arXiv:2204.13176v1 [quant-ph] 27 Apr 2022

Divisible Codes for Quantum Computation

Jingzhen Hu^∗, Qingzhong Liang^∗, and Robert Calderbank

Abstract

Divisible codes are defined by the property that codeword weights share a common divisor greater than one. They are used to design signals for communications and sensing, and this paper explores how they can be used to protect quantum information as it is transformed by logical gates. Given a CSS code C, we derive conditions that are both necessary and sufficient for a transversal diagonal physical operator UZ to preserve C and induce UL. The group of Z-stabilizers in a CSS code C is determined by the dual of a classical [n, k1] binary code C1, and the group of X-stabilizers is determined by a classical [n, k2] binary code C2 that is contained in C1. The requirement that a diagonal physical operator UZ fixes a CSS code C leads to constraints on the congruence of weights in cosets of C2. These constraints are a perfect fit to divisible codes, and represent an opportunity to take advantage of the extensive literature on classical codes with two or three weights. We construct new families of CSS codes using cosets of the first order Reed Muller code defined by quadratic forms. We provide a simple alternative to the standard method of deriving the coset weight distributions (based on Dickson normal form) that may be of independent interest. Finally, we develop an approach to circumventing the Eastin-Knill Theorem which states that no QECC can implement a universal set of logical gates through transversal gates alone. The essential idea is to design stabilizer codes in layers, with N1 inner qubits and N2 outer qubits, and to assemble a universal set of fault tolerant gates on the inner qubits.

I. INTRODUCTION Quantum error-correcting codes (QECCs) protect information as it is transformed by logical gates. The aim of fault tolerance motivates designing QECCs that implement logical gates through transversal physical gates [1] that are tensor products of unitary operators on individual code blocks.

We investigate diagonal physical gates that preserve CSS codes [2]–[4] inducing logical gates. Hence we work with the resolution of the identity determined by the roup of Z-stabilizers. The group of Z-stabilizers in a CSS code C is determined by the dual of a classical [n, k_1] binary code C_1, the signs are given by a character of this group, and are determined by a binary vector y, as described in Section II-C. The group of X-stabilizers is determined by a classical [n, k_2] binary code C_2 that is contained in C_1, and we denote the CSS code C by CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 ; y).

A diagonal physical gate U_Z has 2^n diagonal entries d_v , each indexed by a binary vector v of length n. We introduce our Generator Coefficient Framework in Section III, and use it to show that U_Z preserves the CSS code C if and only if diagonal entries d_v and d_w are identical whenever v and w belong to the same coset of C_2 in C_1 + y. By constraining only 2^{k1} out of 2^n diagonal entries (those indexed by C_1 + y) we are able to guarantee not only that U_Z preserves the codespace, but also to completely specify the induced logical operator. The effect of changing the signs of Z-stabilizers (changing the vector y) is to shift the subset of diagonal entries that specify the interaction of U_Z with the CSS code C.

The approach taken in prior work is to fix a transversal physical gate U_Z , and a target logical gate U_L, then to derive sufficient conditions on a CSS code C for which U_Z preserves C and induces U_L. The families of triorthogonal codes [5], [6] and quantum Reed Muller codes [7], [8] were derived in this way. In contrast, we fix a CSS code, and use our generator code framework to assemble all possible diagonal physical gates that induce a target logical gate. Our approach supports fault-tolerant architecture by enabling systematic analysis of the locality of these diagonal physical gates. Note that locality is not affected by changing the signs of Z-stabilizers. Our approach has the advantage that we are able to derive conditions on a CSS code C that are both necessary and sufficient for a diagonal physical operator U_Z to preserve C and induce U_L. In Section III we apply the generator coefficient framework to the broad class of Quadratic Form Diagonal (QFD) gates [9], [10], which include as a special case the physical gates considered in prior work. We characterize all CSS codes, determined by classical Reed Muller codes, that are fixed by transversal Z-rotations through an angle π/2^l.

When the target logical operator is the identity, the physical gates preserving the CSS code represent idling noise to which the code is oblivious. Coherent noise, with identical Z-rotation angles on each physical qubit, is a significant source of error in ion trap quantum computers. A CSS code is oblivious to this type of coherent noise if and only if all Hamming weights in C_1 + y are identical (see [11], [12] for more details). We expect the generator coefficient perspective to be useful in designing CSS codes that mitigate the effects of other systems impairments.

The defining property of a classical divisible code [13] is that codeword weights share a common divisor greater than one. Divisible codes appear in signal design for wireless communication, in coded radar and sonar, and in the generation of pseudorandom sequences for stream ciphers and for secure authentication (see [14] for more details). In resilient quantum computation, the requirement that a diagonal physical operator U_Z fixes a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 ; y) code leads to constraints on the congruence of weights in cosets of C_2 [15], [16].

∗The first two authors contributed equally to this work.

Jingzhen Hu, Qingzhong Liang, and Robert Calderbank are with the Department of Mathematics, Duke University, Durham, NC, USA. E-mail: {jingzhen.hu, qingzhong.liang, robert.calderbank}@duke.edu

It is simple to manage congruence of weights in classical codes when the number of weights is small, and our approach creates an opportunity to design CSS codes by taking advantage of the extensive literature on classical codes with two or three weights (see [17]–[22]). In Section IV we construct new families of CSS codes using cosets of the first order Reed Muller code defined by quadratic forms. We also provide a simple alternative to the standard method of deriving coset weight distributions based on Dickson normal form (see [23, Chapter 15]).

The Eastin-Knill Theorem [24], [25] reveals that no QECC can implement a universal set of logical gates through transversal gates alone. However, several approaches have been developed to circumvent this restriction.

Magic state injection circumvents this restriction by consuming magic states to implement non-Clifford gates. State injection [26], [27] is usually accomplished through magic state distillation (MSD) [5]–[8], [28]–[33], which synthesizes high-fidelity magic states from multiple low-fidelity states. MSD protocols employ CSS codes where a diagonal physical gate induces a fault-tolerant non-Clifford logical gate [26]. In this context, Bravyi and Haah [6] introduced the class of triorthogonal codes, where a transversal physical T gate induces a transversal logical T gate up to some logical Clifford gates. Generator coefficients enable analysis of more general pairings of physical and logical gates, for example the hybrid codes introduced by Vasmer and Kubica [34].

The set of logical operators induced by transversal circuits on two different codes can be universal, and this motivates methods of switching fault-tolerantly between the two code spaces. Hill et al. [35] proposed switching between the 5-qubit stabilizer code and the Steane code, while Anderson et al. [36] proposed switching between the Steane code and Reed-Muller codes. An alternative perspective on code switching is to implement the logical operator by fixing gauges on subsystem codes (see Paetznick and Reichardt [37], and Bombín [38]), where gauge qubits are required to do intermediate error corrections).

Jochym-O’Connor and R. Laflamme [39] proposed to implement a universal set of logical gates on a concatenated code by combining non-transversal physical gates with fault-tolerant recovery operations. Although the gates are not transversal on the concatenated code, the component codes do need to realize a complementary logical gate through transversal gates.

Finally, Knill et al. [40] introduced a fault-tolerant controlled-Phase gate on the Steane code by decomposing a non-transversal circuit into pieces, and performing rounds of intermediate error correction to ensure fault-tolerance. Yoder et al. [41] extended this idea of pieceable fault-tolerance to general codes, using the Toffoli and controlled-controlled-Z gates to assemble a universal set of gates. They were able to introduce error correction by decomposing the non-transversal circuit, identifying the stabilizer group corresponding to the intermediate states, and measuring the stabilizers.

Section V describes the design of stabilizer codes in layers, with N_1 inner qubits and N_2 outer qubits, with the aim of assembling a universal set of fault tolerant gates on the inner qubits. The N_1 inner qubits are the logical qubits of an outer CSS code on N_2 qubits. A transversal diagonal physical gate on N_2 qubits preserves the outer code, inducing a target logical gate on the inner code. The general design is introduced through an example taken from Section III, where the outer code is a [[31, 5, 3]] CSS code fixed by a transversal T gate. The inner code is the [[5, 1, 3]] stabilizer code and the induced logical operator is a T gate on the inner qubit. It may be useful to view this combination of codes as a factorization of a [[31, 1, 3]] triorthogonal code. Factorization is similar to code switching, concatenation, and pieceable fault tolerance in that it can produce a universal set of gates without requiring teleportation of magic states. The [[31, 5, 3]] outer code belongs to a new [[n = 2^m − 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ 1 + ∑_{m−4} i=1 (m − i), d = 3]] CSS code family, designed from the congruence of weights in cosets of quadratic forms. When m = 6, the [[63, 7, 3]] CSS code can serve as the outer code of the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code to support a fault-tolerant T gate. However, inducing a logical gate on the inner code does require encoding/decoding algorithms to pass between inner and outer codes. The overhead of factorization depends on the complexity of these algorithms.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION A. 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

I_2 := [ 1 0 0 1 ] , X := [ 0 1 1 0 ] , Z := [ 1 0 0 −1 ] , (1)

and Y := ıXZ. The operators satisfy X^2 = Y^2 = Z^2 = I_2, XY = −Y X, XZ = −ZX, and Y Z = −ZY.

Let F_2 = {0, 1} denote the binary field. Let n ≥ 1 and N = 2^n. Let A ⊗ B denote the Kronecker product (tensor product) of two matrices A and B. Given binary vectors a = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n] and b = [b_1, b_2, . . . , b_n] with a_i, b_j = 0 or 1, we define the operators D(a, b) := X^{a1} Z^{b1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ X^{an} Z^{bn} , (2) E(a, b) := ı^{abT mod 4}D(a, b). (3) Note that D(a, b) can have order 1, 2 or 4, but E(a, b)^2 = ı^{2abT} D(a, b)^2 = ı^{2abT} (ı^{2abT} I_N ) = I_N . We define the n-qubit Pauli group P_N := {ı^κD(a, b) : a, b ∈ F^n_2 , κ ∈ Z_4}, (4) where Z_2l = {0, 1, . . . , 2^l − 1}. The n-qubit Pauli matrices form an orthonormal basis for the vector space of N × N complex matrices (C^{N×N} ) under the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt inner product ⟨A, B⟩ := Tr(A^†B)/N [1].

The symplectic inner product is ⟨[a, b], [c, d]⟩_S = ad^T + bc^T mod 2. Since XZ = −ZX, we have E(a, b)E(c, d) = (−1)^{⟨[a,b],[c,d]⟩S} E(c, d)E(a, b). (5) We use the Dirac notation, |·⟩ to represent the basis states of a single qubit in C^2 . For any v = [v_1, v_2, · · · , v_n] ∈ F^n_2 , we define |v⟩ = |v_1⟩ ⊗ |v_2⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |v_n⟩, the standard basis vector in C^N with 1 in the position indexed by v and 0 elsewhere. We write the Hermitian transpose of |v⟩ as ⟨v| = |v⟩^†.

B. The Clifford Hierarchy

The Clifford hierarchy of unitary operators was introduced in [26]. The first level of the hierarchy is defined to be the Pauli group C^{(1)} = P_N . For l ≥ 2, the levels l are defined recursively as

C^{(l)} := {U ∈ U_N : UP_N U^† ⊂ C^{(l−1)}}, (6)

where U_N is the group of N × N unitary matrices. The second level is the Clifford Group [42], C^{(2)}, which can be generated using the unitaries Hadamard, Phase, and either of Controlled-NOT (CX) or Controlled-Z (CZ) defined respectively as

H := 1 √ 2 [ 1 1 1 −1 ] , P := [ 1 0 0 ı ] , CZ_{ab} := |0⟩⟨0|_a ⊗ (I_2)_b + |1⟩⟨1|_a ⊗ Z_b, CX_{a→b} := |0⟩⟨0|_a ⊗ (I_2)_b + |1⟩⟨1|_a ⊗ X_b. (7) The Clifford group in combination with any unitary from a higher level can be used to approximate any unitary operator arbitrarily well [43], [44]. Hence, they form a universal set for quantum computation. A widely used choice for the non- Clifford unitary is the T gate in the third level defined by T = Z^{14} ≡ e^{− ıπ8 Z} .

Let D_N be the N × N diagonal matrices, and C^{(l)}_d := C^{(l)} ∩ D_N . The diagonal gates at each level in the hierarchy form a group, but for l ≥ 3, the gates in C^{(l)} no longer form a group. Note that C^{(l)}_d can be generated using the “elementary” unitaries C^{(0)}Z^12^l , C^{(1)}Z^12^{l−1} , . . . ,C^{(l−2)}Z^{12} , C^{(l−1)}Z [15], where C^{(i)}Z^12^j := ∑ u∈F^{i+1}_2 |u⟩⟨u| + e ı^π_{2j} |1⟩⟨1| and 1 ∈ Fi+1

2 denotes the vector with every entry 1. In general, the length of 1 can change and should be clear in the context.

C. Stabilizer Codes

We define a stabilizer group S to be a commutative subgroup of the Pauli group P_N , where every group element is Hermitian and no group element is −I_N . We say S has dimension r if it can be generated by r independent elements as S = ⟨ν_iE(c_i, d_i) : i = 1, . . . , r⟩, where ν_i ∈ {±1} and c_i, d_i ∈ F^n_2 . Since S is commutative, we must have ⟨[c_i, d_i], [c_j , d_j ]⟩_S = c_id^T_j + d_ic^T_j = 0 mod 2.

Given a stabilizer group S, the corresponding stabilizer code [1]–[4] is the fixed subspace V(S) := {|ψ⟩ ∈ C^N : g|ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ 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 N_{PN} (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 N_{PN} (S) denotes the normalizer of S in P_N .

For any Hermitian Pauli matrix E (c, d) and ν ∈ {±1}, the operator^{IN +νE(c,d)}_2 projects onto the ν-eigenspace of E (c, d). Thus, the projector onto the codespace V(S) of the stabilizer code defined by S = ⟨ν_iE (c_i, d_i) : i = 1, . . . , r⟩ is

Π_S = r∏ i=1 (I_N + ν_iE (c_i, d_i)) 2 = 1 2^r

2^r∑

j=1 ϵ_j E (a_j , b_j ) , (8)

where ϵ_j ∈ {±1} is a character of the group S, and is determined by the signs of the generators that produce E(a_j , b_j ): ϵ_j E (a_j , b_j ) = ∏ t∈J⊂{1,2,...,r} νtE (ct, dt) for a unique J. A CSS code is a particular type of stabilizer code with generators that can be separated into strictly X-type and strictly Z-type operators. Consider two classical binary codes C_1, C_2 such that C_2 ⊂ C_1, and let C^⊥_1 , C^⊥_2 denote the dual codes. Note that C^⊥_1 ⊂ C^⊥_2 . Suppose that C_2 = ⟨c_1, c_2, . . . , c_{k2} ⟩ is an [n, k_2] code and C^⊥_1 = ⟨d_1, d_2 . . . , d_{n−k1} ⟩ is an [n, n − k_1] code. Then, the corresponding CSS code has the stabilizer group S = ⟨ν_{(ci,0)}E (c_i, 0) , ν_{(0,dj )}E (0, d_j )⟩^{i=k2 ; j=n−k1} i=1; j=1

= {ϵ_{(a,0)}ϵ_{(0,b)}E (a, 0) E (0, b) : a ∈ C_2, b ∈ C^⊥_1 },

where ν_{(ci,0)}, ν_{(0,dj )}, ϵ_{(a,0)}, ϵ_{(0,b)} ∈ {±1}. We capture sign information through character vectors y ∈ F^n_2 /C_1, r ∈ F^n_2 /C^⊥_2 such that for any ϵ_{(a,0)}ϵ_{(0,b)}E (a, 0) E (0, b) ∈ S, we have ϵ_{(a,0)} = (−1)^{arT} and ϵ_{(0,b)} = (−1)^{byT} . If C_1 and C^⊥_2 can correct up to t errors, then S defines an [[n, k = k_1 − k_2, d]] CSS code with d ≥ 2t + 1, which we will represent as CSS(X, C_2, r; Z, C^⊥_1 , y). If G_2 and G^⊥_1 are the generator matrices for C_2 and C^⊥_1 respectively, then the (n − k_1 + k_2) × (2n) matrix

G_S = [ G_2

G^⊥_1 ] (9) generates S. The encoding map g_e : |α⟩_L ∈ F^k_2 → |α⟩ ∈ V(S) of a CSS(X, C_2, r; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code can be written as [45] |α⟩ := 1 √ |C_2| ∑ x∈C_2 (−1)^{xrT} |αG_{C1 /C2} ⊕ x ⊕ y⟩. (10) We define the generating set {X^L_j , Z^L_j ∈ HW_2k : j = 1, . . . k = k_1 − k_2} for the logical Pauli operators by the actions

X^L_j |α⟩_L = |α^′⟩_L, where α^′_i = { α_i, if i ≠ j, α_i ⊕ 1, if i = j, (11) and Z^L_j |α⟩_L = (−1)^{αj} |α⟩_L. Let X̄_j , Z̄_j be the n-qubit operators which are physical representatives of X^L_j , Z^L_j for j = 1, . . . , k. Then X̄_j , Z̄_j commute with the stabilizer group S and satisfy

X̄_iZ̄_j = {¯ Z_jX̄_i, if i ≠ j, −Z̄_jX̄_i, if i = j. (12) Given the choice of G_{C1 /C2} , there exists a unique set of vectors {γ_1, · · · , γ_k ∈ C^⊥_2 : G_{C1 /C2} γ_i = e_i for all i = 1, . . . , k}, where {e_i}_{i=1,...,k} is the standard basis of F^k_2 . If γ_i is the i-the row of generator matrix G_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 , then

G_{C1 /C2} G^T_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 = I_k. (13)

Assume w_i, γ_i are the i-th rows of the above coset generator matrices G_{C1 /C2} , G_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 respectively. Then, we can choose X̄_i = E(w_i, 0) and Z̄_i = (−1)^γi^{yT} E(0, γ_i) := ϵ_{(0,γi)}E(0, γ_i). (14)

Since we consider diagonal gates, the signs of X-stabilizers do not matter, and we assume r = 0 throughout this paper.

III. GENERATOR COEFFICIENTS We review the Generator Coefficient Framework which describes the evolution of stabilizer code states under a physical diagonal gate U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 du|u⟩⟨u| (See [45] for more details) under matrix representation. Note that |u⟩⟨u| = 1 2^n ∑ v∈F^n_2 (−1) uv^T E(0, v). Alternatively, we may expand U

Z in the Pauli basis

U_Z = ∑ v∈F^n_2 f(v)E(0, v), (15) where f(v) = 1 2^n ∑ u∈F^n_2 (−1)^{uvT} d_u. (16)

The Hadamard gate H_2n connects the coefficients in the standard basis with those in the Pauli basis as follows [f(v)]_{v∈F}n_2 = [d_u]_{u∈F}n_2 H_2n , (17)

where H =^{1√}_2 (|0⟩⟨0| + |0⟩⟨1| + |1⟩⟨0| − |1⟩⟨1|) and H_2n = H ⊗ H_2n−1 = H^{⊗n} is the Hadamard gate.

We consider the average logical channel induced by U_Z on an [[n, k, d]] CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code resulting from the four steps : (1) preparing any code state ρ_1; (2) applying a diagonal physical gate U_Z to obtain ρ_2; (3) using X-stabilizers to measure ρ_2 (we only consider Z-errors as the same reasons in [5], [6]), to obtain the syndrome μ with probability p_μ, and the post-measurement state ρ_3; (4) applying a Pauli correction to ρ_3, to obtain ρ_4. The correction might induce some undetectable Z-logical ϵ_{(0,γμ)}E(0, γ_μ) with γ_0 = 0. Let B_μ be the effective physical operator corresponding to the syndrome μ. Then the evolution of code states can be described as ρ_4 = ∑ μ∈F^n_2 /C^⊥_2 B_μρ_1B^†_μ. (18)

The generator coefficients A_{μ,γ} are obtained by expanding the logical operator B_μ in terms of Z-logical Pauli operators ϵ_{(0,γ)}E(0, γ), B_μ = ϵ_{(0,γμ)}E(0, γ_μ) ∑ γ∈C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 A_{μ,γ} ϵ_{(0,γ)}E(0, γ), (19) where ϵ_{(0,γμ)}E(0, γ_μ) models the Z-logical Pauli correction introduced by a decoder. For each pair of an X-syndrome μ ∈ F^n_2 /C^⊥_2 and a Z-logical γ ∈ C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 , the generator coefficient A_{μ,γ} corresponding to U_Z is A_{μ,γ} := ∑ z∈C^⊥_1 +μ+γ ϵ_{(0,z)}f(z), (20)

where ϵ_{(0,z)} = (−1)^{zyT} is the sign of the Z-stabilizer E(0, z). The chosen Z-logicals and X-syndromes are not unique, but different choices only differ by a global phase. Generator coefficients use the CSS code to organize the Pauli coefficients of U_Z into groups and to balance them by tuning the signs of Z-stabilizers. We use (16) to simplify (20) as A_{μ,γ} = 1 2^n ∑ u∈F^n_2 ∑ z∈C^⊥_1 +μ+γ (−1)^{zyT} (−1)^{zuT} d_u

= 1 |C_1| ∑ u∈C_1 (−1)^{(μ⊕γ)uT} d_{u⊕y} , (21) where |C_1| = 2^{k1} is the size of C_1. We organize the generator coefficients in a matrix M_{(F}n_{2 /C}⊥_{2 ,C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_{1 )} with rows indexed by X-syndromes and columns by Z-logicals,

M_{(F}n_{2 /C}⊥_{2 ,C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_{1 )} = [A_{μ=0,γ} ]_{γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 [A_{μ=μ1 ,γ} ]_{γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 . . [A_{μ=μ2k2 −1 ,γ} ]_{γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 μ∈F^n_2 /C^⊥_2 . (22)

For fixed μ ∈ F^n_2 /C^⊥_2 ,

[A_{μ,γ} ]_{γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 = 1 |C_1| [d_{u⊕y} ]_{u∈C1} H^μ_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )}, (23) where H^μ_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} = [(−1)^{(μ⊕γ)uT} ]_{u∈C1,γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 .

Theorem 1 (Theorem 7 in [45]). The physical gate U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 du|u⟩⟨u| preserves a CSS(X, C2; Z, C ⊥ 1 , y) codespace if and only if ∑ γ∈C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 |A_{0,γ} |^2 = ∑ γ∈C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 A_{0,γ} A_{0,γ} = 1. (24)

Here, | · | denotes the complex norm.

Proof. Invariance of the codespace is equivalent to requiring the effective physical operator corresponding to the trivial syndrome B_{μ=0} to be unitary.

Note that (24) is also equivalent to [A_{μ≠0,γ} ]_{γ∈C}⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 = 0 [45, Theorem 6]. The induced logical operator is

U^L_Z = ∑ α∈F^k_2 A_{0,g(α)}E(0, α)

= 1 |C_1| ∑ α∈F^k_2 ∑ u∈C_1 (−1)^{g(α)uT} d_{u⊕y}E(0, α), (25) where g : F^k_2 → C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 is a bijective map defined by g(α) = αG_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 . Here, G_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 is one choice of the generator matrix of Z-logicals (coset representatives of C^⊥_2 /C^⊥_1 ).

Example 1. The [[15, 1, 3]] punctured quantum Reed-Muller code [5] is a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y = 0) code, where C_2 is generated by the degree one monomials, x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, and C^⊥_1 = ⟨x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x_1x_2, x_1x_3, x_1x_4, x_2x_3, x_2x_4, x_3x_4⟩, with the first coordinate removed in both C_2 and C^⊥_1 . It’s also a triorthogonal code for which a physical transversal T gate, U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 ( e^{ıπ/4} )_{wH (u)} |u⟩⟨u|, induces a logical transversal T gate up to some Clifford gates. Here, w_H (u) = uu^T denotes the Hamming weight of the binary vector u. Note that C_1 is the classical punctured RM(1, 4) code with weight distribution given in Table I below.

TABLE I: The weight distribution of C_1 for the [[15, 1, 3]] code

weight 0 7 8 15 multiplicity 1 15 15 1

Then, d_u = 1 for u ∈ C_1 satisfying w_H (u) = 0 or 8, and d_u = e^{−ıπ/4} for u ∈ C_1 satisfying w_H (u) = 7 or 15. Since the Z-logical γ = 1, the all-one vector, it only changes the signs of d_u with odd weight. It follows from (25) that the induced logical operator is U^L_Z = 16 32 (1 + e^{−ıπ/4})E(0, 0) + 16 32 (1 − e^{−ıπ/4})E(0, 1) = T^†. (26)

Remark 2. It follows from (25) that the induced logical operator is completely specified by |C_1| diagonal entries in the physical gate U_Z . If we choose a CSS code and target a particular logical gate, then the constraints on the corresponding physical gates only apply to the diagonal elements corresponding to the coset C_1 + y.

Given a CSS code, the generator coefficient framework not only represents when a physical diagonal gate preserves the codespace, but it also characterizes all the possible physical gates that realize a target diagonal logical gate. We start from the simplest case, when the logical operator is the identity.

Lemma 3. The physical gate U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 du|u⟩⟨u| acts as the logical identity on the CSS(X, C2; Z, C ⊥ 1 , y) codespace if and only if d_{u⊕y} are the same for all u ∈ C_1.

Proof. It follows from (25) that U^L_Z = I_2k if and only if |A_{μ=0,γ=0}| = | | | | 1 |C_1| ∑ u∈C_1 d_{u⊕y} | | | | = 1, (27)

which is equivalent to requiring that 2^{k1} diagonal entries of the physical gate U_Z indexed by the set C_1 + y are identical.

The mapping from a physical gate that preserves a given CSS code to the induced logical operator is a group homomorphism. The kernel of this homomorphism is the group of phsyical gates that induce the logical identity.

Remark 4. Given a CSS code, Lemma 3 characterizes all the diagonal physical gates that induce the identity on the codespace. This enables code design within a decoherence-free subspace (DFS) for a particular noise system. For homogeneous coherent noise (same angle on each physical qubit), we consider

U_Z = [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ} ]_{⊗n} ≡ ∑ u∈F^n_2 ( e^{ıθ} )_{wH (u)} |u⟩⟨u|, (28) with θ ∈ (0, 2π). We design CSS codes that are oblivious to all such gates by making sure all the Hamming weights in the coset C_1 + y are the same (a new perspective on the results in [11], [46]). For coherent noise with inhomogeneous angles, this perspective enables code design to mitigate these correlated errors. For example, we consider U_Z = [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ1} ] ⊗ [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ2} ] ⊗ [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ} ] ⊗ [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ} ] ⊗ [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ′1} ] ⊗ [ 1 0 0 e^{ıθ′2} ] ⊗, with θ ∈ (0, 2π) and θ_1 + θ_2 = θ^′_1 + θ^′_2 = θ.

By selecting select the diagonal elements of U_Z with the same value, we design a [[6, 1, 2]] CSS code within a DFS for the inhomogeneous noise system, where

G_{C2} = [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] ⊂ G_{C1} = [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 ] and y = [1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0]. (29)

Given a CSS code, we now characterize and represent all possible diagonal gates that realize a target diagonal logical gate. Consider a diagonal physical gate U_Z that preserves a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code, inducing a diagonal logical gate U^l_Z . The generator coefficients A_{0,γ} appear as coefficients in the Pauli expansions of U_Z and U^L_Z , creating a bridge between physical and logical worlds. We can express the coefficients A_{0,γ} in terms of the diagonal entries d_u of U_Z , and we can express them in terms of the diagonal entries e^{ıθα} of the logical gate U^L_Z . Theorem 5 results from equating these two expressions.

Theorem 5. Given a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code, the diagonal physical gate U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 du|u⟩⟨u| induces the logical gate

U^L_Z = ∑ α∈F^k_2 e ıθ_α |α⟩⟨α| if and only if

d_{u⊕y} = e^{ıθα} for G_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 u^T = α^T . (30)

Remark 6. If we think of G_C⊥_{2 /C}⊥_1 v^T as a syndrome, then we can observe that u and u + w, w ∈ C_2 determine the same syndrome.

Proof. We express the generator coefficients A_{0,γ} in terms of the diagonal entries e^{ıθα} of the logical gate U^L_Z , [ A_{0,βGC⊥2 /C⊥1} ] β∈F^k_2 = [ e^{ıθα} ] α∈F^k_2 1 2^k [ (−1)^{αβT} ] α,β∈F^k_2 . (31)

We then express the coefficients A_{0,γ} in terms of the diagonal entries d_u of U_Z , [ A_{μ,βGC⊥2 /C⊥1} ] β∈F^k_2 = 1 |C_1| [d_{u⊕y} ]_{u∈C1} H^{μ=0}_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} = 1 |C_1| [d_{u⊕y} ]_{u∈C1} [ (−1)^{βGC⊥}2^{/C⊥}1^{uT} ] u∈C_1,β∈F^k_2 . (32)

We permute entries in [d_{u⊕y}]_{u∈C1} and rows in H^{μ=0}_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} to group together elements from the same coset of C_2 in C_1. Given u_1, u_2 ∈ C_2 and w_1, w_2 ∈ C_1, we have ∑ β∈F^k_2 (−1)^{βGC⊥}2^{/C⊥}1^{(u1 ⊕w1⊕u2⊕w2 )T} = { 2^k, if w_1 ⊕ w_2 ∈ C_2, 0, otherwise.

(33)

Hence H^{μ=0}_{(C1 ,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} ( H^{μ=0}_{(C1 ,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} )_T = I_2k_1 −k_2 ⊗ B, (34)

where B is a square matrix of size 2^{k2} with every entry equal to 2^k. We multiply (31) on the right by ( H^{μ=0}_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} )_T to obtain 1 2^{k1} ∑ α∈F^k_2 e^{ıθα} ∑ β∈F^k_2 (−1)^β ( α^T +G_{C⊥2 /C⊥1} u^T ) = [e^{ıθ}α(u) ]_{α(u)T =GC⊥} 2 /C ⊥ 1 u^T . (35)

We then multiply (32) on the right by ( H^{μ=0}_{(C1,C⊥2 /C⊥1 )} )_T to obtain 1 2^{k1}

[d_{u⊕y} ]_{u∈C1} (I_2k_1 −k_2 ⊗ B) = [ 1 2^{k2} ∑ u∈C_2+w d_{u⊕y} ] w∈C_1/C_2 = [d_{u⊕y} ]_{α(u)T =GC⊥2 /C⊥1 uT} . (36) We conclude the proof by equating (35) and (36).

Corollary 7. Set C_2 = {u_0, u_1, . . . , u_2k_{2 −1}}. A diagonal physical gate U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 du|u⟩⟨u| preserves the CSS(X, C2; Z, C^⊥_1 ,y) codespace if and only if for each fixed w ∈ C_1/C_2, d_{u0 ⊕w⊕y} = d_{u1⊕w⊕y} = · · · = d_{u2k2 −1⊕w⊕y}. The induced logical operator is U^L_Z = ∑ α∈F^k_2 du0 ⊕αGC_1 /C_2 ⊕y |α⟩⟨α|. Proof. Note that G_{C1/C2} G^T_{C⊥2 /C⊥1} = I_k . Follows Theorem 1 and Theorem 5. See Fig. 1 for visualization.

2^n C_1F^n_2 \ C_1

C_2C^2 + w^1 C2 + w 2k −12k2 k an [[n, k, d]] CSS code Fig. 1: Bridge between Physical gate (left) and Induced Logical gate (right): If the little diagonal blocks of physical unitary are aI_2k_1 −k_2 for some constant a ∈ C , then the physical gate preserves the CSS codespace and inducing the logical gate on the right by shrinking each little diagonal block into one diagonal element.

Remark 8. Corollary 7 provides a direct way to check whether a physical gate preserves a CSS code, and enables design of CSS codes that are preserved by a particular physical diagonal gate. It also implies that a CSS code with more Zstabilizers (smaller |C_1|) can be preserved by more physical diagonal gates, which is consistent with [10, Theorem 2]. When

U_Z = ∑ u∈F^n_2 ( e^{ıθ} )_{wH (u)} |u⟩⟨u| and y = 0, Corollary 7 can be interpreted as [25, Corollary 3]. Here, we consider more general transversal physical gates (See Example 2) and specify the induced logical gate explicitly.

In Example 1, we see from Table I that all the weight-0 and weight-8 vectors are in C_2 while all the weight-7 and weight- 15 vectors are in the coset C_2 + 1. Thus diagonal entries in the same coset of C_2 in C_1 are identical. We now discuss the [[5, 1, 2]] code [34] introduced by Vasmer and Kubica, where the mixed transversal physical gate P ⊗ P^† ⊗ P ⊗ CZ induces a fault-tolerant logical P gate.

Example 2. We first revisit the construction of the [[5, 1, 2]] code [34] starting from the stabilizer generator matrix (all positive signs r = y = 0).

G_S =

1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 . (37)

The only non-trivial X-logical is w = [1, 1, 1, 0, 0] ∈ C_1/C_2. We have C_2 = {0, [1, 1, 0, 1, 0], [0, 1, 1, 0, 1], [1, 0, 1, 1, 1]} and C_2 + w = {w, [0, 0, 1, 1, 0], [1, 0, 0, 0, 1], [0, 1, 0, 1, 1]}. Consider the physical diagonal gate U_Z = P ⊗ P^† ⊗ P ⊗ CZ = ∑ u∈F^5_2 du|u⟩⟨u|, we have 1 = d_0 = e^{ı π2} e^{−ı π2} = d_{[1,1,0,1,0]} = e^{−ı π2} e^{ı π2} = d_{[0,1,1,0,1]} = e^{ı π2} e^{ı π2} e^{ıπ} = d_{[1,0,1,1,1]}, (38) e^{ı π2} = e^{ı π2} e^{−ı π2} e^{ı π2} = d_w = d_{[0,0,1,1,0]} = d_{[1,0,0,0,1]} = e^{−ı π2} e^{ıπ} = d_{[0,1,0,1,1]}. (39)

It follows from Corollary 7 that U_Z preserves the codespace, inducing the logical Phase gate U^L_Z = |0⟩⟨0| + e^{ı π2} |1⟩⟨1|. To demonstrate fault-tolerance, we first calculate the set of undetectable Z-errors,

U_e = {[1, 1, 1, 0, 0], [0, 0, 1, 1, 0], [1, 0, 0, 0, 1], [0, 1, 0, 1, 1]}. (40)

Since the only two weight-2 undetectable errors are not confined to the support of 2-local physical gate CZ, the logical Phase gate is fault-tolerant.

Theorem 5 and Corollary 7 can be extended to general non-CSS stabilizer codes by the results in [45, Appendix]. We

consider a general stabilizer code generated by the matrix G_S = A 0 0 B C D , where the submatrices A and B are maximized.

Then, the results keep the same except to switch the tower of classical codes from C_2 ⊂ C_1 to ⟨A, C⟩ ⊂ B^⊥. We illustrate the generalized Corollary 7 using the [[5, 1, 3]] stabilizer code to target a a logical T gate.

Example 3. Consider the [[5, 1, 3]] stabilizer code with generator matrix G_S = [C|D], where

C = 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 and D =

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 . (41)

Note that B = {0}, so B^⊥ = F^5_2 . Consider the coset ⟨C⟩ in F^5_2 , where ⟨C⟩ contains all the even-weight vectors while its non-trivial coset includes all the odd-weight vectors. Then, it follows from Corollary 7 with the replaced tower ⟨C⟩ ⊂ F^5_2 that the only diagonal physical gate that preserves the [[5, 1, 3]] code space and induces a logical T gate is

U_Z = ∑ α∈F^5_2 d_α|α⟩⟨α|, where d_α = { 1, if w_H (α) is even, e^{ı π4} , if w_H (α) is odd,

(42)

≡ exp ( −ı π 8 Z ⊗ Z ⊗ Z ⊗ Z ⊗ Z ) . (43)

Although U_Z is a 5-local gate, we can design a outer code that supports a fault-tolerant logical U_Z (see Section IV).

The generator coefficient framework can work either forwards form a general diagonal physical gate as Example 2 or backwards from a target diagonal logical gate as Example 3. In the following Section, we use the divisibility conditions of cosets in classical coding theory to construct a new family of CSS codes that is preserved by the transversal physical T^† gate, inducing a target logical gate.

IV. A NEW FAMILY OF CSS CODES DEFINED BY QUADRATIC FORMS The defining property of a classical divisible code [13] is that codeword weights share a common divisor larger than one.

Divisible codes can enable resilient quantum computation when a diagonal physical U_Z preserves a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code, inducing a target logical operator U^L_Z . In Example 3, the requirement that the induced logical operator is a T -gate forces half the cosets in C_1/C_2 to have all weights divisible by 8, and the other half to have all weights congruent to 7 modulo 8.

Classical Reed-Muller codes are prototypical divisible codes. Codewords in the Reed-Muller codes RM(r, m) are evaluation functions [h(x)]_{x∈F}m_2 of boolean functions h ∈ F_2 [x_1, . . . , x_m] of degree at most r. It follows from the theorem of Ax on polynomial zeros [47], that all weights in RM(r, m) are divisible by 2^{⌊(m−1)/r⌋} (see also [23], [48]).

Codewords in the first order Reed-Muller code RM(1, m) are evaluation functions [ϵ1 ⊕ L_a(x)]_{x∈F}m_2 where ϵ ∈ {0, 1} and L_a = a_1x_1 ⊕ · · · a_mx_m is the linear function determined by a non-zero vector a ∈ F^m_2 . RM(1, m) is a [2^m, m + 1] code, and if we puncture on the coordinate x = 0, we obtain the [2^m − 1, m] simplex code C(m), with all non-zero weights equal to 2^{m−1}.

Codewords in the second order Reed-Muller code RM(2, m) are evaluation functions [ϵ1 ⊕ L_a(x) ⊕ Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_2 where ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, L_a = ax^T is a linear function and Q_R(x) is a quadratic form. The property that defines a quadratic form is

Q_R(x ⊕ y) = Q_R(x) ⊕ Q_R(y) ⊕ xRy^T , (44)

where R is a binary symmetric matrix with zero diagonal (binary symplectic matrix). Note that if we write R = U + U^T , where U is strictly upper triangular, then we may set Q_R(x) = xUx^T . Observe that if L_a(x) is a linear function, then Q_R(x) + L_a(x) is a quadratic form corresponding to the same binary symplectic matrix R.

The weight distribution of the coset RM(1, m) + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_2 depends only on the rank of the binary symplectic matrix R (see for [23] a proof using Dickson normal form). Lemma 9 provides an alternative derivation based on the observation that Q_R(x) is linear on the null space of R.

Lemma 9. wt_H ([ L_{a(x)+QR(x)} ] x∈F^m_2 ) = 2^{m−1} or 2^{m−1} ± 2^{m−h−1}.

1) All weights in the coset C(m) + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} are divisible by 2^{m−h−1}.

2) All weights in the coset C(m) + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} + 1 are congruent to 2^{m−h−1} − 1 modulo 2^{m−h−1}.

Proof. We calculate the weight distribution wt_H ([ L_{a(x)+QR(x)} ] x∈F^m_2 ) as L_a(x) ranges over the space of linear functions.

Note that Rank(R) = 2h is even. Observe that the restriction of Q_R(x) to the (m − 2h)-dimensional space V_R = {x ∈ F^m_2 |xR = 0} is a linear map. Hence

S_a := ∑ x∈V_R (−1)^{QR(x)+La(x)} = { 2^{m−2h}, if L_a(x) = Q_R(x) for all x ∈ V_R, 0, otherwise.

(45)

Let w_a = wt_H ( [ L_{a(x)} + Q_R(x) ] x∈F^m_2 ). Then

2^m − 2w_a =: T_a = ∑ x∈F^m_2 (−1)^{QR(x)+La(x)}. (46)

We square T_a to obtain

T^2_a = ∑ x∈F^m_2 ∑ y∈F^m_2 (−1)^{QR(x)+QR(y)+La(x)+La(y)} (47) = ∑ x∈F^m_2 ∑ y∈F^m_2 (−1)^{QR(x⊕y)+La(x⊕y)+xRyT} . (48) We change variables and sum over z = x ⊕ y and y. Note that xRx^T = 0 for all x ∈ F^m_2 since R has zero diagonal. Then

T^2_a = ∑ z∈F^m_2 (−1)^{QR(z)+La(z)} ∑ y∈F^m_2 (−1)^{(y⊕z)RyT} = 2^mS_a. (49)

Hence T_a = 0 or T_a = ±2^{m−h}, and w_a ∈ {2^{m−1}, 2^{m−1} ± 2^{m−h−1}}. Parts 1) and 2) follow from the observation that L_a(0) = Q_R(0) = 0, so puncturing on the zero coordinate does not change the weight.

Suppose m ≥ 4. Consider the CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y = 0) code, where C_2 = C(m) is the simplex code of length n = 2^m − 1 and C_1 = ⟨C_2, [1 ⊕ x_ix_j ]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 4, i < j⟩. (50)

The matrix

G_{C1 /C2} = 1 (1 ⊕ x_ix_j )_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} . . . 1≤i≤m−4,i<j (51)

generates the X-logicals. The minimum distance d is the minimum distance of the Hamming code C^⊥_2 , so the parameters of the CSS code are [[n, k = 1 + ∑_{m−4} i=1 (m − i), d = 3]].

Theorem 10. The transversal T^† gate U_Z = (T^†)^{⊗n} = ∑ u∈F^n_2 ( e^{ı π4} )_{wH (u)} |u⟩⟨u| preserves the CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_‘ , y = 0) code, inducing the logical operator

U^L_Z = ∑ α∈F^k_2 d_α|α⟩⟨α|, where d_α = { 1, if w_H (α) is even, e^{ı π4} , if w_H (α) is odd, (52)

≡ exp ( ı π 8 Z ⊗ Z ⊗ · · · ⊗ Z ) . (53)

Remark 11. Observe that (52) and (53) only differ by a global phase e^{−ıπ/8} and that (53) can be obtained from a single T gate by conjugation, using a sequence of controlled-NOT gates.

Proof. Given ξ_{i,j} = 0 or 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 4, i < j, we observe that the rank of the symplectic matrix R determined by the quadratic form Q_R(x) = ∑ 1≤i≤m−4,i<j ξi,j xixj is at most 2(m − 4). Even weight X-logicals correspond to cosets

C_2 +[Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} and odd weight X-logicals correspond to cosets C_2 +[Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} +1. Since m−(m−4)−1 = 3, it follows from Lemma 9 that all weights in C_2 + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} are congruent to 0 modulo 8, and that all weights in C_2 + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} + 1 are congruent to 7 modulo 8. It now follows from Corollary 7 that the physical transversal gate U_Z = (T^†)^{⊗n} preserves the CSS code and that the induced logical gate U^L_Z is given by (52).

Remark 12. The conclusions of Theorem 10 hold for any [[n = 2^m − 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ 1 + ∑_{m−4} i=1 (m − i), d = 3]] CSS code obtained by deleting rows of the form (1 ⊕ x_ix_j )_{x∈F}m_{2 ,x≠0} from G_{C1 /C2} .

The next Lemma shows that the logical gate U^L_Z given by (52) can be decomposed into a T -gate on every logical qubit, Controlled-Phase^† on every pair of the logical qubits, and Controlled-Controlled-Z on every triple of logical qubits.

Lemma 13.^π_4 (_k 1 ) −^π_2 (_k 2 ) + π (_k 3 ) = { 0 (mod 2π), if k ≥ 1 is even, π 4 (mod 2π), if k ≥ 1 is odd.

Proof. When k = 1, only the first term remains to^π_4 . When k = 2, only the first two terms remain and they sum to 0. For k ≥ 3 π 4 ( k 1 ) − π 2 ( k 2 ) + π ( k 3 ) = π ( k 4 − k(k − 1) 4 + k(k − 1)(k − 2) 6 )

= π 12 k(k − 2)(2k − 5) = {_π 3 t(t − 1)(4t − 5) = 0 (mod 2π), if k = 2t for t ∈ Z^+, π 3 t(t − 1)(4t + 1) +^π_4 =^π_4 (mod 2π), if k = 2t + 1 for t ∈ Z^+. (54)

Given two integers t, t − 1, one must be odd and one even. Given three integers t, t − 1, 4t + 1 or t, t − 1, 4t − 5 exactly one must be divisible by 3. This observation completes the proof.

Example 4. Setting m = 5, we consider the [[31, 5, 3]] CSS code preserved by ( T^† )_{⊗31} . Let

G_{C1} = [ G_{C1 /C2} G_{C2} ] , where G_{C1 /C2} = [ 1 (1 ⊕ x_1x_i)_{x∈F}5_{2 ,x≠0} ] i=2,...,5 and G_{C2} [ (x_i)_{x∈F}5_{2 ,x≠0} ] i=1,...,5 . (55) If R_i, i = 2, . . . , 5 is the binary symmetric matrix determined by the quadratic form x_1x_i, then every matrix R in ⟨R_i | i = 2, . . . , 5⟩ has rank at most 2. Even weight X-logicals determine cosets C_2 + [Q_R(x)]_{x∈F}5_{2,x≠0} and odd weight X-logicals determine cosets C_2 + [Q_R(x)]_+1. As m − (m − 4) − 1 = 3, Theorem 10 implies ( T^† )_{⊗31} preserves the CSS code, and that the induced logical operator is given by (42).

We may obtain an [[n, k, d]] CSS code with d > 3 that is preserved by the transversal T gate, by switching the X-stabilizers from the simplex code to the dual of 2-error-correcting BCH code, or to the punctured Reed-Muller code RM^∗(r, m) with higher degree r ≥ 2. However, to maintain the congruence conditions, we need to increase the number of physical qubits. We may optimize the parameters n, k, and d of the CSS code by choosing different classical component codes.

V. DESIGNING STABILIZER CODES IN LAYERS In Section III, we start from a stabilizer code on N_1 qubits and derive all possible diagonal physical gates U^′_Z on N_1 qubits that induce a target logical gate. In Example 3, the unique (up to global phase) physical gate that preserves the [[5, 1, 3]] code and induces a logical T gate is specified by (42).

Section IV embeds the N_1 qubits in a larger physical space of N_2 qubits. The N_1 qubits become the logical qubits of a stabilizer code on N_2 qubits. The code is preserved by a transversal physical diagonal gate on N_2 qubits, inducing the operator U^′_Z on the N_1 code qubits. The transversal diagonal gate on N_2 qubits preserves the outer code, inducing the target logical operator on the inner code. For example, ( T^† )_{⊗31} preserves the 5 logical qubits of the [[31, 5, 3]] code inducing a logical T gate on the inner [[5, 1, 3]] code.

The same method applies to the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code, where the inner qubits on the 7 logical qubits of a [[63, 7, 3]] CSS code (constructed in the Remark 11). Note however, that there are physical gates other than (52) that induce a logical T on the [[7, 1, 3]] Steane code, so it may be possible to improve on the parameters of the outer code.

Figure 2 describes this method of designing stabilizer codes in two layers. What makes it feasible is the bridge between physical and logical quantum domains created by generator coefficients. Outer Qubits

[[31, 5, 3]] CSS code

[[63, 7, 3]] CSS code

[[N_2, N_1, d^′]] Stabilizer code Perfect (T^†)^{⊗n}

Perfect Non-Local U^L_Z

Inner Qubits Perfect T

[[5, 1, 3]] Stabilizer code

[[7, 1, 3]] Steane code

[[N_1, k, d]] Stabilizer code

Fig. 2: Configuring outer and inner qubits so that transversal T^† gate on outer qubits induces a logical T gate on the inner qubit.

It is often possible to assemble a universal set of fault-tolerant gates on the inner qubits by bringing together transversal gates on both outer and inner qubits. It may be useful to view concatenation of the [[31, 5, 3]] code and the [[5, 1, 3]] code as factorization of a [[31, 1, 3]] triorthogonal code. Factorization is similar to code switching [35]–[38] in that it can produce a universal set of gates without requiring teleportation of magic states. However, inducing a logical gate on the inner code does require encoding/decoding algorithms to pass between outer and inner codes. The overhead of factorization depends on the complexity of these algorithms. It is also interesting to optimize gate synthesis for a given quantum algorithm by minimizing the number of code switches.

VI. DISCUSSION Given a CSS(X, C_2; Z, C^⊥_1 , y) code, we have used the mathematical framework of generator coefficients to characterize all physical diagonal gates that induce a target logical gate. When the logical gate is the identity, the physical gates represent types of noise to which the CSS code is oblivious (see [11]). Diagonal entries of the physical gate outside C_1 + y are unconstrained, and diagonal entries from the same coset of (C_2 in C_1) + y are required to be equal. Our framework is quite general, it includes CSS codes that are preserved by transversal T , also the hybrid codes of Vasmer and Kubica [34].

The connection between physical and logical domains enables analysis of fault tolerance. We begin by observing that when a transversal (d − 1)-local physical gate preserves an [[n, k, d]] CSS code, the induced logical operator is at least error-detectable. Our framework provides visibility into cases where a physical gate with higher locality still induces a fault-tolerant logical gate. Vasmer and Kubica [34] have described examples where 2-local physical gates induce a fault-tolerant Phase gate on the [[5, 1, 2]] code, and where 3-local physical gates induce a fault-tolerant T -gate on the [[10, 1, 2]] code. Our framework shows fault-tolerance is preserved when the local support of a physical gate is not contained in the support of any undetectable error. It is easy to check this condition on the generator matrix G_{C2} of X-stabilizers: the matrix obtained by puncturing G_{C2} on the support of an r-local gate must be full rank.

The constraints we derived on diagonal entries of a physical gate motivate the design of CSS codes where the component codes C_1, C_2 are classical divisible codes. We have introduced a new family of CSS codes defined by quadratic forms. The family motivates the design of stabilizer codes in layers, a way of producing a universal set of gates without requiring teleportation of magic states.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT This work was supported in part by the National Science Foundation (NSF) under Grant CCF-2106213 and Grant CCF- 1908730.

REFERENCES

[1] D. Gottesman, Stabilizer codes and quantum error correction. California Institute of Technology, 1997. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9705052 [2] A. R. Calderbank and P. W. Shor, “Good quantum error-correcting codes exist,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 54, pp. 1098–1105, Aug 1996. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9512032 [3] A. R. Calderbank, E. M. Rains, P. W. Shor, and N. J. Sloane, “Quantum error correction and orthogonal geometry,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 78, no. 3, p.

405, 1997. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9605005 [4] A. R. Calderbank, E. M. Rains, P. Shor, and N. J. Sloane, “Quantum error correction via codes over GF(4),” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 44, no. 4, pp. 1369–1387, 1998. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9608006 [5] S. Bravyi and A. Kitaev, “Universal quantum computation with ideal clifford gates and noisy ancillas,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 71, no. 2, p. 022316, 2005.

[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0403025 [6] S. Bravyi and J. Haah, “Magic-state distillation with low overhead,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 86, no. 5, p. 052329, 2012. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2426 [7] E. T. Campbell, H. Anwar, and D. E. Browne, “Magic-state distillation in all prime dimensions using quantum Reed-Muller codes,” Phys. Rev. X, vol. 2, no. 4, p. 041021, 2012. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3104 [8] A. J. Landahl and C. Cesare, “Complex instruction set computing architecture for performing accurate quantum z rotations with less magic,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1302.3240, 2013. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3240 [9] N. Rengaswamy, R. Calderbank, and H. D. Pfister, “Unifying the Clifford hierarchy via symmetric matrices over rings,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 100, no. 2, p. 022304, 2019. [Online]. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04022 [10] N. Rengaswamy, R. Calderbank, M. Newman, and H. D. Pfister, “On optimality of CSS codes for transversal T ,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas in Inf. Theory, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 499–514, 2020. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09333 [11] J. Hu, Q. Liang, N. Rengaswamy, and R. Calderbank, “Mitigating coherent noise by balancing weight-2 Z-stabilizers,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 68, no. 3, pp. 1795–1808, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.00197 [12] ——, “CSS codes that are oblivious to coherent noise,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), July 2021, pp. 1481–1486. [13] H. N. Ward, “Divisible codes – a survey,” Serdica Math. J., vol. 27 (4), pp. 263–278, 2001.

[14] S. W. Golomb and G. Gong, Signal design for good correlation: for wireless communication, cryptography, and radar. Cambridge University Press, 2005.

[15] B. Zeng, X. Chen, and I. L. Chuang, “Semi-Clifford operations, structure of C_k hierarchy, and gate complexity for fault-tolerant quantum computation,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 77, no. 4, p. 042313, 2008. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2084 [16] J. Haah, “Towers of generalized divisible quantum codes,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 97, no. 4, p. 042327, 2018. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.08658 [17] P. Delsarte, “Four fundamental parameters of a code and their combinatorial significance,” Inf. Control, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 407–438, 1973. [18] R. Calderbank and W. M. Kantor, “The geometry of two-weight codes,” J. London Math. Soc., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 97–122, 1986. [19] A. Kohnert, “Constructing two-weight codes with prescribed groups of automorphisms,” Discret. Appl. Math., vol. 155, no. 11, pp. 1451–1457, 2007. [20] K. Ding and C. Ding, “A class of two-weight and three-weight codes and their applications in secret sharing,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 61, no. 11, pp. 5835–5842, 2015. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06512 [21] M. Kiermaier and S. Kurz, “On the lengths of divisible codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no. 7, pp. 4051–4060, 2020. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00650 [22] S. Kurz, “Divisible codes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.11763, 2021. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.11763 [23] F. J. MacWilliams and N. J. A. Sloane, The theory of error correcting codes. Elsevier, 1977, vol. 16.

[24] B. Eastin and E. Knill, “Restrictions on transversal encoded quantum gate sets,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 102, no. 11, p. 110502, 2009. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/0811.4262 [25] B. Zeng, A. Cross, and I. L. Chuang, “Transversality versus universality for additive quantum codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 9, pp.

6272–6284, 2011. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.1382 [26] D. Gottesman and I. L. Chuang, “Demonstrating the viability of universal quantum computation using teleportation and single-qubit operations,” Nature, vol. 402, no. 6760, pp. 390–393, 1999. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9908010 [27] X. Zhou, D. W. Leung, and I. L. Chuang, “Methodology for quantum logic gate construction,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 62, no. 5, p. 052316, 2000. [Online].

Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0002039 [28] B. W. Reichardt, “Quantum universality from magic states distillation applied to CSS codes,” Quantum Inf. Process, vol. 4, no. 3, pp. 251–264, 2005.

[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0411036 [29] H. Anwar, E. T. Campbell, and D. E. Browne, “Qutrit magic state distillation,” New J. Phys., vol. 14, no. 6, p. 063006, 2012. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2326 [30] E. T. Campbell and M. Howard, “Unified framework for magic state distillation and multiqubit gate synthesis with reduced resource cost,” Phys. Rev.

A, vol. 95, no. 2, p. 022316, 2017. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01904 [31] J. Haah and M. B. Hastings, “Codes and protocols for distilling t, controlled-s, and toffoli gates,” Quantum, vol. 2, p. 71, 2018. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.02832 [32] A. Krishna and J.-P. Tillich, “Towards low overhead magic state distillation,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 123, no. 7, p. 070507, 2019. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08461 [33] C. Vuillot and N. P. Breuckmann, “Quantum pin codes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1906.11394, 2019. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11394 [34] M. Vasmer and A. Kubica, “Morphing quantum codes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.01446, 2021. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01446 [35] C. D. Hill, A. G. Fowler, D. S. Wang, and L. C. Hollenberg, “Fault-tolerant quantum error correction code conversion,” Quantum Inf. Comput., vol. 13, no. 5-6, pp. 439–451, 2013. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.2417 [36] J. T. Anderson, G. Duclos-Cianci, and D. Poulin, “Fault-tolerant conversion between the Steane and Reed-Muller quantum codes,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 113, no. 8, p. 080501, 2014. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.2734 [37] A. Paetznick and B. W. Reichardt, “Universal fault-tolerant quantum computation with only transversal gates and error correction,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 111, no. 9, p. 090505, 2013. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3709 [38] H. Bombín, “Gauge color codes: optimal transversal gates and gauge fixing in topological stabilizer codes,” New J. Phys., vol. 17, no. 8, p. 083002, 2015. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.0879 [39] T. Jochym-O’Connor and R. Laflamme, “Using concatenated quantum codes for universal fault-tolerant quantum gates,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 112, no. 1, p. 010505, 2014. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.3310 [40] E. Knill, R. Laflamme, and W. Zurek, “Accuracy threshold for quantum computation,” 1996. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9610011 [41] T. J. Yoder, R. Takagi, and I. L. Chuang, “Universal fault-tolerant gates on concatenated stabilizer codes,” Phys. Rev. X, vol. 6, no. 3, p. 031039, 2016.

[Online]. Available: https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.031039 [42] D. Gottesman, “The Heisenberg representation of quantum computers,” in Intl. Conf. on Group Theor. Meth. Phys. International Press, Cambridge, MA, 1998, pp. 32–43. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9807006

[43] P. O. Boykin, T. Mor, M. Pulver, V. Roychowdhury, and F. Vatan, “On universal and fault-tolerant quantum computing: a novel basis and a new constructive proof of universality for shor’s basis,” in 40th Annu. Symp. Found. Comput. Sci. (Cat. No.99CB37039). IEEE, 1999, pp. 486–494. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9906054 [44] G. Nebe, E. M. Rains, and N. J. Sloane, “The invariants of the clifford groups,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 99–122, 2001. [Online].

Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0001038 [45] J. Hu, Q. Liang, and R. Calderbank, “Designing the quantum channels induced by diagonal gates,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.13481, 2021. [Online].

Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13481 [46] Y. Ouyang, “Avoiding coherent errors with rotated concatenated stabilizer codes,” Npj Quantum Inf., vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 1–7, 2021. [Online]. Available:

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41534-021-00429-8 [47] J. Ax, “Zeroes of polynomials over finite fields,” Am. J. Math., vol. 86, pp. 255–261, 1964. [48] R. J. McEliece, “Weight congruences for p-ary cyclic codes,” Discrete Math., vol. 3, pp. 177–192, 1972.