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A bstract. In a recent paper([4]),Shor and Laam m e de�ne two \weight enum er-

ators" for quantum error correcting codes,connected by a M acW illiam s transform ,

and use them to give a linear-program m ing bound for quantum codes. W e intro-

duce two new enum erators which, while m uch less powerfulat producing bounds,

are usefultoolsnonetheless. The new enum erators are connected by a m uch sim pler

duality transform ,clarifying the duality between Shorand Laam m e’senum erators.

W e also use the new enum erators to give a sim pler condition for a quantum code

to have speci�ed m inim um distance,and to extend the enum erator theory to codes

with block-size greater than 2.

Introduction

O neofthebasicproblem sin thetheoryofquantum errorcorrectingcodes(hence-

forth abbreviated Q ECCs)is that ofgiving good upper bounds on the m inim um

distanceofa Q ECC.Thestrongesttechniqueto dateforthisproblem isthelinear

program m ingbound introduced by Shorand Laam m e([4]).Theirbound involves

thede�nition oftwo\weightenum erators"foraQ ECC;thetwoenum eratorssatisfy

certain inequalities(e.g.,nonnegativecoe�cients),and arerelated by M acW illiam s

identities.Thisallowslinearprogram m ing to be applied,justasforclassicalerror

correcting codes([2]).

W e introduce two new enum erators,called unitary enum erators,with sim ple

de�nitions,m anifestly invariantunderequivalencesofquantum codes. Thisleads

to sim plerconditionsforcodesto havespeci�ed m inim um distance.M oreover,the

duality between theunitary enum eratorsism uch sim plerthan theduality between

the Shor-Laam m e enum erators,hopefully helping to clarify the nature ofthat

duality.

The �nalbene�t ofthe unitary enum erators is that they generalize easily to

block quantum codes (codes in which the basic unit has m ore than two states),

allowing allofthe enum eratorm achinery to be applied thereaswell.

Section 1 reviews the Shor-Laam m e enum erators and proves som e basic re-

sults. Section 2 de�nes the unitary enum erators,shows how they are related to

theShor-Laam m eenum erators,and provesa num berofresults,including duality

and m inim um distance criteria. Section 3 extends everything to block quantum

codes,�rstextending the unitary enum erators,then the Shor-Laam m eenum era-

tors. Section 4 statesa conjecture concerning the extension ofa �fth enum erator
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([3]) to block codes. Finally,section 5 uses the new m inim um distance criteria

to analyze som e waysto construct new quantum codes from old quantum codes,

including,in particular,concatenation ofcodes.

A quick note on term inology:W e willbe using the term s\pure" and \im pure"

in place ofthe som ewhat cum bersom e term s \nondegenerate" and \degenerate";

that is,a pure code is one in which alllow weight errorsact nontrivially on the

codewords.

1. T he Shor-Laflamme enumerators (A and B )

Recallthata quantum codeC isa K -dim ensionalsubspaceofa 2n-dim ensional

HilbertspaceV ;C hasm inim um distance atleastd ifand only if

hvjUd� 1jvi= hwjUd� 1jwi;

forv and w ranging overallunitvectorsin C ([1]),and forUd� 1 ranging overall

d � 1 qubit errors. W e willuse the notation ((n;K ;d)) to refer to such a code.

Two quantum codes are equivalent ifthey can be m apped into each other by a

perm utation ofthequbitscom bined with unitary transform ationscon�ned to each

qubit.

To verify thata codehasm inim um distanced,itsu�cesto restrictone’satten-

tion to errorsofthe form

�1 
 �2 
 � � � 
 �n;

whereeach �i rangesoverthe set
��

1 0

0 1

�

;�x =

�

0 1

1 0

�

;�y =

�

0 � i

i 0

�

;�z =

�

1 0

0 � 1

��

;

wewilldenotethesetofsuch errorsby E.(A proofofthisfactisgiven below using

weightenum erators;seealso [1].) Foran errorE in E,wede�nethe weightwt(E )

ofE asthenum berofthe�i notequalto theidentity.Also,supp(E )isthesubset

off1;2;:::ng consisting oftheindicesforwhich �i 6= 1.Thuswt(E )= jsupp(E )j.

W e willalso need the following fact:

Lem m a 1. LetM be any operator on V .Then M can be written asthe following

linear com bination ofthe elem entsofE:

M =
1

2n

X

E 2E

Tr(M E )E :

Proof. Note,�rst,thatifE ;E 02 E,then

Tr(E E 0)=

�
2n E = E 0

0 otherwise

Thusf2� n=2E jE 2 Eg givesan orthonorm albasisofHom (V;V ),and the result

followsim m ediately. �

TheShor-Laam m eenum eratorsarede�ned (up toanorm alization factorwhich

weom it):

A d(M 1;M 2)=
X

E 2 E

w t(E )= d

Tr(E M 1)Tr(E M 2)

B d(M 1;M 2)=
X

E 2 E

w t(E )= d

Tr(E M 1E M 2);

whereM 1 and M 2 areoperatorson V .
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T heorem 2. LetP be the orthogonalprojection onto a quantum code C ofdim en-

sion K .Then

K B i(P;P )� A i(P;P )� 0

for 0� i� n.

Proof. (An alternateproofisgiven in [4].)

First,note that

A d(M ;M
y)=

X

E 2 E

w t(E )= d

jTr(E M )j2;

so in particular,A d(P;P )� 0.

Now,letv bea random unitvectorfrom C,uniform ly distributed,and consider

E (A d(vv
y �

1

K
P;vv

y �
1

K
P ))� 0:

In general,letO be any operatoron V ,and consider

E (jTr(O vvy)�
1

K
Tr(O P )j2)= E (jhvjO jvij2)�

1

K 2
jTr(O P )j2

=
1

K (K + 1)

�

jTr(O P )j2 + Tr(O P O y
P )
�

�
1

K 2
jTr(O P )j2

=
1

K 2(K + 1)

�

K Tr(O P O y
P )� jTr(O P )j2

�

Consequently,

E (A d(vv
y �

1

K
P;vv

y �
1

K
P ))=

1

K 2(K + 1)
(K B d(P;P )� A d(P;P ));

and

K B d(P;P )� A d(P;P ):

�

W e willalso have occasion to use enum erators A S(M 1;M 2) and B S(M 1;M 2),

whereS � f1;2;:::ng:

A S(M 1;M 2)=
X

E 2 E

supp(E )= S

Tr(M 1E )Tr(M 2E )

B S(M 1;M 2)=
X

E 2 E

supp(E )= S

Tr(M 1E M 2E )

Clearly theorem 2 appliesto these enum eratorsaswell.

Finally,we considertwo polynom ials

A(x;y)=
X

0� d� n

A d(M 1;M 2)x
n� d

y
d

B (x;y)=
X

0� d� n

B d(M 1;M 2)x
n� d

y
d
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2. T he unitary enumerators (A 0 and B 0)

O neproblem with theShor-Laam m eenum eratorsasde�ned isthat,whilethey

areindeed invariantsofthecodeundertheU (2)action on each qubit([4],also see

below),this isnotim m ediately obviousfrom their de�nition. This m otivatesthe

introduction oftwo new enum erators,A 0 and B 0:

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2jSjE U S

Tr(M 1US)Tr(M 2U
y

S
)

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2jSjE U S

Tr(M 1USM 2U
y

S
);

where US is a (uniform ly) random unitary operator on the qubits indexed by S.

These are clearly invariantunderany equivalence thatm apsqubitsin S to qubits

in S.Sim ilarly,wede�ne:

A
0
d(M 1;M 2)=

X

jSj= d

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)

B
0
d(M 1;M 2)=

X

jSj= d

B
0
S(M 1;M 2):

These are clearly invariants under equivalence. W e also consider polynom ials

A 0(x;y)and B 0(x;y),de�ned in the obviousway.

Thenew enum eratorshavethe following sim plerde�nitions:

T heorem 3. LetM 1 and M 2 be any operators on V .Then

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= TrS(TrS c(M 1)TrS c(M 2))

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= TrS c(TrS(M 1)TrS(M 2));

where Sc denotesthe com plem entofS.In particular,

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= B

0
S c(M 1;M 2):

Proof. W e willusethe following factsaboutrandom unitary m atrices:

E U (Tr(AU )Tr(B U
y))=

1

dim (U )
Tr(AB )

E U (U AU
y)=

1

dim (U )
Tr(A);

both ofwhich follow easily from the factthatTrisan irreducible characterofthe

unitary group.

Now,then,wehave:

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2jSjE U S

Tr(M 1US)Tr(M 2U
y

S
)

= 2jSjE U S
Tr(TrS c(M 1)US)Tr(TrS c(M 2)U

y

S
)

= Tr(TrS c(M 1)TrS c(M 2)):

ForB 0
S,the proofisslightly m orecom plicated.Thecrucialobservation isthat

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= B

0
S(E U S

(USM 1U
y

S
);E U S

(USM 2U
y

S
))

= 2� 2jSjB 0
S(TrS(M 1)
 1S;TrS(M 2)
 1S)

= 2� jSjTr((TrS(M 1)
 1S)(TrS(M 2)
 1S))

= TrS c(TrS(M 1)TrS(M 2)):

�

Thesenew enum eratorsareclosely related to the Shor-Laam m eenum erators:
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T heorem 4. LetM 1 and M 2 be any operators on V .Then

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2� jSj

X

T � S

A T (M 1;M 2)

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2� jSj

X

T � S

B T (M 1;M 2):

Proof. Expand US in term sofE:

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2jSjE U S

Tr(M 1US)Tr(M 2U
y

S
)

= 2jSj2� 2n
X

E 1;E 22E

E U S
(Tr(USE 1)Tr(U

y

S
E 2))Tr(M 1E 1)Tr(M 2E 2)

and sim ilarly forB 0
S(M 1;M 2).Thus,weneed to com pute

2jSjE U S
(Tr(USE 1)Tr(U

y

S
E 2))= A S(E 1;E 2):

Now,by theorem 3,

A
0
S(E 1;E 2)= TrS(TrS c(E 1)TrS c(E 2))

Ifsupp(E 1)6� S,then TrS c(E 1)= 0;otherwise,ifboth supp(E 1)and supp(E 2)�

S,then A 0
S(E 1;E 2)= 0 unlessE 1 = E 2,when

A
0
S(E 1;E 2)= 2jSj22(n� jSj) = 22n� jSj

Thus

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= 2� jSj

X

E 2 E

supp(E )� S

Tr(M 1E )Tr(M 2E )

= 2� jSj
X

T � S

A T (M 1;M 2);

and sim ilarly forB 0. �

C orollary 5. LetM 1 and M 2 be operators on V .Then

A
0
d(M 1;M 2)= 2� d

X

0� i� d

�

n � i

n � d

�

A i(M 1;M 2)

B
0
d(M 1;M 2)= 2� d

X

0� i� d

�

n � i

n � d

�

B i(M 1;M 2):

Sim ilarly,

A
0(x;y)= A(x + y=2;y=2)

B
0(x;y)= B (x + y=2;y=2):
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Proof. W e have

A
0
d(M 1;M 2)=

X

jSj= d

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)

= 2� d
X

jSj= d

X

T � S

A T (M 1;M 2)

= 2� d
X

0� i� d

X

jT j= i

X

T � S

jS j= d

A T (M 1;M 2)

= 2� d
X

0� i� d

X

jT j= i

�

n � i

n � d

�

A T (M 1;M 2)

= 2� d
X

0� i� d

�

n � i

n � d

�

A i(M 1;M 2);

and sim ilarly forB 0.

Forthe enum eratorpolynom ials,we have:

A
0(x;y)=

X

0� d� n

A
0
dx

n� d
y
d

=
X

0� d� n

2� d
X

0� i� d

�

n � i

n � d

�

A ix
n� d

y
d

=
X

0� i� n

A i

X

i� d� n

2� d
�

n � i

n � d

�

x
n� d

y
d

=
X

0� i� n

A i

X

i� d� n

2� d
�

n � i

n � d

�

x
n� d

y
d

=
X

0� i� n

A i

�
y

2

�i�

x +
y

2

�n� i

;

and sim ilarly forB 0. �

C orollary 7. The enum eratorsA and B are invariants underequivalence.

Proof. The quantities A d and B d are �xed linear com binations ofthe m anifestly

invariantquantitiesA 0 and B 0. �

Recallfrom theorem 3 that A 0
S = B 0

S c,and thus A 0
d = B 0

n� d and A 0(x;y) =

B 0(y;x).Thisim pliesthe following relationship between A(x;y)and B (x;y):

T heorem 7. (Q uantum M acW illiam s identities). LetA and B be the Shor-

Laam m e enum eratorsassociated to a pair ofoperators M 1 and M 2.Then

A(x;y)= B (
x + 3y

2
;
x � y

2
):

Proof. (see also [4])

A(x;y)= A
0(x� y;2y)= B

0(2y;x� y)= B (2y+
x � y

2
;
x � y

2
)= B (

x + 3y

2
;
x � y

2
):

�
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T heorem 8. LetC be a quantum code ofdim ension K ,with associated projection

P .Then for 0 � i� n,

K B
0
i(P;P )� A

0
i(P;P ):

IfK B 0
d� 1(P;P )= A 0

d� 1(P;P ),then C has m inim um distance atleastd.IfK = 1,

then B 0
i(P;P )= A 0

i(P;P )for alli.

Proof. By the sam eproofasfortheorem 2,wehave:

K B
0
i(P;P )� A

0
i(P;P )= K

2(K + 1)E v2CA
0
i(vv

y � P;vv
y � P ):

Consequently,

K B
0
i(P;P )� A

0
i(P;P )� 0;

with equality only when

E v2CjhvjUijvi�
1

K
Tr(UiP )j

2 = 0;

where Ui rangesoveralli-qubiterrors.Butthisexpectation issim ply a variance;

consequently,itis0 precisely when

hvjUijvi= hwjUijwi;

forv and w ranging overallunitvectorsin C.Thisisprecisely the condition that

C havem inim um distancei+ 1.

Finally,ifK = 1,then wehave:

B
0
i(P;P )� A

0
i(P;P )= B

0
n� i(P;P )� A

0
n� i(P;P )= B

0
i(P;P );

so B 0
i(P;P )= A 0

i(P;P ). �

C orollary 9. LetC be a quantum code ofdim ension K ,with associated projection

P .Then C has m inim um distance atleastd ifand only if

K B i(P;P )= A i(P;P )

for 0� i< d.

Proof. The quantity

K B
0
d� 1(P;P )� A

0
d� 1(P;P )

isa positivelinearcom bination of

K B i(P;P )� A i(P;P )

for0 � i< d;the resultfollowsim m ediately. �

W e also havethe following result:
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T heorem 10. LetC bea quantum codeofdim ension K ,with associated projection

P .Then

K B
0
S(P;P )= A

0
S(P;P )

ifand only if

TrS c(vvy)

isconstantwhen v rangesover unitvectorsin C.

Proof. Asbefore,wehave

K B
0
S(P;P )� A

0
S(P;P )/ E v2CA

0
S(vv

y �
1

K
P;vv

y �
1

K
P )

So equality holdsifand only if

E v2CjTrS c(vvy �
1

K
P )j2 = 0;

or

TrS c(vvy)=
1

K
TrS c(P )

forallunitvectorsv 2 C. �

Thisresulthasthe following physicalinterpretation:K B 0
S(P;P )= A 0

S(P;P )if

and only ifthe code C can correct for the erasure ofthe qubits in S;the qubits

in S alone carry no inform ation aboutthe encoded state. (Such errorscan occur,

for instance,in photon-based im plem entations ofquantum com puters,in which

occasionally a photon islost.) Consequently,we havethe following result:

T heorem 11. A quantum code C has m inim um distance d ifand only ifit can

correctfor any erasure ofsize d� 1.

Rem ark. W hen talking about correcting for erasures,the assum ption is that

it is known which qubits have been erased. The point of this theorem is that

it is generally easier to give an algorithm for correcting erasuresthan to give an

algorithm forcorrecting ordinary errors;see,forinstance,theorem 21 below.

Rem ark.Thistheorem istheanalogueofa theorem forclassicalerrorcorrecting

codes([2]).

3. Enumerators for codes of block size greater than 2

W e now wish to generalize everything to codeswith block size greaterthan 2.

Thatis,we replace the state space V by a tensorproductofn Hilbert spacesV1
through Vn,with dim (Vi)= D i,notnecessarily equalto 2;in general,we willnot

even assum e thatthe Vi allhave the sam e dim ension.A quantum code isagain a

subspaceC ofV .

Clearly,the unitary enum eratorsextend directly to thiscase:

D e�nition. LetS beanysubsetoff1;2;:::ng,andletM 1 andM 2 beanyoperators

on V .Then de�ne

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= TrS(TrS c(M 1)TrS c(M 2))

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= TrS c(TrS(M 1)TrS(M 2)):

W e can also de�ne these aswedid forbinary codes:
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T heorem 12. For any S and operators M 1,M 2,

A
0
S(M 1;M 2)= dim (VS)E U S

(Tr(M 1US)Tr(M 2U
y

S
));

B
0
S(M 1;M 2)= dim (VS)E U S

(Tr(M 1USM 2U
y

S
)):

Proof. The proofoftheorem 3 carriesoverdirectly. �

TogeneralizeA S and B S,itwillbeconvenienttointroduceyetanotherde�nition

ofA 0
S and B 0

S.Foran operatorM on V ,de�ne new operatorsM 0
S and M S forall

S � f1;2;:::ng:

M
0
S =

1

dim (VS c)
(TrS c(M )
 1S c)

M S =
X

T � S

(� 1)jSj� jT jM 0
T :

T heorem 12. For alloperators M ,N ,

A
0
S(M ;N )= dim (VS c)Tr(M 0

SN
0
S)

B
0
S(M ;N )= dim (V )E U 2U (V )A

0
S(M U;N U

y)

Proof. W e have:

Tr(M 0
SN

0
S)=

1

dim (VS c)2
Tr((TrS c(M )
 1S c)(TrS c(N )
 1S c))

=
1

dim (VS c)
Tr(TrS c(M )TrS c(N )):

Thestatem entaboutB 0
S followseasily from theorem 11. �

W e can now de�ne A S and B S:

D e�nition. LetS beany subsetoff1;2;:::ng,and letM and M beany operators

on V .Then de�ne

A S(M ;N )= dim (V )Tr(M SN S);

B S(M ;N )= dim (V )E U 2U (V )A S(M U;N U
y):

To seehow thisrelatesto A 0 and B 0,wewillneed the following results:

Lem m a 13. The m ap M 7! M 0
S isan orthogonalprojection on Hom (V;V )for all

S.M oreover,

(M 0
S)

0
T = M

0
S\T :

Proof. Letus�rstshow that

(M 0
S)

0
T = M

0
S\T :
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But

(M 0
S)T =

1

dim (VT c)
(TrT c(M 0

S)
 1T c)

=
1

dim (VT c)dim (VS c)
(TrT c(TrS c(M )
 1S c)
 1T c)

=
dim (VS c\T c)

dim (VT c)dim (VS c)
TrS c[T c(M )
 1S c[T c

= M
0
S\T :

In particular,(M 0
S)S = M 0

S. It rem ains only to show that ifM S = M and

N S = 0,then

Tr(M N )= 0:

ButN S = 0 ifand only ifTrS c(N )= 0.Thus

Tr(M N )= Tr(M SN )

= Tr((TrS c(M )
 1S c)N )

= Tr(TrS c(M )TrS c(N ))

= 0:

�

C orollary 14. For allS � f1;2;:::ng,the m ap M 7! M S is an orthogonalpro-

jection.M oreover,

Tr(M SN T )= 0

unlessS = T,when

Tr(M SN S)=
X

R � S

Tr(M 0
R N

0
R )(� 1)

jSj� jR j
:

Finally,

M
0
S =

X

T � S

M T :

Proof. Thisfollowsreadily from theorem 13 and theM �obiusinversion form ula. �

T heorem 15. LetM and N be any operators on V .Then

A
0
S(M ;N )=

1

dim (VS)

X

T � S

A T (M ;N );

B
0
S(M ;N )=

1

dim (VS)

X

T � S

B T (M ;N );

A S(M ;N )=
X

T � S

(� 1)jSj� jT jdim (VT )A
0
T (M ;N );

B S(M ;N )=
X

T � S

(� 1)jSj� jT jdim (VT )B
0
T (M ;N ):
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Proof. W e have:

A
0
S(M ;N )= dim (VS c)Tr(M 0

SN
0
S)

= dim (VS c)
X

T;T 0� S

Tr(M T N T 0)

= dim (VS c)
X

T � S

Tr(M T N T )

=
1

dim (VS)

X

T � S

A T (M ;N ):

The rem aining resultsfollow sim ilarly. �

T heorem 16. LetC be a quantum code ofdim ension K in V ,and let P be its

associated projection. Then for allS � f1;2;:::ng,

K B
0
S(P;P )� A

0
S(P;P )� 0;

K B S(P;P )� A S(P;P )� 0:

In particular,ifK = 1,then A 0
S(P;P )= B 0

S(P;P )and A S(P;P )= B S(P;P ).

Proof. TheproofforA 0and B 0proceedsasin theorem 8;itrem ainsonlytoconsider

A and B .

First,letM be any operatoron V ,and observethat

A S(M ;M
y)= dim (V )Tr(M SM

y

S
)� 0:

Now,letv be a uniform ly random ly chosen unitvectorfrom C.Then

E v2CA S(vv
y �

1

K
P;vv

y �
1

K
P )=

1

K 2(K + 1)
(K B S(P;P )� A S(P;P ));

thisisjusta linearcom bination ofthecorresponding equationsforA 0and B 0.The

theorem follows. �

Let us now assum e that D i = D for alli. Then it m akes sense to consider

A d =
P

jSj= d A S,and so on.

T heorem 17. Let C be a quantum code of dim ension K in V , with associated

projection P .Then C has m inim um distance atleastd ifand only if

K B i(P;P )= A i(P;P )

for 0� i< d.

Proof. Clearly,C hasm inim um distance atleastd ifand only if

K B
0
d� 1(P;P )= A

0
d� 1(P;P ):

But K B 0
d� 1(P;P )� A 0

d� 1(P;P ) is a positive linear com bination ofK B i(P;P )�

A i(P;P )for0� i� d� 1. �

W e also havea M acW illiam stransform :
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T heorem 18. LetA,B ,A 0,and B 0bethepolynom ialenum eratorsassociated with

a quantum code C.Then

A
0(x;y)= B

0(y;x)

A(x;y)= B (
x + (D 2 � 1)y

D
;
x � y

D
)

Proof. The �rstassertion followsby inspection.Forthe second assertion,we note

that

A
0(x;y)= A(x +

y

D
;
y

D
);

B
0(x;y)= B (x +

y

D
;
y

D
);

A(x;y)= A
0(x � y;D y);

B (x;y)= B
0(x � y;D y);

so
A(x;y)= A

0(x � y;D y)= B
0(D y;x � y)

= B (D y+
x � y

D
;
x � y

D
)= B (

x + (D 2 � 1)y

D
;
x � y

D
):

�

4. Shadow enumerators (conjecture)

For binary codes, there is an additionalenum erator to consider,nam ely the

shadow enum erator([3]),which can be de�ned by

S(x;y)= A(
x + 3y

2
;
x � y

2
):

IfonewritesS(x;y)in term sofA 0,som ething rathercurioushappens:

S(x;y)= A
0(x + y;y� x):

Thissuggeststhe following de�nition forarbitrary block sizes:

D e�nition. LetT be any subsetoff1;2;:::ng,and letM ,N be operators on V .

Then the shadow enum eratorofM and N isde�ned by

ST (M ;N )=
X

R � f1;2;:::ng

(� 1)jR \T
c
j
A
0
R (M ;N ):

Theconjectureisthen thatST (M ;N )� 0wheneverM and N arepositivesem i-

de�niteHerm itian operators(thecasewhen D i = 2 foralliwasessentially proved

in [3]).M oreexplicitly:

C onjecture. LetV = V1 
 V2 
 � � � 
 Vn,where V1 through Vn are Hilbertspaces.

Let T be any subset of f1;2;:::ng, and let M and N be positive sem i-de�nite

Herm itian operators on V .Then
X

S� f1;2;:::ng

(� 1)jS\T jTr(TrS c(M )TrS c(N ))� 0:

W hen n = 1,thisbecom es

jTr(M )Tr(N )j� jTr(M N )j;

which iseasy to verify.
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5. C onstructions for quantum codes

W ewillnow usetheunitary enum eratorsto exam inesom econstructionsofnew

quantum codesfrom existing quantum codes.W e willassum e thatD i isconstant

(= D )throughout.

T heorem 19. Suppose C is a pure ((n;K ;d)) with n;d � 2. Then there exists a

pure ((n � 1;D K ;d� 1)).

Proof. LetP be the projection associated with C,and letP 0 = D Trf1g(P ). The

claim isthen thatP 0 isthe projection associated with the desired code.

First,note that

Tr(P 02)= D
2
B
0
f1g(P )= D K = Tr(P 0):

This,com bined with thefactthatP 0hasatm ostD K distincteigenvalues,im plies

thatP 0 isa projection.

Itrem ainsto show thatP 0 ispureofm inim um distanced� 1.Thus,letS bea

setofsized� 2 in f2;3;:::ng,and observe:

B
0
S(P

0
;P

0)= Tr(TrS(P
0)2)

= D
2 Tr(TrS[f1g(P )

2)

= D
2
B
0
S[f1g(P )

= D
2
D

1� d
K

= D
2� d(D K ):

�

IfK = 1,thisconstruction isreversible:

T heorem 20. Suppose C is a quantum code with projection m atrix P ofrank D .

Then thereexistsacodeC0withP = D Trf1g(P
0);anytwosuchcodesareequivalent.

The new code hasunitary enum erator

A
0
i(C

0)= D
� 2(A 0

i(C)+ B
0
i� 1(C)):

Proof. P 0 clearly m usthave rank 1;consequently,we need a vectorv0 with P 0 =

v0v0
y
.

SinceTrf1g(v
0v0

y
)isa projection,itfollowsthatv0m ustbewritablein theform

X

0� i< D

1
p
D
wi
 vi;

where vi rangesover som e orthonorm albasis for C,and wi ranges oversom e or-

thonorm albasis for V1. Conversely,any such v0 gives a suitable P 0. Uniqueness

followsfrom the factthatthe freedom in the wi can be absorbed into the freedom

in the vi,which in turn can be absorbed by applying an elem entofU (V1).

Finally,letS � f1;2;:::;ng.IfS doesnotcontain 1,then:

A
0
S(P

0
;P

0)= TrS(TrS c(P 0)2)

= D
� 2 TrS(TrS c(P )2)

= D
� 2
A S(P;P )
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Now,ifS doescontain 1,wehave:

A
0
S(P

0
;P

0)= B
0
S c(P

0
;P

0)

= A
0
S c(P

0
;P

0)

= D
� 2
A
0
S c(P;P )

= D
� 2
B
0
S� f1g(P;P ):

wherethesecond and fourth equalitiesfollow from theorem 16 and thefactthatP 0

hasrank 1.

Thedesired resultfollowsby sum m ing overS ofsizei. �

Finally,letusconsiderconcatenated codes.LetC1 bea ((n1;K 1;d1)),on blocks

ofsize D 1,and let C2 be a ((n2;D 1;d2)), on blocks ofsize D 2. Then one can

construct a new code C2(C1), by encoding each block of C1 using C2. (Strictly

speaking,the concatenated code also depends on the speci�c encoding m ap used

for C2.) Clearly,the concatenated code encodes K 1 states in n1n2 blocks ofsize

D 1D 2;itrem ainsonly to consideritsm inim um distance:

T heorem 21. LetC1 and C2 be as above. LetC = C2(C1)be any concatenation of

C1 and C2.Then C has m inim um distance atleastd1d2.

Proof. By theorem 11 (which clearly holds for block codes as well),it su�ces to

givean algorithm forcorrecting erasuresofsize d1d2 � 1.Suppose,therefore,that

d1d2 � 1 blocks ofC have been erased. The correction algorithm is quite sim ple:

decodethe outerencoding,then decodethe innerencoding.

W e can decode erasuresofup to size d2 � 1 in C2. Thusthe only blocksofthe

innerencodingthatwillbeunrecoverablearethosethatsu�ered atleastd2 erasures.

Clearly,there can be atm ostd1 � 1 such blocks.Butthiscan be corrected,using

the decoding algorithm forC1. �

C onclusion

W ehavefurthered theenum eratortheoryofShorand Laam m e,with thehelp of

twonew m anifestlyinvariantenum erators.Sincethede�nition oftheseenum erators

did notdepend on the codesbeing binary,we could readily extend the theory to

quantum codeson largeralphabets. W e also used the new enum eratorsto clarify

thenatureoftherelationship between theShor-Laam m eenum erators,and to give

a sim plercondition fora quantum codeto havespeci�ed m inim um distance.
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