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Abstract—Recently, the theory of quantum error control codes free subspaces, nonadditive codes, and subsystem ¢odes [13
has been extended to subsystem codes over symmetric andig], [21], [22], [38], [33], [36], [27], [47] and referense
asymmetric quantum channels — qubit-flip and phase-shift erors therein.

may have equal or different probabilities. Previous work in . . .
constructing quantum error control codes has focused on casl Asymmetric quantum control codes (AQEC), in which

constructions for symmetric quantum channels. In this pape we ~guantum errors have different probabilities P+ Z > Pr X,
develop a theory and establish the connection between asynetn are more efficient than the symmetric quantum error control

ric quantum codes and subsystem codes. We present familie$ o codes (QEC), in which quantum errors have equal probatsiliti
subsystem and asymmetric quantum codes derived, once again __ PrZ = PrX. It is argued in[[25] that dephasing (loss of

from classical BCH and RS codes over finite fields. Particuldy, h h h hifti il h fres
we derive an interesting asymmetric and symmetric subsyste phase coherence, phase-shifting) will happen more freyuen

codes based on classical BCH codes with parameteifs, &, r,d]],, than relaxation (exchange of energy with the environment,
([n, k,r,d>/ds]]lq and [[n,k,0,d./d:]]q for arbitrary values of  qubit-flipping). The noise level in a qubit is specified by the
code lengths and dimensions. We establish asymmetric Siegbn  relaxation7; and dephasing tim&,; furthermore the relation
and Hamming bounds on asymmetric quantum and subsystem between these two values is given byTy = 1/(2T1) + T;
code parameters; and derive optimal asymmetric MDS subsystn . . .. p
codes. Finally, our constructions are well explained by an this has be(_en well explained by _p_hyS'C'StS [:!'9]:'[26]’
illustrative example. [46]. The ratio between the probabilities of qubit-flip X and

This paper is written on the occasion of the 50th anniversary phase-shift Z is typicallyp ~ 277 /T>. The interpretation is
of the discovery of classical BCH codes and their quantum that 7} is much larger tharll;, meaning the photons take
counterparts were derived nearly 10 years ago. much more time to flip from the ground state to the excited
state. However, they change rapidly from one excited state t
another. Motivated by thispne needs to design quantum
codes that are suitable for this physical phenomenaThe

In 1996, Andrew Steane stated in his seminal wark [48ault tolerant operations of a quantum computer carryingco
page 2, col. 2[[42],[T44]The notation{n, K, d;,d2} is here trolled and measured quantum information over asymmetric
introduced to identify a 'quantum code, meaning a code kghannel have been investigated [in [2] 1[14].1[15].1[45].][46
which n quantum bits can store K bits of quantum informatiofi] and references therein. Fault-tolerant operations BCQ
and allow correction of up td (d; — 1)/2| amplitude errors, are investigated for example inl [3[.I[1]. [22]. [37]. [41KEH],
and simultaneously up td(d, — 1)/2] phase errors” This [30] and references therein.
paper is motivated by this statement, in which we constructSubsystem codes (SSC) as we prefer to call them were
efficient quantum codes that correct amplitude (qubit-fliphentioned in the unpublished work by Knill'[31],]29], in
errors and phase-shift errors separately.[In [34], it wad savhich he attempted to generalize the theory of quantum-error
that’BCH codes are among the powerful code$¥e address correcting codes into subsystem codes. Such codes with thei
constructions of quantum and subsystem codes based on Basabilizer formalism were reintroduced recently [[11], [14
Chaudhuri-Hocquenghem (BCH) codes over finite fields f¢i5], [28], [32], [35]. The construction aspects of thesele®
guantum symmetric and asymmetric channels. are given in[[9], [8], [11]. Here we expand our understanding

Many quantum error control codes (QEC) have been coand introduce asymmetric subsystem codes (ASSC).
structed over the last decade to protect quantum informatio The codes derived in[10]/[12] for primitive and non-
against noise and decoherence. In coding theory, researclpeimitive quantum BCH codes assume that qubit-flip errors,
have focused on bounds and the construction aspects of quamase-shift errors, and their combination occur with equal
tum codes for large and asymptomatic code lengths. On thebability, wherePr Z = Pr X =PrY = p/3,PrI =1—p,
other hand, physicists intend to study the physical refiina and {X, Z,Y, I} are the binary Pauli operato® shown in
and mechanical quantum operations of these codes for steettionl, see[[18],[[40]. We aim to generalize these codes
code lengths. As a result, various approaches to protect-quaver asymmetric quantum channels. In this paper we give
tum information against noise and decoherence are propo&amuiilies of asymmetric quantum error control codes (AQEC's
including stabilizer block codes, quantum convolutiorades, motivated by the work from[[19],[126],[146]. Assume we
entangled-assisted quantum error control codes, deaudereéhave a classical good error control code with parameters

|. INTRODUCTION
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[[n, ks, di]]q for i € {1,2} — codes with high minimum Any possible state of a two-dimensional quantum system is
distances!; and high rateg;/n. We can construct a quantumgiven by a linear combination of the form

code based on these two classical codes, in whiclkeontrols

the qubit-flip errors whileC, takes care of the phase-shifta|0) + b|1)= (Z ), wherea,b €C and|a|®* + |b]* =1, (2)
errors, see Lemnid 4.

Our following theorem establishes the connection betweenln quantum information processing, the operations manip-
two classical codes and QEC, AQEC, SCC, ASSC. ulating quantum bits follow the rules of quantum mechanics,
Theorem1 (CSS AQEC and ASSClet C; andC, betwo thatis, an operation that is not a measurement must beedaliz
classical codes with parameteps, k1, d;], and [n, ks, ds], Dy @ unitary operator. For example, a quantum bit can be

respectively, andl,, = min { Wt(Cl\Cj),wt(Cg\ClL)}, and flipped by a quantum NOT gat& that transfers the qubits
d. = max { wt(C1\Cy ), wt(C2\CT) }. |0) and |1) to |1) and |0), respectively. Thus, this operation
) if C3 C €y, then there exists an AQEC with parameterdCts on a general quantum state as follows.
[[n,dlm C7 — dim C;‘,Wt(CQ\ClL)/Wt(Cl\CQL)]] that o
is [[n, k1 + k2 — n,d,/d.]]4. Also, there exists 21 QEC X(al0) +b]1)) = al1) + 5[0).
with parametersgn, k1 + ko — n, d;]]4. With respect to the computational basis, the quantum NOT
if) From [i], there exists an SSC with parametéfs, k1 + gate X represents the qubit-flip errors.
ko —n—r,r dg]lg for 0 <r < ki +ky —n.
i) If Cy = C; NC{ C Oy, then there exists an ASSC

. 1
with parameterg[n, ko — k1, k1 + k2 — n,d./d,]], and X =10)(1| + [1)(0] = ( (1) 0 ) . (3)
[[n, ki + ko —n, ko — Ky, dz/dm]]q.
Furthermore, all constructed codes are pure to their mimmu Also. let Z — 1 0 be a matrix represents the quan-

0 -1
tum phase-shift errors that changes the phase of a quantum
ystem (states).

distances.

A well-known construction on the theory of quantum er
ror control codes is called CSS constructions. The codes Z(al0) + b|1)) = a|0) — b|1). (4)
[[5,1,3]]2, [[7,1,3]]2, [[9,1,3]]2, and[[9, 1,4, 3]]> have been
investigated in several research papers that analyzed tieiher popular operations include the combined bit and phase
stabilizer structure, circuits, and fault tolerant quamtoom- flip ¥ = iZX, and the Hadamard gaté/, which are
puting operations. On this paper, we present several AQE€presented with respect to the computational basis by the
codes, including d[15,3,5/3]]> code, which encodes threematrices
logical qubits into 15 physical qubits, detect& qubit-flip
and 4 phase-shift errors, respectively. As a result, many of 0 —i 1 /1 1
the quantum constructed codes and families of QEC for Y= < 0 >7H— V2 <1 -1 >
large lengths need further investigations. We believe ttineit
generalization is a direct consequence. Connection to Classical Binary CodesLet H; and G; be

The paper is organized as follows. Secti@ddTl, Ill, &dd Yhe parity check and generator matrices of a classical €ode
are devoted to AQEC and two families of AQEC, AQEC-BCHuith parametersn, k;, d;]» for i € {1,2}. The commutativity
and AQEC-RS. We establish conditions on the existence @ndition of H; and H, is stated as
these families over finite fields. Sectidng IV VI addréss t
subsystem code constructions and their relation to asyrumet
quantum codes. We show the tradeoff between subsystem Hi.Hj + Hy.H{ =0. (6)
codes and AQEC. Sectidn VI p_resents the boun_d on AQE'Iqﬁe stabilizer of a quantum code based on the parity check
ar_ld AS_SC COQe parame_ters. Finally, the paper is ConduqﬁgtriceSHl and H, is given by
with a discussion in Sectidn VII.

Hoay = (H1 | Ha). (7)

One of these two classical codes controls the phase-shift
In this section we shall give some primary definitions an@Tors, while the other codes controls the bit-flip errorenee
introduce AQEC constructions. Consider a quantum systdfi¢ CSS construction of a binary AQEC can be stated as

®)

II. ASYMMETRIC QUANTUM CODES

with two-dimensional state spac. The basis vectors follows. Hence the codes’; and C; are mapped tdf, and
H_, respectively.
(1 (0 Definition 2: Given two classical binary cod&s;, and C5
w={o) =1 @) G0
such thatCs- C €. If we form G = 01 a ) , andH =
2

can be used to represent the classical bitend 1. It is H, 0
customary in quantum information processing to use Dirac(s 0 H2> , then
ket notation for the basis vectors; namely, the veetgris
denoted by the kgb) and the vector; is denoted by kefl). Hy.H] — Hy.H] =0 (8)



Let d; = wt(C1\C2) anddy = wt(Ce\Cyi-), such thatdy > F 2n
di; andky + ko > n. If we assume that’; corrects the qubit-

q
flip errors andC;y corrects the phase-shift errors, then there
exists AQEC with parameters .
[[n, k1 + k2 — n,da/di]]2. 9)

We can always change the rules @f and C; to adjust the
parameters.

. . Fig. 1. Constructions of asymmetric quantum codes basedvorclassical
A. Higher Fields and Total Error Groups codes C; and C2 with parameters[n, k1] and [n,d2] such thatC; C

We can briefly discuss the theory in terms of higher finit€1+( moa2) for i = {1,2}. AQEC has parameterfin, k1 + k2 —
fieldsF,. Let# be the Hilbert spacel = C7" = CipCi®..@ ™/ dlla whered, =wi(Ci\Cy) andd: = wi(C2\CT)
C1. Let |z) be the vectors of orthonormal basis @f, where
the labelsr are elements in the finite fiel,. Leta,b € Fy,
the unitary operatorX (a) and Z(b) in C? are stated as: to |41 and all phase-flip errors up td= |. The code
X(a)|z) = |z + a), Z (b)) = wC)|z), (10) detects(d} — 1) qubit-flip errors as well as detectd; — 1)
phase-shift errors.
wherew = exp(27i/p) is a primitivepth root of unity andtr e use different notation from the one given inl[19]. The

is the trace operation frof, to F, reason is that we would like to compate andd, as a factor
Leta = (a1,...,a,) € Fy andb = (b1,...,b,) € Fy.  p = d./d, not as a ratio. Therefore, . > d,, then the
Let us denote by AQEC has a factor great than one. Hence, the phase-shift

_ errors affect the quantum system more than qubit-flip errors
X - X e X(ay, - .

(a) (a1) & ® X(an) and do. In our work, we would like to increase both the factor
Z(b) = Z(b)® - @ Z(bn) (11)  and dimensiork of the quantum code.

the tensor products of error operators. The sets

n Connection to Classical nonbinary CodesLet C; and Cs

E, = {X(a)= ®X(ai) |la€Fy,a; € Fy}, be two linear codes over the finite fiek,, and let[n, k1, d1],

i=1 andn, ks, d2], be their parameters. Fore {1, 2}, if H; is the

n parity check matrix of the cod€;, thendim Cf =n—k; and

E. = {Z(b) = Z(bi) [bEFb: €Fs}  (12) rankof L isky. If CF C Crogs mod 2, thenC, ; nod 2) S
i=1

} C;. So, the rows off; which form a basis folC;- can be
form an error basis od? . We can define the error grodp,  extended to form a basis faf'; ; moa 2) by adding some
and G, as follows vectors. Also, ifg;(x) is the generator polynomial of a cyclic

. . " codeC; thenk; = n — deg(g:(z)), see [34], [25].
e = {wEy = w°X F*',ceF,}, .
G {w wiX(a)|aeFy celp) The error group&s, and G, can be mapped, respectively,

G. = {wE. =wZ(b)|be Fy,ceFy}. (13) {0 two classical codeg’; and C, in a similar manner as in
Hence the total error group QEC. This connection is .weII-know, see for examgle] [18],
[38], [39]. LetC; be a classical code such tt(éitr(i mod 2) ©
G = {Gwv Gz} C; for i € {1,2}, then we have a symmetric quantum control

n n code (AQEC) with parametef&n, ki + ko —n, d, /d.]],. This
- {‘”c ®X(ai)’wc ® Z(bi) | aisbi € Fq} (14)  can b(e i(lglustr)ated ir? the foIIo'E/%?ng result. el
=t =t Lemma4 (CSS AQEC)Let C; be a classical code with
Let us assume that the séfs. andG. represent the qubit- parametersn, k;, d;], such thatC;- C Chi(i mod2) fori €
flip and phase-shift errors, respectively. {1,2}, andd, = min { wt(C;\C5"), wt(C2\C1) }, andd. =

Many constructed quantum codes assume that the qui { wt(C1\Cy), wt(C2\Ci)}. Then there is asymmetric

tum errors resulted from decoherence and noise have eclintum code with parametefs, ki +kz —n,d./d]],. The
probabilities, Pr X = PrZ. This statement as shown byduantum code is pure to its minimum distance meaning that

experimental physics is not trug [46[_]26]. This means tHE wt(C1) = wt(C1\Cy) then the code is pure 1@, also if
t(Cs) = wt(C2\C{) then the code is pure té,.

qubit-flip and phase-shift errors happen with differentlpro 2 ) " )
abilities. Therefore, it is needed to construct quantumesod Therefore, it is straightforward to derive asymmetric guan
that deal with the realistic quantum noise. We derive faemili {Um control codes from two classical codes as shown in
of asymmetric quantum error control codes that differ¢atia-@mmal4. Of course, one wishes to increase the values of
between these two kinds of erro; Z > Pr X. d. vers.d, for the same code length and dimension.

Definition 3 (AQEC): A g-ary asymmetric quantum code Remark5: The notations of purity and impurity of AQEC
Q, denoted by{[n, k,d. /d,]], is a¢® dimensional subspaceremainthe same as shown for QEC, the interested reader might
of the Hilbert spac& 4" and can control all bit-flip errors up consider any primary papers on QEC.
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lll. A'SYMMETRIC QUANTUM BCH AND RS GODES FAMILIES OF ASYMMETRIC QUANTUM BCH CODES[16]
In this section we derive classes of AQEC based on classical

BCH and RS codes. We will restrict ourself to the Euclidean q | C1 BCH Code | C> BCH Code AQEC

construction for codes defined ovéY,. However, the gen- 5 15113 575 153 5/3
eralization to the Hermitian construction for codes defined > [[15; 8’4}} %15’7’ 5% H15707 5?4H2
. . e e 1O s 0y s Yy 2
overF ;. is straight forward. We keep the definitions of BCH 2 [31,21, 5] [31,16,7] [[31,6,7/5]]2
codes to a minimal since they have been well-known, see | 2| [31,26,3] 31,16, 7] [[31,11,7/3]]
. . 2 31,26, 3] (31,16, 7] [[31,10,8/3]]
example[[10] or any textbook on classical coding thebry [34] 2| [31.26.3] (31,11, 11] ([31.6,11/3]
[25], [24]. Letq be a power of a prime and a positive integer 2 (31,26, 3] [31,6,15] ([31,1,15/3]]
such thatged(q,n) = 1. Recall that the cyclotomic cosét, 2| [127,113,5] | [127,78,15] | [[127,64,15/5]]
; X 2 | [127,106,7] [127,77,27] | [[127,56,25/7]]

modulon is defined as

S, ={r¢" modn | i€ Z,i>0}. (15)

. 2
Let m be the multiplicative order off modulon. Let « Theorem?7: Letm = ordy,(q) and¢l™/? <n < ¢ —1
be a primitive element ifF,. A nonprimitive narrow-sense Whereg is a power of a prime and < § < dmax, With

BCI-_| codeC o_f designed d|stanoé§md Iengtm overF, is a £ (™ — 1~ (¢ - 2)[m odd),
cyclic code with a generator monic polynomigk:) that has max -1
a,0?,...,a’"" as zeros, then there exists a quantum code with parameters
o) = [[ (o o). 6) [, = 2m {3 = 1)(1 = 1/0)], 2 8]
=1 pure todyax + 1
Thus, ¢ is a codeword inC if and only if ¢(a) = ¢(a?) = Proof: See [10, Theorem 19]. =

.= c(a®1) = 0. The parity check matrix of this code can
be defined as

1« o? o1 A. AQEC-BCH

1 a2 al 2(n—1) Fortunately, the mathematical structure of BCH codes al-
Hper, = | . ) ) _ ) . (17) ways us easily to show the nested required structure as dieede

: : : E : in Lemmal4. We know thay(z) is a generator polynomial

1 a7t 207 L e hinTD) of a narrow sense BCH code that has raetsa?,...,a’ !

In general the dimensions and minimum distances of BCWerF We know that the generator polynomial has degree

codes are not known. However, lower bounds on these t (0=1)(1 =1/8)] if & < Gimas. Therefore the dimension is
parameters for such codes are givendy 5 andk > n — 9IVeN by k = n — deg(g(z)). Hence, the nested structure of

m(6 — 1). Fortunately, in [10], [12] exact formulas for theBCH codes is obvious and can be described as follows. Let

dimensions and minimum distances are given under certain Sig1 >0 >0 >...>2, (19)
conditions. The following result shows the dimension of BCH
codes. and letC; be a BCH code that has generator polynomijat),

) ) _ in which it has rootg2, 3,...,0 — 1}. So,C; has parameters
Theorem6 (Dimension BCH Codes)Let ¢ be a prime [n,n — deg(gi(z)),d; > &4, then

power andgcd(n, q) = 1, with ord,,(¢) = m. Then a narrow-
sense BCH code of length™/?) < n < ¢™ — 1 overF, CinnCCiCCii C... (20)
with designed distancé in the range2 < ¢ < dpax =

min{ anfm/zt/(qm —1)],n}, has dimension of We need to ensure that and §;,; away of each other,

so the elements (rootgR,...,d; — 1} and{2,...,d,11 — 1}
E=n—m[(6—1)(1-1/q)]. (18) are different. This means that the cyclotomic cosets geeedra
by ¢; and d,41 are not the same$; U ... U Ss,_1 # S1 U
Proof: See [10, Theorem 10]. ] U Ss,,-1. Let 6} be the deS|gned ‘distance of the code

Steane first derived binary quantum BCH codes< in [43]| [44v]}L Then the following result gives a family of AQEC BCH
In addition Grassel. at.gave a family of quantum BCH codescodes ovelF,.
along with tables of best codes [23]. Theorems. (AQEC-BCH): Let ¢ be a prime power and
In [22], [2Q], while it was a challenging task to derive self-gcd(n’q) = 1, with ord,(¢) = m. Let C; and C, be two
orthogonal or dual-containing conditions for BCH codes, Wgarrow-sense BCH codes of lengifi™/2) < n < ¢™ — 1
can relax and omit these conditions by looking for BCH codegsyer F, with designed distances; and 52 in the range
that are nested. The following result shows a family of QE¢ < 51,52 < Omax = min{|ng[™/?1/(¢™ — 1)|,n} and
derived from nonprimitive narrow-sense BCH codes. 61 < 0F < 6y < Or-.
We can also switch between the code and its dual tOAssume SpU...USs5,1 # S1U...U Ss5,_1, then

construct a quantum code. When the BCH codes contain th@igre exists an asymmetric quantum error control code with
duals, then we can derive the following codes. parameterg[n,n — m[(6 — 1)(1 — 1/q)] — m[ (6 — 1)(1 —



1/9)1,> d./d.]],, Whered, = wt(Co\CL) > 62 > d, = )
wt(C1\CL) > 6. F.
Proof: From the nested structure of BCH codes, we know

that if 9, < &5, thenCy C Oy, similarly if 5, < &i, then
C{ C Cy. By Lemmal®, using the fact that < 6,,.x, the
dimension of the codé€); is given byk; = n—m[(d; —1)(1—
1/q)] for i = {1,2}. SinceS, U. ..USs, _1 # S1U. ..USs, 1, |
this means thatleg(gi(z)) < deg(g2(x)), henceky < k.
Furthermoreki- < ks

By Lemmald and we assumé, = wt(C;\Cy) > &
andd, = wt(C2\C{) > & such thatd, > d, otherwise
we exchange the rules of, and d,; or the codeC; with
CH(i mod 2)- Therefore, there exists AQEC with parammerélg. 2. A quantum code Q is decomposed into two subsystem fa)(and
([, k1 + k2 —n, > d. /d]]g. B (gauge)

The problem with BCH codes is that we have lower bounds
on their minimum distance given their arbitrary designed
distance. We argue that their minimum distance meets w|

+ Green
Undetectable errors

r=dim C,- dim C "

+ Yellow
Detectable errors

k=dim C,-dim C,

their designed distance for small values that are partilyula
interesting to us. One can also use the condition shown in [
Corollary 11.] to ensure that the minimum distance meets the

designed distance.
The condition regarding the designed distanéesind -

allows us to give formulas for the dimensions of BCH cod
C7 and (>, however, we can derive AQEC-BCH without this
condition as shown in the following result. This is explan

by an example in the next section.

Lemma9: Let ¢ be a prime powerged(m,q) = 1, and
qlm/2) < n < g™ —1 for some integersn = ord,,(¢). Let Cy
andC; be two BCH codes with parametelrs, k1, d,, > 1],
and|[n, k2, d, > d],, respectively, such tha < 5 < dy <
§t, and ky + ke > n. AssumeS; U...U S5, 1 # S1 U

|'Fﬁerefore there must exist AQEC with parametfirs n —

—di +2,d./dy]]q- [ ]

is obvious from this theorem that the constructed code is
a pure code to its minimum distances. One can also derive
asymmetric quantum RS codes based on RS codeskyer

Eélso, generalized RS codes can be used to derive similar

results. In fact, one can derive AQEC from any two classical

ecyclic codes obeying the pair-nested structure dvgr

IV. AQEC AND CONNECTION WITH SUBSYSTEM CODES

In this section we establish the connection between AQEC
and subsystem codes. Furthermore we derive a larger class of
guantum codes called asymmetric subsystem codes (ASSS).
We derive families of subsystem BCH codes and cyclic

... USs,—1, then there exists an asymmetric quantum errsubsystem codes ovér,. In [8], [9] we construct several

control code with parametefi$n, ki + ko — n,> d./d;]lq,
Wheredz = Wt(Cl\Cé‘) =0y >d, = Wt(Cg\ClJ‘) =01.

families of subsystem cyclic, BCH, RS and MDS codes over
F 2 with much more details

In fact the previous theorem can be used to derive any asymWe expand our understanding of the theory of quantum
metric cyclic quantum control codes. Also, one can construerror control codes by correcting the quantum ertdrand Z

AQEC based on codes that are defined dver.

B. RS Codes

We can also derive a family of asymmetric quantum contr
codes based on Redd-Solomon codes. Recall that a RS

with lengthn = ¢ — 1 and designed distangeover a finite
field F, is a code with parametefB:,n —d+1,d = ]|, and
generator polynomial

(21)

C

separately using two different classical codes, in additm
correcting only errors in a small subspace. Subsystem codes
are a generalization of the theory of quantum error control
cPdes, in which errors can be corrected as well as avoided
% %Iated).

et Q be a quantum code such tht= Q @ Q-+, where
Q* is the orthogonal complement @j. We can define the
subsystem cod€ = A ® B, see Fid.P, as follows

Definition 11 (Subsystem Codeskn [[n, k, r, d]], subsys-
tem code is a decomposition of the subsp@cato a tensor
product of two vector spaces A and B such that A ® B,
wheredim A = ¢* anddim B = ¢". The codeQ is able to

It is much easier to derive conditions for AQEC derived frordetect all errors of weight less thahon subsystenA.

RS as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem10: Letg be a prime power and = ¢—1. LetCy
andC; be two RS codes with parametdrs n — di + 1, d1]],
and [n,n — da + 1,ds], for dy < dy < di = n —dy. Then
there exists AQEC code with parametéps,n — d; — dy +
2,d./d;]]q, whered, = di < d. = ds.

Proof: sinced; < dy < di, thenn—di+1 < n—da+1 <
n—di;+1andki < ky < ki. HenceCs- C C; andCi- C Cs.
Letd, = Wt(Cg\ClJ‘) = ds and ds = wt(Cl\Cj-) = d;.

Subsystem codes can be constructed from the classical codes
overF, andF . Such codes do not need the classical codes
to be self-orthogonal (or dual-containing) as shown in the
Euclidean construction. We have given general constmistio
of subsystem codes i [11] known as the subsystem CSS and
Hermitian Constructions. We provide a proof for the follogi
special case of the CSS construction.

Lemmal2 (SSC Euclidean Construction) C; is a k’-
dimensional F-linear code of lengthn that has ak’-



dimensional subcod€y = C; N Cf- and k' + k" < n, then Lemmal4: If ¢ is power of a prime,m is a positive
there exist integer, andgl™/?l < n < ¢™ — 1. Let 2 < § < Omax =

—n_(gIm/2 — 1~ (q - 2 dd), then there exists a
/ " / " 1 m71(q (q )[m 0 q)i
([n,n — (K" + "), k" — k", wt(C5 \ C1)]lq subsystem BCH code with parametérs 1 — 2m (5 —1)(1—

([, K — k' n— (k/ + k”),Wt(CQJ' \ )]l 1/q)] —r,r,> 6]l where0 <r <n—-2m[(6—1)(1—1/q)].
Proof: We know that if2 < § < dpmax = (g1 =
subsystem codes. 1—(¢—2)[m odd), the the classical BCH codes contain their
Proof: Let us define the cod&’ = C1 x C1 C F3", Euyclidean dual code by [10, Theorem 3.]. But existence af thi
therefore X*+ = (Cy x C1)*+ = Cf* x Cf*. Hence code gives a stabilizer code with parameténsn — 2m/[ (6 —
Y = XnXt = (01 xC1)N(C* x Cf*) = Ca x Ca. 1)(1—1/q)], > 6]], using [10, Theorem 19.].
Thus, dimp, Y = 2k”. Hence |X||Y| = ¢***+*) and  We know that every stabilizer code can be reduced to a
1X|/|Y| = ¢**~*¥"). By Theorem [[1l, Theorem 1], theresubsystem code by Theordml 13. Let r be an integer in the
exists a subsystem cod®@ = A ® B with parameters range0 <r < n —2m[(6 —1)(1 —1/q)]. From [9, Theorem
[[n,log, dim A, log, dim B, d]], such that 2] or Theoreni 13, then there must exist a subsystem BCH code
) dim A = ¢"/(|X||Y|)/2 = g+ -+, with parameterg[n,n —2m[(6 — 1)(1 — 1/q)] — r,7, > d]],.
i) dim B = (|X|/[Y[)!/2 = ¢*" " u

i) d = swt(Y -\ X) = wt(Cy- \ C1).
Exchanging the rules of the codé€s and Ci- gives us the
other subsystem code with the giyen parameters. B RCH codes are defined OVET,2.
orthogonal.Cs ¢ i AGEG nd SSC.are both can be, LETMa15: I qis a power of a primen: — ord, (¢°) is
constructed from the pair-nested classical codes, as we & Pos_m\[i(m;[le_g(ir), /"("”zi'f f)rj I?;i%etrhg;heii;?sn g%sfbi Etem
them. From this result, we can see that any two classicalsco %a’;g? witg param e(tJers ' 4
Cy andCy such thatCy, = C;NCi- € Oy, in which they can
be used to construct a subsystem code (SCC), can be also used [[n,n — 2m[(6 — 1)(1 —1/¢%)] —r,r,do > d]l,
to construct asymmetric quantum code (AQEC). Asymmetric )
subsystem codes (ASSCs) are much larger class than the ci§@kis pure up ta@, where0 < r < n—2m((5—1)(1—1/(5n)1.
of symmetric subsystem codes, in which the quantum errors P2roof: We knot that if2 < § < dmax = |n(¢™ —
occur with different probabilities in the former one and &éav!)/(¢"" —1)], then exists a clgssmal BCH code with param-
equal probabilities in the later one. In short, AQEC doessdogters(n,n —m[(d —1)(1 —1/¢7)], > ], which contains its
not require the intersection code to be self-orthogonal.  Hermitian dual code usind [10, Theorem 14.]. But existence
The construction in Lemmiall2 can be generalized to Aséif: the classical code that contains its Hermtian code gives
CSS construction in a similar way. This means that wi duantum codes by [10, Theorem 21.]. Fram [9, Theorem
can look at an AQEC with parameteff, k, d. /d,]],. as 2], then there must exist a subsysteQm code with the given
subsystem code with parametéps, k, 0, d. /d,]],. Therefore parameters[n, n — 2m[(6 — 1)(1 —1/¢°)] — 7, dq = ],
all results shown in[[9][8],[[11] are a direct consequenge ghat is pure up tod, f20r all range ofr in 0 < r <
just fixing the minimum distance condition. n—2m[(6 —1)(1-1/¢%)].. .=
We have shown in(]9],[[8] that All stabilizer codes (pure If fact there is a tradeoff b(_atween the construction of su_l:_)—
and impure) can be reduced to subsystem codes as showRYHeM COdEiS and asymmetric quantum codes. The condition
the following result. Cy = C1NCi- used for the construction of SSC, is not needed

Theorem13 (Trading Dimensions of SSC and Co-SCC): I the construction of AQEC. 5
Let ¢ be a power of a prime. If there exists arF,-linear Instead of constructing subsystem codes from stabilizer
([, &, 7, d)], subsystem code (stabilizer coderif= 0) with BCH codes as shown in Lemnas [4] 15, we can also construct
k > 1 that is pure tod’, then there exists aif,-linear subsystem codes from classical BCH codes dvgiandF ;.
(n,k — 1,r + 1,> dJ], subsystem code that is pure tg/nder some restrictions on the designed distandeet S; be

) ) y = q

min{d,d'}. If a pure ¥ -linear) [[n, k,, d]], subsystem code & cyclotomic coset defined 8¢’ mod n | j € Z}. We. will
exists, then a pureF(,-linear) [[n, k + r, d]), stabilizer code derive only SSC from nonprimitive BCH codes ovEy; for
exists. codes ovelF - and further details se&l[8]. Also, the generator

We have shown in[T10],[T12] that narrow sense gcHpolynomial can be used instead of the defining set (cylotomic
codes, primitive and non-primitive, with lengthand designed COSets) to derive BCH codes.

distances are Euclidean dual-containing codes if and only if Lemmal6: If ¢ is a power of a primemn = ord,(q) is a

n positive integer an@ < § < dyax = qm",l (g'™/21 —1 — (¢ —

- 1(q[m/21_1_(q_ 2)[m odd). (22) 2)[m odd). Let C; be a BCH code with lengtlyl™/2! <

n < ¢™ — 1 and defining setlc, = {So,S1,...,5.-s},

We use this result andl[9, Theorem 2] to derive nonprimitivéich thatged(n,q) = 1. Let T C {0} U {S;, ..., Sn_s} be
subsystem BCH codes from classical BCH codes @eand a nonempty set. Assum@; C F” be a BCH code with the

. - = +q
F,2 [11], [12]. The subsystem codes derived lin [8] are onlyefining setT, = {So,S1,...,9.—s} \ (T UT"!) where

for the primitive case. T-' = {—tmodn | t € T}. Then there exists a subsystem

We can also construct subsystem BCH codes from stabilizer
codes using the Hermitian constructions where the cldssica

2§5 < 5max:
qm



TABLE Il
SUBSYSTEMBCH CODES USING THEEUCLIDEAN CONSTRUCTION

Subsystem Codg Parent Designed
BCH Code distance
[[15,4,3,3]]2 (15,7, 5]2 4
[[15767173]]2 [157577}2 6
31,10, 1, 5]]2 31,11,11]2 8
31,20, 1, 3]]2 31,6, 15]2 12
63,6,21,7]]2 63,39, 9]2 8
63, 6,15, 7]]2 63,36, 11]2 10
63, 6,3, 7]]2 63,30, 13]2 12
63,18, 3,7]]2 63,24, 15]2 14
63,30, 3, 5]]2 63,18, 21]2 16
63,32, 1,5]]2 63,16, 232 22
63,44, 1, 3]]2 63,10, 27]2 24
([63, 50,1, 3]]2 [63,7,31]2 28
[[15727573]]4 [15797 5}4 4
15727373”4 157876}4 6
15747173”4 15767 7}4 7
15,8,1, 3]]4 15,4,10]4 8
31,10, 1, 5]]4 31,11,11]4 8
31,20,1, 3]]4 31,6,15]4 12
63,12,9,7]]4 63,30, 15]4 15
63,18,9,7]]4 63,27,21]4 16
63,18,7,7]]4 63,26, 22]4 22

* punctured code
+ Extended code

BCH code with the parametefis,, n— 2k —r,r, > 4]]4, where
k=m[(6—1)(1—-1/¢)] and0 <r =|TUT~ ! <n — 2k.

A. Cyclic Subsystem Codes

Now, we shall give a general construction for subsystem
cyclic codes. This would apply for all cyclic codes includin
BCH, RS, RM and duadic codes. We show that if a classical
cyclic code is self-orthogonal, then one can easily coastru
cyclic subsystem codes. We say that a cadg is self-
orthogonal if and only ifC, C C5-. We will derive subsystem
cyclic codes oveF,, and the case dF . is illustrated in [8].

Theorem17: Let Cy be ak-dimensional self-orthogonal
cyclic code of length: overF,. LetT¢, andTer respectively
denote the defining sets &f; and C5-. If T is a subset of
T, \ Ty thatis the union of cyclotomic cosets, then one can
define a cyclic code”; of lengthn over F, by the defining
setTe, =Te, \ (TUT™ Y. If r=|TUT!|is in the range
0 <r <n-—2k andd = minwt(C3 \ C), then there exists
a subsystem code with parametéis n — 2k — r, 7, d]|,.

Proof: see [8] and more details are shown in[if [4]m

Now it is straight forward to derive asymmetric cyclic
subsystem codes with parametéis n — 2k — r,r,d./d,]],
for al 0 < r < n — 2k using Theorem[17
where d, = min{wt(C5\C1),wt(C3\Ci)} and d, =
max{wt(Ci-\Cs), wt(Ci-\C2)}.

V. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

We have demonstrated a family of asymmetric quantum

Proof: The proof can be divided into the following partscodes with arbitrary length, dimension, and minimum distan

i) We know thatTe, = {So,S1,...,5.—s} and T" C
{0} U{Ss,....S.—s} be a nonempty set. Hend@;, =
{S1,...,S85-1}. Furthermore, if2 < § < dpax =
qu_l(q[m/Q] —1— (g —2)[m odd), thenCy C Cs-.
Furthermore, lek = m[(6—1)(1—1/q)], thendim Cy =
n —k anddim Cy = k.

ii) We know thatC; € Fy is a BCH code with defining set

TCI = TC2\(TUT71) - {S(Jv Sla R Sn75}\(TUT71)

whereT—! = {—t mod n | t € T'}. Then the dual code

Ci has defining sef, = {S1,...,S5s_1}UTUT ! =
Ty UTU T-'. We can compute the union sét, as
Te,UTe ={S0,51,...,8.—5} = Tc,. ThereforeC, N
Cit = Cy. Furthermore, if0 <r = |[TUT | < n— 2k,
thendimC; = k + 7.

iif) From step (i) and (ii), and fo0 < r < n — 2k, and by

Lemmal 12, there exits a subsystem code with parameteys

[[n,dim Cy — dim Cy,dim Cy — dim Cs, d]], = [[n,n —
2k —r,r,d]]y, d = minwt(Cy — Cy) > 4.

One can also construct asymmetric subsystem BCH codes

in a natural way meaning the distancés and d, can be

defined using the AQEC definition. In other words one ca

obtain ASSCs with parametefis, n — 2k —r,r,d./d,]], and

parameters. We will present a simple example to explain our
construction.

Consider a BCH codé€’; with parametersl5, 11, 3], that
has designed distanGeand generator matrix given by

1000000000O0T1T100
0100000O0O0OGO0O0O0T1T10
0010 00000O0O0O0O0 1 1
000100000O0GO0T1T10 1
00001 0000O0O0T10T10
000001 000O0O0O0T10 1]|(23
00000O0100O0O0T1T1T1o0
00000O0O0T100GO0GO0T1 11
00000O0O0O0T1O0GO0T1T11°1
00000O0O0O0OOTI1O0T101 1
000000O00O0O0T1100 1|

and the codeC;- has parameterfl5, 4, 8],
matrix

and generator

(24)

OO ==
O = = O
= =0 O
= O =
O = O =
= O~ O
O = =
e =)
_ == =
= O
= O O

[[n,7,n—2k—r,d./d;]]4. The extension to ASSCs based on
RS codes is straight forward and similar to our construstion Consider a BCH cod€’s with parameterd15, 7, 5], that

in [9], [8l.

has designed distanéeand generator matrix given by



VI. BOUNDS ONASYMMETRIC QECAND SUBSYSTEM

CODES

10000001000 1011 One might wonder whether the known bounds on QEC and
01000O0OO0OT1T1TO0O0T1TT1TT1TFO0

SSC parameters would also apply for AQEC and ASSC code
0010 0 0 0O0O1 100111

parameters. We can show that AQECs and ASSCs obey the
0001 0O0O0OT1O0O0T1T1TT1O0O0 0](25 N

asymmetric Singleton bound as follows. In fact we can trade
00001 O0O0OO0OT1TO0OT1TT1T1TOQO0OSFO . . . o

the dimensions of SCC and ASSC in a similar manner as
0000 OT1O0OOOT1TO0OT1TT1TT1TFP®O shown in [9], [8]
0000 OOT1TO0OO0OTO0OT1ITO0T1TT1T1 ’

and the codeCy- has parameterl5, 8, 4], and generator A. Singleton Bound
matrix [Asymmetric Singleton Bound]
Theorem19: An [[n, k, d./d,]], aSymmetric pure quantum

100000001 101000 code withk > 1 satisfiesd, < (n — k +2)/2, and the bound
0100 0O0OO0OO0OO0OT1TT1TO0T1TO0OTFO
00100000O0O0T11010 dy +d. < (n—k+2). (27)
0001000000011 01 (26) Proof: From the construction of AQEC, existence of the
000010001 101110 AQEC with parameterg[n, k,d./d,]], implies existence of
0000010001101 11 two codesC; and Oy such thatCy- C C; and Cf C Cs.
0000001011100 11 furthermored, = wt(C1\C5") andd, = wt(C2\Ci-). Hence
L0000 0001101000 1] we haved, < (n—k1+1)andd, < (n—ke+1), and by adding

these two terms we obtaily, +d, <n— (k1 +ka—n)+2=
n—k+2. [ ]

AQEC. We can consider the cod corrects the bit-flip errors It is much easy to show that the bound for than the bound
such that’’ €. Furthermore('- € Cs. Furthermore and for d- since QEC's with parametergn, k, d.]], obey this

dy = wt(C1\C4) = 3 andd. = wt(C,\Cy) = 5. Hence, bound. Also, impure AQECS_ obey this boumd + d. <

the quantum code can detect four phase-shift errors and tilo— ¥ + 2)- The proof is straight forward to the case QECs
bit-flip errors, in other words, the code can correct two phasdnd we omit it here. .

shift errors and one bit-flip errors. There must exist asymime  On€ can also show that Asymmetric subsystem codes obey
quantum error control codes (AQEC) with paramefgrsk, + (e Singleton bound _

ks —n,d./ds]]2 = [[15,3,5/3]].. We ensure that this quantum Lemma20: Asymmetric subsygtem codes with parameters
code encodes three qubits intd qubits, and it might also be [1; k7, d-/d.]], for 0 <r <k satisfy

easy to design a fault tolerant circuit for this code similar

to [[9,1, 3]]2 or [[7,1,3]]2, but one can use the cyclotomic ktr<n—d,—d.+2. 28)
structure of this code. We ensure that many other quantum

BCH can be constructed using the approach given in this papeRemark21: In fact, the AQEC RS codes derived in Sec-
that may or may not have better fault tolerant operations atidn [[lll are optimal and asymmetric MDS codes in a sense
better threshold values. that they meet asymmetric Singleton bound with equality.
SSC.We can also construct a subsystem code (SSC) basedl®¢ conclusion is that MDS QECs are also MDS AQEC.
the codes’; andCs. First we notice tha€i- = C,NC3- # (), Furthermore, MDS SCC are also MDS ASSC.

Cy C 4 and CQL c Ci. Let k = dimCy — dimCy =

4 and r = dimC; — dimCj- = 3. Furthermored = B. Hamming Bound

wt(C1\C2) = 3. Therefore, there exists a subsystem code with

parameterg[15, 4, 3, 3]]; also an ASSC code with parameter%le can treat subsystem code constructions as a special class

[[15,4,3, 5/3]]_2' , __of asymmetric quantum codes wheP¢" C Ci(; mod 2), fOr
Remark18: An [7.3,4]; BCH code is used to derive; o rj 91 and(, = ¢, NC}-. Furthermore, the more general

Steane’s codg[7, 1,4/3]]>. AQEC might not be interesting y,e4ry of quantum error control codes would be asymmetric
for Steane’s code because it can only degeshift-errors and subsystem codes.

2 bit-flip errors, furthermore, the code corrects one bit-#ipl Lemma22: A pure ((n, K, K', d. /d.))
one phase-shift at most. Therefore, one needs to design AQEfstem code satisfies o
with d, much larger thani,.

Based on the discussion presented in the previous sections,

q asymmetric sub-

One might argue on how to choose the distanteandd,,, [ o n\, o ) )
we think the answer comes from the physical system point > <j>(q -1 <q¢"/KK" (29)
of view. The time needed to phase-shift errors is much less 3=0

that the time needed for qubit-flip errors, hence dependng o proof: We know that a puré(n, K, K/, d./d,))), code
the factor between them, one can design AQEC with factoii@plies the existence of a putén, KK, d,)), stabilizer code
d./dy. this is direct by looking at an AQEC as a QEC. But this obeys



the quantum Hamming bound[20[, J11]. Therefore it follows VIIl. A PPENDIX

that Py A. Quantum BCH Codes

i (") (2~ 1) <" /KK, This paper is written on the occasion of the 50th anniversary

— J - of the discovery of classical BCH codes and their quantum

J=0 . .

counterparts were derived nearly 10 years ago. This poWwerfu

B class of codes has been used for the construction of quantum

In terms of packing codes, it is easy to show that the impuptock and convolutional codes, entangled-assisted quantu

asymmetric subsystem codes does not obey the quanigivolutional codes, and subsystem codes; in additiondo th

Hamming bound. Since the special case does not obey thifhstructions of classes of low-density parity check (LDPC

bound, so why thg general case does. ~ codes|[12], [[ID], [T4], [[6], [[43], [[44], [[17], [[7], [[9].
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