreducible.)



Tt is also possible to construct H em itian operators that express the sam e constraints.
Recall that the codewords are de ned in a Hibert space with 2°*! din ensions. Now
consider

X
M = £ iM C 3 @7)
where M is any m atrix of order 22" 1). Any lkgal state obeysM = 0. Another
constraint (for the sam e codeword) could beN = 0, where
X
N = £ iN I 3 @8)

and N  is any other Hem iian m atrix. It is easily shown that
M N ]= 1P; 9)

where P is still another Hem iian operator of the sam e type, and satis esP = 0 for
all kgal states. Finally, we note that if there are m any logical qubits in the quantum
oom puter, its state obeys the nonlocal \spacelike" constraint equation

w here the various operators refer to di erent codew ords.

T hese equations are not com plktely trivial. They are like those appearing in a quan—
tum eld theory wih a gauge group. For exam ple, the canonical m om enta of the free
electrom agnetic eld are * = E¥, where E is the electric eld vector. They satisfy the
constraint @, ¥ = 0. This cannot hold as an operator equation, because @, * does not
comm ute with some other eld operators. However, a lgal state vector (one without
\longitudinal photons") obeys the constraint @, * = 0. The siuation becom es m ore
com plicated for theories w ith non-A belian gauge groups, such as general relativity: singu—
lar Schw inger tem s appear, and the factor ordering problm cannot be discussed w ithout
reqularization f]

An inportant problem in quantum eld theory (or, n general, n quantum m echanics
w ith constrained dynam ical variables) is to properly de ne a Hem itian scalar product.
Should we include In i the spurious particles that are generated by the gauge freedom ,
such as Iongiudinalphotons? W hen we consider codew ords, the situation becom es sin ple
and clear, aswe shallnow see.

Consider Indeed two di erent logical states of a quantum ocodew ord, say

X
=E G Bi; (31)

a

and

=E c Bl (32)

SFor a recent review , see ref. [13].



On the lkft hand side, there is the physical representation of the codeword, and, in the
parenthesis on the right hand side, its ]ogjcalrepreserl;ta‘don . N ote that, irrespective ofthe
logicalstate ( or ),theancilla hasthe samestate ¢, i, because that state represents
the syndrom e of the error, and the latter, caused by an Interaction w ith the environm ent,
is iIndependent of the logical state of the qubit, asm ay be seen in Eq. (L) . It then readily
follow s from the unitarity of E that the scalar products,

h; i=h; i (33)

are the sam e for any tw o non-orthogonal states of a Jogical qubit, and for their represen—
tation by codewords, even by corrupted ones. Further work is in progress, in order to
exploit the analogies of quantum codew ord dynam ics w th gauge eld theory.
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