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Abstract— Quantum low density parity check (QLDPC) codes tion. Recently, Leung and Shor [3] introduced an entangteéme
are useful primitives for quantum information processing because distillation protocol extending the earlier works of Maaend
they can be encoded and decoded efficiently. Besides, the arr Smolin [11] as well as Leung and Shor [2]. Specifically, Leung

correcting capability of a few QLDPC codes exceeds the quanin .
Gilbert-Varshamov_bound. [1] Here, we report a numerical and Shor [3] used a carefully constructed adaptive EDPebase

performance analysis of an adaptive entanglement distilkon ~Protocol with universal hashing to increase the yield over a
scheme using QLDPC codes. In particular, we find that the certain range of channel error rates.

expected yield of our adaptive distillation scheme to comia It is instructive to find a way for Alice and Bob to share
depolarization errors exceed that of Leung and Shor [2], [3] gl states with an even higher yield without sacrificingithe
whenever the error probability is less than about 0.07 or grater fidelity t h. Naively. Ali d Bob timize th
than about 0.28. This finding illustrates the effectivenessf using '. elity 100 muc v aely, i ICé an 0b may optimize the
QLDPC codes in entanglement distillation. yield by estimating the noise level of the quantum channel

Index Terms— Adaptive Algorithm, Depolarization Error, En- before _Choosmg the ap.proprlate method. However, this ateth
tanglement Distillation, Quantum Low Density Parity Check 'S not ideal as the noise level of the quantum channel may
Code change, say, in the presence of an adversary.

In view of the similarity between QECC-based and EDP-
based schemes, it is instructive to study methods that atim
the error rate and perform the necessary error recoveryar er

Armed with quantum computers, Alice and Bob want toejection simultaneously. Let us use the following setisghe
share copies of high fidelity Bell state through an unknowwasis of our investigation. Alice and Bob pick a QECC. They
noisy quantum channel. One way to do so is to compactempare their error syndrome measurements and use them to
their measured error syndromes of their shares of the goantdecide which qubits have to be discarded and which have to
particles using a pre-determined quantum error-corrgciile  be error-corrected. However, not every QEC® suitable for
(QECC) and then to perform the necessary error recoveridsis purpose because the error-correcting capability ppeal
Thanks to the quantum Gilbert-Varshamov bound, thereexistubcode of formed by puncturing a few discarded qubits may
a QECC that produces perfect copies of Bell state providee drastically reduced. Fortunately, quantum low densitjtyp
that the quantum error rate of the noisy channel is less thameck (QLDPC) code is ideal for this job. First, owing to the
about 19%. However, finding such a QECC as well as ex@act that QLDPC codes have sparse parity check matrices, the
cuting the corresponding decoder can both be computalyonaverage error-correcting capabilities do not in generahge
intractable. Another way to share copies of high fidelity|Befreatly with the deletion of a few qubits. Second, QLDPC
state is to apply entanglement distillation purificatiorD codes can be efficiently constructed [1], [12]. Third, effiti
such as the recurrence method [4], [5]. More precisely, ly twapproximate decoding methods such as belief propagation fo
way local operations and classical communications (LOCCZ2)Jassical low density parity check codes (or LDPC codes for
Alice and Bob discard those particles whose measuremshbrt) [13], [14], [15] can be readily extended to QLDPC
results are not consistent with that of the correspondiny Beodes. Therefore, it makes sense to investigate the peafaren
states. Thus, two-way EDP can be regarded as a carefufya QLDPC-code-based entanglement distillation scheme. |
designed quantum-error-detection-code-based errocti@je fact, a preliminary study along this line by one group hasibee
method. It can tolerate a higher error level than any one-wegported in [16].

QECC-based method at the expense of having a much lowetn Sec[T], we briefly review the existing literature of LDPC,
yield. [4], [5], [6] QLDPC as well as the construction of the EDP from QECC.

QECC- and EDP-based entanglement distillation methobts Sec.[1ll, we introduce a QLDPC-code-based entanglement
can be extended in many ways. For instance, Gottesman aitillation scheme with LOCC2 as well as the performance
Lo [7] as well as Chau [8] introduced adaptive schemes usiimglicators in our analysis. Then we study the performance of
both QECCs and EDPs to distill copies of almost prefect ERRir scheme to combat depolarization errors numerically in
pairs. Their schemes increase the error tolerance levéleat Sec.[1M. In particular, we find that our scheme has a better
expense of the yield. Along a different line, Vollbrecht angield than the recent method by Leung and Shor [2], [3] to
Verstraete [9] as well as Hosters al. [10] generalized the combat depolarization errors whenever the error protighdi
recurrence method to raise the yield of entanglement ldistil less than abou®.07 or greater than about.28. Finally, we

I. INTRODUCTION
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conclude by giving the reasons why our scheme has a highFor example, the quantum error-detection code associated
yield in Sec[. We also suggest some possible future worksth each round of entanglement distillation by the recoces

on QLDPC-code-based adaptive EDP there. method and the Leung and Shor method@re)- and(2,4)-
regular QLDPC codes, respectively. (In some sense, thase tw
codes are atypical QLDPC codes as they compose of tensor
products of block codes of siz&and4, respectively.) Actu-

A. Classical low density parity codes ally, a large number of QLDPC codes exist for a sufficiently

Definition 1: A classical low density parity check (LDPC)!arge block code sizen. Existing ways to construct them
code is a linear block code over a finite figltf'(¢) that has include:
a sparse parity check matrix. In particular(d,, d.)-regular ~ 1) Dual-containing CSS codesMacKay et al. [1] con-
LDPC code has a sparse parity check mafiixwith d, non- Structed a fewGF(4) QLDPC codes from Calderbank-Shor-

zero entries in each column amd non-zero entries in each Steane (CSS) codes [20], [21] with certain constraints @n th
row. [15], [17], [18], [19] global structure of their parity check matrices. They ingu

Il. PRELIMINARIES AND PRIOR ARTS

(i) Bicycle codes: To construct &, n — k] bicycle
GF(4) QLDPC CSS code with row weight.,
MacKayet al. first selected a randoifm /2) x (n/2)
cyclic binary sparse-matrikg with row weightd,./2
and defined dn/2) x n matrix H by

LDPC code can be represented by the so-called Tanner
graph. Recall that a Tanner graph of a linear cddevith
a parity check matrix is a bipartite graph with vertex set
V = V1 U V,. Each variable node iV; is associated with
a bit of the code represented by a columnf and each
check node inV; is associated with a generator of the code
represented by a row dff. There is an edge linking € V5
andj € V; if and only if H;; # 0.

Let C be a LDPC code encodirgbits of information as an
n-bit string by a sparse parity check matifik We denote the
encoded message by the column vedtoAfter passing this
encoded message through a noisy channel, the receiver gets
the column vector = t + e wheree is what we called the
noise vector. The task of a decoder, therefore, is to infer
given the error syndrome = Hr and the assumed properties
of the channel. More precisely, the decoder returns a column
vector x that maximizes the posterior conditional probability
Pr(xz|s, H) of finding = given the syndrome and the parity
check matrixH.

Many efficient approximate decoding strategies for LDPC
codes can be regarded as message passing algorithms execute
on the corresponding Tanner graph. Message-passing decodi
generally begins with variable nodes sending messagesito th
neighboring che_ck nodes. Decoding continues with rounds of overlapping. The self-dual matri¥y can then be
messages sending back and forth between the check nodes andused to construct a CSS-type QLDPC code [1].
the variable nodes; and new messages are computed by each
node as functions of messages previously sent to them. Th&) Group theoretical constructioninstead of using CSS
decoding algorithm terminates if a tentative decoding isith  codes as the starting point, Camataal. constructed QLDPC

Famous for its linear runtime in the codeword size code; by selecting Iov_vweightgeneratorsoftht_—e stab_ilisérgy
belief propagation is one of the most commonly used messdgatain group theoretical method [12]. Numerical simuolas
passing algorithm in which the messages passed betw&pihe performance of ,8)- and a(6,12)-regular QLDPC
nodes in a Tanner graph are conditional probabilities [13]0des using their group theoretical method on the depatariz
[14], [15]. More importantly, we shall show in SefJilchannel can be found in Ref. [12].
that belief propagation algorithm is applicable to quantum 3) Quantum quasi-cyclic LDPC codestagiwara and Imai

stabilizer codes whose generators of the stabilizer issspar invented a CSS-type construction of quantum quasi-cyclic
LDPC code. Their construction is based on algebraic com-

) ) binatorics, and the performance of their codes was analyzed

B. Quantum low density parity check codes in Ref. [22]. Recently, Hsiekt al. proposed and investigated a

Definition 2: A quantum low density parity checknew type of QLDPC codes from classical quasi-cyclic LDPC
(QLDPC) code is a quantum stabilizer block error-corregtircodes [23].
code over a finite field7F'(¢) that has a sparse parity check 4) QLDPC codes constructed from finite geometriédy
matrix. In particular, a(d,, d.)-regular QLDPC code has aproposed and analyzed the performance of a class of QLDPC
sparse parity check matrik with a constant column weight whose parity check matrix are adapted to be self-orthogonal
d, and a constant row weight.. [1], [12] with containing only one cycle of length four. [24]

H = [Cs, Cg ], 1)

whereCg' is the transpose afg. Then, they deleted
some rows fromH to obtain a new matrix{g with

k rows. One can easily check théfs is self-dual

in the sense thaHBHBT = 0. As a result,Hg can

be used to construct [, n — 2k] binary CSS code.
MacKay et al. further showed that the performance
of some bicycle codes is better than the Gilbert-
Varshamov rate for binary CSS codes [1].

(i) Uicycle codes: A unicycleGF(4) code is con-
structed by making use of a perfect difference set
over an additive group. All pairs of rows of the
cyclic binary matrixCy that make from the perfect
difference set have an overlap of one. To make
the matrix self-dual, a new column of all ones is
appended to the matri’y. Thus, every pair of
distinct rows of the resultant matriky have even



5) Asymmetric QLDPC code$Sarvepalliet al. constructed  Our QLDPC stabilizer code construction is an extension
a CSS-type of asymmetric QLDPC based on BCH and finitd the bicycle QLDPC CSS code construction by Mackay
geometry LDPC codes to take account the asymmetry for thke [1] reviewed in Sec[]l. And it comes from a simple but
occurrence of bit flip and phase flip errors. [25] important observation concerning the matiik in Eq. (1).

Suppose the elements of the matfilg satisfy (Cg);; =

C. Entanglement distillation with two-way classical commuCr)ij = ai—; for somea;_; € GF(¢%). So, forl <
nications by quantum error-correcting codes ii',j <n/2, .,

The general procedure of an adaptive LOCC2 stabilizer- (Co)iiyir—j = (Co)iry ®)
code-based entanglement distillation purification (EDP®} gnd
tocol can be described below [7], [26]. Alice prepare8ell (C8)T . = (Ca)i. (6)
states and sends the second halves to Bob. Alice and Bob A 7
measure up tgn — k) commuting generators of the stabilizeThen, rows of the bicyclic matri¥] = [Cg, CZ] are mutually
code one by one. After measuring each generator, they nmayhogonal to each other with respected to the skew-synienetr
throw away some of their shared quantum particles upamer product
comparing their measurement results. Then they compute the
error syndrome. Théi + 1)th generator used may depend
on th.e results obtained in the_ firStmeasurements as longsor gl a,b,c,d € GF(q), irespective of whethef'; is sparse
as this generator commutes with all the previously measurgd, ot Since
operators. In the last step of the protocol, Alice and Bob (atbo2|etdw 2)
perform local unitary transformation based on their earlie XcZaXoZy = wyp ¢ T X Iy X2y, (8)
measurement results to distill thealmost perfect Bell states. ) .
Note that all one-way QECC-based entanglement purificatig}f roWs of I can be identified as the generators of the
schemes together with the two-way recurrence method intfyailizer of ag-ary QECC [28], [29]; and so i#/p, the matrix
duced by Bennett al. [4], [5] and its various extensions [2], °Ptained by deleting a few rows df.

. . n/2
[9], [10], [11], [27] can all be regarded as special caseisft N particular, by choosinga;);Z; to be a sparse vector
EDP2 protocol. whose elements are i F(¢?) so thatCp is a sparsén/2) x

(n/2) matrix, Hg becomes the parity check matrix ofgeary
QLDPC code. More importantly, th&'F(¢>) QLDPC code
constructed in this way is not necessarily a CSS code.
Interestingly, we may build a large number of regular
QLDPC codes using this modified bicycle construction. The

trick is to pick the sparse vectc@m)"/f in such a way that

1=

(a + bwgz|c+ dwye) = Tr(ad — be) € GF(p) (7)

IIl. AN ADAPTIVE ENTANGLEMENT DISTILLATION
PROTOCOL USING QUANTUM LOW DENSITY PARITY CHECK
CODES

A. Dual-containing quantum low density parity check stab
lizer codes

Among the existing QLDPC code construction schemes in it anigs}| = u )
the literature, some can only build CSS codes and some may

- . . all 7 with the constrain{n/2) is divisible byn’. Then it
not be efficient. So, in order to increase the error-tolerant :
; : : e is easy to check that the parity check matfix constructed
capacity of our practical adaptive entanglement distillat . ) p X o
. . . is (n'u, 2n'u)-regular. And, by deleting théin’ + j)th row
protocol, we have to find a simple and efficient way to , . .
of H fori € N, j € J whereJ is a proper subset of

construct a large number of QLDPC stabilizer codes. Ac,yuall{l’z ..., n'}, the resultant parity check matriki; corre-

our QLPPC clode construction works for apary code V\_/herg sponds to &[n’ — | J|Ju, 2n'u)-regularg-ray QLDPC code. For
q = p" is a prime power. We follow the notation of Ash|khm|ninstance lelg = 2,m — 12,0 = 3, () — (1, wa, w2, 0,0,0)
and Knill [28] by defining the unitary operators, and Z, e T A N A A e et
acting on ao-dimensional Hilbert space b where w, is a primitive element inGF(4), and J = {3}.
9 a P y Then our construction gives the, 6)-regular binary QLDPC

Xt i) — i+ a) (2) stabilizer (but non-CSS) code
and 1 wy wi 0 0 O0]1 0 0 0 wi ws
Zy : [i) — o) |4) (3) 0 1 w w? 0 O0|lw, 1 0 0 0 w?
) . . O O O 1 Wy WZ O MZ w4 1 O O
for all a,b,i € GF(q), wherew, is thepth root of unity and w0 0 0 1 wi|0 0 w?w 1 0
Te(i) =i+ 4+ € GF(p) @) (10)

It is easy to check that the (quantum) rate of tig, d.)-

is the absolute trace of € GF(q). Note that all arithmetic regular QLDPC code constructed in this way is greater than
inside the state ket and in the exponent®f is performed in or equal tol — d,/d., where the equality holds if any only
the finite field GF(q). We also identify the unitary operatorif the rows of H are linearly independent ové¥F(q). In our
X.Zy, with a + bw,2 € GF(q*) where w, is a fixed subsequent study, we only consider thége with full rank so
primitive element inG'F'(¢?). Using this identification, we may that their rate is equal tb—d, /d.. Surely, this extra constraint
abuse our language by saying, for example, that a qubit hasthe choice offf is not very restrictive as our construction
experienced an errar + bwge. is likely to give H with full rank anyway.



Note that for a typical sparse vectc@ai)?:/ f satisfying That is to say,
Eqg. (9), the numbel{i : o; = 8}|/(n/2) is about the same
for all 3 € GF(¢*)*. To summarize, we have succeeded in Pr(si|a’)
constructing a large number of regulgiary QLDPC codes. !
The construction is very efficient. Besides, their regtyaaind
almost equal probability of occurrence of non-zero element

= 5 Z (SZ], |I;/), S;

JEVL

in (ai)?:/f make them reasonably effective to combat quantum =9 Z (Sw’|%")a s; — (sij]a) |(14)
errors. J'EN(@O\{5}

where Ui
B. Belief propagation algorithm for quantum stabilizer esd O(z,y) = { 0 otherwise (15)

Belief propagation algorithm for classical LDPC codes can
be extended to the case of stabilizer code as follows. (See dF the Kronecker delta.
Ref. [30] for a description of a similar belief algorithm dipol O QLDPC stabilizer codes, Ed. (12) can be computed ef-
to graph states.) A stabilizer codeassociated with a parity ficiently using a fast-Fourier-transform-like recursiteration.
check matrixH can be represented by a Tanner graph witly Other words, we observe that

vertex setl” = V; UV,. Each variable node ii; is associated RS = RijN(i)\{5).51 — (53] ) (16)

with a qubit of the code represented by a columniifand h g I

each check node i, is associated with a generator of thavhere

code represented by a row @&f. There is an edge linking ,

ieVyandj eV ifonlyif Hy #0. Rijp= > |0 (sigrlay) 0| ] @i | a7
By passing the messages between the nodes, the task of the {a!,:5'€ 7} jred jret

belief propagation decoding algorithm is to infer a tenati
decodingz. That is to sayi is the most likely value of error for all b € GF(p). Then we can evaluate Eq._{12) by
experienced by the shared EPR pairs based on the meas{if&4rsively applying the identity

error syndrome vector Rijup= Y, RijucRijunp o (18)
5= (si)ieve = () (Hijles))ieva, (11) c€GF(®)
JEVH for any partition{.J;, J>} of the setJ with |J;| =~ |J2| until

where the check node; € GF(p) is theith component of |/| = 1. (And surely for.J = {;'}, Ri;.;, can be calculated
the syndromes ande; is the error experienced by the variablglirectly using Eq.[(16).)
nodez;. We calle = (¢;);cv; the noise vector of the state After computingRy; efficiently, each check node sends

shared by the sender and the receiver. the messagé]; to the variable node; for all j € N (i).
The messages consist of two types of conditional probab¥ext, each variable node updates the messages
ities Q¢ and R$; associated with each non-zero entry in the
@iy and It 4 s=oufy II R (19)

parity check matrix for all « € GF(q?). To aid discussions, MG}
we call thejth component of the tentative decoding vecior _ . . ' I
the variable node; € GF(¢). The qualityQ; approximates according to the informatiof® ;'s from check nodesi/_’s for
the belief that the qubiti; has experienced the errar ¢ all ©* € M(j) \ {i}, where M(j) = {i : Hy; # 0} is the
GF(q?) given the messages received from all its checks oth@t Of checks involving variable node. The normalization
thani. And the qualityRg; is the probability of check being constantsy;;'s ensure that the sum of conditional probabilities
satisfied given that the variable nodg has experienced an ZaGGF(q2) Q=1 .
error in the stater € GF(¢2) and the components af other ~ After each round of message passing, we compute the
thani; have a separable distribution given by the probabilitig¥seudo-posterior probabilities
Q?-'S. a _ o ora o

Initially, each messag@s; is set to the prior probability's @ =it iel:[(j) 1. (20)
thatz; has experienced an errar In situation of our interest,
¢ is a quality of the quantum channel linking the two partie4hereg; is a normalization constant making,, Q5 = 1. We
who would like to perform entanglement distillation. In Bachow setz;, the jth component of the tentative decoditig

step, the quantitie®?; are updated according to the equatiotp o if QF > Q] for all b € GF(¢?). And we denote this
operation by

z, . — agmax a 21
R = Z Pr(s;|x’) H Q. 12 I = acar?) 9 (21)
@l =a I ONEY The decoding algorithm iterates until either the tentative

. decodingZ is consistent with the observed syndrome (that

whereN (i) = {j : H;; # 0} denotes the set of variable nodes H..17.) for all i -

. . . V8 =) ii|T5 € V») or a pre-determined
participated in the checkand 5i = 2jev (Higl5) i € Vo) P !

maximum rounds of message passing is reached.
Pr(s,|2') 1 if &’ satisfies the check (13) To summarize, the belief propagation algorithm can be
%)= 0 otherwise applied to decode QECC codes because its decisions depend



only

on our prior assumptions of the noise of the channel  GF(4) : Q§[{] > Qf[é],Vﬂ € GF(4)}. So Bob

and the measurement results for an independent noise dhanne first apply —c«;[¢] to his share of thejth EPR pair.

of the error syndrome. Moreover, it decodes QLDPC codes  Surely, there are more than one possible encoding circuit
efficiently partly because each summand in Eql (12) can be for H[¢] and running any of these encoding circuit
expressed as a sum of products. backward can correctly decodé[¢] in the absence of

noise. Since the tentative decoding cannot be found, in

C. Our protocol order to minimize the decoding error, Alice and Bob

After all the above preliminary discussions, we now report
our adaptive entanglement distillation schefige, which is
an EDP2 protocol using (binary) QLDPC codes to distill EPR

run the encoding circuit backward in which the sum
of the entropies of the pseudo-posterior probabilities
for the message qubits are minimized. After applying
this decoding circuit, they can throw away those shared

pairs. EPR pairs with high entropy of the pseudo-posterior
[The Adaptive Entanglement Distillation Scherigp] probabilities. (See Fid.l1.)
1) Alice preparesn copies of EPR pairs|¥t) = 6) Alice and Bob increase the levélby 1. If it exceeds a

2)

3)

4)

5)

(|00) 4 |11)) /+/2 and sends the second half of each pair pre-determined numbéay, they give up all their shared
to Bob through a noisy channel. Alice and Bob set the particles and start over again. Otherwise, they construct

level 7 to 1. another sparse parity check mat#k[¢] orthogonal to
Alice and Bob measure their corresponding shares of the  H[1], H[2],..., H[¢ — 1] with respected to the skew-
noisy EPR pairs using a pre-determined QLDPC code ~ Symmetric inner product in EqLI(7). In general, the
with a sparse parity check matrik[¢] with the help choice _qf.H[é] may depend on the marginal posterior
of (unentangled) ancillas. Alice sends her measurement ~ ProbabilitiesQ3[1]'s, QF[2]'s, ..., QF[¢ — 1]'s. They

results to Bob. And then Bob computes the error syn-  continue the decoding by going back to sfép 2.

dromes|(](e), wheree is the noise vector of the state Tpree remarks are in placed. First, for a sufficiently low
they shared. _ _ channel error rate, a self-consistent error vector is Yikel
Using the belief propagation algorithm and EQ.1(20he found without throwing away any EPR pair in sip 5.
Bob computes the posterior marginal probabilitiS{(]  gegjqes; this self-consistent vector is equal to the naistov
that hisjth qubit has experienced an errore GF(4) Consequently, our protoc@Bgs is reduced to a QECC-
given the messages passed from all its check nodgg§geq scheme. While for a sufficiently high channel erra, rat
From the posterior marginal probabilities, Bob deducegselt.consistent error vector is unlikely to be found. Toge

a tentative decoding:[¢] based on the measured errofith gyitable choices of the entropy thresholag[¢]'s, our
syndromes({](e). o 3 protocol PBgp becomes, in effect, an EDP2 based scheme.
Ifatentative decoding (/] satisfyingH [(]z[(] = s[f](e) | this respect, a row of[f] may be used either for error

is found within the firstrmax rounds of message passingyecovery or error rejection depending on the error syndrome
then z[(] is also a self-consistent error vector. In thigyeasyrement results. This fulfills our goal of finding an
case, what Bob needs to do is to perform the error cafgantive entanglement distillation scheme that estimtites
rection by applying the additive inverse of the pseudqsyror rate and performs the necessary error recovery or erro
posterior noise vector, namely-z[(], to his qubits. |giaction simultaneously. Second, our scheme can be denera
Finally, Alice and Bob finish up by running the encoding, e 1o gistilling generalized Bell states readily. Thifd[]'s
circuit for H[¢] backward to distill copies of almostgq,iq he picked in such a way that their error correcting
perfect EPR pair. (See Fifll 1a.) This marks the end pfpapilities increase as the number of levelacreases; and

our sch~eme. . we report a simple adaptive way to do so efficiently in the
If H[{)x[¢] # s[¢](e) even aftermmax rounds of belief coming subsection.

propagation message passing, then Alice and Bob dis-
card those EPR pairs whose.beheves Of. finding vaIB' The choice of parameters féfgp and the performance
decodings are low. More precisely, they fix an entrop% dicators

thresholdhy,[¢] and throw away thgth EPR pair if the

entropy of the pseudo-posterior probabilities In this pilot study, we only consider the performance of our
scheme for a depolarizing channel, namely, each EPR pair has

ha(Q;[]) an equal and independent chance of experiencing a Pauli erro
ha({Q510] : . € GF(4)}) We denote the probability that a qubit experience any one of
o o the Pauli errors bypy,. Moreover, we do not focus on the
B Z @7 [¢]log, Q7' 1¢] (22) performance of a particular QLDPC code used in our EDP2
a€GF(4) protocol. Instead, we consider the average performance ove
is greater tharh[¢]. an ensemble of QLDPC codes used. Moreover, these codes are
The detailed procedure to throw away a EPR paiandomly selected using the method reported in Gec.]llI-A.
requires attention. According to the belief propagation 1) The choice of parameters f@8gp: The schemeligp
algorithm, Alice and Bob believe that the most probablevolves the use of QLDPC codes and an adaptive procedure
error experienced by thgh EPR pair isy;[¢] = {a[¢] € according to the error syndrome measurement results. We



A”C{ improve Bob’s knowledge on the kind of error the
. pair has experienced.
o % 7 (iv) We put the maximum number of rounds of mes-
sage passingimax =~ 10. In fact, further increasing
e mmax does not improve the performance of message
passing algorithm to correctly find out the noise
vector. (See, for example, Ref. [31]).

Noise
BOb{ [_ & I A - Clearly, Implementation A can be used to study the per-

S @_T - formance of EDP2 using QLDPC codes without an adaptive
procedure. To study the power of adaptation, we consider

LS
N
!

Syndrome  ErrorDecoding Implementation B below.
@ Measurement  recovery ci_rcuit
| Implementation B:
Alic CJ-D$ @k p. _ _ _
T (i) We fix ¢max = n/4 wheren is the codeword size
|0 N @ Discardec Of H[Z] ,S.

qubits

b{ [ o

. Syndrome Error  Decoding
(b) Measurement  recovery circuit
Fig. 1.  An illustrative example of3gp using H[1] = (w4 wa wa4).

In the absence of noise, decoding circuits in (a) and (b) apavelent
up to permutation of entangled qubits. But in the presencaadide, their
performances may differ due to the error propagation in #eoding process.

try to understand the effects of these two ingredients on the
performance by studying two implementations)dép.

Implementation A
(i) We fix the maximum number of levelgax = 1.
(i) We choose the QLDPC codéi[1] using the
extended bicycle construction reported in $ec.IlI-A.
(iii) We set the entropy thresholk[1] to

hin = hw[l] = S(Wy,)
= —(1—po)log(1l — po) — polog Z?(23)
where
W = I[N wt + 2 (e +
|[@FX@T|+ |27 )X27) (24)

is the Werner state. The rationale behind this choice
is that after passing through the depolarizing chan-
nel with quantum error ratg,, the density matrix
| U )| becomes the Werner stdté,, . Therefore,
in the absence of any additional information on the

(i) We first pick a QLDPC codeH using the ex-
tended bicycle construction. From thig we build a
hierarchy of codes as follow. The first layer contains
one code, namelyi{ itself. Thewuth layer of codes
are those formed by deleting exactlyows fromH.
Moreover, a layer codeH,, is said to be connected
to a layer(u+1) codeH,,+; if H,;1 can be formed
by removing one row front,,. Now, we randomly
pick a layer/max code in this hierarchy to be our
H([1], namely, the QLDPC code used in the first level
of decoding in3gp. If the tentative decoding is not
matched, that isH [1]z[1] # s[1](e), then the code
H|[2] used in the second level of decoding}igpe is
selected among those layftnax — 1) codes in the
hierarchy that are connected #§[1]. Surely, such
a choice should, as far as possible, maximize the
belief on the errors experienced by the EPR pairs
after running the belief propagation algorithm with
the codeH|[2]. More precisely,H|[2] is chosen by
adding one row of the parity check matri{ that
is not present inH[1]. And this additional row is
selected so as to maximiZe ., ha(Q;[¢ = 1]),
where@,[¢ = 1] is the pseudo-posterior probability
obtained by running the belief propagation algorithm
with the codeH [1]. The codedd[3],. .., H[{may are
picked in a similar manner until either a consistent
tentative decoding is found or whén= {max. In this
way, we construct a sequence of mutually orthogonal
QLDPC codes adaptively and effectively.

(iii)y We set hn[lmad = S(Wp,). More importantly,
we put hp[¢] = 2 for all ¢ < lmax, Namely, the
maximum possible value for a noisy EPR pair. In
this way, we avoid throwing away noisy EPR pairs
prematurely.

(iv) As in Implementation A, we setimax =~ 10.

errors syndrome measurement, the entropy of the The choice offmax in Implementation B requires clarifica-
uncertainty of the kind of error experienced by each  tion. In order to fully utilize the adaptive nature @gp, fmax

|T*) is equal tolV,,. Thus, this choice of entropy should not be too small. Nevertheless, the average number of

threshold means that a pair is discarded only if a self- checks per variable node fdi[1] will be less thanl if ¢max
consistent tentative decodirigi1] cannot be found is aboutn/2, making H[1] useless for distillation. In what
and the belief propagation algorithm is unable to  follows, we take the middle path by fixinGnax = n/4.



2) Performance indicator:The yield D is used as the using (2,d.)-regular QLDPC codes witll. > 4, the yield
performance indicator. It is defined as the expected numlmrimplementation A is higher than the recurrence method as
of input pairs needed per output perfect EPR pair in the limitell as the Leung and Shor's wheneygr < 0.05. This is
of a large number of input pairs. The yield is high if the rataot surprising because more EPR pairs are sampled in each
of the quantum code used is high and the decoder error ragpr syndrome measurement @sincreases. Nonetheless, it
namely, the chance for a qubit to be incorrectly decoded atso makes the yield decrease for a large valugydbecause
low. We use the symbol®, and Dg to denote the averagepropagation of quantum errors due to decoding in Elep 5 of
yields of our EDP2 protocof3gp using Implementations A Pgp is more serious for a largé..
and B over the ensemble of QLDPC codes, respectively. Figs.[4a andl4b show the yield3a using (d,, d.)-regular

QLDPC codes for different,, at a fixed quantum code rate of
IV. PERFORMANCEOF Pgp 1—d,/d. = 1/2. As d, increases, the distance of the QLDPC

We study the performance @fgp by numerical simulations. code H[1] increases. That is why thB againstp, curve is
Actually, our simulations show that the yield3, and Dg strictly decreasing fod. < 5, indicating that the codél[1] is
depend chiefly on the values df andd, for the codesH[1] only error detecting. In contrast, this curve is flat for venyall
and H in Implementations A and B, respectively. In othepo wheneverd. 2 6, indicating that the codéf[1] becomes
words, the yields are not sensitive to the actual sparsewectrror correcting. Note further that in the latter case, theddy
(a;) used in the extended bicycle code construction. In all thga drops rapidly wherp, increases beyond the flat region of
figures below, each data point represents the average®igld the yield curve. This is a consequence of our error rejection
for Bep over 1000 independently generated noise vectors. Theechanism. Recall that those EPR pairs which have the low
associated one-sigma-level error bar is also shown. belief on the kind of error experienced will be thrown away.

Our simulations show that, withimz 0.1c level of un- Sinced, is small andH|[1] is sparse, statistical fluctuations
certainty, the yieldD of Implementations A and B do notmay allow Alice and Bob to correctly identify a few non-
depend on the codeword sizeprovided thatr >> d,, d.. (See erroneous pairs via the belief propagation algorithm. Arebe
Fig.[2.) So, we fix the value of = 960 in all our subsequent correctly identified pairs will be kept, making the erroreraif
discussions. the remaining pairs lower than that of the origindEPR pairs.

Another general feature concerning the error bars requid@esother words, by increasing, while keeping the ratia,, /d.
explanation. As shown in Fidl 2, the sizes of error bars infixed, it is harder to identify of these non-erroneous pags a
typical D againstp, plot depend strongly on the value pf. the Tanner graph associated withbecomes more connected.
Whenpy is sufficiently small, the tentative decoding obtainefurthermore, this increase in the connectivity of the Tanne
from Bgp correctly predicts the errors experienced by the EPgtaph implies that backward propagation of quantum errsrs a
pairs most of the time. Hence, the error bar size is smadl.result of error syndrome measurement is more serious. This
Whenpy is so high that it cannot be handled by the QLDP@ also a contributing factors to the low yield ds increases
code used, most of the EPR pairs will be thrown away aftey keepingd, /d. fixed.
runningBep. This makes both the yield and the size of its  Fig.[8 shows the comparison of yields of our Implementa-
error bar small. Interestingly, whemn is in between these two tion A and B. In line with our expectation, for the same set
extremes, the probabilities of correctly and incorrecthging of parametersi,, d. and n, Implementation B outperforms
the tentative decoding are comparable. More importarithsé Implementation A for smallpy where their performances
two cases have drastically different yields. As a resuéi,gtror converge agy increases. The adaptive nature of Implemen-
bar of the average yiel® in this regime is very large. In othertation B allows Alice and Bob to pick a quantum code
words, the large variance dP in this regime is intrinsic and that is sufficiently powerful to combat the channel noise on
is not the result of insufficient sampling. the one hand and is sufficiently high rate to give a good

Let us compare the performances of Implementation Wield on the other hand. This demonstrates the power of
using (2,d.)-regular QLDPC codes with the recurrencadaptation usingBgp. Nevertheless, adaption of this kind
method [5] and its extension by Leung and Shor [2]. Thisannot improve the capacity 8gp whenpy is large. In fact,
comparison makes sense because of two reasons. First, Rige[3 shows that Implementations A and B can handle the
recurrence method makes use(df2)-regular quantum codessame maximum error rate provided th&f{l] = H. (More
with block size 2; and the Leung and Shor method makes ysecisely, Dz (po) > Da(po), but Dp(po) = 0 if and only
of (2,4)-regular ones with block size 4. Besides, all thesé D4(py) = 0.) This finding is not completely surprising.
three methods use quantum codes with minimum distandéhenp, is sufficiently high, it is likely that tentative decoding
2. In other words, these codes can only detect but canfiot H[1], H[2],..., h[¢max— 1] cannot be found. Thus, in this
correct quantum errors. As shown in F[d. 3, the maximunmegime, Implementation B is reduced to Implementation A.
error tolerable rate for Implementation A usi(2, 4)-regular In Fig.[8, we compare the performances of Implementa-
QLDPC codes is higher than both the recurrence and ttien B using(2, d.)-regular QLDPC codes with the recurrence
Leung and Shor methods provided that the channel error ratethod [5] and Leung and Shor’s protocol [2]. Usify 8)-
po > 0.28. (In fact, our scheme can tolerate up to at leasegular QLDPC codes, the yield of Implementation B is higher
po = 0.30.) This result demonstrates the power of usinthan that of the recurrence method as well as the the Leung and
QLDPC codes to distill very noisy EPR pairs using twoShor’s protocol whenever, < 0.07 because at such small,
way classical communications. Figl 3 also depicts that lilgere is no need to perform so heavy different parity checks.
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Fig. 2. A plot of the yieldDa of Implementation A using8, 16)-regular QLDPC codes for different codeword sizesgainst the error probabilityg.

Similar to the case of Implementation A, we find that théhey can apply the necessary error correction operation to
maximum tolerable rate for Implementation B usif®y4)- recover a high fidelity EPR pair. What causes the trouble
regular QLDPC codes is higher than both the recurrence asdthat sometimes Alice and Bob are unable to correctly
the Leung and Shor protocols provided that the channel erdatermine or have little confidence on the kind of errors has
rate po > 0.28. occurred in their shared qubits. This leads us to the second
reason why our schem®gp is so efficient. This is due to
the fact that the belief propagation decoding algorithmbite a
to efficiently find out the entropy of the kind of quantum
In conclusion, we have introduced an adaptive two-warors believed to be experienced by which of the qubits are
entanglement distillation protoc@Bgp using QLDPC codes higher than the entropy thresholg,[¢]. Consequently, Alice
and belief propagation decoding algorithm. In particw@e and Bob may throw this kind of qubits away. The belief
demonstrate the power of using QLDPC codes and/or adgopagation approach is a Bayesian approach. It takes into
tation in EDP2 protocol. Moreover, we find that the yield ojccount Alice and Bob's initial belief on the channel and the
our schemePgp using an ensemble @@, 4)-regular QLDPC jnformation obtained from the error syndrome measurements
codes is higher than that of Leung and Shor [2], [3] fof a transparent way in computing the final belief of the
handling depolarization error whenever the error prolitghil  errors occurred. By choosing a sufficiently long codeword
is greater thai®.28 or less than or equal ©.07. In fact, using size n, it is highly probable that the error rate of a few
this choice of QLDPC codes, our scherigp can tolerate yariable nodes that are connected to a check node in the
depolarization errors up to at least a quantum error rate @responding Tanner graph is significantly lower than the
30%. system average. The belief propagation decoding algorithm
The high yield together with the reasonably high erragan help Alice and Bob to identify these variable nodes. By
tolerance capability of our scheme are due to several reasaselectively keeping this kind of variable nodes (that iesth
First, the scheme is adaptive in the sense that each pagtbits) for entanglement distillation, our EDP2 protogtp

check may be used for error rejection or error correctigs able to tolerate a reasonably high quantum error rate.
depending on the measurement results. In this way our scheme, .
becomes an effectively one-way QECC-based scheme wh E'nfd”y’.the last reason behind the good performance of
the quantum error rate is low. And on other hand, it becomesF lies in the use 9f QLDPC. _codes_. It ensures that th_e
a EDP2 based scheme when the quantum error rate is higﬂ\_{erage erfor correcting capability of its punctured cosle i
Note that as long as Alice and Bob find that a certain qubﬁ{'" acceptable.

has experienced a certain quantum error with high prottgbili A number of followup researches along this line have to

V. CONCLUSIONSAND OUTLOOK
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Fig. 3. A plot of the yieldDa of Implementation A usindd,, d.)-regular QLDPC codes for different quantum rates agairsstetinor probabilitypg. The

values ofd, andn are fixed to be2 and 960, respectively.

be done. For instance, the effect of the choice of the entrofg] A. w. Leung and P. W. Shor, “Entanglement purification twitvo-way
thresholdshn[¢] on the yield Dgp should be studied. More

importantly, the choice of QLDPC codes with sparse parit)f3
check matriced] [¢]'s in a multi-level (that is/max > 1) setting
requires thorough investigations in order to understaral tH4]

capability and the tradeoff between the yield and the marimu

error tolerable rate of our protocol. In particular, we beé
that the maximum error tolerable rate fi3gp can be pushed [5]

up further by adaptively concatenating QLDPC codes.
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