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Abstract
Magic state distillation and the Shor factoring algorithm make essential use of logical diagonal gates. We
introduce a method of synthesizing CSS codes that realize a target logical diagonal gate at some level l in the
Clifford hierarchy. The method combines three basic operations: concatenation, removal of Z-stabilizers,
and addition of X-stabilizers. It explicitly tracks the logical gate induced by a diagonal physical gate that
preserves a CSS code. The first step is concatenation, where the input is a CSS code and a physical diagonal
gate at level l inducing a logical diagonal gate at the same level. The output is a new code for which a
physical diagonal gate at level l + 1 induces the original logical gate. The next step is judicious removal of
Z-stabilizers to increase the level of the induced logical operator. We identify three ways of climbing the
logical Clifford hierarchy from level l to level l + 1, each built on a recursive relation on the Pauli coefficients
of the induced logical operators. Removal of Z-stabilizers may reduce distance, and the purpose of the third
basic operation, addition of X-stabilizers, is to compensate for such losses. For the coherent noise model,
we describe how to switch between computation and storage of intermediate results in a decoherence-free
subspace by simply applying Pauli X matrices. The approach to logical gate synthesis taken in prior work
focuses on the code states, and results in sufficient conditions for a CSS code to be fixed by a transversal
Z-rotation. In contrast, we derive necessary and sufficient conditions by analyzing the action of a transversal
diagonal gate on the stabilizer group that determines the code. The power of our approach to logical gate
synthesis
demonstrated by two proofs of concept: the [[2l+1 − 2, 2, 2]] triorthogonal code family, and the
 ismin{r,m−r}
m m
[[2 , r , 2
]] quantum Reed-Muller code family.
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Introduction

matrix multiplication. However, the diagonal gates
at each level l of the hierarchy do form a group [3,6],
l−1
j
and the gates Z 1/2 , C(i) Z 1/2 with i + j = l − 1
generate this group [3]. The generators at the next
level
l + 1 can be obtained by taking a square root

l−1
l
1/2
Z
→ Z 1/2 or adding one more layer of con

j
j
trol C(i) Z 1/2 → C(i+1) Z 1/2 as shown in Figure 7.

The challenge of quantum computing is to combine
error resilience with universal computation. There
are many finite sets of gates that are universal, and
a standard choice is to augment the set of Clifford
gates by a non-Clifford unitary [1] such as the T gate
T = Z 1/4 . Gottesman and Chuang [2] defined the
Clifford hierarchy when introducing the teleportation
model of quantum computing. The first level is the
Pauli group. The second level is the Clifford group,
which consists of unitary operators that normalize
the Pauli group. The lth level consists of unitary
operators that map Pauli operators to the (l − 1)th
level under conjugation. The structure of the Clifford hierarchy has been studied extensively [3–8]. For
l ≥ 3, the operators at level l are not closed under
∗

Quantum error-correcting codes (QECCs) encode
logical qubits into physical qubits, and protect information as it is transformed by logical gates. Given
a logical diagonal operator among the generators of
the diagonal Clifford hierarchy, we describe a general
method for synthesizing a CSS code [9, 10] preserved
by a diagonal physical gate which induces the target
logical operator. Logical diagonal gates play a central
role in quantum algorithms. In the Shor factoring alj
gorithm [11, 12], our method applies to the C(i) Z 1/2

The first two authors contributed equally to this work.
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addition of X-stabilizers - that can be combined to
synthesize an arbitrary
logical diagonal gate. We
 min{r,m−r}
m
m
present the [[2 , r , 2
]] QRM code family [25, 29] as a proof of concept.

diagonal gates which play an essential role in period
finding. In magic state distillation (MSD) [13–22],
the effectiveness of the protocol depends on engineering the interaction of a diagonal physical gate
with the code states of a stabilizer code [23, 24]. Our
method transforms a CSS code supporting a lower
level logical operator to a CSS code supporting a
higher level logical operator. The coefficients in the
Pauli expansion of a diagonal gate satisfy a recursion that makes it possible to work backwards from
a target logical gate.

Concatenation

logical level

Removing Z-stabilizers
Adding X-stabilizers
Example:
[[64,15,4]]

Throughout the paper, we make use of an explicit
representation of the logical channel induced by a diagonal physical gate. We prepare an initial state, apply a physical gate, then measure a code syndrome
µ, and finally apply a correction based on µ. For
each syndrome, we expand the induced logical operator in the Pauli basis to obtain the generator coefficients [25] that capture state evolution. Intuitively,
the diagonal physical gate preserves the code space if
and only if the induced logical operator corresponding to the trivial syndrome is unitary. To support the
objective of fault tolerance, we emphasize transversal
gates [23], which are tensor products of unitaries on
individual code blocks. The approach taken in prior
work is to focus on the code states, and to derive
sufficient conditions for a stabilizer code to be fixed
by a transversal Z-rotation [13–15, 17–20, 22, 26]. In
contrast we derive necessary and sufficient conditions
by analyzing the action of a transversal diagonal gate
on the stabilizer group that determines the code. An
advantage of our approach is that we keep track of
the induced logical operator.

+
physical level

[[4,2,2]]

[[64,2,2]]

Figure 1: Three basic operations that can be combined to synthesize a CSS code with higher distance,
preserved by a diagonal physical gate which induces
a prescribed logical diagonal gate.
Figure 1 shows how the three basic operations combine to provide CSS codes where both distance and
the level of the induced logical operator are increasing. We now examine the three basic operations in
more detail.
1. Concatenation. Figure 1 shows that the level
of the induced logical operator is bounded by
that of the physical operator. Concatenation is
depicted in Figure 3 and described in Section
3. We double the number of physical qubits to
increase the level of the physical diagonal gate
and to make room for increasing the level of the
induced logical operator. Theorem 1 characterize the family of physical diagonal gates acting on the new code to induce the same logical gate. For example, the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code
[30] is preserved by a transversal Phase gate,
⊗7
, which induces a logical P †
P ⊗7 = Z 1/2
gate. By concatenating once, we obtain the
[[14, 1, 3]] CSS code that supports the logical P †
gate through a family of physical gates including
the I2⊗7 ⊗ P ⊗7 physical gate at level 2 and the
transversal T gate (T ⊗14 ) at level 3. The higher
level gate creates the opportunity to use the second basic operation to increase the level of the
induced logical operator.

The action of a diagonal physical operator UZ
on code states depends very strongly on the signs
of Z-stabilizers [25, 27, 28] and our generator coefficient framework captures how these signs change
the logical operators induced by UZ . For the coherent noise model, a judicious choice of signs creates a
decoherence-free subspace, that enables data storage.
We can switch between computation and storage by
applying a Pauli matrix as described in Remark 3.
Haah [26] used divisibility properties of classical codes to construct CSS codes with parameters [[O(dl−1 ), Ω(d), d]] that realize a transversal logl−1
ical Z 1/2 . Modulo Clifford gates, his construction includes the [[2l , 1, 3]] punctured quantum ReedMuller (QRM) codes [18] that support a single logil−2
cal Z 1/2 gate, and the family of [[6k + 8, 2k, 2]] triorthogonal code [15] that support a logical transversal T gate. In contrast we introduce three basic operations - concatenation, removal of Z-stabilizers, and

2. Removal of Z-stabilizers. This is depicted
in Figure 4 and described in Section 4. We increase the code rate by removing a non-trivial Zstabilizer to introduce a new logical qubit. Each
generator coefficient in the expansion of the original logical operator splits into two new genera2

2

tor coefficients. We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for the new code to be preserved
by the original physical diagonal gate. In this
case we say that the removal/split is admissible.
We describe three types of admissible split that
increase the level of the induced logical operator,
each built on a recursive relation on the generator coefficients. The two splits described in Figure 5 apply trigonometric identities. When the
l
physical gate is a transversal Z 1/2 , Theorem 5
specifies the Z-stabilizer that is to be removed.
For example, removing the all-one Z-stabilizer
from the [[14, 1, 3]] code gives the [[14, 2, 2]] triorthogonal code, and the induced logical operator becomes a transversal T † . Distance may
decrease after removing a Z-stabilizer, and the
purpose of the third basic operation is to compensate this loss.

2.1

Preliminaries and Notation
The Pauli Group

√
Let ı := −1 be the imaginary unit. Any 2 × 2 Hermitian matrix can be uniquely expressed as a real
linear combination of the four single qubit Pauli matrices/operators






1 0
0 1
1 0
:=
:=
:=
I2
, X
, Z
, (1)
0 1
1 0
0 −1
and Y := ıXZ. The operators satisfy X 2 = Y 2 =
Z 2 = I2 , XY = −Y X, XZ = −ZX, and Y Z =
−ZY.
Let F2 = {0, 1} denote the binary field. Let
n ≥ 1 and N = 2n . Let A ⊗ B denote the Kronecker product (tensor product) of two matrices A
and B. Given binary vectors a = [a1 , a2 , . . . , an ] and
b = [b1 , b2 , . . . , bn ] with ai , bj = 0 or 1, we define the
operators

3. Addition of X-stabilizers. This is depicted
in Figure 8 and described in Section 5. We derive necessary and sufficient conditions for the
new code after addition to be preserved by the
original physical diagonal gate, and we say that
the addition is admissible in this case. Our
conditions require that half the generator coefficients associated with the trivial syndrome
must vanish. For an admissible addition, we
show that the level of the induced logical operator is unchanged. We may need to concatenate
several times and to remove several independent
Z-stabilizers in order to create sufficiently many
zeros to enable an admissible addition. For example, consider the [[4, 2, 2]] CSS code defined
by the stabilizer group S = hX ⊗4 , Z ⊗4 i. Up to
some logcial Pauli Z, the code realizes a logical CZ by a transversal Phase gate. We first
concatenate 4 times to obtain the [[64, 2, 2]] CSS
code with the same logical operator, but induced
by a physical transversal T gate. Then, we remove 19 independent Z-stabilizers to produce
the [[64, 21, 2]] code that realizes 15 logical CCZ
gates (up to logical Pauli Z) induced by a physical transversal T gate. Finally, we add 6 independent X-stabilizers to increase the distance
and arrive the [[64, 15, 4]] QRM code supporting
the same physical and logical gates.

D(a, b) := X a1 Z b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ X an Z bn ,
abT

E(a, b) := ı

mod 4

D(a, b).

(2)
(3)

We often abuse notation and write a, b ∈ Fn2 ,
though entries of vectors are sometimes interpreted
in Z4 = {0, 1, 2, 3}. Note that D(a, b) can have
T
order 1, 2 or 4, but E(a, b)2 = ı2ab D(a, b)2 =
T
T
ı2ab (ı2ab IN ) = IN . The n-qubit Pauli group is defined as
HW N := {ıκ D(a, b) : a, b ∈ Fn2 , κ ∈ Z4 },

(4)

where Z2l = {0, 1, . . . , 2l − 1}. The n-qubit Pauli
matrices form an orthonormal basis for the vector
space of N × N complex matrices (CN ×N ) under the
normalized Hilbert-Schmidt inner product hA, Bi :=
Tr(A† B)/N [23].
We use the Dirac notation, |·i to represent the
basis states of a single qubit in C2 . For any v =
[v1 , v2 , · · · , vn ] ∈ Fn2 , we define |vi = |v1 i ⊗ |v2 i ⊗
· · · ⊗ |vn i, the standard basis vector in CN with 1
in the position indexed by v and 0 elsewhere. We
write the Hermitian transpose of |vi as hv| = |vi† .
We may write
n-qubit quantum state
P an arbitrary N
as |ψi =
α
|vi
∈
C
, where αv ∈ C and
n
v
v∈F2
P
2
|αv | = 1. The Pauli matrices act on a
v∈Fn
2
single qubit as X|0i = |1i, X|1i = |0i, Z|0i =
|0i, and Z|1i = −|1i.
The symplectic inner product is h[a, b], [c, d]iS =
The next Section introduces notation and provides adT + bcT mod 2. Since XZ = −ZX, we have
necessary background. Section 3, 4, and 5 introduce
concatenation, removal of Z-stabilizers, and addition
E(a, b)E(c, d) = (−1)h[a,b],[c,d]iS E(c, d)E(a, b).
of X-stabilizers respectively.
(5)
3

2.2

CN : g|ψi = |ψi for all g ∈ S}. We refer to the
subspace V(S) as an [[n, k, d]] stabilizer code because
it encodes k := n − r logical qubits into n physical
qubits. The minimum distance d is defined to be the
minimum weight of any operator in NHW N (S) \ S.
Here, the weight of a Pauli operator is the number
of qubits on which it acts non-trivially (i.e., as X, Y
or Z), and NHW N (S) denotes the normalizer of S in
HW N .
For any Hermitian Pauli matrix E (c, d) and ν ∈
{±1}, the operator IN +νE(c,d)
projects onto the ν2
eigenspace of E (c, d). Thus, the projector onto the
codespace V(S) of the stabilizer code defined by S =
hνi E (ci , di ) : i = 1, 2, . . . , ri is

The Clifford Hierarchy

The Clifford hierarchy of unitary operators was introduced in [2]. The first level of the hierarchy is defined
to be the Pauli group C (1) = HW N . For l ≥ 2, the
levels l are defined recursively as
C (l) := {U ∈ UN : U HW N U † ⊂ C (l−1) },

(6)

where UN is the group of N × N unitary matrices.
The second level is the Clifford Group, C (2) , which
can be generated (up to overall phases) using the “elementary” unitaries Hadamard, Phase, and either of
Controlled-NOT (CX) or Controlled-Z (CZ) defined
respectively as




1 1
1 0
H :=
, P :=
,
(7)
1 −1
0 ı

r

2
r
Y
1 X
(IN + νi E (ci , di ))
ΠS =
= r
j E (aj , bj ) ,
2
2
i=1

j=1

(11)
(8) where j ∈ {±1} is a character of the group
(9) S, and is determined by the signs of the generators
that produce E(aj , bj ): j E (aj , bj ) =
Q
Note that Clifford unitaries in combination with
t∈J⊂{1,2,...,r} νt E (ct , dt ) for a unique J.
any unitary from a higher level can be used to apA CSS (Calderbank-Shor-Steane) code is a parproximate any unitary operator arbitrarily well [1]. ticular type of stabilizer code with generators that
Hence, they form a universal set for quantum com- can be separated into strictly X-type and strictly Zputation. A widely used choice for the non-Clifford type operators. Consider two classical binary codes
unitary is the T gate in the third level defined by
C1 , C2 such that C2 ⊂ C1 , and let C1⊥ , C2⊥ denote
the dual codes. Note that C1⊥ ⊂ C2⊥ . Suppose

 − ıπ


√
8
ıπ
1
1 0
0
e
ıπ
ıπ
T :=
= e− 8 Z . that C2 = hc1 , c2 , . . . , ck2 i is an [n, k2 ] code and
= P = Z4 ≡
0 e4
0
e8
C1⊥ = hd1 , d2 . . . , dn−k1 i is an [n, n−k1 ] code. Then,
(10) the corresponding CSS code has the stabilizer group
(l)
Let DN be the N × N diagonal matrices, and Cd :=
i=k2 ; j=n−k1
S = hν(ci ,0) E (ci , 0) , ν(0,dj ) E (0, dj )ii=1;
C (l) ∩ DN . While C (l) for l ≥ 3 do not form a
j=1
group any more, the diagonal gates in each level
= {(a,0) (0,b) E (a, 0) E (0, b) : a ∈ C2 , b ∈ C1⊥ },
(l)
of the hierarchy, Cd , form a group. Note that
(l)
We
Cd can be generated using the “elementary” uni- where ν(ci ,0) , ν(0,dj ) , (a,0) , (0,b) ∈ {±1}.
1
1
1
capture
sign
information
through
character
vectaries C(0) Z 2l , C(1) Z 2l−1 , . . . ,C(l−2) Z 2 , C(l−1) Z [3],
tors y ∈ Fn2 /C1 , r ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ such that for any
1
P
ı πj
(i)
j
2
2
:=
where C Z
|uihu| + e |1ih1| and 
u∈Fi+1
(a,0) (0,b) E (a, 0) E (0, b) ∈ S, we have (a,0) =
2
i+1
T
T
here 1 ∈ F2 is the vector consists of all ones.
(−1)ar and (0,b) = (−1)by . If C1 and C2⊥ can correct up to t errors, then S defines an [[n, k1 − k2 , d]]
2.3 Stabilizer Codes
CSS code with d ≥ 2t + 1, which we will represent
as CSS(X, C2 , r; Z, C1⊥ , y). If G2 and G⊥
1 are the genWe define a stabilizer group S to be a commutaerator matrices for C2 and C1⊥ respectively, then the
tive subgroup of the Pauli group HW N , where ev(n − k1 + k2 ) × (2n) matrix
ery group element is Hermitian and no group ele

ment is −IN . We say S has dimension r if it can
G2
G
=
(12)
S
be generated by r independent elements as S =
G⊥
1
hνi E(ci , di ) : i = 1, 2, . . . , ri, where νi ∈ {±1} and
ci , di ∈ Fn2 . Since S is commutative, we must have generates S.
h[ci , di ], [cj , dj ]iS = ci dTj + di cTj = 0 mod 2.
Since we consider diagonal gates, the signs of XGiven a stabilizer group S, the corresponding sta- stabilizers do not matter. We then assume r = 0 in
bilizer code is the fixed subspace V(S) := {|ψi ∈ the rest of this paper.
CZab := |0ih0|a ⊗ (I2 )b + |1ih1|a ⊗ Zb ,
CXa→b := |0ih0|a ⊗ (I2 )b + |1ih1|a ⊗ Xb .
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ρ2

Fn2

Fn2
µ
C2⊥

C1

γ
C2

k1

C1⊥

k2
{0}

{0}

2n−k1 ways to assign the signs of Z-stabilizers

UZ

P (s
ynd
rom

e=

µ)

ρ1

ρ3
···

ρ4
Bµ

syndrome µ
ion
correct· · ·

..
.

..
.

..
.
Z-logicals γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥
···

2k2 different syndromes µ ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ of X-stabilizers
Figure 2: The 2n−k1 rows of the array are indexed by the [[n, k1 −k2 , d]] CSS codes corresponding to all possible
signs of the Z-stabilizer group. The 2k2 columns of the array are indexed by all possible X-syndromes µ.
The logical operator Bµ is induced by (1) preparing any code state ρ1 ; (2) applying a diagonal physical gate
UZ to obtain ρ2 ; (3) using X-stabilizers to measure ρ2 , obtaining the syndrome µ with probability pµ , and
the post-measurement state ρ3 ; (4) applying a Pauli correction to ρ3 , obtaining ρ4 . Graph from [25].

2.4

Generator Coefficient Framework

operator corresponding to the syndrome µ. Then the
evolution of code states can be described as
The Generator Coefficient Framework was introX
duced in [25] to describe the evolution of stabiρ4 =
Bµ ρ1 Bµ† .
(16)
lizer codeP states under a physical diagonal gate
n
⊥
µ∈F2 /C2
du |uihu|.
Note that |uihu| =
UZ =
u∈Fn
2
T
1 P
(−1)uv E(0, v). Then we may expand UZ The generator coefficients Aµ,γ are obtained by exv∈Fn
2n
2
panding the logical operator Bµ in terms of Z-logical
in the Pauli basis
X
Pauli operators (0,γ) E(0, γ),
UZ =
f (v)E(0, v),
(13)
X
v∈Fn
2
Bµ = (0,γµ ) E(0, γµ )
Aµ,γ (0,γ) E(0, γ),
⊥ /C ⊥
γ∈C
where
2
1
(17)
X
1
T
f (v) = n
(−1)uv du .
(14)
2
u∈Fn
where (0,γµ ) E(0, γµ ) models the Z-logical Pauli op2
erator introduced by a decoder. For each pair of a
Note that we can connect the coefficients in standard
X-syndrome µ ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ and a Z-logical γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ ,
basis and Pauli basis as
the generator coefficient Aµ,γ corresponding to UZ is
[f (v)]v∈Fn2 = [du ]u∈Fn2 H2n ,

(15)
Aµ,γ :=

X

(0,z) f (z),
(18)
where H2n = H ⊗ H2n−1 = H ⊗n is the Walshz∈C1⊥ +µ+γ
Hadamard matrix.
T
We consider the average logical channel induced where (0,z) = (−1)zy is the sign of the Z-stabilizer
by UZ of an [[n, k, d]] CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y) code as de- E(0, z). Based on the structure of CSS codes, genscribed in Figure 2. Let Bµ be the induced logical erator coefficients group the Pauli coefficients of UZ
5

[[2n, k, d0 ≥ d]]

[[n, k, d]]
Fn2

Fn2

F2n
2

F2n
2

C1

C2⊥

C2

C1⊥

C20 = [1, 1] ⊗ C2

µ0 = [µ, 0]
(C20 )⊥ = {[α, β] : α ⊕ β ∈ C2⊥ }
γ 0 = [γ, 0]
(C10 )⊥ = {[α, β] : α ⊕ β ∈ C1⊥ }

{0}

{0}

{0}

{0}

µ
C10

= [1, 1] ⊗ C1

γ

→
physical level

y 0 = [1, 1] ⊗ y

Figure 3: Concatenation transforms an [[n, k, d]] CSS code preserved by a diagonal gate UZ at level l to a
[[2n, k, d0 ]] CSS code preserved by a family of diagonal gates UZ0 , some of which are at level l + 1. The logical
operator induced by UZ0 coincides with the logical operator induced by UZ .
together, and tune them by the signs of Z-stabilizer. and Z-distance
We use (14) to simplify (18) as
X
dZ := min wH (z).
1 X
T
T
(−1)zy (−1)zu du
Aµ,γ = n
z∈C2⊥ \C1⊥
2
n
⊥

(24)

u∈F2 z∈C1 +µ+γ

1
|C1 |

L
(19) We denote the logical operator induced by UZ as UZ .
The concatenation process described in Figure 3 prou∈C1 +y
duces a [[2n, k, d0 ]] CSS(X, C20 ; Z, (C10 )⊥ , y 0 ) code. ConThe diagonal physical gate UZ preserves a catenation does not change the number of Z-logicals
CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y) codespace if and only if Bµ=0 or the number of X-syndromes, and so the number
is a unitary [25], which is equivalent to requiring
of generator coefficients remains the same. We now
X
show this code is preserved by an ensemble of phys|A0,γ |2 = 1.
(20)
ical gates, all inducing the same logical operator as
γ∈C2⊥ /C1⊥
UZL .
Note that (20) is also equivalent to Aµ6=0,γ = 0 for
all γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ . The induced logical operator is
Theorem 1. The [[2n, k, d0 ]] CSS(X, C20 ; Z, (C10 )⊥ , y 0 )
X
code is preserved by any diagonal physical gate
A0,g(α) E(0, α),
(21)
UZL =

=

T

X

(−1)(µ⊕γ)(y⊕u) du .

α∈Fk2

Fk2

UZ0 =

C2⊥ /C1⊥

where g :
→
is a bijective map defined by
g(α) = αGC ⊥ /C ⊥ , and GC ⊥ /C ⊥ is a generator matrix
2
1
2
1
of the Z-logicals C2⊥ /C1⊥ .

X

d0u0 |u0 ihu0 |,

(25)

u0 ∈F2n
2

for which d0[u,u] = du for all u ∈ Fn2 .

Climbing the Physical Hierarchy

The minimum distance d0 ≥ d and the induced logical
operator (UZ0 )L is equal to UZL .

We need to climb the physical Clifford hierarchy because the level of the physical operator bounds that
of the induced logical operator. Consider a physical
diagonal gate
X
UZ =
du |uihu|,
(22)

Proof. Let d0X , d0Z be the X- and Z-distances for the
CSS(X, C20 ; Z, (C10 )⊥ , y 0 ) code. Given x0 ∈ C10 \ C20 ,
there exists x ∈ C1 \ C2 such that x0 = [1, 1] ⊗ x, and
so d0X = 2dX . Given [α, β] ∈ (C20 )⊥ \ (C10 )⊥ , we have

3

u∈Fn
2

wH ([α, β]) = wH (α) + wH (β) ≥ wH (α ⊕ β), (26)
that preserves an [[n, k, d]] CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y) code
with X-distance
and so d0Z ≥ dZ . Concatenation doubles X-distance
dX := min wH (x),
(23) while maintaining Z-distance.
x∈C1 \C2
We now prove that (UZ0 )L = UZL by showing the
6

generator coefficients remain the same:

The only nontrivial Z-logical corresponds to the all
one vector 1. After concatenation described in Figure
X
1
(µ0 ⊕γ 0 )(y 0 ⊕u0 )T 0
0
0
3, we obtain a [[14, 1, 3]] CSS code. When R = In ,
(−1)
du0
Aµ0 ,γ 0 (UZ ) = 0

|C1 | 0 0 0
(2)
(3)
u ∈C1 +y
τR = P ⊗n and τI2 ⊗R = T ⊗2n . Let Aµ,γ π2 and

X
1
A0µ0 ,γ 0 π4 be the generator coefficients corresponding
[µ⊕γ,0][y⊕u,y⊕u]T 0
=
(−1)
d[u,u]
|C1 |
to P ⊗7 and T ⊗14 acts on the [[7, 1, 3]] and [[14, 1, 3]]
u∈C1 +y
code respectively. Then, we have
X
1
T
=
(−1)(µ⊕γ)(y⊕u) du
π 
π 
π 
|C1 |
u∈C1 +y
Aµ=0,γ=0
= A0[0,0],[1,0]
= cos
,
2
4
4 



= Aµ,γ (UZ ).
(27)
π
π
π
Aµ=0,γ=1
= A0[0,0],[1,0]
= ı sin
, (32)
2
4
4
Hence, concatenation brings more freedom of physiwhich implies that the invariance of [[7, 1, 3]] under
cal operators to realize the same logical operator.
P ⊗7 and that of [[14, 1, 3]] under T ⊗14 . It then follows
0
n
We may partition UZ into 2 blocks, where the from the expression of the induced logical operator in
block indexed by u ∈ Fn2 is a 2n × 2n diagonal matrix (21) that both of the codes implement a logical P † .
diag[d0[u,v] ]. Theorem 1 specifies a single diagonal
⊗2 acting on the
entry d0[u,u] in each block. The remaining 22n − 2n Example 2 (Climbing from CZ
⊗4 acting on the [[8, 2, 2]]
entries can be freely chosen to design the unitary UZ0 . [[4, 2, 2]] CSS code to CP
j
CSS code). Consider the [[4, 2, 2]] CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ )
When UZ (on n qubits) is a transversal C(i) Z 1/2
code with C2 = C1⊥ = {0, 1}. We may choose the
gate at level i + j in the clifford hierarchy, we can
j+1
generators of Z-logicals to be γ1 = [0, 0, 1, 1] and
choose UZ0 to be the transversal C(i) Z 1/2
gate (on
γ2 = [0, 1, 1, 0]. Their generator coefficients coincide:
2n qubits) at level i + j + 1.
1
Remark 2 (Quadratic Form Diagonal (QFD) gates). Aµ=0,γ=0 (CZ ⊗2 ) = A0[0,0],[0,0] (CP ⊗4 ) = ,
2
We now describe how to raise the level of a QFD gate
1
⊗2
0
⊗4
(l)
(l)
Aµ=0,γ=γ1 (CZ ) = A[0,0],[γ1 ,0] (CP ) = − ,
τR ∈ Cd at level l in the Clifford hierarchy. Here
2
X
1
T
l
⊗2
0
⊗4
(l)
τR =
ξlvRv mod 2 |vihv|,
(28) Aµ=0,γ=γ2 (CZ ) = A[0,0],[γ2 ,0] (CP ) = 2 ,
n
v∈F2
1
Aµ=0,γ=γ1 ⊕γ2 (CZ ⊗2 ) = A0[0,0],[γ1 ⊕γ2 ,0] (CP ⊗4 ) = .
2
ı π
where ξl = e 2l−1 , and R is an n×n symmetric matrix
(33)
with entries in Z2l , the ring of integers modulo 2l .
Note that the exponent vRv T ∈ Z2l . Rengaswamy et Both cases realize a logical Z1 ◦CZ := (Z ⊗ I)CZ.
al. [7] proved that QFD gates include all 1-local and
2-local diagonal gates in the Clifford hierarchy. We Remark 3 (Switching between Computation and
(l+1)
(l+1)
choose UZ0 = τI2 ⊗R ∈ Cd
, and observe
Storage). It is the choice of character vector that
distinguishes
the method of concatenation depicted
T
2uRuT
d0u,u = ξl+1
= ξluRu = du .
(29) in Figure 3 from the method of constructing a
decoherence-free subspaces (DFS) described in [27].
Example 1 (Climbing from P ⊗7 acting on Consider the graph where the vertices are the qubits
the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code to T ⊗14 acting on the involved in the support of some X-stabilizer, and
[[14, 1, 3]] CSS code). The Steane code [30] is a where two vertices are joined by an edge if there exCSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y = 0) code with generator matrix ists a weight 2 Z-stabilizer involving these two qubits.


Instead of choosing y 0 = [1, 1] ⊗ y, Liang, Hu et
H
GS =
,
(30) al. [27] balance the signs of Z-stabilizers by requirH
ing that the support of y 00 include half the qubits in
where H is the parity-check matrix of the Hamming every connected component of the graph. The stabilizer group determines a resolution of the identity.
code:
To change the signs of Z-stabilizers, we simply apply


1 1 1 1 0 0 0
some physical Pauli X to transform from one part of
H =  1 1 0 0 1 1 0 .
(31) the resolution to the other part (see [25, Example 3]
1 0 1 0 1 0 1
for more details). To determine the specific position
7

(b) Aµ,γ = A0µ,γ + A0µ,γ⊕γ0

(a) Removing a non-trivial Z-stabilizer
Fn2

γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥

Fn2

Aµ,γ

µ
w0

C1

C2⊥
remove

add
γ 0 ∈ hC2⊥ /C1⊥ , γ0 i

C2

C1⊥

γ0

A0µ,γ 0 =γ

A0µ,γ 0 =γ⊕γ0

µ0 = µ
{0}

{0}

Figure 4: (a) Removing a Z-stabilizer γ0 creates a new Z-logical, and transforms an old Z-syndrome w0 into
a new X-logical. (b) Removing/adding a Z-stabilizer induces splitting/grouping of generator coefficients.
to add these extra Pauli X, we consider the general the level of a physical operator prepares the ground
encoding map ge : |αiL ∈ Fk2 → |αi ∈ V(S) of a for climbing the logical hierarchy.
CSS(X, C2 , r; Z, C1⊥ , y) code [25],

4 Climbing the Logical Hierarchy
1 X
T
|αi := p
(−1)xr |αGC1 /C2 ⊕ x ⊕ yi, (34)
|C2 | x∈C2
In this Section, we describe how to increase the level
of an induced logical operator by judiciously removwhere r, y are the character vectors for X- and Z- ing Z-stabilizers from a CSS code. We start by constabilizers, and GC1 /C2 is a generator matrix of the sidering a physical diagonal gate
X-logicals C1 /C2 . The positions of these Pauli X
X
correspond to the support of the difference of two
UZ =
f (v)E(0, v)
(35)
0
00
n
character vectors y − y . Hence it is simple to
v∈F2
switch between computation and storage. Given a
⊥
code that realizes a specific diagonal logical opera- that preserves an [[n, k, d]] CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1 , y) code.
by gentor induced by the physical gate UZ , we first apply The induced logical channels are described
n /C ⊥ and γ ∈
erator
coefficients
A
where
µ
∈
F
µ,γ
2
2
the concatenation described in Figure 3. After con- ⊥ ⊥
⊥
Z-stabilizer.
catenation, we choose UZ0 = IN ⊗ UZ , at the same C2 /C1⊥. Let 0γ0⊥ ∈ C1 be a nontrivial
0
where
level as UZ , to realize the same specific logical opera- Set C1 =nh(C1 ) , γ0 i, and set C1 = hC1 , w0 i,
⊥ , then
w
∈
F
/C
.
If
we
remove
γ
from
C
0
1
0
2
1
tor. We then apply some physical Pauli X to change
0 ≤ d]]
γ
becomes
a
Z-logical
for
the
[[n,
k
+
1,
d
0
signs of Z-stabilizers and embed the logical informa0
⊥
tion in a DFS. To continue the computation, we re- CSS(X, C2 ; Z, (C1 ) , y) code, as shown in Figure 4(a).
cover the stored results by applying the same Pauli Removing the Z-logical γ0 doubles the number of ZX. Note that concatenation doubles the X-distance, logicals. Each generator coefficient Aµ,γ associated
CSS code splits into two generator
which improves protection when we change the signs with the original
0
0
coefficients
A
µ,γ 0 =γ and Aµ,γ 0 =γ⊕γ0 associated with
of Z-stabilizers.
For example, suppose our goal is to first implement the new code. We have
X
a logical P † and to wait for a while before calculating
A
=
(0,z) f (z)
µ,γ
the next step. We can apply the physical UZ0 = I2⊗7 ⊗
0
⊥
z∈h(C1 ) ,γ0 i+µ+γ
X
P ⊗7 to the [[14, 1, 3]] CSS code in Example 1 to realize
†
0
14
=
(0,z) f (z)
the logical P . Note that y = 0 ∈ F2 and one choice
0 )⊥ +µ+γ
00
14
z∈(C
1
of y is [1, 0] ⊗ 17 ∈ F2 . Then we can apply Pauli X
X
alternatively to map the computed result in a DFS.
+
(0,z) f (z)
z∈(C10 )⊥ +µ+γ+γ0

To achieve more advanced computation, we need
diagonal logical operators from higher levels. Raising

= A0µ,γ 0 =γ + A0µ,γ 0 =γ⊕γ0 .
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(36)

l

xl = eıπ/2
cl = cos 2πl , sl = −ı sin 2πl
l−1
Z 1/2

1+xl−1
I
2

(a)

I

Z

cl

sl

l−1

Double-Angle

1−xl−1
Z
2

=
+
= xl (cl I + sl Z)

c2l+1

cl+1 sl+1 cl+1 sl+1

II

≡ cl I + sl Z
(b)

Z 1/2

IZ

ZI

I

Z

x l cl

xl sl



s2l+1

Z 1/2

l−1

Z 1/2

−xl+1 cl sl+1

xl+1 sl cl+1

−xl+1 sl sl+1

II

IZ

ZI

ZZ

Formulas

⊗2

ZZ

Z 1/2

xl+1 cl cl+1

l

l−1


 Euler’s
l †
⊗ Z 1/2

Formula

..
.
l−1

Z 1/2





l−1+j †
l †
⊗ · · · ⊗ Z 1/2
⊗ Z 1/2
l−1

Figure 5: Admissible Splits of Z-rotations: (a) One step for uniform rotations from Z 1/2
(b) Multi-step for non-uniform rotations Z → Z ⊗ P † → Z ⊗ P † ⊗ T † → · · · .

l

l

to Z 1/2 ⊗ Z 1/2 ;

The difference A00,γ − A00,γ⊕γ0 depends on the new
Adding a Z-stabilizer simply reverses this process as
shown in Figure 4(b).
X-logical w0 . For γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ , let
X
Definition 4 (Admissible Splits). A split is
1
T
:=
s
(w
)
(−1)γu du⊕y .
γ
0
admissible if the physical diagonal gate UZ preserves
|C1 |
u∈C1 +w0
the CSS(X, C2 ; Z, (C10 )⊥ , y) code obtained by removing the non-trivial Z-stabilizer γ0 .
It then follows from (19) that
Since UZ preserves the original CSS code, we have
X
|A0,γ |2 = 1.
(37)

A00,γ =

γ∈C2⊥ /C1⊥

The condition
X
|A00,γ 0 |2 =
γ 0 ∈hC2⊥ /C1⊥ ,γ0 i

=

1
2|C1 |

X

(39)

T

(−1)γu du⊕y

u∈hC1 ,w0 i

1
(A0,γ + sγ (w0 )) ,
2

(40)

and follows from (36) that
X

|A00,γ |2

+

|A00,γ⊕γ0 |2

A00,γ⊕γ0 =

γ∈C2⊥ /C1⊥

= 1.

(38)

1
(A0,γ − sγ (w0 ))) .
2

(41)

The quantity sγ (w0 ) determines whether or not a
split is admissible.
We design extensible splittings by expanding diagonal operators in the Pauli basis, and we illusl
l
trate our approach by constructing Z 1/2 ⊗Z 1/2 from
l−1
Z 1/2 . We write

is both necessary and sufficient for admissibility.
Note that the induced logical operator (21) corresponding to the trivial syndrome remains a diagonal
unitary after splitting.
It is natural to ask how many Z-stabilizers are
needed to determine a stabilizer code fixed by a given
l−1
Z 1/2 ≡ cl I + sl Z,
(42)
family of diagonal physical operators UZ . Liang,
Hu et al. [27] derived necessary and sufficient conwhere cl := cos π/2l and sl := −ı sin π/2l . Figure
ditions for all transversal Z-rotations to preserve the
5(a) shows how we construct
codespace of a stabilizer code. The conditions require

⊗2
the weight 2 Z-stabilizers to cover all the qubits that
1/2l
Z
≡ c2l+1 I ⊗ I + cl+1 sl+1 (I ⊗ Z + Z ⊗ I)
are in the support of the X-component of some stabilizer. Rengaswamy et al. [29] derived less restric+ s2l+1 Z ⊗ Z,
(43)
tive necessary and sufficient conditions for a single
transversal T gate.
by making use of the double angle formulas
9

I

c1 (0) =

Z
1+xl−1
2

c1 (1) =

Z 1/2

l−1

1−xl−1
2

j is odd
l−1

CZ 1/2
c1 (0)+1
2

c2 (00) =

c2 (01) =

c1 (1)
2

c2 (10) =

IZ

II

c1 (0)−1
2

c2 (11) =

ZI

c1 (1)
2

j is even

ZZ

CCZ 1/2

c2 (00)+1
2

c2 (01)
2

c2 (10)
2

c2 (11)
2

c2 (01)
2

c2 (11)
2

c2 (00)−1
2

c2 (10)
2

III

IIZ

IZI

IZZ

ZII

ZIZ

ZZI

ZZZ

l−1

Figure 6: Admissible Splits from C(j−1) Z 1/2

l−1

to C(j) Z 1/2

l−1

..
.

C(j) Z 1/2

Hadamard
Construction
l−1

for any fixed l ≥ 1.

cl = c2l+1 + s2l+1 and sl = 2cl+1 sl+1 .

(44) Because of the non-uniform rotations, the values
sγ (w0 ) needed to satisfy vary from step to step. We
Recall that generator coefficients coincide with Pauli now introduce a splitting that is indefinitely extensicoefficients of the induced logical operator as de- ble with simple requirement for sγ (w0 ).
l−1
scribed in (21). The splitting rule determines the valThe diagonal operator C(j−1) Z 1/2 = diag[dj ] for
ues sγ (w0 ) needed to satisfy in (40) and (41). Here
dj = [12j−1 , 12j−1 −1 , xl−1 ]T ,
(51)
we require

where 1m is the all-one vector with length m. Let
1, if γ = 0,
j
sγ (w0 ) =
(45)
e1 , . . . , e2j be the standard basis of F22 .We expand
0, if γ 6= 0,
l−1
C(j−1) Z 1/2
in the Pauli basis using the Walshsince we can write double-angle formulas as
Hadamard matrix H2j ,
X
l−1
1
1
C(j−1) Z 1/2 =
cj (v)E(0, v),
(52)
(46)
c2l+1 = (cl + 1) , s2l+1 = (cl − 1) ,
2
2
j
v∈F
2
1
and sl+1 cl+1 = (sl + 0) .
(47)
2
where c := [c (v)] j is given by
j

j

v∈F2

Note that this design only connects a single level in
the Clifford hierarchy to the next level, that it does cj = H2j dj = H2j (12j + (xl − 1) e2j )


not extend indefinitely. In Figure 5(b), we generalize
xl − 1
[(−1)wH (v) ]Tv∈Fj . (53)
= e1 +
j
the design to make it extend indefinitely. We include
2
2
l
the global phase xl := eıπ/2 this time, and decompose
The recursive construction for the Walsh-Hadamard
part of xl using the Euler’s formula
matrix leads to a recursion for the coefficients cj (v),

 
xl = xl+1 xl+1 = xl+1 (cl+1 − sl+1 ).
(48)
1 H2j−1 H2j−1
12j
cj+1 =
(54)


2 H2j−1 −H2j−1 dj
l−1
l †
1/2
1/2
Note that Z
= xl (cl I + sl Z) and Z
=
xl+1
so that
xl (cl+1 I − sl+1 Z). Then after splitting, we obtain


the gate in one level higher
xl − 1
cj+1 ([0, v]) = (e1 )v +
(−1)wH (v) , (55)
j+1
2


l−1
l †
Z 1/2 ⊗ Z 1/2
=xl+1 (cl cl+1 I ⊗ I − cl sl+1 I ⊗ Z
and


+ sl cl+1 Z ⊗ I − sl sl+1 Z ⊗ Z).
xl − 1
cj+1 ([1, v]) = −
(−1)wH (v) .
(56)
(49)
2j+1
The decomposition in (48) holds for any l, and we can Here e = [(e ) ]
1
1 v v∈F2j . Note that wH (v) + wH (1j ⊕
2
use induction to prove that after splitting j times, we
v)
=
j.
If
j
is
odd,
then
(−1)wH (v) = −(−1)wH (1j ⊕v)
obtain the gate
and

†

†
l
l−1+j
l−1
⊗ · · · ⊗ Z 1/2
.
(50)
Z 1/2 ⊗ Z 1/2
cj (v) = cj+1 ([0, v]) + cj+1 ([1, 1j ⊕ v]).
(57)
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Let t = [0, . . . , 0, 1] ∈ Fj2 . If j is even, then shown in Figure 3 and Theorem 1. After concate(−1)wH (v) = −(−1)wH (1j ⊕v⊕t) and
nation, every element in C10 takes the form [u, u] for
some u ∈ C1 . Since w0 = [1n , 0n ] ∈
/ C10 , we can
cj (v) = cj+1 ([0, v]) + cj+1 ([1, 1j ⊕ v ⊕ t]). (58) introduce w0 as a new X-logical (C100 = hC10 , w0 i).
Concatenation does not change the generator coeffiFigure 6 describes the splitting process of the cases cients, and it follows from [25, Lemma 4] that
j = 1, 2.

2n−2wH ([u,u])
It then follows from (53), (55) and (56) that the
−ı π
d[u,u] = e 2l+1
(61)
requirement for sγ (w0 ) is the same as in (45). Although they share the same splitting rule, the global
u] ∈ C10 . Let γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ . Then [γ, 0] ∈
phase xl they differ becomes a local phase after split- for0 [u,
(C2 )⊥ /(C10 )⊥ , and it follows form (39) that
ting since sγ=0 = 1 6= 0.
s[γ,0] ([1, 0])
X
1
= 0
|C1 |
0

1st: Z
2nd: P =

√

Z, CZ

T

(−1)[γ,0][1⊕u,u] d[1⊕u,u]⊕[0,0]

[1⊕u,u]∈C1 +[1,0]

=

1
4

3rd: T = Z , CP , CCZ


2n−2wH ([1⊕u,u])
1 X
T
−ı π
.
(−1)γ(1⊕u) e 2l+1
|C1 |
u∈C1

lth: Z

1
2l−1

, CZ

1
2l−2

(62)

, . . . , C(l−1) Z

Figure 7: Admissible Splits among the Elementary
Operators in the Diagonal Clifford Hierarchy.
Note that the admissible splits we describe include
all the elementary operators in the diagonal Clifford
hierarchy as shown in Figure 7. Figure 5 corresponds
to the vertical line in Figure 7, and Figure 6 corresponds to the oblique line in Figure 7.
We now describe how to choose the new X-logical
w0 to lift the level of the induced logical operator.
For l ≥ 1 we suppose that
⊗nthe physical transversal Z-rotation exp (−ı 2πl )Z
preserves an [[n, k, d]]
⊥
CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1 , y = 0) code, inducing a single
l−1
l−1
Z 1/2
or C(j) Z 1/2 .

Since wH ([1 ⊕ u, u]) = n for all u ∈ C1 , we have
s[γ,0] ([1, 0]) = (−1)γ1

T

1 X
T
(−1)γu
|C1 |
u∈C1


=

1,
0,

if γ = 0,
if γ =
6 0,

(63)

and the theorem now follows from (45).
Example 1 (Continued: from [[14, 1, 3]] to [[14, 2, 2]];
Logical P † → (T † )⊗2 ). The [[14, 1, 3]] code is obtained by concatenating the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code. We
introduce the new X-logical w0 = [1, 0] ∈ F2n
2 by
0
removing the Z-stabilizer γ0 = [1, 1] ∈ (C1 )⊥ to
produce the [[14,
coeffi 2, 2]] code. The generator
π
00
00
cients A0,γ 00 4 of the [[14, 2, 2]] code for γ ∈ hγ1 =

Theorem 5. Suppose that after concatenation, the [1, 0], γ i under the physical T ⊗14 gate are
0
removal of Z-stabilizers introduces the new X-logical
π  1 
 
π
π 2
w0 = [1n , 0n ].
00


A
=
cos
+
1
=
cos
,
00
0,γ =0 4
l ⊗2
2
4
8
Then, the logical operator lifts to Z 1/2
or
π  1
π
π
π
l−1
A000,γ 00 =γ
= ı sin = ı sin cos .
(64)
C(j) Z 1/2 .
1
4
2
4
8
8

Proof. Concatenation transforms the physical oper- Splitting gives
ator

π 2
00
00
0
A
=
A
−
A
=
ı
sin
,

 π ⊗n 

00
00
0,0
0,γ =γ0
0,γ =0
l−1 ⊗n
8
≡ Z 1/2
(59)
UZ = exp −ı l Z
π
π
2
A000,γ 00 =γ ⊕γ = A00,γ1 − A000,γ 00 =γ = ı sin cos .
1
0
1
8
8
into
(65)


π ⊗2n  1/2l ⊗2n
UZ0 = exp −ı l+1 Z
≡ Z
. (60) It follows from (21) that the logical operator in⊗2
2
duced by T ⊗14 on the [[14, 2, 2]] codespace is T †
.
0
0
The physical operator UZ preserves the [[2n, k, d ≥ Note that the [[14, 2, 2]] code is a member of the trid]] CSS(X, C20 ; Z, (C10 )⊥ , y 0 = [0n , 0n ]) codespace, as orthogonal code family introduced by Bravyi and
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Haah [15]. The operations described above can transform the [[15, 1, 3]] triorthogonal code [13,18,31,32] to
the [[30, 2, 2]] code for which the physical transver√
√ †
sal T induces a logical T . The same operations work for the whole punctured Reed-Muller family [[2l+1 − 1, 1, 3]] [18] that realize the single logical
l−1
(l)
Z 1/2
∈ Cd and results in the [[2l+2 − 2, 2, 2]] triorthogonal code family realizing the logical transverl
(l+1)
sal Z 1/2 ∈ Cd
.
Example 2 (Continued: the [[2l , l, 2]] code family realizes C(l−1) Z). Starting from the [[4, 2, 2]] code, we
first concatenate to obtain the [[8, 2, 2]] code, and then
remove the Z-stabilizer associated with adding the
new X-logical w0 = [1, 0] to produce the [[8, 3, 2]]
code. The [[4, 2, 2]] code realizes C(1) Z =CZ up to
some logical Pauli Z by either physical transversal
Phase gate P ⊗4 or transversal Control-Z gate CZ ⊗2 .
The [[8, 3, 2]] code realizes C(2) Z =CCZ up to some
logical Pauli Z by either physical transversal T gate
T ⊗8 or transversal Control-Phase gate CP ⊗4 . Repeated concatenation and removal of Z-stabilizers
yields the [[2l , l, 2]] code family that supports the logical C(l−1) Z gate up to some logical Pauli Z. When
the physical gate is a transversal Z-rotation, the
generator coefficients of the [[2l , l, 2]] code family are
listed below.
Table 1: The Splitting of Generator Coefficients for
the induced logical C(l−1) Z (up to some logical Pauli
Z). The [[2l , l, 2]] CSS codes are preserved by physical
⊗2l
π
transversal Z-rotations exp −ı 2l−1
Z
.
UZL up to Z L

Generator Coefficients A0,γ

2

C(1) Z

3

C(2) Z

l

C(l−1) Z

1
1
1
1
2 −2 −2 −2
3
1
1
1
1
4 −4 −4 · · · −4 −4
2l−1 −1
1
1
1
− 2l−1
− 2l−1
· · · − 2l−1
2l−1

number of Z-logicals in C2⊥ \ C1⊥ , and this may decrease dZ . After removing Z-stabilizers we may need
to increase effective distance by introducing new Xstabilizers. We now examine how generator coefficients evolve when we add or remove X-stabilizers.
Adding a new X-stabilizer x0 ∈ C1 \ C2 transforms
a CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y) code to a CSS(X, hC2 , x0 i;
Z, C1⊥ , y) code. A Z-logical µ0 in the original code
becomes an X-syndrome in the new code. Note that
µ0 ∈ C2⊥ \ C1⊥ and µ0 ∈
/ hC2 , x0 i⊥ \ C1⊥ . The number of Z-logicals is halved, while the number of Xsyndromes is doubled, so the number of generator
coefficients remains constant. Let UZ be a fixed diagonal physical gate. The generator coefficients Aµ,γ
for the old code determine the generator coefficients
A0µ0 ,γ 0 for the new code as follows:
X

A0µ0 ,γ 0 =

(0,z) f (z)

z∈C1⊥ +µ0 +γ 0


=

Aµ0 ,γ 0 ,
Aµ0 ⊕µ0 ,γ 0 ⊕µ0 ,

if µ0 ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ ,
if µ0 ⊕ µ0 ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ .
(66)

Note that the new Z-logical γ 0 ∈ hC2 , x0 i⊥ /C1⊥ . If µ0
coincides with an old syndrome, then A0µ0 ,γ 0 = Aµ0 ,γ 0 .
Otherwise µ0 ⊕ µ0 ∈ Fn2 /C2⊥ and γ 0 ⊕ µ0 ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ .
Figure 8 captures the process of adding and removing
X-stabilizers. Note that (66) is reversed when an Xstabilizer is removed.
If we remove an X-stabilizer from a CSS code that
is preserved by a diagonal gate UZ , then the new
code is still preserved by UZ . If instead, we add an Xstabilizer, then the new code may fail to be preserved
by UZ . We say that addition of an X-stabilizer is
admissible if the new code is preserved by UZ . We
now characterize admissible additions in terms of the
new X-syndrome µ0 .
Let C2⊥ /C1⊥ = hD, µ0 i. The old is preserved by UZ
if and only if
X
|A0,γ |2 = 1,
(67)

Since removing Z-stabilizers may decrease code
γ∈hD,µ0 i
distance, we introduce a third elementary operation
in the next Section with the aim of increasing the
and the new code is preserved by UZ if and only if
distance.
X
|A0,γ |2 = 1.
(68)

5

Increase Distance

γ∈D

Addition of x0 is admissible if and only if
Our focus on diagonal gates UZ that preserve
CSS(X, C2 ; Z, C1⊥ , y) codes implies that the effective
A0,γ = 0 for all γ ∈ D + µ0 .
(69)
distance is the Z-distance, dZ = minz∈C ⊥ \C ⊥ wH (z).
2
1
Concatenation, described in Figure 3, does not We require that half the generator coefficients A0,γ
change dZ . Removal of Z-stabilizers increases the vanish. The non-vanishing coefficients appear in the
12

(a) Adding an X-stabilizer
Fn2

(b) Transforming the table of generator coefficients
γ 0 ∈ hC2 , x0 i⊥ /C1⊥

Fn2
γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥

C1

C2⊥

µ0

A0,γ 0 ⊕µ0

µ

µ
add
remove

x0

C2

C1⊥

{0}

{0}

A0µ0 ,γ 0 = A0,γ 0 ⊕µ0

µ + µ0

Figure 8: (a) Adding the old X-logical x0 as a new X-stabilizer transforms the old Z-logical µ0 to a new
X-syndrome. (b) Introducing a new X-stabilizer x0 doubles the number of X-syndromes and halves the
number of Z-logicals. The blue rectangle shifts as the generator coefficients evolve.
green rectangle shown in Figure 8(b). Then, it fol- by
lows from (21) that the logical operator stays at the
same level after an admissible addition. It also folRM(r, m + 1) = {(u, u ⊕ v) |u ∈ RM(r, m),
lows from (40) and (41) that an addition is admissible
v ∈ RM(r − 1, m)}.
if and only if
(71)
sγ (w0 ) = ±A0,γ for all γ ∈ C2⊥ /C1⊥ .

(70)

We may need to concatenate several times and
remove several independent Z-stabilizers to create
enough zeros among the generator coefficients.
We now combine concatenation, removal of Zstabilizers, and addition of X-stabilizers to construct
a CSS code family with growing distance that is preserved by diagonal operators with increasing logical
level in the Clifford hierarchy.
Example 3 (Quantum Reed-Muller (QRM) Code
Family). Introduced in [25, Theorem 14] and [29,
min{r,m−r} ]]
Theorem 19], this is a family of [[2m , m
r ,2
CSS codes preserved by physical transversal Z
 m
(m/r−1) ⊗2
rotations Z 1/2
when r | m. We now describe how these codes are constructed by concatenation followed by removal of Z-stabilizers and addition
of X-stabilizers.
Let r ≥ 1 be fixed. Note that m/r increases by
1 when m increases by r, and that the new code
is preserved by a physical gate that is one level
higher in the Clifford hierarchy. We start from a
min{r,m−r} ]] CSS code determined by C =
[[2m , m
1
r ,2
RM(r, m) and C2 = RM(r −1, m). The recursive construction of classical Reed-Muller codes [33] is given

Let 12r denotes the vector of length 2r with every
entry equals to 1. We concatenate
CSS code r
 our
min{r,m−r} ]] CSS
times to construct the [[2m+r , m
,
2
r
code determined by C10 = 12r ⊗ RM(r, m) and C20 =
12r ⊗ RM(r − 1, m). Note that C10 ⊆ RM(r, m + r)
and C20 ⊆ RM(r − 1, m + r). We now remove the
Z-stabilizers and add the X-stabilizers to make C10 =
RM(r, m + r), C20 = RM(r − 1, m + r). We obtain
the [[2m+r , m+r
, 2min{r,m} ]] CSS code which is the
r
next member of the QRM code family. The level of
the new induced logical operator equals that of the
new physical transversal Z-rotations [29, Theorme
19], which is one level higher than that of the old
induced logical operator. For fixed r, the operations
described above just maintain the distance.
To achieve the growing distance, we can increase
r by 1, and increase m by h := r + m
r + 1 so that
m
m+h
from (71) that
r + 1 = r+1 . When r | m, it follows
 min {r+1,m+h−r−1}
m+h
m+h
we can obtain the [[2
, r+1 , 2
]]
 min{r,m−r}
m
m
CSS code from a [[2 , r , 2
]] CSS code
by
first
concatenating
h
times,
then
removing




m+h
m+h
m
− r
Z-stabilizers, and adding
r+1 +
r

m+h
X-stabilizers. The logical operator induced
r
by the new code is one level higher than that of the
old code, and the distance doubles for the new code.
Figure 1 illustrates the case when m = 2 and r = 1.
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Conclusion

[5] I. Bengtsson, K. Blanchfield, E. Campbell, and
M. Howard, “Order 3 symmetry in the Clifford
hierarchy,” Journal of Physics A: Mathematical
and Theoretical, vol. 47, no. 45, p. 455302, 2014.

Given a CSS code that realizes a diagonal gate at
the lth level, we have introduced three basic operations that can be combined to construct a new CSS
code that realizes a diagonal gate at the (l+1)th level [6] S. X. Cui, D. Gottesman, and A. Krishna, “Diagonal gates in the Clifford hierarchy,” Physical
in the Clifford hierarchy. The three basic operations
Review
A, vol. 95, no. 1, p. 012329, 2017.
are concatenation (to increase the physical level), removal of Z-stabilizers (to increase the logical level [7] N. Rengaswamy, R. Calderbank, and H. D. Pfisand increase code rate), and addition of X-stabilizers
ter, “Unifying the Clifford hierarchy via sym(to increase the distance). We have derived necessary
metric matrices over rings,” Physical Review A,
and sufficient conditions for admissibility, that is for
vol. 100, no. 2, p. 022304, 2019.
the new code to be preserved by the target physical operator. We have described these conditions [8] T. Pllaha, N. Rengaswamy, O. Tirkkonen, and
R. Calderbank, “Un-weyl-ing the Clifford hierusing the mathematical framework of generator coarchy,” Quantum, vol. 4, p. 370, 2020.
efficients. Concatenation is always admissible, while
the other two basic operations may not be admissi[9] A. R. Calderbank and P. W. Shor, “Good quanble. We have demonstrated the power of combining
tum error-correcting codes exist,” Phys. Rev. A,
the three basic operations to synthesize a target divol. 54, pp. 1098–1105, Aug 1996.
agonal operator by climbing the Clifford hierarchy to
construct the QRM code family.
[10] A. M. Steane, “Simple quantum error-correcting
In future work, we expect to explore how best to
codes,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 54, no. 6, pp. 4741–
balance removal of Z-stabilizers and addition of X4751, 1996.
stabilizers. We will also investigate the existence of
[11] P. W. Shor, “Algorithms for quantum computacode families corresponding to Figure 5(b).
tion: discrete logarithms and factoring,” in Proceedings 35th annual symposium on foundations
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of computer science. Ieee, 1994, pp. 124–134.
The work of the authors was supported in part by [12] ——, “Polynomial-time algorithms for prime
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