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Abstract—The codeword stabilized (‘CWS”) quantum codes Hamming distance is a more important code parameter —
formalism presents a unifying approach to both additive although interestingly, they do coincide in the specialecas
and nonadditive quantum error-correcting codes (arXiv:quant- where G is an unconnected graph, so the family of CWS

ph/0708.1021). This formalism reduces the problem of constct- . ; e e .
ing such quantum codes to finding a binary classical code quantum codes includes classical (“bit-flip”) codes as ctepl

correcting an error pattern induced by a graph state. Finding N Fig.[.
such a classical code can be very difficult. Here, we consider
an algorithm which maps the search for CWS codes to a
problem of identifying maximum cliques in a graph. While CWS
solving this problem is in general very hard, we provide thre
structure theorems which reduce the search space, specify .

certain admissible and optimal ((n, K,d)) additive codes. In
particular, we find there does not exist any ((7,3,3)) CWS
code though the linear programing bound does not rule it out.
The complexity of the CWS-search algorithm is compared with
the contrasting method introduced by Aggarwal & Calderbank
(arXiv:cs/0610159).

Fig. 1. The relationship of CWS codes with additive quanturdes and
classical codes: ALL: all quantum codes; CWS: CWS codes; ABddlitive
. INTRODUCTION codes; CLA: classical codes.

Quantum error correcting codes play a significant role
in quantum computation and quantum information. While The CWS construction, observing that a classical code
considerable understanding has now been obtained for @ broarrecting certain bit-flip error patterns gives rise to armfum
class of quantum codes, almost all of this has focused oade, allows a natural encoding of the problem of finding
stabilizer codes, the quantum analogues of classicaliagldita quantum cod& = (G,C) into an equivalent problem, of
codes. Recently, a number mbnadditivequantum codes have finding the maximum clique of an induced graph, called the
been discovered, with superior coding parametéisK,d)), CWS clique graph. The existence of such a mapping is not
the number of physical qubits being the dimension of the surprising, sincenAXcLIQUE is an NP-complete problernl[8],
encoded spac&’, and the code distancee[I], [2], [B]. These [9], and thus can be used for a reduction from all unstruckure
new codes have inspired a search for more high-performarsearch problems. In practice, many heuristic and randaimize
non-additive quantum codes| [4], a desire to understand h&@lique solvers and SAT solvers have been developed, with
non-additive codes relate to additive codes, and how these neasonable run-times for small problem sizes. And since the
be understood through a cohesive set of basic principles. search for CWS codes starts from a graph sterior art

A systematic construction, providing a unifying approaeh tin categorizing local Clifford (LC) orbits of those statéH]],
both additive and nonadditive quantum error-correctingesy [L1] helps simplify the problem. Nevertheless, withoutttfier
has been obtained][1]. Thisodeword stabilized quantumsimplification, a mapping of the CWS quantum codes search
codes(“CWS” quantum codes) approach constructs the dproblem toMAXCLIQUE leaves the problem unsolved, due to
sired quantum code based on a binary classical €pdaosen the exponential computational cost of SolVINAXCLIQUE.
to correct a certain error pattern induced by a self-duaitiéd The real situation is even worse. For a general graph stae, t
qguantum code which is without loss of generality, taken to Is®arch problem is NP-complete due to the reductionAa -
a graph stat€. The construction thus reduces the problem afLIQUE. However, to search for all the quantum codes, we
finding a quantum code into a problem of finding a certaimeed to search for all graphs afvertices, which contributes
classical code. All previously known nonadditive codes, [5h factor of order™ .
[€], [2], [7] with good parameters can be constructed within Here, we present an algorithm for finding CWS codes, based
the CWS construction. on a mapping taMAXCLIQUE . We show that despite the expo-

The natural challenge in these approaches is efficient iderential complexity of solving thisws-MAXCLIQUE problem,
tification of suitable classical codes, from which the dasir the algorithm can be usefully employed to locate and identif
additive and non-additive quantum codes can be constructadwide variety of codes, by taking careful steps to prune
It is apparent that due to the error pattern induced by tliee search space. In particular, we show how the complexity
graph statej, the binary classical codé does not coincide cost can be reduced by using known graph isomorphisms and
with the usual binary classical code where the minimuinC equivalences of graph states. We also present simpijfyin
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criteria for the search, arising from the structural préiper and only ifC detects errors front’ig(€) and in addition, for
of CWS codes. We prove three theorems limiting whetheachFE € &,
((n, K,d)) additive codes with optimak can be improved, .
or not, by the CWS construction. These theorems allow cither C_YZQEE) 7 0 . 3)
significant practical reduction of the search space inwblve or Vi Z%E = EZ™, (4)

in finding CWS codes usingws-MAXCLIQUE. Furthermore, \yhere Z< are codeword operators f6r from {Z¢}ecc.
these theorems also indicate the existence of quantum codegpe case wher€lg(E) # 0 for all E € € is the non-

outside of the CWS construction, as alluded to in Elg. 1. gegenerate case. For degenerate CWS codes, it will be useful
We also compare and contrast the CWS codes with anothgfiniroduce a new set of classical bitstrings

framework (“AC06") which was introduced independenily]12

and is based on a correspondence between Boolean functiond?¢(€) = {c € {0,1}" | Clg(E) = 0 and (5)

and projection operators. We interpret the AC06 framework c-u#0forsomeFE=+Z"X"e€&}. (6)

to use a quantum state and a classical code, to generate_the bitstri indicat d ds which inadmissibl
desired quantum code, but in a sense, it works in the reve eese IISNNGs Indicate codewords which are inadmss

direction, starting from the classical code and obtaining t cause they violate thg_condm_on given by equatighs (8) an
guantum state. We show how the AC06 Boolean funcfida @) of TheorenLlL. Specifically, fix a codewoed then for all

the analogue of our classical co@eup to a LC equivalence. E f i;VVGXTUSt- hav;ﬁcEd: _EZ_;IIf Cég(E) d:GTlO \erltlnEc)]
This allows us to extend ACO06 to degenerate codes, andl?oa 0' T IS rtlr? ana dm's.?' eC%SSewodr . gcg )= "
show that the ACO6 framework can also be used to constr§qd ¢ 1 # 0- In other words, if a code 1S degenerate,

a search algorithm for new quantum codes, with compara m%lovz V\(/)elghtc;artrrc])rs act trivially 0{] thte tc.oq(?l space ("ﬁ'
complexity t0CWS-MAXCLIQUE. ¢(E) = 0), an ese errors must act trivially on eac

basis state generated from the graph sfafee. [Z¢, E] = 0).

Dg(&) describes basis states for which this is not the case.
Il. THE CWS-MAXCLIQUE ALGORITHM

The cws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm is a procedure to searcHB. TheCws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm
for a quantum error correction cod¢= (G,C), given a graph  Given a graphg, the problem of finding a CWS cod@ =
stateG which maps quantum errogin the Pauli group into (G, ), which corrects for quantum erro is reduced to a
binary error patterns, and a classical cddevhich corrects the search for suitable classical codes. It is thus natural ko as
error patterns. We present this algorithm below, beginwitly  how such classical codes can be found. One solution might be
a review of the basic definitions of CWS codes, proceeding use existing classical codes for this construction. Haxe
to the details of the procedure, then rounding up with &Rat approach gives sub-optimal code parameters, due to the
evaluation of the computational complexity of the algarith fact thatC should be able to detect errors of the highest weight
of the induced error patterns ifilg(€). This means that the
classical cod&€ must have distance significantly greater than
that of the corresponding quantum co@g C), as shown in
The basic concepts and definitions of CWS codes afige following example:
described in a previous pager[1], and may be summarized agxample 1:Let G be ann qubit ring graph. If€ is the set
follows. Thestandard form CWS codeis fully characterized of single qubit PauliX, Y, and Z errors, then the induced
by a graphG and a classical binary cod€, such that classical error€’l(£) are single, triple, and double bit flips
the corresponding CWS code may be denoted by the paispectively. Choosing the classical codeto be a binary
Q= (G,C). We define ((n, K, 7)) code results in a CWS cod§, C) with parameters
n, K, 3)). However,C also detects many additional errors
Clg(&) = {Clg(E) | E € £} @ \(/\Ehich ar)g unnecessary for this construction, such as all the

as the set of classical errors induced by quantum erforsOn€ to six bit flip errorsiCig(£) only includes a subset of
acting on the graplg; these are the errors that the classicAN0Se €rrors. _ B _

codeC must detect. For each quantum erfgyit is sufficient This example motivates a search for specific classical codes
to expressE in Pauli form asE = +ZVX" for some bit which correct just the relevent errors for the CWS construc-
stringsu andv. The mapping to classical error strings is  ion. However, classical coding theory provides no effigien
systematic constructions for codes that correct the piatgnt
exotic error patterns involved in the CWS construction. B t
other hand, finding a code with the bést for given n and

d is a problem which can be naturally encoded into an NP-
wherer; is the /th row of the adjacency matrix fo, and complete problem such asAxCLIQUE. This classic approach

A. Non-degenerate and degenerate CWS codes

Clg(E =+2"X") =v & P(u)r, 2)
=1

(u); is thel'" bit of u. has been employed, for example, to show that(the K, 3)
Using these definitions, the main theorem of the CWS codtassical code with = 72 has optimal parameters[13].
construction (Theorem 3 of][1]) may be given as: CWS-MAXCLIQUE is a mapping ontoMAXCLIQUE, of the

Theorem 1:A standard form CWS codeQ = (G,C) for problem of finding the CWS codé¢g,C) with the largest
graph statej and classical cod€, detects errors frong if possible dimensiorik’, for given parameters, d, and graph



G. The cws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm gives steps to solve this -
problem, and is given in detail in the Algorithid 3 box. ifMlgorithm 1 Setup(€, A): Compute Clg(é’)_and Dg (),
proceeds in several simple steps. The first s&etup(&, A) Where_E is a s_et of Pauli errors andl is the adjacency matrix
(Algorithm[d), finds the elements @fig(€) and Dg(E). The associated with grapg.

second stepylakeCWSCliqueGraph(CL, D) (Algorithm[2), Require: A” = A, A;; = {0,1} andA;; =0

constructs a graph, denoted as the CWS “clique graph,” whdsesure: CL[i] = 4(Stringii) € Clg(¢€)) and Di] =
vertices are classical codewords and whose edges indicate d(String(i) € Dg(€))

codewords that can be in the same classical code togethdt.for i € {0,1}" do

When searching for ordinary classical codes using an anal@: CL[Intege(i)] < 0

gous procedure, the usual condition for joining two vesice 3: DlIntege(i)] < 0

by an edge is that the vertices are Hamming distahapart. ~ 4: end for

In our situation, vertices are joined by an edge if there is n: for error configuration € £ do

error induced by the graph state that maps one codeword to tlée
other. Finally, an external subroutifmdMaxClique (V,E) 7
is called; this routine is to employ known techniques to finds:
the maximum clique in the CWS clique graph. The clique-9:
finding subroutine is not specified here because there arg mdaf:
exact and heuristic techniques known in the community, fdd:
solving this classic NP-complete problem. Note that in th&2
detailed description of the algorithms, two functions asedi 13:
integeri — binary string ofi with length n, 14
and its inverse, Integén : binary string with length i — 15
integer ofi. Also, an error configuration is a list of orderedié:
pairs (LOC, TYPE) where LOC is the coordinate of the17:

String(i) :

affected qubit and TYPE is one of, Y, or Z. 18:
19:

. 20:

C. The complexity -

CWS-MAXCLIQUE is not an efficient algorithm; the run-time 22:
is at least of order 2", because of the representation of thes:
bit-string setaClg () and D¢ (€). These are needed to specify24:

ERR«— String(0)
ERRX¢ String(0)
for (Loc, TYPE) in E do
if TYPEis X or Y then
ERR< ERR @ (row LoC of A)
ERRX <~ ERR @ String(2-°°)
end if
if TYPEis Z or Y then
ERR < ERR & String(2-°°)
end if
end for
CL[Integer€rR)] « 1
if Integer€rR) is 0 then
for i € {0,1}™ do
if ERRX-7 # 0 then
D[i] + 1
end if
end for
end if

the CWS clique graph, which ha&"* nodes. In principle, 25: end for
instead of storing all this in memory, the vertices and edges 26: return (CL, D)

this graph could be computed on the fly, during execution of
the findMaxClique subroutine. However, these inefficiencies

are not limiting factors, because of the even larger sizéef t

search space involved in typical applications. Algorithm 2 MakeCWSCliqueGraph (CL, D): Construct a

Typically, the goal is not to search for an optimal cwdgraph whose vertice¥” are classical codewords and whose
code, giverg andé, but rather, to determine if affn, K, d)) edge_sE connect codeyvords that can belong to Fhe same
code exists when and K are fixed. Wher¥ is fixed, finding classical code, according to the error model indicated by
a maximum clique is not necessary; rather, a cliqgue of sigdg(€) and Dg (£).

K is desired. There ar€) such possible cliques. CheckingRequire: CL and D are binary arrays of leng@t
whether a sizek” subgraph of a CWS clique graph is a cliqu&nsure: 0" € V, 0" # v € V = D[v] = 0 and Cljv] = 0,
just requires checking if that subgraph is fully connected. (v.w) € E = CL[v@®w] =0

Given an adjacency matrix for the CWS clique graph (andl: V « {0"}

constant time access to the matrix elements), checking & £ « 0

subgraph takes orddt? steps. 3: for s € {0,1}" do

Searching over the space of all possible graghsvolves — 4: if D[s] = 0 and Cl|s] = 0 then
searching a space of graphs withvertices, with a total of 5: Vi Vu{s}

2() possibilities. Therefore, the complexity of searching for®: for v € V'\ {s} do

an ((n, K,d)) CWS code is roughly 7 if CL[v@ s] =0 then
on 8: E+ EU{(v,s)}
529(3) ( ) o end if
K ) 10 end for
end if

However, several practical improvements allow this search-
space to be pruned usefully. First, not all graghsneed 12 end for
be considered: only those which are inequivalent under lock: return (V. E)
Clifford (LC) operations need be checked. The LC orbits




Algorithm 3 CWS-MAXCLIQUE (&, A): Find a quantum state is equivalent under some LC transform to a graph state.

codeQ detecting errors i@, and providing the largest possibleThus, supposing that a local Clifford operation maps the &C0

dimensionk for the given input. The inpuf\ specifies the stabilizer state to a graph state, it would be nice if thigfax

adjacency matrix of the grapf. The outputC is a classical also described a transform from the Boolean functfao the

code such tha@ = (G,C) is a CWS code detecting errors inbinary classical cod€ of the CWS construction. Below, we

g show this mapping indeed exists, up to a technical subtlety

Require: AT = A, A;; = {0,1} andA;; =0 Vi with regard to the choice of the generating set for the Stagil

Ensure: K = |C| is as large as possible for the given input, The AC06 framework is not entirely complete since de-
0™ € C, andC satisfies the conditions in Theorem 3 of [1lgenerate codes cannot be described as presented fin [12].

Degenerate codes may, in some cases, outperform the best

1: (CL,D) « Setup&, A) known nondegenerate codes. Such an example may be pro-
2: (V, E) «+ MakeCWSCliqueGraph(CL, D) vided by the][25, 1, 9]] code obtained by concatenating the

3: C + findMaxClique (V, E) [[5,1,3]] code, since this is the best knoWi5, 1]] code, it is

4: return C degenerate, there is no known nondegendfate1, 9], and

it has the highest possible minimum distancel [16]. We take
the constraints given for degenerate codes in the CWS con-
of graphs are well understood, and efficient algorithmstexistruction and map these backwards to given new constraints
to check for LC equivalencé [L0]. [L1], [14]. Therefore, théor degenerate codes in the AC06 framework.
factor 2(3) can be significantly reduced. A lower bound on Given a complete AC06 framework which includes both
the number of LC inequivalent graphs is given[inl[15], basd¥n-degenerate and degenerate codes, we can then compare
on the number of non_isomorphic tree graphsy which roqud contrast the Computational cost of the CWS and ACO06
scales a$”. This reduction has played a key role in allowingPProaches for seeking optimal parameter quantum codes.
us to employ thecws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm on spaces When the search goal is to find an optiniéh, K, d)) code
with parameters up ta = 11 and K = 32. However, no for fixed n and K, the ACO06 frarrlework seems at first
suitable upper bound is presently known, which would give!® involve a search over possibly*" Boolean functions,
quantitative estimate of the extent of the search spacetiedu While CWs-MAXCLIQUE involves a search ovexl:) possible
due to LC equivalence. graphs. This appears to give significant advantagews-

A second practical improvement comes from intrinsic propdAXCLIQUE. However, we find that with careful analysis of
erties of CWS codes, which rule out existence of codes 8£06, and extending it include degenerate codes, the two
certain ((n, K,d)) parameters, and relate the existence @farch algorithms have comparable complexity.
certain parameter values with the existence of others. We wi
return to discuss these structure theorems in Seffibn IV. A. AC06 quantum error-correcting codes are CWS codes

A n-variable Boolean function is a mappirfg: {0,1}"™ —

[1l. BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS AND CLASSICAL CODES {0,1} that maps a binary-vectorv = (vi,...,v,) to a bit
f(v1,...,v,). A Boolean function is nonzero if there exists

The CWS construction unifies all known additive and noris ey such thatf(v) = 1. We know that a Boolean function
additive quantum error correction codes of good parametelgenatura”y associated with a classical code
including both degenerate and non-degenerate codes. An al-

ternative framework (“AC06”) for non-degenerate codess ha Cr={ce{0,1}" | f(c) =1}. (8)

been presented by Aggarw&l Calderbank[[12], based ona nonzero Boolean functiorf can be represented as
a correspondence between Boolean functions and projection

operators. Because AC06 implies a search algorithm for-quan Fv) = vfteg g, (9)

tum codes which is in a sense the reverse of that employed ceCy

above, INCWS-MAXCLIQUE, it is interesting to consider the \yherey! = 4; andv? = 5; = v; @ 1. The summation is taken
. 3 3 "

differences. to be modulo2, i.e. XOR. The weight of a Boolean function

In this section we study the relationship between ACOf jg Cy).
and the CWS Construction, by |Ink|ng the AC06 Boolean The Comp|ementary set of a nonzenevariable Boolean
function, which we interpret to specify a certain classicainction f(v) is defined by
code, to the classical codé used in the CWS construction.
The components of the ACO6 construction can be naturally Csety ={a € {0,1}" | > fle)f(cwa)=0}.  (10)
associated with those of the CWS construction. In this way, c€Cy
we show that ACO6 codes are spanned by a set of stabilix@e know that the complementarly set is simply the set of
states generated from a single state and a set of Pauli operatectorsa such thatCy N (C; @ a) = 0, i.e. it is the set
Therefore, ACO6 codes can be described completely, andaih(classical) detectable errors 6f, since no codeword is
our opinion more transparently, as CWS codes. mapped back into the code lay

That this identification between AC06 and CWS is natural Definition 1 (Definition 6 of[[1R]): Let P andQ be projec-
was mentioned previously|[1], but the transform requiresl hdon operators on a Hilbert spadé with K = imagd P) and
not been presented before. It is well known that any stailizL = imag€ Q). Then



e P<Qiff KCLandK # L Proof: Consider an AC06 QECC with datg, {z;}7,).
« PV Q is the projection ofH onto the spark Vv L, the The matrix Ay, whose2n columns are{xz;}?";, has linearly

smallest subspace df containing bothK and L independent rows with pairwise symplectic inner products
e P AQ is the projection ofH onto K N L that are zero. Therefore}; corresponds naturally to a group
« P is the projection ofH onto K+ generated by pairwise commuting operatory; 17, from
e POQ=(PANQ)V(PAQ). the n qubit Pauli group. Let|S.) be the state stabilized
Definition 2 (Definition 7 of [12]): Given an arbitrary By 5 = ((=1)“gi)i=, for somen-bit vectorc. A nonzero
Boolean function f(vy,...,v,), the projection function Boolean functionf can be represented as
f(P, Py, ..., P,) is the expression in whichy; in the o e .
Boolean function is replaced by the projection operafor flv) = Z RO (13)
multiplication (AND) in the Boolean logic is replaced by the c€Cs

meet operation” v @ in the projection logic, summation ynich corresponds, in this case, to the projector
(OR) in the Boolean logic is replaced by the join operation

P A Q in the projection logic, and the NOT operation in f(P,Ps,...,P,) = Z PELPS2 .. P, (14)

the Boolean logic is replaced by the not operatibnin ceCy

the projection logic. Note that summation mod@qXOR)

is replaced by the cooresponding operatiBn® @ in the where P? = P, = %(I —gi) and P! = P, = %(I + g:).

projection logic. The termP[* Py ... PSm projects onto the statsz), where
Theorem 2 (Theorem 1 df [12))lf (P, P,...,P,) are ¢ =¢icx...¢,, therefore

pairwise commutative projection operators of dimengidn!

such that(Png...Pn), (Plpgpn), Ceey (plng_n) f(P17P27"'an): Z |SC><SC| (15)

are all one-dimensional projection operators aHdis of ceCy

dimension2”, then Py = f(Py, P»,..., P,) is an orthogonal

projection on a subspace of dimensifin= Tr(P;) = wt(f).
Let (aJb) denote the concatenation of twe-bit binary

vectorsa andb. The symplectic inner product @f:-bit binary

vectors(alb) and (a’|b’) is

Hence, the AC06 QECC is spanned by a set of eigenstates of a

stabilizerS, each of which has a vector of eigenvalues given by

a codeword in the inverted cod€, whereb; = 0 indicates a

+1 eigenvalue foly; andb; = 1 indicates a—1 eigenvalue for

gi- To establish correspondence with a CWS code, we need to
0 I . show that there is a mappiri§y from n-bit stringsc to Pauli

(a/b) © (a'|b’) = (a[b) [ I 0 } (a'[b") (11) operatorgV (c) such thaiS.) = W(c)|Soeo...0). Indeed, there

—a.-b@a b (12) is a Clifford circuitU that encode#’|00...0) = |Spo...0) @and

The symplectic weight of a vectaa|b) is the number of acts likeUZ,UT = g; for i = 1,....n. .Therefor'e,U)'(l-UT
indicesi at which eithera; or b; is nonzeroE ) is defined anticommutes witly; and commutes with aly;, j # i. By
by e1 ®ea®- - ® e, Wheree; equals if (a;,b;) = (0,0), X this observation, the map

if (ai,bi) = (1,0), Z if (ai,bi) = (O, 1), andY if (ai,bi) = n
(1,1) and the associated projector, 1) = (I + E(ap))- Wi(c) := H [UXZ-UT}Q (16)
The next definition specifies the ingredients of an AC06 =1

guantum error-correcting code (AC06 QECC). Theorem 1 of ) ) )
[12] defines a quantum code, but our definition of an ACOIéas the desired properties, and we obtain the set of CWS

QECC is based instead on Theorem 2[of [12], which providrd operatorsiV(Cy) by applying W to each code2\7/lvord
sufficient conditions for the code to be an error-correctidg Cs- Therefore, the AC06 QECC with da®f, {x;};",)
code. IS associated with a CWS code (not in standard form) with

Definition 3 (ACO6 QECC)Let f be an n variable stabilizer state|.S) corresponding tod;, classical codey,
Boolean function and let:y,zs,...,2s, be a list of the and word op_eratorkV(Cf)_. _ u
n-bit column vectors of am x 2n matrix A;. An AC06 The mapping can be inverted to obtain data for an AC06

QECC with data(f, {;}2",) is the image of the projectorQEgc from a CWS code as well. Thgre is fregdom in the
choice of generating set for the stabilizer state in the CWS

f(Pi,Ps,...,P,), where (i) the rows ofA; are linearly ) c ) ]
independent with pairwise symplectic inner product zerd afonstruction so it may be necessary to conjugate by a Pauli
operator to fix the signs of the stabilizer generators+tb

(i) P; = Pa,b,) is associated to théh row of Ay. ) o
Theorem 3 (Theorem 2 df [12])Let D, be the set of all before mapping _them t(_) the column vectdrs };7;
9n-bit vectors of symplectic weight less thah An AC06 _Example.Z:Thls detailed example demonstrates the map-
QECC with data(f, {x;}2",) is an((n, K,d)) quantum code PIng g|v2en in the proof of Theorel 4 from/ an AC06 QECC
if f has weightX and {A;w” | w € Dy} C Cset;. (f:{=i}i2)) = (f, Ay) to @ CWS codeSx,C', W(Cy)). The
The main result of this subsection, stated and proven nek06 ((5,6,2)) code is given by the boolean function
is that AC06 QECCs are CWS codes.
Theorem 4:An ACO6 quantum error-correcting code is a
codeword stabilized quantum code. F V10205 + V10405 + V2U3V4Vs5

f(v) = v1vav3 4+ V3V4VE + V2V3Vy



and the matrix

B. Mapping from ACO6 to the standard form of CWS

060011001111 Three distinct steps may be identified, in building a mapping

060110011110 between the ACO06A,, f) code, and the CW$G,C) code in
Ag=|1 1.0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 standard form,

1000111011 Stab ~ LC W Gen

0001101000 (Ar, ) = (S4,C") =— (Ga,C") =— (G,C). a7)

First, consider the boolean functiofi. Indeed, f(v) is a
function of n = 5 variables and has weight’ = 6. This
can be seen by writing in the form

)= > flews . v =

Cn

1
(R

First, (Ay, f) is re-written as a stabilize$ 4 and a classical
code(’, using standard definitions. The subscripton S4
reminds us that the stabilizer is generated by the gensrator
ga ={g1,.--,9n), Where each generatgy, corresponds to a
row of A;. Second, a (non-unique) local Clifford transform

ce{0,1}n ceCy

L turns S, into G4, leavingC’ invariant.G 4 is a graph state
with generatorsLg4 Lt. Third, careful choice of appropriate
generators turn the classical coféinto the C used in the
CWS construction. A fourth issue that arises is the linotati

on f needed to allow degenerate codes to be considered. These

codeCy is the set ofn-bit strings on whichf evaluates td, . .
i.e. 11100, 00111, 01110, 11001, 10011, and01111. Second, g:rzeﬁfntips and the degeneracy issue are discussed beow, on

observe that the rows ol ; are indeed linearly independent
and pairwise orthogonal in the symplectic inner producie thi

rows of A, correspond to stabilizer generatdis = I2YY Z, show the entire chain of steps to achieve standard form. The

By = ZYYZI, By = YYZIZ, Ey = YZIZY, and o iy Ay describes the generators of a quantum sta-
E5s = I1ZIX X, respectively. These are the generators of trbe

stabilizer S4 for the state|.S). The AC06 construction useshz,:lﬁé ?:]?;er, x?é%h;;e d?:;ig?ngtsaa:ﬁi’ t\g :‘;2 tzﬁ(;e:::le Xrinht
the fact that the projector®, = (I + E,), y = 1,...,n, b ' 9

are pairwise commutative projection operators of dimensi half, Z Pauli terms, following the standard prescnptg@;[.l?].

~ Qet the generators of this stabilizer g = (

n—1 _ gi, - .-
2 andPiPy .. Py PPy Poy o PPy Byarealll generatay;, corresponds to a row of ;. Let |S) be the
guantum state stabilized by,.

dimensional projection operators, so tiat:= f(Py, ..., P,)
Is a projector onto a subspace of dimensiofif) (Theorem The Boolean functiorf defines a classical code, through its
H&tion on thek bit stringsc’; = j1 ... ju; explicitly, we may

1 of [12]), where the boolean operations are replaced by th
operations defined in Definition 6 of [12]. Considering jus t define
first term of P¢, we see that

PIAP, A P3 APy A Ps
= Py P,Py(I — P)(I — Ps)

= 2—15(I+ E)(I+ E2)(I 4 E3)(I — E4)(I — Es)

= 1)1’02’031)_41)_5 + ’0_111_2’03’041)5 + 1)_11)21)31)4’0_5
+ V1V2U3V4V5 + V102030405 + V1V2V3V4V5

wherev;’ equalsy; if ¢; =1 and; if ¢; = 0. The classical

1) (As, f) Stap (S4,C"): We have already accomplished

s step by way of Theorei 4, but we review it quickly to

¢’ ={cjlf(cj) =1}, (18)

wherec’. denotes the complement of (needed because of
how f is defined in AC06, see Examflé 2).

In the CWS standard form, the all-zeros codeword is in the
classical cod€’, i.e. the stateS) is in the code. This can be
is a projector onto a stabilizer staté;|S) where W, is arranged by choosing one of the statés ) in the code and
a Pauli operator that commutes withE,, E2, E5} and applying to the whole code the local Pauli operation thatsnap
anticommutes with{ £y, s}, i.e. Wi = Zs. Notice that the |S./) to |S). Since this has no effect on the stabilizer, and
partition of the generators into commuting and anticomnuti the' resulting code is locally equivalent to the original epd
sets is given by the first codewoid 100 of C¢. The terms are we now assume without loss of generality tatcontains the
combined using the operatidd® Q = P+ @ — 2PQ, which all-zeros codeword.
equalsP + @ when the projectors are pairwise orthogonal, 2) (Sa,C’) SN (Ga,C’): The second step needed is an
as they are whenP and @ project onto stabilizer states.intermediate, but simple map, transformirty, into graph
Therefore, Py = Zfil VVZ-|KS*><S|W;r where the W, are state forni[14]. This can be done using Clifford operations o
chosen to commute or anticommute with the generators ioflividual qubits (“LC transformations”). Importantiyhough,
the stabilizer of|S) according to the codewords @f;. We we must also keep track of ho@' transforms when the
conclude that the AC0§(5, 6,2)) code is a CWS code with stabilizer S4 is transformed, sinc€’ is partially defined in
stabilizer (IZYYZ, ZYYZI,YYZIZ,YZIZY,IZIXX) terms ofSy4.
and  word operators {Zs,Zs, Z4, Z1, Zo, X3 X4 X5 Let [ —

that correspond to the classical cod# Cy = i=1 . .
ifying tensor product of single qubit Clifford operatiois. When

{00011, 11000, 10001, 00110,01100, 10000} speb ; db h f th bilizsi
the generator’s signs for each basis state of the quant ggcsmc:;me YL, the generators of the stabilizél, map to

code. We can arrange for the all-zeros codeword to be , ,
C’ by multiplying each word operator byXz X, X5 (and, (g1s 0 9n) = (915 9n) » (19)
hence, adding 0000 to each codeword id’). This is a local where g, = Lg;Lt. Since L also transformsw; to w', =
operation, so the code parameters do not change. Lw; LT, it follows that the commutation relations of, with g

éLZ— be the n-qubit operation given by the



are the same as between andg;,. Thus, LC transformations where! is then x n identity matrix, andA is the adjacency
leave C’ unchanged, mappin@Sa4,C’) into (Ga,C’). Again, matrix of the graptg.

just as forS,, the subscriptd on G4 reminds us that the The complementary sefset; of the Boolean functiory”
generator of this graph state sy, Lf, and originates from is no longer the same as the the complementaryCset
Ag. of the Boolean functionf, but they have same size due to

3) (Ga.C") Gen (G,C): The final step in transforming thethe linearity of the transform relating’ and C. Moreover,
quantum code into CWS form involves nailing down a degrédven quantum code distaneg the set of induced classical
of freedom which allow’ to be changed, without changing€!Tor stringsCig (&) for (G, C) is indeed the ACO6 error set,
the stabilizer, or the quantum code specified. In particdlar Specified as{z1,zs... 22} * w” in Theorem 2 of [IP], a
is dependent on the choice of generatorsdar Let R be a subset of the complementary s€tet of f'.
binary valued, invertible: x n matrix R;;, which transforms ~ 4) Degenerate codesThe AC06 framework does not dis-

a generator setgi, s, ..., gn) iN0 (¢}, gb,...,qg.), where ~ cuss how to allow for degenerate quantum codes, whereas
" the CWS construction includes these explicitly. The above

g = Hgﬁjf . (20) Mapping of ACO06 to the standard form CWS cpdgs applies

=1 J only to non-degenerate codes, but the method indicates how

) . degenerate codes can also be constructed using the AC06
We may keep track of this .t-ransform by rewrititl asg, framework, as follows. Specifically, one must appropriatel
though, of course, the stabilizer (and thus the Correswd'constrain the Boolean functiofi (ie C').

graph) must be left unchanged when the genetator Set IS\ degenerate quantum codes can be expressed using a
changed. Upon this transformation @y, the codeC’ must ' corain form forc, illustrated by the following. Consider a

also .b.e trar?sfor.med,_ to keep the quant.um code im/ari""Ef&generate code of distandegiven stabilizerS. Define the
Specifically, ifC’ is written as aK x n matrix, then:

Theorem 5:The quantum codéG4,C’) is the same as the
quantum codég,C’'R). That is, if the stabilizer generators are Sqs = {E|FE € S and Wt(F) < d}
changed byR, the code must also be transformed by matrix U{—E|E € —S and Wt(E) < d}, (23)
multiplication by R.

Proof: We havew;grw; = (—1)7*gx, and we want to where W(E) gives the _Weight of the Pauli operatéar. If the
calculatej/, given by w;gjw; = (—1)%g/. Note rank of S, is r, thenr independent elements, ... g, € Sa
. . can be chosen, suchthgt, ..., gr, gr+1,- -, gn) geENEIates,
VR Rue, " Rue. . butg,1,...g, are notinS,. According to the CWS construc-
WidKtWi = s kli[lg’“ Wi kli[leg’“ Wi tion described in the first step above, these generators/impl
n s a representation of a classical code with each codeword
— W g, )R = — 1)k g;. ) Bre being0 for the firstr coordinates. In other wordéy,, .. ., g,
(wjgrw;) ((=1)"*gk) 9 g
he1 he1 stabilizes (Ay, f). Due to the one—to—one correspondence
n _ . n _ L betweenf and(’, this gives a structure for the values ff
= [T (=1 e giey = (TT (=)™ (][ 95™**)  from which a search for degenerate codes can initiate.
k=1 k=1 k=1
n
_ ((_1)@2:1.ijkt) H glljm _ (_1)3‘,;9;’ C. The algorithm& complexity
k=1 Given the equivalence between AC06 and CWS codes, it

which givesj] = &7, jx R m S insightful to compare the algorithms implied by each for
Essentially, this equivalence indicates that row redustio inding new codes. Both approaches construct a quantum code
in the symplecticn x 2n form of the stabilizer can leave the(9:C), but each analyze and calculate from different starting
quantum code invariant, if the same row reduction is done R9iNts. The search algorithm based on the CWS construction
the binary code. Moreover, LC equivalence and the choice $f"tS from the analysis of the structure of a gi@ntakes
generators of the graph state do not change the error dagec® SPecification the desired propertiesfand searches for
property of the quantum code. Thus, using a row reductiéhsatisfactoryC, eg using the maximum clique algorithm. In
transformR, and lettingC = C'R, we conclude thatg, () contrast, the search algorithm based on the AC06 framework

is a CWS code with dimension and distance identical to tfarts from the analysis of the structure of a givefe, C’),
original AC06 code(Ay, f). and searches for a stabilizer state which is LC equivalent

It must be noted that the row reduction does change tHeSOMe graph stat. This is why the two methods are in a
errors (in terms of binary strings) detected by the clasicsNse, the mirror image of each other.
code. More precisely, for a CWS codé,C) in the standard HOw do the computational complexities of the two ap-
form that we have obtained from an AC06 codé;, f), we proaches compare? AC06 implies an algorithm starting from a

may define a correspondirig,, /') in the language of ACOS, given classical cod¢ to find tDe quantum cod@4y, f). This
by suggests a need to consider different Boolean functions.

. In contrast, thecws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm starts fronﬁ(g)
fle) = 1L Veel (21) possible graphs (or ideally, a smaller set of just the diffier
% [TA], (22) ones).



However, this comparison is incomplete. In practice, if we This strategy leads to useful knowledge about the strulctura
really want to find an particulaf(n, K, d)) code, then there properties of CWS codes and reveals relations between codes
will be (%) classical codes to look at, and for each codeith parameters(n, K,d)) and((n, K’, d)), where K’ > K.
the ACO06 algorithm needs to search foro2n” possible sets These relations are especially interesting when givenaextr
of strings. For a given classical code, to check whetherkfowledge about the nature of the classical catieem-
particular string is in the complementary s€ket; of the ployed in the construction. Surprisingly, we find that thedo
code takesK? steps. And to check whether a chosen s€imensional CWS codes are actually additive. In particular
of 2n strings gives a valid stabilizer stafel B] needsn?> we find that all((n,3,d)) CWS codes are subcodes of some

steps. Therefore, with the AC06 algorithm, the complexity d(n, 4, d)) additive codes. Furthermore, we find restrictions on

searching for ar{(n, K,d)) code is roughly how optimal additive codes can and cannot be subcodes of
, /o larger CWS codes.
n2K?2%" ( K) (24) Before presenting these structure theorems, we review the

relationship between the linearity @f and the additivity of
This is comparable but slightly worse than the result oletdin 9 — (G,0).
for the cws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm, in Eq. [(¥).
Some simplifications used iTWS-MAXCLIQUE may also
apply to ACO6; in particular, a reduction of the code seardh Linearity ofC and additivity ofQ = (g,C)
space due to LC invariance should be considered. In practiceRecall from Theorems 4 and 5 in|[1] that the following facts
in order to find all quantum code§A;, f), we only need are true:
to consider the code@ equivalent under column reductions. Fact 1: If C is a linear code (or equivalently, the word
For K > n, this LC equivalence is the same as equivalenegperators form a group), the@ = (G,C) is an additive code.
classification of all the((K,n')) binary linear codes, where Fact 2: If Q is an additive code, then there exists a linear
n’ < n. For fixed n’, the number of such codes is givercodeC and a graplg, such thatQ = (G,C).
by the Gaussian binomial faCt0(f2 ) [18]. Note  However, whenC is nonlinear, the question of whether
this classification gives not only all th@(n K)) codesC’ (G,() is additive or not is completely open, since it may or
we need to start with, but also all thgn', K’ < K)) may notbe possible th&g,C) is local unitary (LU) equivalent
codes C’. For instance, the((K = 4,n’ = 3)) code to some additive code.
{(0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,1),(0,0,1,0)}, viewed by column, is an  The following example explicitly illustrates this posity,
((n" =3, K’ = 3)) code{(0,0,0),(0,0,1),(0,1,0)}, but not by presenting two CWS code&s, C») with nonlinearC,, and
an((n’ =3, K = 4)) code. (G,Cy) with linear C;. The two codes are LU equivalent to
each other:
IV. THE STRUCTURE THEOREMS Example 3: Let

The ability to search for CWS codes through solving the

MAXCLIQUE problem is unsurprising; any unstructured search G = (XZZZz,zZXII,ZIXI, ZIIX) (25)
problem can be reduced to an NP-complete problem. Thus, C: = {0000,0110,0101,0011} (26)
as it stands, thecws-MAXCLIQUE algorithm presented in C; = {0000,0110,0101,1011}. (27)

Section[) is unsatisfactory (at least, for large caseg) ttie

search space grows exponentially with the problem size Note that(G,C;) is an additive code since the codewords of

Moreover, as shown in Secti@nllll, the complexity of the AC06; form a group under binary addition (it is thus a linear

algorithm is comparably bad, and is thus also unsatisfactorcode). In contrast, sina@, is nonlinear (its set of codewords
Since a major goal of the study of nonadditive codes &e not closed under addition)y,C2) is not LC equivalent

identification of codes with parameters superior to all fldes to any additive code. Nevertheless, we can show hat=

additive codes, pruning the search space is worthwhile asta f{(G, C2) is LU equivalent toQ» = (G, C;), by giving an explicit

step, before applying such brute-force search. LU equivalence between the projectors into the two quantum
Is there hope? All nonadditive quantum codes with goatbde spacesP; and P,. For this purpose, it is convenient

parameters constructed so far have been CWS codes, as wafirst transform byH»3, = Ho ® Hz ® H, and disregard

shown in [1]. Also, very recently thg(10, 24, 3)) CWS code normalization factors, such that

was enumerated|[3]; this code saturates the linear proggami

bound on code parameters. It thus seems that we should b1 = HasaPiHas

optimistic about finding more CWS codes that outperform = I+ XXXX+YYYY V2227 (28)

add_itive podes. We call af(n, K, d)) additive quantum.c_ode Py, = Hys4PyHysy

optimal if there does not exist any(n,2K,d)) additive

guantum code. One might hope that improved codes could be =1 T 2222
built from optimal ((n, K, d)) additive codes, using the idea +§(XXXX +YYYY +XXYY +YYXX
that these codes could be subcodes of larger (non-additive) ~XYYX - YXXY - XYXY - YXYX)(29)

CWS codes with superior parameters. If this were true, then a
promising strategy would be to start with the optimal adeiti From Theorem 4.2 of[19], LU equivalence need only consider
codes and try to increase the dimension. U=U;®U;®Us;®U; whereU; mapsX to aX + bY and



Y to bX — aY. We find thatUP{UT = Py, if U is defined thatc,®c; ¢ Clg(€) because, @ (ca @ c3) = c3. Therefore
such that C, detects all o015 (€). Theoreni L also requires that for each
- E € & eitherClg(E) # 0 or for all i, Z% commutes with
x.yf () li2ly g
UiXiU; [Xi = (=1) _ Yil/v2 (30) E. The latter constraint is satisfied l6} since Z¢29<:F =
YUl = [Xi+ ()Rl ve, (31) ze:zesE = Eze: 7. Finally, since{l, Z¢2, 7, 7%}
where|i/2] is 0 for i < 2 and 1 otherwise. The existence of!S @ group (and thus a linear code), according to Theorem 5

this LU equivalence is unsurprising, since it is known! [2@4it in [A] (or Fact 1), this CWS code is a stabilizer code. m

. . o Two natural corollaries of Theorep 7 are:
ané/((4,4,2)) code is LU equivalent to the additivt, 2, 2] Corollary 2: If an additive code c? parametef$n, 2, d))
code. : g

In general, for a CWS cod@ = (G, C) with a nonlineaC is optimal, then there do not exist any CWS codes with
we cannot directly infer tha@ is nonadditive. However, for parameterg(n, X >2,d)).

fixed n andd, if we seek a code with optimdl” and only find Corollary 3: Th_ere does not exist ary7, 3,3)) CWS code, :
((n, K" > K, d)) codesQ = (G,C) with nonlinearc, then we even though the linear programing bound does not rule osit thi

can conclude tha® nonadditive. Put another way, if we fix possibility. .

andd, do an exhaustive search over all the graphs and classica} he two structl;)re the%remshabovg imply that CX:;S codes
codes, and only find quantum codes with nonlinear classié/gld pararr:je;e_rs eFter than \tNe doptgr(a@h,K, d)) Ia |t|¥e
codesC for the optimal((n, K, d)) CWS codes, then we can? fz naesetheér(gegsg)ﬂ){c% dt [B]ean(()j tt?e(()\(l\é Eé)xaQr)r;pcizng?re
conclude that the optim&l(n, K,d)) CWS codes we found ;" ) e . P

are indeed nonadditive. This can be shown by contradictiateat the optimal additive code with paramet@’s 4, 2)) [22].

if @ =(G,C) is additive, then there exists some local unitarg Theoreml¥ says th_a_t a CWS <_:ode_ of d'”?ensm a
: n . . .. Subcode of some additive code with higher dimension. This
operationU = ),_, U;, where eachU; is a single qubit

operation, such tha/ QUT — Q' and Q' is additive. Then, invites a r.elated. guestion: when might an optimal additive
; . . code, of dimensiork’, be a subcode of some CWS code of
according to Fadfl2, there exists a linear cddend a graph . . o .
G’ such thatQ’ — (¢',C’) higher dimension? Unfortunately, we can show that in some
T sense, optimal additive codes cannot be subcodes of larger
CWS codes, though we cannot show the impossibility in the
B. Structure theorems most general setting, due to the fact tifamay be nonlinear
We now present and prove some structure theorems goveswen if a CWS code is additive.
ing CWS codes, and provide several useful corollaries. Reca Motivated by LU equivalences like the one demonstrated in
that we say an additivé(n, K, d)) quantum code i®ptimal Exampld3B, we show thatd; is a linear code, then an optimal

if there is no((n, 2K, d)) additive quantum code. additive code(G,C1) cannot be a subcode of any CWS code
Our first theorem concerns CWS codes with dimengion (G, Cz), whereC; C Cs:
Theorem 6:All ((n,2,d)) CWS codes are additive. Theorem 8:Given a CWS codgG,Cy) with parameters

Proof: By the CWS construction, ari(n,2,d)) CWS ((n,K,d)), if B is a linear subcode of containing) < K
code is spanned by basis vectors of the fgnm|S), w|S)}, codewords, then there exists an additive c@deC,) with
with word operatorsw; = I = Z°,wy; = Z°. However parameterg(n, K’ =2J,d)).

{w1,wy} form a group. So according to Theorem 5[af [1] (or ~ Proof: By the CWS construction the classical codewords

Fact 1), this CWS code is an additive code. m C = {ci,co,...cx} Of (G,C1) can be arranged such that
A natural corollary of Theoreml 6 is c1 = 0. From B construct the linear classical codk =
Corollary 1: If an additive code of parametef$n,1,d)) {bi,b2...b;,v@b;,v@®by...v@b;} wherev € C; but

is optimal, then there do not exist any CWS codes with ¢ B. Then(G,C,) is clearly ann-qubit CWS code witi2.J

parameterg(n, K > 1,d)). codewords. It is an additive (stabilizer) code by Theorenf 5 o
From corollary1, it follows that thé(7, 2, 3)) and((9,2,3)) [1] sinceC, is a group.

nonadditive codes given in [21] and th@1,2,3)) code given It remains to check the error-correction conditions. Theo-

in [19] are not local unitary (LU) equivalent to any CWSrem[1 ensures that; detects errors irClg (&), i.e. no error

code, for they are not LU equivalent to any additive codéan turn one codeword into another:

This implies that there exist codes that are outside the CWS

construction, as was claimed in FIg. 1. ci®ec;®es0forallec Clglé). (32)
Now we present a theorem concerning CWS codes ®he same condition fof; is

dimension3:

_ k ) l
Theorem 7:Any ((n,3,d)) CWS code is a subcode of some biovieb;&viees0, (33)
((n,4,d)) stabilizer code. wherek,l € {0,1}. Since thebs are a group this reduces to
Proof: By the CWS construction, any(n,3,d)) CWS b; & vE e £0 (34)

code has the forntG, C1) with C; = {c; =0, c2, c3}. Consider
a new cod€ g, Cs) with Co = {c; =0, co, c3,c2 & c3}+. From which is true, due to E.(82), and the fact that0,v € C;
Theorem[L, it follows thatC; detects errors irCig(£). To for all 4.

prove Theorenhl7, we need to show tidatalso detects those Theorem[]l also tells us that for all € & either (a)
errors. It is clear thaf, is a group with generatoks, ¢z and  Clg(€) # 0 or (b) for all i, [Z¢, E] = 0. (G,C2) has the same
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graphg as(G,C;) so whenever (a) is satisfied f0G,C,) it
will be for (G, (). For Co (b) becomes for ali = 1, J and
k=0,1[zP2Z¥" E] = 0. Again, sinceb;,v € C; for all 4,

for ((n, K’ > K,d)) CWS codes, because of potential LU
equivalences with some non-additive code. This hope stgges
that it is worthwhile both to further explore conditions @nd
this is condition is met. m which two CWS codes can be linked by an LU transform, and
Corollary 4: An optimal additive codég, C) (for whichC  to better understand the structural properties of CWS codes
must be linear) cannot be extended to become a larger C\Ww@hstructed from nonlinear codes, so that more new quantum
code merely by adding codewordso codes can be found. Indeed, one successful application of
Proof: If the code could be extended in this way, byhis idea results in new CWS codes encoding several more
adding even just one vector, then there would exist an agditiqubits than the best known codés [4]. It is an open question
code with twice as many vectors and the same distance astthgetermine if these nonadditive “quantum Goethals-Retpa
original code. This contradicts the statement that theimalg codes” are LU equivalent to any additive quantum code.
code is optimal. ] Finally, despite the encompassing success of the CWS
These structure theorems rule out certain strategies fmstruction in describing all known non-additive codethwi
finding non-additive codes with parameters superior to -ad@iood parameters, we point out that there do exist codes, such
tive codes, but suggest other approaches. Since an addiggd(7.2,3)) and ((9,2,3)) codes, which are outside of the
((n, K,d)) code(G,C;) must have linea€;, Theoren[ B and CWS construction. Since these codes are not LU equivalent
corollary[2 tell us that in practice we cannot search for d@ any CWS code, further new ideas will need to be developed
((n, K'>K,d)) CWS codeg(G,C,) just by adding codewords to reach outside the stabilizer framework, for a complete
to C;. However, Examplé€]3 hints that we may be able tgnderstanding of quantum error correction codes.
shoehorn an optima{(n, K, d)) additive code into a CWS
code (G,C) with nonlinearC, via some LU transform. This ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
gives hope to a strategy of adding codeword€’tto search  JAS was supported by ARO contract DAAD19-01-C-0056,
for ((n, K> K, d)) CWS codes; such hope suggests that it gnd AWC was supported in part by the JST CREST Urabe
worthwhile both to further explore conditions under whialot  Project and an internship at the IBM T. J. Watson Research

CWS codes can be linked by an LU transform, and to bett€enter. We gratefully acknowledge comments and suggestion
understand the structural properties of CWS codes consttucfrom V. Aggarwal and A. R. Calderbank.
from nonlinear codes.
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