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Abstract

Recent developments have shown the existence of quantum low-density parity check (qLDPC)
codes with constant rate and linear distance. A natural question concerns the efficient decodability
of these codes. In this paper, we present a linear time decoder for the recent quantum Tanner
codes construction of asymptotically good qLDPC codes, which can correct all errors of weight up
to a constant fraction of the blocklength. Our decoder is an iterative algorithm which searches for
corrections within constant-sized regions. At each step, the corrections are found by reducing a
locally defined and efficiently computable cost function which serves as a proxy for the weight of
the remaining error.

1 Introduction

Quantum error correcting codes with constant-sized check operators, known as quantum low-density
parity check (qLDPC) codes, have myriad applications in computer science and quantum informa-
tion. Indeed, almost all leading contenders [1, 2] for experimentally realizable fault-tolerant quantum
memories are qLDPC codes. With more stringent requirements on their parameters, qLDPC codes
can be used to achieve constant overhead fault-tolerant quantum computation as shown by Gottes-
man [3]. On the more theoretical side, qLDPC codes are believed to have connections to the quantum
probabilistically checkable proofs (qPCP) conjecture [4].

A qLDPC code of blocklength n is said to be good when it encodes Θ(n) logical qubits and detects
all errors up to weight Θ(n). For many years such codes have proven elusive, with an apparent distance
“barrier” of around

√
n. It is natural to wonder if there is some fundamental limitation that prevents us

from achieving the a priori best possible distance of Θ(n). However, a sequence of recent constructions
of qLDPC codes with steadily improving code parameters [5–7] have culminated in the construction of
asymptotically good qLDPC codes by Panteleev and Kalachev [8]. Alternative constructions of good
qLDPC codes have since been given by Leverrier and Zémor [9] and conjectured by Lin and Hsieh [10].

With the proven existence of good qLDPC codes, a natural next step is to better understand
their properties. For fault-tolerance purposes, a fast decoder is a necessity, so an important question
is whether these codes can be efficiently decoded. Previously known efficient decoders [11–15] were
limited by the parameters of the underlying qLDPC code. To date, the best efficient decoder corrects
against all errors of weight up to Θ(

√
n logn) [13]. The existence of good qLDPC codes opens the

possibility for a decoder that corrects all errors of weight up to Θ(n).
In this paper, we focus on the quantum Tanner codes construction of Leverrier and Zémor [9].

Quantum Tanner codes were inspired by the original construction of good qLDPC codes of Panteleev
and Kalachev [8], as well as by the classical locally testable codes of Dinur, et al. [16], serving as a
intermediary between the two constructions. They can also be seen as a natural quantum generalization
of classical Tanner codes [17]. A classical Tanner code is defined by placing bits on the edges of an
expanding graph, with non-trivial checks defining local codes placed at the vertices. The codewords
are the strings whose local views at each vertex belong to the codespace of the local code. A quantum
Tanner code is a Calderbank-Shor-Steane (CSS) [18, 19] code defined by two classical Tanner codes
stitched together using a two-dimensional expanding complex. For particular choices of the local checks
and expanding complex, this construction has been shown to yield an asymptotically good family of
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qLDPC codes. We show that this construction can also yield an asymptotically good family of qLDPC
codes which are efficiently decodable for errors of weight up to a constant fraction of the distance.

Our decoder is inspired by the small-set-flip [11] decoding algorithm for hypergraph product codes
based on expanding graphs. Small-set-flip is an iterative algorithm, where at every step, small sets of
qubits are flipped to decrease the syndrome weight. The candidate sets to flip are contained within
the supports of individual stabilizer generators. A critical ingredient in the success of the small-set-flip
decoder is the presence of expansion in the underlying geometric complex. Since the geometric complex
defining quantum Tanner codes has a similar notion of expansion, one might expect that analogous
ideas may work for decoding quantum Tanner codes.

In our decoder, we define a “local potential function” on each local view which measures the distance
of the error from the local codespace. The decoder reduces the sum of these potential functions by
applying a constant-sized correction within some local view at each step. In the proof of correctness,
we proceed by tracking the minimum weight correction according to each local view, and then use this
data to show that a flip-set with the required properties must exist when the error is not too large.
As a required step in the proof, we also strengthen the robustness parameters of the random classical
codes used in the quantum Tanner code construction.

Our main result is stated below:

Theorem (Informal version of Theorems 12 and 13). There exists a family of asymptotically good
quantum Tanner codes such that our decoder successfully corrects all errors of weight up to Θ(n) and
runs in time O(n).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we provide a brief technical
introduction to the quantum Tanner codes construction of asymptotically good qLDPC codes. There
we present a terse, but self-contained, description of all the ingredients necessary to follow the rest
of the paper. In Section 3 we formally define the decoding problem and present the overview of our
decoder for the quantum Tanner codes. We also work out basic properties and consequences of our
decoder in this section. Section 4 contains the technical bulk of the paper, and presents the main
proof of the correctness of the decoder. Finally, in Section 5 we provide a summary of our results and
conclude with some open problems. We also include a technical appendix detailing the existence of
the dual tensor codes with sufficiently high robustness parameter (∆3/2+ε) necessary for the proof.

2 Quantum Tanner Codes

In this section, we review some coding theory background and summarize the construction of quantum
Tanner codes by Leverrier and Zémor [9].

2.1 Classical linear codes

In this subsection we quickly review the necessary classical coding background. A classical linear code

is a k-dimensional subspace C ⊆ Fn
2 , which is often specified by a parity check matrix H ∈ F

(n−k)×n
2

such that C = kerH . Equivalently, the code can also be specified as the column space of a generator
matrix G ∈ F

n×k
2 , such that C = colG. The parameter n is called the blocklength of the code. The

number of encoded bits is k and ρ = k/n is the rate of the code. The number of errors that the code
can correct is determined by the distance of C, which is given by the minimum Hamming weight of a
nonzero codeword: d = minx∈C\{0} |x|. Sometimes, we consider the relative distance δ = d/n. We say
that such a code has parameters [n, k, d].

Given a D-regular (multi)graph G = (V,E) and a code C0 of blocklength D, we can define the
classical Tanner code C = T (G, C0) as follows. The bits of C are placed on the edges of G, so it is a code
of length n = |E|. For x ∈ FE

2 , define the local view of x at a vertex v ∈ V to be x|E(v), which is the

restriction of x to E(v), the set of edges incident to v. Then the codewords of C are those x ∈ FE
2 such

that x|E(v) ∈ C0 for every v ∈ V , where we choose some way of identifying every edge-neighborhood
of a vertex with the bits of the local code C0. If H0 is the parity check matrix of C0, then the parity
check matrix of C will have rows which are equal to a row of H0 on an edge-neighborhood of a vertex
and extended to be zero everywhere else. In the Tanner code construction, the code C0 is often called
the local, or base, code.
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The dual of a classical linear code C, denoted C⊥, is the subspace of all vectors orthogonal to the
codewords of C; that is,

C⊥ = {y ∈ F
n
2 : ∀x ∈ C, 〈x, y〉 = 0} , (1)

where the inner product is taken modulo 2. If we have two classical codes CA = kerHA ⊆ Fn
2 and

CB = kerHB ⊆ Fn
2 , we can consider their tensor code and dual tensor code.

Definition 1 (Tensor and Dual Tensor Codes). The tensor code of CA and CB is the usual tensor
product CA ⊗CB ⊆ Fn

2 ⊗ Fn
2 . We can naturally interpret Fn

2 ⊗ Fn
2 as the set of binary n× n matrices,

and in this view, CA ⊗ CB is identified with the set of matrices X such that every column of X is a
codeword of CA and every row of X is a codeword of CB .

The dual tensor code of CA and CB is (C⊥
A ⊗C⊥

B )⊥ ⊆ F
n
2 ⊗F

n
2 , which can equivalently be expressed

as (C⊥
A ⊗ C⊥

B )⊥ = CA ⊗ Fn
2 + Fn

2 ⊗ CB. Codewords of the dual tensor code are precisely the set of
matrices X such that HAXHT

B = 0.

Note that if CA is a [nA, kA, dA] code and CB is a [nB, kB , dB] code, then their tensor code is a
[nAnB, kAkB, dAdB ] code. Their dual tensor code is a [nAnB, nAkB+nBkA−kAkB,min(dA, dB)] code.
Moreover, we have CA ⊗ CB ⊆ (C⊥

A ⊗ C⊥
B )⊥.

2.2 Quantum CSS codes

A quantum stabilizer code is a subspace C ⊆
(
C2
)⊗n

that is the +1-eigenspace of an abelian subgroup
S of the n-qubit Pauli group. If S can be generated by stabilizers that are products of X operators
and stabilizers that are products of Z operators, we say that C is a CSS code. In this case, we can
associate with C two classical codes CX = kerHX and CZ = kerHZ ⊆ Fn

2 , where the rows of HX

(resp. HZ) specify the X (resp. Z) type stabilizer generators. The property that X and Z generators
commute translates to the condition HXHT

Z = 0, or equivalently C
⊥
Z ⊆ CX .

We can state the code parameters of a CSS code in terms of its underlying classical codes: if CX

(resp. CZ) has kX (resp. kZ) encoded bits, then the number of encoded qubits is k = kX + kZ − n.
The distance of the CSS code is given by d = min{dX , dZ}, where

dX = min
x∈CZ\C⊥

X

|x| , dZ = min
x∈CX\C⊥

Z

|x| . (2)

We say that such a quantum code has parameters [[n, k, d]]. A family of quantum codes is called
asymptotically good (or simply good) if the rate ρ = k/n and the relative distance δ = d/n are
bounded below by a non-zero constant. The code family is said to be low-density parity check (LDPC)
if it can be defined with stabilizer generators that have at most constant weight, with each qubit being
in the support of at most a constant number of generators. This is the case if each row and column of
HX and HZ have at most constant weight.

2.3 Left-Right Cayley complexes

Let G be a finite group with a symmetric generating set A, i.e. A = A−1. The left1 Cayley graph
Cay(A,G) is the graph with vertex set G and edge set {(g, ag) : g ∈ G, a ∈ A}. Let A and B be two
symmetric generating for G of size |A| = |B| = ∆. The generating sets A and B are said to satisfy the
Total No-Conjugacy condition (TNC) [16] if we have ag 6= gb for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B, and g ∈ G.

Given a group G and two symmetric generating sets A and B satisfying TNC, we define their
double-covered left-right Cayley complex Cay2(A,G,B) as the 2-dimensional complex consisting of:

1. Vertices V = V0 ⊔ V1 = G × {0} ⊔ G × {1}. There are a total of |V | = 2|G| vertices, with
|V0| = |V1| = |G|.

2. Edges E = EA ⊔ EB, where

EA = {((g, 0), (ag, 1)) : g ∈ G, a ∈ A} , and EB = {((g, 0), (gb, 1)) : g ∈ G, b ∈ B} . (3)

1There is also the notion of a right Cayley graph Cay(G,A) where the generator set acts on the right, with edges
{(g, ga) : g ∈ G, a ∈ A}.
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Figure 1: The local view of a vertex v and its identification with the set A × B. Considering the
“book” defined by the edge b1 picks out a column, A× b1 (dashed). Specifying entries of A×B picks
out specific faces (red, blue) of the local view, which can be regarded as entries of the corresponding
matrix.

Note that A-type edges are defined by a left-action of the generators, while that B-type edges
are defined by a right-action of the generators. There are a total of 2∆|G| edges, with |EA| =
|EB | = ∆|G|.

3. Squares Q defined by quadruplets of vertices:

Q = {{(g, 0), (ag, 1), (gb, 1), (agb, 0)} : a ∈ A, b ∈ B, g ∈ G} . (4)

There are a total of |Q| = ∆2|G|/2 squares.

Note that the graph defined by (V,EA) is precisely the double cover of the left Cayley graph
Cay(A,G), and the graph defined by (V,EB) is the double cover the right Cayley graph Cay(G,B).
The full 1-skeleton of Cay2(A,G,B) is a bipartite graph G∪ = (V,E).

By TNC, each square is guaranteed to have 4 distinct vertices, so the graph G∪ is a simple 2∆-
regular graph. There are ∆2 squares incident to a given vertex, and the set of faces incident to a given
vertex can be naturally identified with the set A×B. Figure 1 illustrates the faces incident to a given
vertex in the left-right Cayley complex.

Based on the structure of the graph G∪, each face q ∈ Q can be naturally identified with its
diagonal connecting its corners in V0. Through this identification, we can define a graph G�0 capturing
the incidence structure of faces in the complex. The graph G�0 = (V0, Q) is defined with vertex set
V0 = G×{0}, where q ∈ Q is present as an edge (v, v′) in G�0 if and only if v and v′ appear as opposite
V0-corners of the square q. Likewise, each face q ∈ Q can be identified with its diagonal connecting
its corners in V1. This similarly defines a graph G�1 = (V1, Q). Note that G�0 and G�1 are ∆2-regular
multigraphs.

2.4 Quantum Tanner codes construction

We now describe the construction of quantum Tanner codes from [9]. The construction is dependent
on the choice of a double-covered left-right Cayley complex Cay2(A,G,B) with generating sets of size
|A| = |B| = ∆ satisfying TNC. It is also dependent on fixed classical codes CA, CB of blocklength ∆,
which define local codes C0 = CA ⊗ CB and C1 = C⊥

A ⊗ C⊥
B .

Given the data above, a quantum Tanner code C is then defined as the CSS code specified by the
two classical Tanner codes CZ = T (G�0 , C⊥

0 ) and CX = T (G�1 , C⊥
1 ). More explicitly, qubits are placed

on the squares of the left-right Cayley complex, and the Z (resp. X) type stabilizer generators are
codewords of the local code CA ⊗ CB (resp. C⊥

A ⊗ C⊥
B ) on the ∆2 squares incident to each vertex

v ∈ V0 (resp. v ∈ V1). The incidence structure of the left-right Cayley complex ensures that the X
and Z stabilizers commute (see Figure 2).

Note that C is a qLDPC code: each stabilizer generator acts on a subset of the local view Q(v) of
∆2 qubits, and each qubit is acted on only by the stabilizers in the local views of its four corners. It is
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X1

X5
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Figure 2: The restriction of checks to the faces incident to an edge (v′, v) ∈ G∪. The columns on
the left indicate the various nontrivial restrictions of Z stabilizers from the v′ local view, which are
codewords of CA. The columns on the right indicate the various X stabilizer restrictions from the v
local view, which are codewords of C⊥

A .

proven in [9] that for certain choices of the left-right Cayley complex and local codes, this construction
yields a good family of quantum codes:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 16 of [9]). Fix ε ∈ (0, 1/2), ρ ∈ (0, 1/2), and δ ∈ (0, 1/2) with δ < h−1(ρ),
where h(x) = −x log2 x − (1 − x) log2(1 − x) is the binary entropy function. For some ∆ sufficiently
large, there exist classical codes CA, CB of blocklength ∆, rates ρ and 1 − ρ respectively, and relative
distances at least δ, as well as an infinite family of left-right Cayley complexes Cay2(A,G,B) with
|G| → ∞ and symmetric generating sets A,B of size |A| = |B| = ∆ satisfying TNC, such that the
quantum Tanner code defined above has parameters

[[n = |Q|, k ≥ (1− 2ρ)2n, d ≥ δ

4∆3/2+ε
n]] .

2.5 Expanding Cayley complex and robust local codes

In this subsection, we specify the technical properties of the Cayley complex and local codes that are
used in the construction of good quantum Tanner codes described previously.

For a D-regular graph G = (V,E), the largest eigenvalue of its adjacency matrix is λ1 = D, and
we let λ(G) = λ2 denote its second largest eigenvalue. The value of λ(G) is related to the expansion
properties of the graph, as seen in the expander mixing lemma below. For subsets S, T ⊆ V , let
E(S, T ) be the multiset of edges between S and T , where edges in S ∩ T are counted twice. We have
the following:

Theorem 3 (Expander mixing lemma). For a D-regular graph G = (V,E) and subsets S, T ⊆ V ,

|E(S, T )| ≤ D

|V | |S||T |+ λ(G)
√

|S||T | . (5)

The groups G and generating sets A,B in Theorem 2 are chosen so that the resulting left-right
Cayley complex has good expansion.

Lemma 4 (Claim 6.7 of [16]). Let q be an odd prime power and G = PSL2(q
i). There exist two

symmetric generating sets A,B of size |A| = |B| = ∆ = q + 1 and satisfying TNC such that the
resulting Cayley graphs Cay(A,G),Cay(G,B) are Ramanujan, i.e. have second largest eigenvalue
λ2 ≤ 2

√
∆.

For G,A,B as above, it can be shown [9] that the relevant graphs in the quantum Tanner codes
construction have the parameters specified in Table 1.

The classical codes used in the construction of quantum Tanner codes are required to satisfy a
robustness property of their dual tensor code, introduced in [9].
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Graph Degree Number of vertices Second eigenvalue

G∪ 2∆ 2|G| = |V0|+ |V1| ≤ 4
√
∆

G�0 ∆2 |G| = |V0| ≤ 4∆
G�1 ∆2 |G| = |V1| ≤ 4∆

Table 1: Graph parameters

Definition 5 (w-Robustness). Let CA, CB ⊆ Fn
2 be classical codes with distances dA and dB respec-

tively. We say that the dual tensor code CAB = CA ⊗ Fn
2 + Fn

2 ⊗ CB is w-robust if every codeword
X ∈ CAB with |X | ≤ w is supported on the union of at most |X |/dA non-zero columns and |X |/dB non-
zero rows. That is, there exist rows A′ with |A′| ≥ n− |X |/dB and columns B′ with |B′| ≥ n− |X |/dA
such that X |A′×B′ = 0.

If the dual tensor code of CA and CB is w-robust, then their tensor code satisfies a property similar
to robust testability defined in [20].

Proposition 6 (Proposition 6 of [9]). Let CA, CB ⊆ Fn
2 be classical codes with distances dA and dB

respectively such that their dual tensor code is w-robust for w ≤ dAdB/2. Then

d(x,CA ⊗ CB) ≤
3

2
(d(x,CA ⊗ F

n
2 ) + d(x,Fn

2 ⊗ CB)) (6)

whenever d(x,CA ⊗ Fn
2 ) + d(x,Fn

2 ⊗ CB) ≤ w.

In Appendix A, we prove Theorem 7 below, which shows that for sufficiently large blocklengths,
there exist dual tensor codes of sufficiently large robustness.

Theorem 7. Fix constants ε ∈ (0, 1/28), ρ ∈ (0, 1/2), and δ ∈ (0, 1/2) such that δ < h−1(ρ), where
h(x) is the binary entropy function. For all sufficiently large ∆, there exist classical codes CA, CB of
length ∆ and rates ρA = ρ and ρB = 1− ρ such that such that both the dual tensor code of CA and CB

and the dual tensor code of C⊥
A and C⊥

B are ∆3/2+ε-robust and have distances at least δ∆.

With these ingredients, we can describe the construction in Theorem 2 in more detail. We first
choose a prime power q = ∆− 1 sufficiently large such that we can use Theorem 7 to find CA, CB with
robustness parameter ∆3/2−ε. Then the infinite family of left-right Cayley complexes is defined using
G = PSL2(q

i) for increasing values of i and A,B as in Lemma 4. Note that the sizes of the groups
satisfy |G| = 1

2q
i(q2i − 1)→∞.

We remark that in [9], a version of Theorem 7 was shown for robustness parameter ∆3/2−ε, but
in the proof of correctness of our decoder, a larger parameter ∆3/2+ε is needed. Because the proof
of Theorem 2 given in [9] is valid even for negative values of ε, the existence of dual tensor codes
with higher robustness implies a larger distance of the code itself, d ≥ δ

4∆3/2−εn. At the same time,
the larger robustness parameter eliminates the need for resistance to puncturing required in [9], thus
simplifying the overall description of the quantum Tanner code.

3 Decoding algorithm

In this section, we give a description of our decoder for quantum Tanner codes. The quantum Tanner
codes we consider are those described in the previous section with distance d ≥ δ

4∆3/2−εn, constructed

using classical dual tensor codes of robustness ∆3/2+ε as the local codes. In the decoding problem,
an unknown (Pauli) error is applied to the code. We may only extract the syndrome of the error by
measuring stabilizers, and based on the syndrome, apply corrections. We succeed in decoding if the
correction we applied is equal to the error, up to a stabilizer (which has no effect on the codespace).
Because quantum Tanner codes are CSS codes, it suffices to consider X and Z errors separately. If we
have an algorithm to correct for errors that are purely a product of X operators and another one for a
product of Z operators, a general error will be corrected after running both algorithms. Furthermore,
since the code is symmetric between X and Z, we just consider the problem of correcting Z errors.

Definition 8 (Decoding Problem). Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be a Z error. Given the syndrome σ = HXe as input,

the task of the decoding problem is to output a correction f ∈ F
Q
2 such that e− f ∈ C

⊥
Z .
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Our decoder is similar in flavor to the small-set-flip decoder used on certain hypergraph product
codes [11]. Small-set-flip is an iterative decoder, where in each step the decoder tries to decrease the
syndrome weight by looking for corrections within the support of a Z generator. If the initial error
weight is less than the code distance, then such a correction can always be found, and this implies that
the decoder can successfully errors of weight less than a constant fraction of the code distance [11].

In our case, the syndrome weight is not a very well-defined concept due to the presence of the
local codes. Because the X stabilizers are generated by local tensor codes C1 = C⊥

A ⊗C⊥
B , defining the

Hamming weight of the syndrome involves choosing a basis for C1. Unfortunately, there is no canonical
choice of basis, and different choices will give different Hamming weights of a given error. We address
this issue by introducing the concept of a potential function. Recall that an element x ∈ F

Q
2 is a

codeword of CX = T (G�1 , C⊥
1 ) if and only if every local view x|Q(v), v ∈ V1 is a codeword of C⊥

1 . We
define the potential by the distance of the local view to the codespace, which can be inferred from the
syndrome. More formally, we have the following definition:

Definition 9 (Local and Global Potential Functions). Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error. Define the local

potential at a vertex v ∈ V1 by the Hamming distance

Uv(e) = d
(

e|Q(v) , C
⊥
1

)

. (7)

The global potential is defined as

U(e) =
∑

v∈V1

Uv(e) . (8)

The local potential is the minimum weight of a correction that is needed to take the local view
of the error (or corrupted codeword) back into the local codespace C⊥

1 . Thus, it is a quantity that
can be computed just from the syndrome. We will abuse notation and also write Uv(σ) = Uv(e) and
U(σ) = U(e). Note that in absence of a local code, in other words a local code where the codewords
are the vectors of even Hamming weight, the local potential is simply either 0 or 1 depending on if the
constraint is satisfied, so it coincides with the Hamming weight of the syndrome.

Our decoding algorithm (Algorithm 1) runs by looking for bits to flip in local views that will
decrease the global potential.

Algorithm 1 Decoder for quantum Tanner codes

Input: A syndrome σ = HXe ∈ F
|V1| dimC1

2 of an error e ∈ F
Q
2 .

Output: A correction f ∈ F
Q
2 for e.

f ← 0
U ← U(σ)
while U > 0 do

Look for a vector z ∈ F
Q
2 supported on a local view Q(v), v ∈ V0∪V1 such that U(σ+HXz) < U

f ← f + z
σ ← σ +HXz
U ← U(σ)

end while

return f

We will show that Algorithm 1 succeeds in the decoding problem if the initial error has weight at
most a constant fraction of code distance; that is, it can correct all errors up to some linear weight.
The main difficulty of the proof is in showing that there always exists a vector z that decreases the
global potential when flipped. This is captured in the following theorem, which we prove in the next
section.

Theorem 10. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error of weight |e| ≤ δn/6∆3/2−ε with syndrome σ = HXe. Then there

exists v ∈ V0 ∪ V1 and some z ∈ F
Q
2 supported on the local view Q(v), such that U(σ +HXz) < U(σ).

From this property, we can show that the algorithm will output a valid correction. We do this
by proving a statement that applies to a more general class of small-set-flip type decoders based on a
potential function. The proof follows the same idea as that of Lemma 10 in [11].
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Lemma 11. Let α < 1, s, c be constants. Let C be an [[n, k, d]] quantum CSS code defined by the
classical codes CX ,CZ ⊆ Fn

2 . Let U : Fn
2 → Z≥0 be a (global) potential function that is constant on

cosets of CX , satisfies U(e) = 0 if and only if e ∈ CX , and U(e) ≤ s|e| for all e ∈ Fn
2 . Suppose we

have an iterative decoder that, given the syndrome of a non-zero Z error of weight less than αd, can
decrease the potential by applying an X operator of weight at most c. Then the decoder can successfully
correct errors of weight less than αd/(1 + sc).

Proof. Let x′ = x+e ∈ Fn
2 be a corrupted codeword with x ∈ CX and error e of weight |e| < αd

1+sc . The
decoder outputs a sequence of corrections 0 = f0, f1, f2, . . . such that the resulting errors ei = e + fi
satisfy |ei+1 − ei| ≤ c and U(ei)− U(ei+1) ≥ 1 for all i. Suppose we have decoded up to step j. Then

|ej | ≤ |e0|+ |e1 − e0|+ · · ·+ |ej − ej−1| (9)

≤ |e|+ c+ · · ·+ c (10)

≤ |e|+ c(U(e0)− U(e1)) + · · ·+ c(U(ej−1)− U(ej)) (11)

= |e|+ c(U(e0)− U(ej)) (12)

≤ (1 + sc)|e| (13)

< αd . (14)

So either U(ej) = 0, or the decoder can find the next correction fj+1 to produce ej+1. Eventually, the
decoder will output eJ such that U(eJ) = 0. In other words, eJ ∈ CX . But since |eJ | < αd < d, it
must be in C

⊥
Z , and we have decoded to the correct codeword.

We can now state our main theorems.

Theorem 12. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1/28), ρ ∈ (0, 1/2), and δ ∈ (0, 1/2) with δ < h−1(1− ρ), where h(x) is the
binary entropy function. For some ∆ sufficiently large, there is an infinite family of quantum Tanner
codes with parameters

[[n, k ≥ (1− 2ρ)2n, d ≥ δ

4∆3/2−ε
n]]

with n→∞, such that for each n, Algorithm 1 can correct all errors of weight

|e| ≤ δn

6∆3/2−ε(1 + 2∆2)
. (15)

Proof. The infinite family of quantum Tanner codes is as described in Section 2 (with distance pa-
rameter from the improved robustness of the classical local codes). To prove the decodable distance,
consider the parameters in Lemma 11. Every bit in an error can at most increase the local potentials
of the two incident V1 vertices by one each. This implies the bound U(e) ≤ 2|e|, so we can take s = 2.
Since at each step, the algorithm flips sets within a local view, we set c = ∆2. From Theorem 10,
the decoder can reduce the global potential when the error has weight up to αd = δn/6∆3/2−ε. The
theorem then follows from Lemma 11.

Theorem 13. Algorithm 1 runs in time O(n).

Proof. To compute the global potential U , we must compute O(n) local potentials. Each local potential
is a function of the constant-sized local view and can be computed in O(1) time by enumerating vectors
supported in the local view. At the same time, we can store the best candidate correction for the local
view. Thus, the initialization runs in time O(n).

In each iteration, we apply corrections in a constant-sized region, so only a constant number of
local views and candidate corrections need to be updated for the syndrome and local potentials by the
LDPC property. Each iteration of the algorithm runs in a constant amount of time, and there can be
at most O(n) iterations. Hence, the total runtime of Algorithm 1 is O(n).

The correctness of the decoding algorithm implies a form of soundness for the quantum code. This
notion is a related to local testability but weaker because it only applies to errors of sufficiently small
weight.

Corollary 14 (Soundness). If e is an error that is correctable using Algorithm 1, then U(e) ≥
∆−2d(e,C⊥

Z ).
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Proof. Using Algorithm 1, e can be corrected to a codeword of C⊥
Z in at most U(e) steps. In each step,

at most ∆2 bits are flipped. Therefore, we have d(e,C⊥
Z ) ≤ ∆2U(e).

Corollary 15 (Threshold). Let e ∈ Fn
2 be a random error with each entry independently and identically

distributed such that ei = 1 with probability p and ei = 0 with probability 1− p. Under this model, the
probability that Algorithm 1 fails to return a correction f such that e+ f ∈ C

⊥
Z is O(e−an), with a > 0,

so long as p < p∗, where

p∗ ≡ δ

6∆3/2−ε(1 + 2∆2)
(16)

is a lower bound for the accuracy threshold under independent bit and phase flip noise.

Proof. By Theorem 12, the decoder is guaranteed to succeed as long as |e| ≤ np∗. The Hamming
weight of e is distributed as a Binomial random variable which concentrates around the mean np. For
p∗ > p, we can use Hoeffding’s inequality to bound the probability that |e| > np∗ as

Pr (|e| > np∗) < e−2n(p∗−p)2 , (17)

which completes the proof.

4 Proof of Theorem 10

Before beginning the proof of Theorem 10, we first elaborate on some conventions and notation. In
the remainder of the paper we will adopt the convention that a vector x ∈ F

Q
2 is treated equivalently

as the subset of Q indicated by the vector. This allows us to write expressions such as x ∪ y ∈ F
Q
2 to

denote the vector defined by the union of x, y ⊆ Q.
We will often need to consider the restriction of a vector x ∈ F

Q
2 to the set of faces Q(v) incident

to some vertex v ∈ V . This is called the local view of x at v. In a convenient abuse of notation, we

will equivalently consider local views as elements of F
Q(v)
2 , or as elements of FQ

2 with support on Q(v).
For simplicity of notation, we write local views at v ∈ V with a subscript v, for example xv = x|Q(v).

By the TNC condition, Q(v) is in bijection with A×B so that each local view naturally defines a
∆ ×∆ matrix, i.e., xv ∈ F

∆×∆
2 . We will label the faces of Q(v) by pairs of vertices v1, v2, where v1

is connected to v by an edge in A, and v2 to v by an edge in B. In this case, we denote the unique
face defined by these vertices by [v1, v2] ∈ Q(v) and we say that v1 is a row vertex for v, and that
v2 is a column vertex. We will use the notation xv[v1, v2] to denote the entry of xv specified by the
face [v1, v2]. Likewise, we will adopt the notation xv[v1, ·] to denote the row of xv indexed by the row
vertex v1, and similarly xv[·, v2] to denote the column of xv indexed by v2. Given neighboring vertices
v ∈ V0 and v′ ∈ V1, the shared row (resp. column) of the local views xv and xv′ can be equivalently
denoted by either xv[v

′, ·] or xv′ [v, ·] (resp. xv[·, v′] or xv′ [·, v]).
Let us now define the notion of a local minimum weight correction and other associated objects.

Definition 16. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be a Z error. For each vertex v ∈ V1, we define cv(e) as a closest codeword

in C⊥
1 to the local view ev. If there are multiple closest codewords, then we may fix an arbitrary one.
For each vertex v ∈ V1, let R

+
v (e) = ev − cv(e) ⊆ Q(v). Then we call R+

v (e) the local minimum
weight correction at the vertex v. We will denote the collection of all local minimum weight corrections
by R(e) = {R+

v (e)}v∈V1
. We will also define the total correction

R(e) =
⋃

R(e) =
⋃

v∈V1

R+
v (e) . (18)

Note that the local potential at v is given by

Uv(e) = d
(
ev, C

⊥
1

)
= |ev − cv(e)| = |R+

v (e)| , (19)

and our goal is to reduce the global potential U(e) =
∑

v∈V1
Uv(e) at every step of the decoding. When

the error e is understood, we will often simply write cv, R
+
v , and R for short.

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem 10, which we split into three cases:

9



R
e

Y

Figure 3: Subsets of G�1 indicating e, R, and elements of Y . In the diagram C⊥
1 is the repetition code

(codewords 00000 and 11111). Note that the red edges without an arrow are in y, the red edges with
an arrow are in R ∩ e, and the undecorated black edges are just the remaining edges in G�1 .

1. In the first case, we consider whether flipping single qubits can decrease the total potential. If
this is not the case, it will introduce extra structure in the set R.

2. In the second case, we ask if R has high overlap with a codeword of C⊥
1 in a V1 local view. If so,

it will allow us to flip a set of qubits that together can decrease the total potential.

3. The third and most complicated case is the one complementary to the first two, where no single
qubit flip can decrease the total potential, and where R has low overlap with all local codewords.
The intuition here is that R cannot be a very large set, so every V1 local view of the error is
close to the local code. Because the error “looks like” a codeword, we are able to apply reasoning
similar to the local minimality argument in the proof of the distance of the code. In essence, the
expansion of the graph allows us to find a special V0 vertex whose local view contains a flip set
to decrease the total potential.

4.1 Proof of Cases 1 and 2

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 10 for the first two cases listed above. The terminology and
definitions established in this subsection will also be crucial to the proof of case 3. To consider the
first case, we define the concept of a metastable configuration.

Definition 17. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error. We say that e is metastable if flipping any one qubit q ∈ Q

does not decrease the global potential. We also say that R(e) and R(e) are metastable if they are
obtained from a metastable error e. Note that while we only define and use metastability for an error
e and its configuration of local minimum weight corrections, the property of metastability is really a
property intrinsic to the underlying syndrome σ.

Note that case 1 pertains precisely to the case when the error e is not metastable. If e is not
metastable then there exists some q ∈ Q which decreases the global potential and Theorem 10 follows.
Therefore, in the remainder of this section we consider the case that e (and hence R) is metastable.

Definition 18. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error, and let R = {R+

v (e)}v∈V1
be a set of local minimum weight

corrections for e. We say that R is disjoint if R+
v (e) ∩R+

v′(e) = ∅ for all v 6= v′.

When R is a disjoint set of corrections we can think of it as a directed subgraph of G�1 by viewing
each R+

v as the set of outgoing edges from v (see Figure 3). The local view Rv is then the set of all
edges, incoming or outgoing, incident to v in this directed graph. Note that in this case, the set R
completely defines the underlying directed graph. Conversely, given the directed subgraph, we may
uniquely recover R by taking R+

v (e) as the set of outgoing edges at each vertex. Therefore we will
identify a disjoint R with the directed subgraph it defines in the following. We can likewise identify
the set of total corrections R with the undirected graph underlying R.

Note that R will always be disjoint when e is a metastable error (otherwise flipping a shared qubit
will lower the global potential by 2). For a metastable error, flipping a qubit q = (v, v′) ∈ R+

v , which
is a directed edge from v to v′, decreases Uv by one and increases Uv′ by one. We first prove a lemma
which shows that metastable errors are somewhat rigid under additional bit-flips.
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Lemma 19 (R-flipping). Let R(e) be a directed subgraph of G�1 corresponding to a set of local minimum
weight corrections for a metastable error e. Suppose furthermore that for some subset R̂ ⊆ R(e),
flipping all qubits of R̂ does not decrease the global potential. Consider the error e + R̂. Then a valid
configuration R(e + R̂) of locally minimum weight corrections for e + R̂ is obtained from R(e) by
reversing the directions of all edges in R̂. Moreover, the nearest codewords cv at each vertex remains
unchanged, i.e.,

cv(e) = ev +R+
v (e) = (e+ R̂)v +R+

v (e+ R̂) = cv(e + R̂) . (20)

Proof. Consider any v ∈ V1. By definition, each R+
v (e) is a minimum weight correction to the local

code at v, so cv(e) = ev + R+
v (e) and Uv(e) = |R+

v (e)|. Now suppose we flip all qubits in R̂. In the
local view of v, we have

cv(e) = ev + R̂ ∩Q(v) +R+
v (e) + R̂ ∩Q(v) (21)

= (e+ R̂)v +R+
v (e) + R̂ ∩R+

v (e) + R̂ ∩R−
v (e) , (22)

where we define R−
v (e) = Rv(e)\R+

v (e). Note that R−
v (e) can be thought of as the set of incoming

edges at v in the directed graph defined by R(e). Therefore, we can bound the weight of the new
minimal weight correction for vertex v by

Uv(e + R̂) ≤ |R+
v (e) + R̂ ∩R+

v (e) + R̂ ∩R−
v (e)| (23)

= |R+
v (e) + R̂ ∩R+

v (e)|+ |R̂ ∩R−
v (e)| (24)

= Uv(e)− |R̂ ∩R+
v (e)|+ |R̂ ∩R−

v (e)| , (25)

where the first line follows from equation (22) and the second from the disjointness of the sets R+
v (e)

and R−
v (e). Note that if equality holds in equation (23), then a valid minimum weight correction for

(e+ R̂)v is given by

R+
v (e+ R̂) = R+

v (e) + R̂ ∩R+
v (e) + R̂ ∩R−

v (e) . (26)

The set R+
v (e + R̂) above is obtained from R+

v (e) by removing all outgoing edges in R̂ and changing
all incoming edges in R̂ to outgoing edges. Also note that in this case the nearest codeword remains
cv(e).

Summing inequality (23) for all v ∈ V1 gives a bound on the global potential as

U(e+ R̂) ≤
∑

v∈V1

Uv(e)−
∑

v∈V1

|R̂ ∩R+
v (e)|+

∑

v∈V1

|R̂ ∩R−
v (e)| (27)

= U(e)− |R̂ ∩R(e)|+ |R̂ ∩R(e)| (28)

= U(e) , (29)

where in the second line we’ve used the fact that R(e) =
⊔

v∈V1
R+

v (e) =
⊔

v∈V1
R−

v (e) by metastability.

By the assumption of the lemma, U(e+R̂) ≥ U(e). This means inequality (23) must hold with equality
for all v ∈ V1. Hence, we have proven that R(e + R̂) can be taken as R(e), but with the directions of
edges in R̂ reversed.

Remark 20. In the scenario of the R-flipping lemma, while the error e + R̂ may not be metastable
itself, the set R(e + R̂) as defined as in the lemma is still disjoint. This new set is a valid correction
in the sense that each R+

v (e+ R̂) gives a minimum weight correction to the local code — correcting the
error (e + R̂)v to cv(e+ R̂) = cv(e) — at every v ∈ V1. Note that the set of total corrections remains
invariant in this case, i.e., R(e) = R(e+ R̂).

In the second case, we assume that R has high overlap with a codeword of C⊥
1 . We formalize this

property below.

Definition 21 (Low Overlap). The set R is said to have the low-overlap property at v ∈ V1 if for all
codewords c ∈ C⊥

1 , we have |Rv ∩ c| ≤ |c|/2. We will say that the set R has the low-overlap property
if it has the low-overlap property at every v ∈ V1.
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Figure 4: Flipping bits to decrease the global potential in case 2. The changes in local potentials
after flipping the edges (v, v2), (v, v4) (left to center) and then flipping (v, v1), (v, v2), (v, v6) (center
to right) in the graph G�1 are shown. The local potentials at v are indicated within the shaded circles.
Potential differences relative to the first configuration are indicated for the neighboring vertices.

Before formally proving case 2, let us first provide some rough intuition. When the low-overlap
property is not satisfied, there exists some codeword c ∈ C⊥

1 at some vertex v ∈ V1 which has large
agreement with Rv. Using the R-flipping Lemma 19, we may assume without loss of generality that
R+

v = 0. Now imagine flipping the set Rv ∩ c. Since R+
v = 0, every edge in Rv belongs to a local

correction neighboring v. Flipping Rv ∩ c will therefore lower the local potential at each of these
neighbors by 1. It will also raise the local potential at v, which was zero before. However, since Rv

has large overlap with c it is actually more efficient to apply the correction c\Rv instead of Rv ∩ c. In
this case, the local error is pushed out of the neighborhood of its original nearest codeword cv(e) and
into the neighborhood of cv(e) + c instead. The local potential at v is therefore raised by an amount
less than Rv ∩ c, which results in an overall lowering of the global potential. Figure 4 illustrates the
proof technique.

Lemma 22. Let R be metastable. If R does not have the low-overlap property, then there exists v ∈ V1

and a subset f ⊆ Q(v) such that flipping the qubits of f decreases the total potential.

Proof. Suppose that R is metastable and does not have the low-overlap property. Then there exists
some v ∈ V1 and some c ∈ C⊥

1 \ {0} such that |Rv(e) ∩ c| > |c|/2. Let e′ = e+R+
v (e). If U(e′) < U(e)

then we are done. Otherwise U(e′) = U(e), and by the R-flipping Lemma 19, we may take R(e′) = R(e)
with R+

v (e
′) = 0.

Consider now flipping the additional set of qubits f ′ = Rv(e
′) ∩ c to obtain the error e′′ = e′ + f ′.

For each q = (v′, v) ∈ f ′, we have q ∈ R+
v′(e′), so that |R+

v′(e′′)| = |R+
v′(e′)| − 1. This is the new value

of the local potential at v′. Since we had Uv(e
′) ≡ |R+

v (e
′)| = 0, the change in the global potential is

given by U(e′′)− U(e′) = Uv(e
′′)− |f ′|.

Since e′v ∈ C⊥
1 , a valid correction for e′′v is given by f ′ + c, where c is the high-overlap codeword

from earlier. This correction has weight |f ′ + c| = |Rv(e) ∩ c + c| < |c|/2 < |Rv(e) ∩ c| = |f ′|.
Therefore Uv(e

′′) − |f ′| < 0, and we have U(e′′) < U(e′) = U(e). Our desired flip-set is therefore
f = R+

v (e) +Rv(e) ∩ c.

4.2 Proof of Case 3

The preceding subsection proves Theorem 10 in the cases when R is not metastable, or when R is
metastable but does not have the low-overlap property. In what follows, we consider the remaining
case where R is both metastable and has the low-overlap property. We summarize our key list of
assumptions for this case below for convenience.

Assumption 23. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be a Z error of weight |e| ≤ δn/6∆3/2−ε. We assume that e is a reduced

error, i.e., it is the minimum weight element of the coset e + C
⊥
Z . We assume that e is a metastable

error, and that its set of local minimum weight corrections R(e) satisfies the low-overlap property 21.
Finally, we also require that the underlying quantum Tanner code be defined using dual tensor codes
of sufficiently large robustness, i.e., with robustness parameter ∆3/2+ε′ for some ε′ > 0. Throughout
the rest of the proof, we fix any ε < ε′.
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The proof of case 3 proceeds in two general steps. In the first step, we show using the expansion
of the underlying graphs that, given an error e of sufficiently low weight, there always exists a special
vertex v0 ∈ V0 with the property that v0 “sees” many non-trivial codewords of CA and CB amongst
its shared local views with the minimum weight corrections on neighboring vertices.

The second step of the proof proceeds to analyze the local view at the vertex v0 described above.
We show that due to the pattern of its many shared codewords, it is either the case that Rv0 ⊂ Q(v0)
is sufficiently large to contain a flip-set which reduces the potential, or else it is small enough that ev0
has many columns and rows which are close to non-trivial codewords of CA and CB. In the latter case,
the robustness of the underlying dual tensor code then implies that ev0 must have sufficient overlap
with a Z-stabilizer that the addition of this stabilizer will reduce the weight of e. Since we began
without loss of generality with a reduced error e, this leads to a contradiction.

4.2.1 Existence of v0 ∈ V0

In the first part of the analysis of the third case, we proceed in a manner parallel to the proof of
Theorem 1 in [9]. The goal is to show that for an error e with weight |e| ≤ δn/6∆3/2−ε, there always
exists a vertex v0 ∈ V0 whose local view contains many columns and rows which are close to non-trivial
codewords of CA and CB. Aside from some differences in definitions, the proofs and results of this
subsection are equivalent to their counterparts in [9].

Since our goal is to find a vertex v0 ∈ V0 whose local view has many rows and columns close
non-trivial codewords, we first parametrize the vertices of V1 with non-trivial nearest codewords. This
is captured by the set Y below.

Definition 24. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error and let R = {R+

v (e)}v∈V1
be a set of local minimum weight

corrections. We define the set of non-trivially corrected vertices Y ⊆ V1 as

Y = {v ∈ V1 | R+
v 6= ev} . (30)

That is, a vertex v is in Y if and only if the result of applying the locally minimum weight correction
at v results in a non-trivial codeword i.e. cv = ev +R+

v 6= 0.

To work with the vertex set Y , it will also be convenient to define an edgewise version of the
condition R+

v 6= ev. To that end, we introduce the set y of “residual errors”. Given an error e ∈ F
Q
2 ,

the elements of y are all of the elements of e which have no overlap with the set of minimum weight
corrections R(e) (see Figure 3).

Definition 25. Let e ∈ F
Q
2 be an error and let R = {R+

v (e)}v∈V1
be a set of local minimum weight

corrections. The set of “residual” errors is defined by y = e\R ∈ F
Q
2 , i.e., y labels the set of errors

which are not in any of the local minimum weight corrections.

The edges of G�1 indexed by y define a subgraph of G�1 which we will call G�
1,y. This subgraph is

closely related to the set Y . It is straightforward to see that every vertex of G�1,y must belong to Y .
Conversely, the low-overlap property implies that each vertex of Y must be incident to many edges in
G�1,y. This means that Y is precisely the vertex set of G�1,y and moreover G�1,y must have large minimum
degree. This discussion is formalized below by Lemmas 26 and 27.

Lemma 26. Let (v, v′) ∈ y be an edge in G�1,y. Then both v and v′ are elements of Y .

Proof. By definition, the edge (v, v′) ∈ y is an element of e but not of R. Therefore (v, v′) is an element
of ev (and likewise, of ev′) but not an element of R+

v (and likewise, R+
v′). It follows that ev 6= R+

v and
ev′ 6= R+

v′ .

Lemma 27. Every vertex v ∈ Y is incident to at least δ∆/2 edges in y. In particular, the subgraph
G�1,y has vertex set equal to Y and minimum degree at least δ∆/2.

Proof. Let v ∈ Y , and consider ev ∪Rv. We have cv ⊆ ev ∪Rv since

cv = ev +R+
v ⊆ ev ∪R+

v ⊆ ev ∪Rv . (31)

Next we decompose

ev ∪Rv = (ev\Rv) ⊔Rv , (32)
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so that

|cv| = |(ev ∪Rv) ∩ cv| (33)

= |(ev\Rv) ∩ cv|+ |Rv ∩ cv| (34)

≤ |(ev\Rv) ∩ cv|+ |cv|/2 . (35)

The first equality follows from the fact that cv ⊆ ev ∪ Rv, the second equality follows from (32) and
the fact that Hamming weights are additive over disjoint unions. The last inequality follows from the
low-overlap property. Therefore, we have

degG�
1,y

(v) = |yv| (36)

= |ev\Rv| (37)

≥ |(ev\Rv) ∩ cv| (38)

≥ |cv|/2 (39)

≥ δ∆/2 , (40)

where the last line follows from the minimum distance of C⊥
1 , i.e. δ∆, and the fact that cv 6= 0 since

v ∈ Y .

Each vertex v of G�1,y has a non-trivial nearest codeword cv ∈ C⊥
1 . To ensure that the individual

columns and rows of cv are themselves close to non-trivial codewords of CA and CB, we appeal to
the robustness of the dual tensor code C⊥

1 . Since robustness only applies to codewords of weight at
most ∆3/2+ε, we first define the concept of a normal vertex. Roughly speaking, a vertex is considered
normal precisely when robustness can be applied to its nearest codeword.

Definition 28. Let us define a normal vertex of Y as a vertex with degree at most 1
2∆

3/2+ε in G�1,y. A
vertex of Y which is not normal is called exceptional. We denote the subsets of normal and exceptional
vertices as Yn and Ye, respectively.

Since G�1,y has large minimum degree, the expansion of G�1 now ensures that as long as G�1,y has
sufficiently few edges, it must contain many normal vertices. Note that Lemma 29 is the only place
where the assumption on the weight of |e| (and hence |y|) is explicitly used.

Lemma 29. Suppose that |y| ≤ δn/6∆3/2−ε = δ∆1/2+ε|V1|/12. Then the fraction of exceptional
vertices in Ye ⊆ Y is bounded above as

|Ye|
|Y | ≤

576

∆1+2ε
. (41)

Proof. By Lemma 27, the minimnum degree of G�1,y is at least 1
2δ∆. This implies that

|Y | ≤ 2

δ∆
2|y| ≤ |V1|

3∆1/2−ε
. (42)

Applying the Expander Mixing Lemma to E(Ye, Y ) in G�1 , we get

|E(Ye, Y )| ≤ ∆2

|V1|
|Y ||Ye|+ 4∆

√

|Ye||Y | (43)

≤ 1

3
∆3/2+ε|Ye|+ 4∆

√

|Ye||Y | . (44)

By definition of Ye, it holds that |E(Ye, Y )| ≥ 1
2∆

3/2+ε|Ye|. Combining the inequalities, it follows that

|Ye|
|Y | ≤

576

∆1+2ε
. (45)

Using the robustness of C⊥
1 and the low-overlap property, we can now show that each column and

row of cv for v ∈ Yn is indeed close to a codeword of CA and CB.
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v ∈ Ynv′ ∈W

y

R

cv[·, v′] ≈ cA

Figure 5: The faces incident to a dense edge (v, v′) connecting v′ ∈ W to a normal vertex v ∈ Yn.
Note that cv[·, v′] is close to a CA codeword.

Lemma 30. Let v ∈ Yn be a normal vertex. Then every column (resp. row) of cv is distance at most
∆1/2+ε/δ from a codeword in CA (resp. CB). Moreover, cv contains at least one row or column which
is close to a non-zero codeword of CA or CB.

Proof. By assumption of v being a normal vertex, we know that |yv| = |ev\Rv| ≤ 1
2∆

3/2+ε. From
inequality (35), we see that

1

2
|cv| ≤ |(ev\Rv) ∩ cv| ≤ |ev\Rv| ≤

1

2
∆3/2+ε . (46)

By the robustness of the dual tensor code C⊥
1 , it follows that the support of cv is concentrated on the

union of at most |cv|/δ∆ ≤ ∆1/2+ε/δ non-zero columns and rows. Using Lemma 45, we conclude that
there exists a decomposition cv = c+r, where c ∈ CA⊗FB

2 is supported on at most ∆1/2+ε/δ non-zero
columns, and where r ∈ FA

2 ⊗CB is supported on at most ∆1/2+ε/δ non-zero rows. In particular, this
implies that each column (resp. row) of cv is distance at most ∆1/2+ε/δ from a codeword of CA (resp.
CB). Since cv is non-zero by definition of Y , it follows at least one of c or r is non-zero, so that at
least one column or row is close to a non-zero codeword.

Now we are in a position to start the search for our special vertex v0 ∈ V0. To that end, we define
our analog of “heavy” edges in [9], which we call “dense” edges.

Definition 31 (Dense Edges). Let Ey ⊆ E(G∪) be the edges in G∪ which are incident to some square
in y.

We say that an edge (v, v′) ∈ Ey, where v ∈ V1 and v′ ∈ V0, is dense if it is incident to at least
δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ squares of cv.

We then define the vertex set W ⊆ V0 to be the set of all vertices incident to a normal vertex v ∈ Yn

through a dense edge.

From the perspective of a vertex v′ ∈ V0, only individual columns and rows of its neighboring
nearest codewords cv are visible. Dense edges are precisely the edges through which v′ expects to see
non-trivial codewords of CA or CB. The set W ⊆ V1 defined above can therefore be thought of as
the set of “candidate” v0’s. We will identify a vertex of W with a linear number of dense edges but a
sublinear number of exceptional neighbors in Ye. Such a vertex will allows us to utilize the robustness
properties of the local codes.

We first show that each v′ ∈ W must have many neighbors in Y (see Figure 5).

Lemma 32. The degree in Ey of any v′ ∈W is at least 1
2δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ. In particular, every v′ ∈W

is adjacent to at least 1
2δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ vertices in Y .

Proof. Let v′ ∈ W . By assumption, there exists a dense edge (v, v′) connecting v′ to a normal vertex
v ∈ Yn. Let us assume without loss of generality that (v, v′) is a B-edge so that cv[·, v′] defines a
column of cv.

Note that the degree of v′ in Ey is lower bounded by the weight of the corresponding column in
yv, i.e., degEy

(v′) ≥ |yv[·, v′]|.
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Let cA ∈ CA denote the codeword closest to cv[·, v′]. Since (v, v′) is dense, it follows from Lemma 30
that cA is non-zero. We can form the matrix which is zero everywhere except on the v′-column, where
it is equal to cA. Note that this matrix will be a codeword of C⊥

1 , and that the low-overlap property
applied to this codeword implies that |Rv[·, v′] ∩ cA| ≤ |cA|/2.

Then we have

|cA| = |cv[·, v′] ∩ cA|+ |cA\cv[·, v′]| (47)

≤ |cv[·, v′] ∩ cA|+∆1/2+ε/δ (48)

≤ |yv[·, v′] ∩ cA|+ |Rv[·, v′] ∩ cA|+∆1/2+ε/δ (49)

≤ |yv[·, v′]|+ |cA|/2 + ∆1/2+ε/δ , (50)

where the second line follows from Lemma 30, the third line from the fact that cv ⊆ yv ∪Rv, and the
last line from the low-overlap property. This gives us

δ∆/2 ≤ |cA|/2 ≤ |yv[·, v′]|+∆1/2+ε/δ . (51)

Therefore we have

degEy
(v′) ≥ |yv[·, v′]| ≥

1

2
δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ . (52)

Lemma 26 now ensures that each v′ ∈W is adjacent to at least 1
2δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ elements of Y .

Knowing that each v′ ∈ W has many neighbors in Y , the expansion of G∪ implies that the number
of vertices in W must be small compared to Y .

Lemma 33. For ∆ large enough, the set W satisfies the bound

|W | ≤ 81

δ2∆
|Y | . (53)

Proof. Using Lemma 32, we know that each vertex in W is adjacent to at least 1
2δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ vertices

in Y . Therefore we can bound the edges in G∪ between Y and W by

|EG∪(Y,W )| ≥
(
1

2
δ∆− ∆1/2+ε

δ

)

|W | = 1

2
δ∆

(

1− 2

δ2∆1/2−ε

)

|W | . (54)

Applying the Expander Mixing Lemma, we have

|EG∪(Y,W )| ≤ ∆

|V1|
|Y ||W |+ 4∆1/2

√

|Y ||W | . (55)

From equation (42), we have

|Y | ≤ |V1|
3∆1/2−ε

. (56)

Combining these inequalities, we end up with

1

2
δ∆

(

1− 2

δ2∆1/2−ε

)

|W | ≤ ∆

|V1|
|Y ||W |+ 4∆1/2

√

|Y ||W | (57)

≤ 1

3
∆1/2+ε|W |+ 4∆1/2

√

|Y ||W | , (58)

or equivalently,

1

8
δ∆1/2

(

1− 2

δ2∆1/2−ε
− 2

3δ∆1/2−ε

)

≤
√

|Y |
|W | . (59)

Taking ∆ sufficiently large so that

1− 2

δ2∆1/2−ε
− 2

3δ∆1/2−ε
≥ 8

9
, (60)

we end up with the desired bound.

16



We expect each v ∈ Yn to be incident to at least one dense edge by virtue of having a column or
row close to a non-trivial codeword. This means that the total number of dense edges is at least on
the order of |Yn|. Lemma 33 in turn suggests that the number of dense edges is large relative to |W |.
This implies that the average vertex in W should be incident to a large number of dense edges. This
is formalized by Lemma 34 and Corollary 35 below.

Lemma 34. Let D denote the set of dense edges incident to W . Then the average degree of W in D
is bounded by

|D|
|W | ≥ 2α∆ (61)

for some constant α > 0.2

Proof. First, note that every v ∈ Yn is incident to at least one dense edge, which is then by definition
in D. To see this, consider cv, which is non-zero by definition of Y . It follows from Lemma 30 that cv
contains at least one column or row which is close to a non-zero codeword of CA or CB, which in turn
implies that column or row must have weight at least δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ. By definition, such a column or
row is defined by some edge (v, v′) ∈ G∪, which is then a dense edge incident to v.

Since each dense edge has at most one endpoint in Yn, it follows the above discussion that |D| ≥
|Yn| = |Y | − |Ye|. From Lemmas 29 and 33, it follows that

|Y | − |Ye| ≥
(

1− 576

∆1+2ε

)

|Y | ≥ ∆δ2

81

(

1− 576

∆1+2ε

)

|W | . (62)

Therefore we get

|D|
|W | ≥

δ2

81

(

1− 576

∆1+2ε

)

∆ ≡ 2α∆ . (63)

Corollary 35. At least an α/2 fraction of the vertices in W are incident to at least α∆ dense edges.

Proof. Let η be the fraction of vertices in W with dense degree greater than α∆. The maximum degree
of any vertex in G∪ is 2∆, so it follows that

2α∆ ≤ |D||W | ≤ 2∆η + (1 − η)α∆ . (64)

Therefore we have η ≥ α/(2− α) ≥ α/2.

We have now shown that there exists a subset of vertices in W incident to many dense edges. We
must now show that within this subset, there exists vertices which are not adjacent to many exceptional
vertices in Ye. We expect this to be the case since the number of exceptional vertices is small relative
to the number of normal vertices. To proceed, we bound the number of edges shared between W and
Ye in Lemma 36 below.

Lemma 36. The total number of edges in G∪ between W and Ye is bounded above by

|EG∪(W,Ye)| ≤ 193∆1/2−ε|W | . (65)

Proof. Using the Expander Mixing Lemma, we get

|EG∪(W,Ye)| ≤
∆

|V1|
|Ye||W |+ 4

√
∆
√

|Ye||W | . (66)

Using Lemma 29 and inequality (42), this becomes

|EG∪(W,Ye)| ≤
576

|V1|∆2ε
|Y ||W |+ 96∆−ε

√

|Y ||W | (67)

≤ 192

∆1/2+ε
|W |+ 96∆−ε

√

|Y ||W | . (68)

2Note that we may choose α to be anything smaller than δ2/192 by taking ∆ sufficiently large.
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As noted in the proof of Lemma 34, each vertex of Yn is incident to at least one vertex in W . Since
each vertex of W has degree 2∆, it follows that |Yn| ≤ 2∆|W |. Choosing ∆ sufficiently large that

576

∆1+2ε
≤ 1

2
, (69)

it follows from Lemma 29 that |Yn| = |Y | − |Ye| ≥ |Y |/2, so that |Y | ≤ 4∆|W |. Combining these
bounds, we obtain

|EG∪ (W,Ye)| ≤
192

∆1/2+ε
|W |+ 96∆−ε

√

|Y ||W | (70)

≤ 192

∆1/2+ε
|W |+ 192∆1/2−ε|W | (71)

= 192

(

1 +
1

∆

)

∆1/2−ε|W | (72)

≤ 193∆1/2−ε|W | . (73)

Putting everything together, we can finally show the existence of the special vertex v0, as formalized
by Corollary 37.

Corollary 37. At least an α/4 fraction of the vertices of W :

1. are incident to at least α∆ dense edges, and

2. are adjacent to at most (772/α)∆1/2−ε ≡ β∆1/2−ε vertices of Ye.

In particular, at least one such vertex exists since α > 0.

Proof. Let W1 be the subset of vertices in W satisfying condition 1, and let W2 be the subset of vertices
in W not satisfying condition 2. Since each vertex of W2 is adjacent to more than (772/α)∆1/2−ε

vertices of Ye, we get

|W2| · (772/α)∆1/2−ε ≤ |EG∪(W,Ye)| ≤ 193∆1/2−ε|W | , (74)

which implies that |W2| ≤ (α/4)|W |. Therefore the set of vertices satisfying both condition 1 and 2 is
bounded below by

|W1\W2| ≥ |W1| − |W2| ≥ α|W |/2− α|W |/4 = α|W |/4 . (75)

4.2.2 The local view at v0

Let v0 ∈ W be a vertex satisfying the conditions of Corollary 37. In this subsection, we analyze the
structure of y and R from the perspective of v0 ∈ V0. Let y0, e0, and R0 denote the local views of y,
e, and R at the vertex v0.

We will write [v, v′] ∈ Q(v0) to denote the face anchored at v0 with neighboring V1 vertices v and
v′, with the implicit convention that unprimed vertices v denote row vertices, and primed vertices v′

denote column vertices. We will also write N(v0) ⊆ V1 to denote the set of all neighbors of v0 in G∪,
and Nr(v0) and Nc(v0) to denote the set of row and column vertex neighbors, respectively.

We first show a key result regarding the structure of y0 and R0. As a consequence of metastability,
the edges of R0 must complement the edges of y0 to complete codewords on either columns or rows
shared with neighboring local views (see equation 76). This allows us to split R0 into disjoint parts
depending on whether columns or rows are corrected.

Lemma 38. We can write R0 = Rcol ⊔Rrow, where we have

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·] , and y0[·, v′] ⊔Rcol[·, v′] = cv′ [·, v0] , (76)

for all v ∈ Nr(v0) and v′ ∈ Nc(v0).
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Proof. Let q = [v, v′] ∈ R0. Since R is metastable, it follows that q belongs to exactly one of R+
v or

R+
v′ . Suppose without loss of generality that q ∈ R+

v . Since ev +R+
v = cv, it follows that q ∈ cv if and

only if q /∈ e. Likewise, since q /∈ R+
v′ , it follows that q ∈ cv′ if and only if q ∈ e. It follows that q must

be an element of exactly one of cv or cv′ .
Let Rrow ⊆ R0 denote the collection of all q ∈ R0 which belong to cv for some row vertex v.

Likewise, let Rcol ⊆ R0 denote the collection of all q ∈ R0 which belong to cv′ for some column vertex
v′. Then by the preceding discussion we have

R0 = Rrow ⊔Rcol . (77)

Next, we show equation (76). We focus on the row case, with the column case being analogous.
Note that we have

y0[v, ·] = ev[v0, ·]\Rv[v0, ·] ⊆ ev[v0, ·]\R+
v [v0, ·] ⊆ ev[v0, ·] +R+

v [v0, ·] = cv[v0, ·] . (78)

Also, we have Rrow[v, ·] ⊆ cv[v0, ·] by definition. This implies that

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] ⊆ cv[v0, ·] . (79)

Conversely, we have

cv[v0, ·] = ev[v0, ·] +R+
v [v0, ·] ⊆ ev[v0, ·] ∪Rv[v0, ·] = yv[v0, ·] ⊔Rv[v0, ·] = y0[v, ·] ⊔R0[v, ·] . (80)

Since all elements of R0 belonging to cv are by definition in Rrow, it follows that we have

cv[v0, ·] ⊆ y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] . (81)

It therefore follows that

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·] , and y0[·, v′] ⊔Rcol[·, v′] = cv′ [·, v0] , (82)

which hold for all v ∈ Nr(v0) and v′ ∈ Nc(v0).

Corollary 39. Let [v, v′] ∈ Q(v0). If v /∈ Y then Rrow[v, ·] = 0. Likewise, if v′ /∈ Y then Rcol[·, v′] = 0.

Proof. We work with the row vertex v, with the column case being identical. Suppose that v /∈ Y . Then
by definition, the closest codeword to ev at v is the trivial codeword cv = 0. Evaluating equation (76)
at the row defined by edge (v0, v), we have

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·] = 0 , (83)

which implies that Rrow[v, ·] = 0.

Let us now provide some intuition for the remainder of the proof. The decomposition shown in
Lemma 38 allow us to consider two separate scenarios:

1. First, imagine that R0 has high weight relative to y0. Then Lemma 38 suggests that the columns
and rows of R0 are close to codewords of CA and CB. An argument similar to the one used in the
proof of case 2 would seem to suggest that there exists some subset of R0 which would decrease
the global potential when flipped.

2. Alternatively, consider the scenario where R0 has low weight relative to y0. In this case, y0 is
close to e0, and Lemma 38 now implies that the columns and rows of e0 are close to codewords
of CA and CB. The robustness of the dual tensor code C⊥

1 suggests that we can find a codeword
c0 ∈ CA ⊗ CB, i.e., a Z-stabilizer, which has high overlap with e0. But this is in contradiction
with the fact that e was assumed to be a reduced error.

Given the discussion above, we will finish the proof as follows: Suppose that no subset of Q(v0)
decreases the global potential when flipped. We will show that this necessarily implies that R0 has
sufficiently low weight (as formalized by Lemma 41) that the argument outlined in scenario 2 can be
carried out. Specifically, we will show that there exists some c0 ∈ CA ⊗ CB such that |e + c0| < |e|,
contradicting the fact that e is reduced.
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ẽ0 = ỹ0 = y0 Rrow

Rcol

Figure 6: The v0 local view after flipping R0 ∩ e. The various regions indicate the possible supports
of the labeled quantities.

To proceed, we will need to analyze the value of the potential on a new configuration of errors,
one obtained from e by flipping all the qubits of e ∩ R0. The utility of this new error configuration ẽ
comes from the fact that the rows of Rrow and columns of Rcol are exactly equal to the local minimum
weight corrections for ẽ (see equation 84), giving us better control over the potential.

Let ẽ = e+ e ∩R0 = e\R0. We first show that some key quantities remain unchanged in this new
error configuration. Since ẽ is obtained from e by flipping a subset of R without decreasing the global
potential, the R-flipping Lemma 19 implies that the new total correction R̃ ≡ R(ẽ) will be equal to
the old one, i.e., R̃ = R(ẽ) = R(e). This implies that the vector of residual errors y likewise stays
invariant, i.e., ỹ = y(ẽ) = ẽ\R̃ = e\R(e) = y(e). The situation after flipping R0 ∩ e is illustrated in
Figure 6 and summarized by Lemma 40.

Lemma 40. Suppose that no subset of Q(v0) decreases the global potential when flipped. Let ẽ = e\R0

denote the configuration of errors obtained after flipping all the elements of R0 ∩ e. In this new error
configuration, we may take the local minimum weight corrections to be as given by the R-flipping
Lemma 19. Specifically, we have R̃ = R and ỹ ≡ ẽ\R̃ = e\R = y. Moreover, we have ẽ0 = y0, and

Rrow[v, ·] = R̃+
v [v0, ·] , and Rcol[·, v′] = R̃+

v′ [·, v0] , (84)

for all [v, v′] ∈ Q(v0).

Proof. The fact that we may take R̃ = R follows directly from the R-flipping Lemma 19, which ensures
that the original and updated local minimum weight correction sets differ only by the orientations of
edges. It follows that we also have

y = e\R = (e\R0)\R = ẽ\R̃ = ỹ . (85)

Note that since ẽ ∩R0 = ∅, it also follows that ỹ0 = ẽ0.
Now, let v be a neighbor of v0, and suppose without loss of generality that it is a row vertex. By the

R-flipping Lemma 19, the nearest codeword cv remains unchanged after flipping R0 ∩ e. In particular,
we must have

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·] = ẽ0[v, ·] + R̃+
v [v0, ·] = y0[v, ·] ⊔ R̃+

v [v0, ·] , (86)

where the first equality follows from Lemma 38, the second from the invariance of the codeword cv,
and the last from the facts that ẽ0 = ỹ0 = y0 and ẽ0[v, ·] ∩ R̃+

v [v0, ·] ⊆ ẽ0[v, ·] ∩ R̃0[v, ·] = ∅. It follows
that we must have Rrow[v,·] = R̃+

v [v0, ·].

Since the rows (resp. columns) of Rrow (resp. Rcol) are equal to the local minimum weight
corrections (for ẽ) on neighboring vertices, we expect that R0 cannot be too large. Otherwise, R0

would have enough overlap with the neighboring local minimum weight corrections that subsets of
it can start lowering the potential. Therefore the fact that no subset of R0 can lower the potential
implicitly places a bound on its size. This is formalized by Lemma 41 below.
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Lemma 41. Suppose that no subset of Q(v0) decreases the global potential U when flipped. Then we
have

|R0| ≤
3∆3/2+ε

δ
(87)

for sufficiently large ∆.

Proof. Consider the error configuration ẽ = e\R0. By assumption we have U(ẽ) = U(e). Using
Lemma 40, we have ẽ0 = ỹ0 = y0 and R̃0 = R0.

Let v be, without loss of generality, a row vertex. Since we have Rrow[v, ·] = R̃+
v [v0, ·], it follows

that flipping Rrow[v, ·] decreases the local potential Uv(ẽ) by |Rrow[v, ·]|, i.e.,

Uv(ẽ +Rrow[v, ·]) = Uv(ẽ)− |Rrow[v, ·]| . (88)

Now, suppose that v ∈ Yn. Let cB be the closest codeword of CB to cv[v0, ·]. Then

Uv(ẽ + y0[v, ·]) = Uv(ẽ +Rrow[v, ·] + cv[v0, ·]) (89)

≤ Uv(ẽ +Rrow[v, ·] + cB) +
∆1/2+ε

δ
(90)

= Uv(ẽ +Rrow[v, ·]) +
∆1/2+ε

δ
(91)

= Uv(ẽ)− |Rrow[v, ·]|+
∆1/2+ε

δ
, (92)

where the first equality follows from the fact that

y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = y0[v, ·] +Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·]. (93)

The second line follows from Lemma 30, and the third line follows from the fact that Uv(e+c) = Uv(e)
for any c ∈ C⊥

1 . The last line is just equation (88). Note that an analogous version of inequality (92)
also holds for column vertices.

Consider now the global potential U(ẽ+ y0). Note that it follows from Lemma 26 that y0 will have
empty intersection with the local view of any v not in Y , so that only the local potentials associated
with vertices of Y can be affected by flipping y0. We will bound the potential by explicitly separating
out the contributions of the exceptional vertices in Ye over which we have little control. Let us write
β ≡ 772/α for the constant appearing in Corollary 37. Then we can bound the change in the potential
by

0 ≤ U(ẽ+ y0)− U(ẽ) (94)

=
∑

v∈N(v0)∩Y

(Uv(ẽ + y0)− Uv(ẽ)) (95)

≤
∑

v∈N(v0)∩Yn

(Uv(ẽ+ y0)− Uv(ẽ)) + β∆3/2−ε , (96)

where the first inequality follows from the assumption that no subset of Q(v0) decreases the global
potential when flipped, the second line from the fact that only the local views associated with vertices
of N(v0)∩Y are affected by flipping y0, and the last line removes the contributions resulting from the
vertices in Ye. The β∆3/2−ε term in the last line comes from the fact that there are at most β∆1/2−ε

vertices of N(v0)∩Ye as a result of Corollary 37, each of which can increase the weight of the potential
by at most ∆.
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Splitting the sum above into row and column parts and applying inequality (92), we get

∑

v∈N(v0)∩Yn

(Uv(ẽ+ y0)− Uv(ẽ)) (97)

=
∑

v∈Nr(v0)∩Yn

(Uv(ẽ + y0[v, ·])− Uv(ẽ)) +
∑

v′∈Nc(v0)∩Yn

(Uv′(ẽ+ y0[·, v′])− Uv′(ẽ)) (98)

≤
∑

v∈Nr(v0)∩Yn

(

−|Rrow[v, ·]|+
∆1/2+ε

δ

)

+
∑

v′∈Nc(v0)∩Yn

(

−|Rcol[·, v′]|+
∆1/2+ε

δ

)

(99)

≤−
∑

v∈Nr(v0)∩Yn

|Rrow[v, ·]| −
∑

v′∈Nc(v0)∩Yn

|Rcol[·, v′]|+
2∆3/2+ε

δ
. (100)

By Corollary 39, it follows that the rows of Rrow (and columns of Rcol, respectively) are zero if the
indexing vertex is not in Y . It follows that we have

∑

v∈Nr(v0)∩Yn

|Rrow[v, ·]| =
∑

v∈Nr(v0)\Ye

|Rrow[v, ·]| ≥ |Rrow| − β∆3/2−ε , (101)

and likewise
∑

v′∈Nc(v0)∩Yn

|Rcol[·, v′]| =
∑

v′∈Nc(v0)\Ye

|Rcol[·, v′]| ≥ |Rcol| − β∆3/2−ε , (102)

where the β∆3/2−ε correction term again comes from the vertices in Ye over which we have no control.
Altogether, we have

0 ≤ −|Rrow| − |Rcol|+
2∆3/2+ε

δ
+ 3β∆3/2−ε . (103)

Taking ∆ sufficiently large so that ∆2ε ≥ 3δβ, we finally get

|R0| ≤
3∆3/2+ε

δ
. (104)

Lemma 41 shows that R0 is small. This now allows us to follow the remaining steps outlined in
scenario 2 above to complete the proof of Theorem 10.

Corollary 42. Suppose that no subset of Q(v0) decreases the global potential U when flipped. Then
we have

d(y0, CA ⊗ F
∆
2 ) + d(y0,F

∆
2 ⊗ CB) ≤

10∆3/2+ε

δ
(105)

for sufficiently large ∆.

Proof. Consider the distance of y0 to the row codespace FA
2 ⊗CB (with the column case being identical).

From equation (76), we have

y0[v, ·] +Rrow[v, ·] = y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·] = cv[v0, ·] . (106)

If v /∈ Y then Corollary 39 implies that each of the terms above is zero. If v ∈ Yn, then Lemma 30
implies that

d(y0[v, ·] +Rrow[v, ·], CB) = d(cv[v0, ·], CB) ≤
∆1/2+ε

δ
. (107)

Summing over all rows, and accounting for the exceptional vertices v ∈ Ye, we get

d(y0 +Rrow,F
A
2 ⊗ CB) ≤

∆3/2+ε

δ
+ β∆3/2−ε , (108)
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where the ∆3/2+ε term comes from the non-exceptional vertices and the ∆3/2−ε term from the excep-
tional vertices. Since

|Rrow| ≤ |R0| ≤
3∆3/2+ε

δ
(109)

by Lemma 41, it follows that we have

d(y0,F
A
2 ⊗ CB) ≤

4∆3/2+ε

δ
+ β∆3/2−ε ≤ 5∆3/2+ε

δ
, (110)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that we took ∆ large enough so that ∆2ε ≥ 3βδ in
Lemma 41.

Corollary 43. Suppose no subset of Q(v0) decreases the global potential U when flipped. Then the
local view y0 has weight

|y0| ≥
1

4
αδ∆2 (111)

for sufficiently large ∆.

Proof. From Corollary 37 it follows that v0 is adjacent to either ≥ (α∆ − β∆1/2−ε)/2 normal row
vertices v ∈ Nr(v0) ∩ Yn or ≥ (α∆ − β∆1/2−ε)/2 normal column vertices v′ ∈ Nc(v0) ∩ Yn through
dense edges. Suppose without loss of generality that it is the former. Then by definition of dense
edges, it follows that |cv[v0, ·]| ≥ δ∆−∆1/2+ε/δ for each of these vertices.

Summing the first equation in (76) over all row vertices v, we get

|y0|+ |Rrow| =
∑

v∈Nr(v0)

|y0[v, ·] ⊔Rrow[v, ·]| (112)

=
∑

v∈Nr(v0)

|cv[v0, ·]| (113)

≥ (α∆− β∆1/2−ε)(δ∆ −∆1/2+ε/δ)/2 , (114)

where the last inequality follows from the preceding discussion. Choosing ∆ sufficiently large so that

(α∆− β∆1/2−ε)(δ∆−∆1/2+εδ) ≥ 2

3
αδ∆2 (115)

and applying Lemma 41, we get

|y0| ≥
1

3
αδ∆2 − 3∆3/2+ε

δ
. (116)

This implies that

|y0| ≥
1

4
αδ∆2 , (117)

again for sufficiently large ∆.

Finally, we are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 10.

Theorem 10. Since the code C⊥
1 is chosen to be ∆3/2+ε′ robust for ε′ > ε, it follows from Corollary 42

and Proposition 6 that there exists some c0 ∈ CA⊗CB such that |y0− c0| ≤ 15∆3/2+ε/δ, which holds
so long as ∆ is chosen large enough so that δ∆ε′ ≥ 10∆ε. Applying Lemma 41, this implies that

|e0 + c0| = |y0 + e0 ∩R0 + c0| ≤ |y0 + c0|+ |R0 ∩ e0| ≤
18∆3/2+ε

δ
. (118)

Since we have |e0| ≥ |y0| ≥ (αδ/4)∆2, it follows that we have |e0 + c0| < |e0| whenever
72

αδ2
< ∆1/2−ε . (119)

This contradicts the fact that e was chosen to be a reduced error.
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5 Discussion and Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown the existence of a provably correct decoder for the recent quantum
Tanner codes construction of asymptotically good qLDPC codes. Our decoder has runtime linear in
the code blocklength, and provably corrects all errors with weight up to a constant fraction of the
distance (and hence the blocklength). A key idea behind the decoder is the introduction of a global
potential function which measures the stability of the error against locally defined corrections. Our
decoder proceeds operationally in a manner similar to the small-set-flip decoder for quantum expander
codes [11], checking candidate subsets defined within the local views of the code to see if the global
potential function can be reduced at each step. We prove that such a reduction is always possible for
sufficiently low weight errors, which we use to show that the decoder successfully corrects all errors of
weight |e| . δn/∆7/2+ε. The existence of our decoder implies a notion of soundness for the quantum
Tanner codes construction (see Corollary 14). It also implies an accuracy threshold against stochastic
noise (see Corollary 15).

An important part of our proof for the correctness of the decoder involves showing the existence
of dual tensor codes of larger robustness (∆3/2+ε) than was established in [9]. This result also gives
a constant factor improvement in the distance of the code. In addition, it leads to a simplification in
the construction of quantum Tanner codes in that the dual tensor codes are no longer required to be
resistant to puncturing.

A number of open problems remain at this point. One major problem is the time-complexity of the
decoder. While the runtime of the decoder is linear in the blocklength, there are constant prefactors
on the order of 2∆

2

arising from the need to check all subsets of the ∆2-sized local views. This renders
the decoder impractical in reality. Part of the problem stems from the inherently large check weights
(∆2) of the quantum Tanner codes construction. A natural follow-up problem therefore is to look for
ways to reduce the absolute runtime of the decoder, for example by reducing the check weights of the
underlying code construction.

Another problem is related to the decoding of the asymptotically good qLDPC codes by Panteleev
and Kalachev [8]. While the quantum Tanner codes construction is in many ways similar to the codes
by Panteleev and Kalachev, we do not currently know how to efficiently decode the Panteleev-Kalachev
code. It would be interesting to see if our current decoder can be modified to work for the Panteleev-
Kalachev code. A related – and more generic – problem is the existence of efficient decoders for good
qLDPC codes constructed by the balanced product construction [7] in general, especially with the
presence of non-trivial local codes.

Our current decoder requires the checking of local views belonging to vertices of both V0 and V1.
This is in contrast to the small-set-flip decoder, which only requires checking the supports of generators
of a single type. It may be possible that a tighter analysis (for example, using a stronger version of the
low-overlap property, or more robust local codes) may allow us to eliminate the need to check both
vertex types. A better understanding of the candidate flip-sets in general may be useful, especially
towards the problem of lowering the runtime mentioned earlier.
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A Existence of dual tensor codes with sufficiently high robust-

ness

In this appendix, we show the existence of dual tensor codes with sufficiently high robustness, which
we require as a component of the quantum Tanner codes construction in order to prove correctness
of our decoder. We will use the following notation throughout this section. Given codes CA and CB

defined by parity check matrices HA and HB, we denote their dual tensor code (C⊥
A ⊗ C⊥

B )⊥ by CAB

for short, with the dependence on CA, CB being implicit.
We first recall the definition of a w-robust dual tensor code as defined in [9].

Definition 5 (w-Robustness). Let CA, CB ⊆ Fn
2 be classical codes with distances dA and dB respec-

tively. We say that the dual tensor code CAB = CA ⊗ Fn
2 + Fn

2 ⊗ CB is w-robust if every codeword
X ∈ CAB with |X | ≤ w is supported on the union of at most |X |/dA non-zero columns and |X |/dB non-
zero rows. That is, there exist rows A′ with |A′| ≥ n− |X |/dB and columns B′ with |B′| ≥ n− |X |/dA
such that X |A′×B′ = 0.

Definition 44 (Sufficiently Robust). We say that CAB is sufficiently robust if there exists some ε > 0
such that CAB is ∆3/2+ε-robust.

When a codeword of a dual tensor code is supported on few columns and rows, it has a decompo-
sition into column and row codewords respecting this support.

Lemma 45. Let CA and CB be classical codes of distance at least d and C = CA ⊗ FB
2 + FA

2 ⊗ CB

be the dual tensor code. Suppose X ∈ C is supported on the union of α non-zero rows and β non-zero
columns, with α, β < d. Then X can be written as X = r + c where r ∈ FA

2 ⊗ CB is supported on at
most α non-zero rows and c ∈ CA ⊗ FB

2 is supported on at most β non-zero columns.

Proof. Let A′ be the rows and B′ be the columns that X is supported on. We have α = |A′| and
β = |B′|. Let CA′ , CB′ be the projections of CA and CB onto the complements A′ and B′ respectively.
Because |A′|, |B′| < d, the projections CA → CA′ and CB → CB′ are isomorphisms, and hence so is
the projection CA ⊗ CB → CA′ ⊗ CB′ .

Let X = r+c be any decomposition where r ∈ FA
2 ⊗CB and c ∈ CA⊗FB

2 . By assumption, we have
X |A′×B′ = 0, so we have that r|A′×B′ = c|A′×B′ . It follows that this quantity is in CA′ ⊗ CB′ . By
the isomorphism above, there exists a unique Y ∈ CA ⊗ CB such that Y |A′×B′ = r|A′×B′ = c|A′×B′ .
Again due to the isomorphism above, we actually know that Y is equal to r on the rows indexed by
A′, and also that Y is equal to c on the columns indexed by B′. Therefore, X = (r+ Y ) + (c+ Y ) is
the desired decomposition with (r+ Y )|A′×B = 0 and (c+ Y )|A×B′ = 0.

We use a probabilistic argument to show that randomly chosen dual tensor codes will be sufficiently
robust with high probability. There are several ways to randomly choose a classical code, which we
make use of in different parts of the proof. We first show that these distributions are almost the same.

A.1 Lemmas about random codes

In this subsection, we collect some basic results about various ensembles of random codes. The main
utility of these results is in the proof of Theorem 57, where we must consider random ensembles of
punctured codes. While the majority of the results in this appendix are more conveniently shown
using ensembles of codes obtained from random parity check matrices, it is much simpler to perform
puncturing on codes defined using generator matrices. The results proven in this subsection will allow
us to freely switch between the various closely related ensembles of random codes so that we may use
the most convenient ensemble at each step.

Let C1, C2, C3 be random classical codes of length ∆ chosen from three different ensembles:
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1. Let H ∼ U
(

F
(1−ρ)∆×∆
2

)

be a uniformly random parity check matrix and let C1 = kerH .

2. Let G ∼ U
(

F
∆×ρ∆
2

)

be a uniformly random generator matrix and let C2 = colH .

3. Let S = {C ⊆ F∆
2 : C is a ρ∆-dimensional subspace} and let C3 ∼ U(S) be a uniformly random

ρ∆-dimensional subspace.

Lemma 46. For a fixed C ∈ S, we have

Pr(C1 = C | rankH = (1− ρ)∆) = Pr(C2 = C | rankG = ρ∆) = Pr(C3 = C) . (120)

Proof. We first prove that Pr(C1 = C | rankH = (1 − ρ)∆) = Pr(C3 = C). Since C3 is drawn from a
uniform distribution, it is sufficient to show that given two ρ∆-dimensional subspaces C′, C′′ ∈ S, we
have

Pr(C1 = C′ | rankH = (1− ρ)∆) = Pr(C1 = C′′ | rankH = (1− ρ)∆) . (121)

Equivalently, we show that the number of full rank matrices H with kerH = C′ is the same as the
number with kerH = C′′. Let

H1 = {H ∈ F
(1−ρ)∆×∆
2 : rankH = (1− ρ)∆, kerH = C′} , (122)

H2 = {H ∈ F
(1−ρ)∆×∆
2 : rankH = (1− ρ)∆, kerH = C′′} . (123)

Because C′ and C′′ have the same dimension, there is an invertible matrix A ∈ F
∆×∆
2 such that

AC′ = C′′. Consider the bijective linear map

f : F
(1−ρ)∆×∆
2 → F

(1−ρ)∆×∆
2 , (124)

H 7→ HA−1 . (125)

Now if kerH = C′, then for any x ∈ C′′, we have

f(H)x = HA−1x = 0 (126)

since A−1x ∈ C′. Thus, f restricts to a bijection between H1 and H2.
The other equality is shown similarly. We prove that the two sets

G1 = {G ∈ F
∆×ρ∆
2 : rankG = ρ∆, colG = C′} (127)

G2 = {G ∈ F
∆×ρ∆
2 : rankG = ρ∆, colG = C′′} (128)

have the same cardinality. Define

g : F∆×ρ∆
2 → F

∆×ρ∆
2 , (129)

G 7→ AG . (130)

Suppose G ∈ G1. For any y ∈ C2, we have A−1y ∈ C1, so let x ∈ F
ρ∆
2 be such that Gx = A−1y. Then

g(G)x = AGx = AA−1y = y . (131)

This shows that g(G) ∈ G2, and so g is a bijection between G1 and G2.
Lemma 47. The probability that H or G is not full rank is exponentially small:

Pr(rankH 6= (1− ρ)∆) ≤ 2−ρ∆ and Pr(rankG 6= ρ∆) ≤ 2−(1−ρ)∆ . (132)

Proof. Let the columns of G be g1, g2, . . . , gρ∆. If G is not full rank, there must be a non-trivial subset
of the columns that sums to zero. Thus, a union bound gives

Pr(rankG 6= ρ∆) = Pr

(
∑

i∈S

gi = 0 for some nonempty subset S ⊆ [ρ∆]

)

(133)

≤
∑

∅6=S⊆[ρ∆]

Pr

(
∑

i∈S

gi = 0

)

(134)

≤ 2ρ∆2−∆ (135)

= 2−(1−ρ)∆ . (136)

The same argument shows that Pr(rankH 6= (1− ρ)∆) ≤ 2−ρ∆.

27



The above two lemmas imply that statements about random codes do not depend much on which
distribution the codes are chosen from.

Corollary 48. Let V denote the set of all subspaces of F
∆
2 . Then the total variation distance

δTV (PrCi ,PrCj) between the distributions of Ci and Cj is bounded above by

δTV (PrCi ,PrCj ) ≡
1

2

∑

C∈V

∣
∣Pr
Ci

(Ci = C)− Pr
Cj

(Cj = C)
∣
∣ ≤ 2−Ω(∆) (137)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Proof. Let us compare the distributions of C1 and C3. Note that C3 is uniformly random on S and
zero on V\S. Therefore we can write

δTV (PrC1
,PrC3

) =
1

2

∑

C∈V

∣
∣Pr
C1

(C1 = C)− Pr
C3

(C3 = C)
∣
∣ (138)

=
1

2

∑

C∈S

∣
∣Pr
C1

(C1 = C)− Pr
C3

(C3 = C)
∣
∣+

1

2

∑

C∈V\S

Pr
C1

(C1 = C) (139)

=
1

2

∑

C∈S

∣
∣Pr
C1

(C1 = C)− Pr
C3

(C3 = C)
∣
∣+

1

2
Pr
C1

(dimC1 6= ρ∆) (140)

≤ 1

2

∑

C∈S

∣
∣Pr
C1

(C1 = C)− Pr
C3

(C3 = C)
∣
∣+

1

2
· 2−ρ∆ , (141)

where the last inequality follows by Lemma 47. For C ∈ S, the previous two lemmas imply that

Pr
C1

(C1 = C) = Pr
H
(C1 = C | rankH = (1 − ρ)∆) · Pr

H
(rankH = (1− ρ)∆) (142)

≥ Pr
C3

(C3 = C)(1− 2−ρ∆) . (143)

It follows that
∑

C∈S

∣
∣Pr
C1

(C1 = C)− Pr
C3

(C3 = C)
∣
∣ ≤

∑

C∈S

Pr
C3

(C3 = C)2−ρ∆ = 2−ρ∆ . (144)

It follows that we have

δTV (PrC1
,PrC3

) ≤ 2−ρ∆ . (145)

The same argument holds when comparing C2 and C3, with the upper bound 2−(1−ρ)∆.

Note that the total variation distance can equivalently be given by

δTV (PrCi ,PrCj ) = sup
A⊆V

∣
∣Pr
Ci

(Ci ∈ A)− Pr
Cj

(Cj ∈ A)
∣
∣ . (146)

The most common way we will apply Corollary 48 is in terms of joint probability distributions. For
independent random variables, the total variation distance satisfies

δTV (PrCi,Cj ,PrCi,Ck
) ≤ δTV (PrCj ,PrCk

) . (147)

This allows us to freely switch between the various joint distributions, up to an exponentially small
overhead.

A.2 Random codes are sufficiently robust

Throughout this section, we will use the notation Θ̃(f(x)) to denote Θ(f(x) log f(x)). For a ∈ (0, 1),
we have the following asymptotic bound for the binomial coefficients which we will use frequently:

(
n

na

)

= 2Θ̃(na) . (148)
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Note that equation (148) follows from the bound [21]

1

n+ 1
2nh(k/n) ≤

(
n

k

)

≤ 2nh(k/n) (149)

after some basic algebra. Here, h(x) denotes the binary entropy function.
The goal of this section is to show that randomly chosen dual tensor codes will be sufficiently robust

with high probability. Towards this goal, it will be more convenient to work with a condition which is
proxy for w-robustness, one which we will call sparse robustness (and its associated punctured version).
In all that follows we will fix some small but otherwise arbitrary constant ε > 0. All definitions below
are technically made with reference to some chosen ε, but we will suppress the dependence out of
brevity.

Definition 49 (Low-Weight and Sparse). We will say that a matrix X ∈ F
∆×∆
2 is low-weight if

|X | ≤ ∆3/2+ε. We will say that X is sparse if each row and column of X has weight at most ∆1/2+2ε.

Note that low-weight and sparse above are closely related but distinct notions. Neither implies the
other. We ultimately want to show robustness against low-weight codewords, and we do so by first
showing robustness against sparse matrices.

Definition 50 (Sparse Robustness and Puncturing). Let CAB be a dual tensor code with distance
d ≥ δ∆. We say that CAB is sparse robust if CAB does not contain any non-zero sparse codewords.

Let CA ⊆ FA
2 be a code and let A′ ⊆ A. We say that the code CA′ ⊆ FA′

2 is a punctured code
obtained from CA if the codewords of CA′ are precisely those obtained from CA by removing all entries
in A′ = A\A′. In this case, we also say that CA′ is obtained from CA by puncturing on A′. Note
that a generator matrix for CA′ is obtained from a generator matrix for CA by removing the entries
supported on A′.

Let P denote the set of all codes CA′B′ obtained from CAB by puncturing A and B on ∆1−ε

coordinates (note that |A′| = |B′| = ∆ −∆1−ε in this case). We say that CAB is sparse robust with
respect to puncturing (SRP) if every CA′B′ ∈ P is sparse robust.

The connection between w-robustness and sparse robustness is formalized in the lemma below.

Lemma 51. Let CAB be a dual tensor code with distance d = δ∆. For sufficiently large ∆, if CAB is
sparse robust with respect to puncturing then it is ∆3/2+ε/2-robust. In particular, CAB is sufficiently
robust.

Proof. Let CAB be sparse robust with respect to puncturing. Let X ∈ CAB be a codeword of weight
|X | ≤ ∆3/2+ε/2. From Lemma 30 of [9], if X is supported on the union of at most d/2 = δ∆/2 rows
and columns, then it is supported on the union of |X |/d rows and columns. Therefore, it suffices to
show that X is supported on the union of at most δ∆/2 non-zero rows and columns.

Since |X | ≤ ∆3/2+ε/2, it can have at most ∆1−ε rows or columns which are of weight greater
than ∆1/2+3ε/2. By removing these high-weight rows and columns, it follows that there exists some
puncturing sets A′, B′ of size ∆1−ε such that X punctured on those coordinates has all columns and
rows with weight at most ∆1/2+3ε/2. The idea now is to show that the punctured matrix X ′ is sparse,
so that it must vanish by the sparse robustness of the punctured code CA′B′ . The sparsity of X ′ is
slightly complicated by the fact that it is a matrix of size ∆′ = ∆ − ∆1−ε < ∆. To account for the
smaller size of ∆′, let us choose ∆ to be sufficiently large so that ∆′ ≥ ∆/2. Then we have

∆1/2+3ε/2 ≤ (2∆′)
1/2+3ε/2 ≤ (∆′)1/2+2ε , (150)

where the last inequality holds as long as we choose ∆ large enough so that 4 ≤ ε log2 ∆. It follows that
for sufficiently large ∆, the rows and columns of X ′ have at most (∆′)1/2+2ε entries, so the punctured
matrix X ′ is sparse. Since CA′B′ is sparse robust by assumption, it follows that X ′ = 0. Therefore X
must have been supported on its punctured rows and columns, of which there are O(∆1−ε). This will
be less than d/2 = δ∆/2 for sufficiently large ∆, and the result follows.

We will therefore proceed by first showing that a randomly chosen dual tensor code will be sparse
robust with high probability, and then use this fact to show that random dual tensor codes are sparse
robust with respect to puncturing—and hence sufficiently robust—with high probability.

For a dual tensor code CAB with distance d ≥ δ∆, we are automatically guaranteed that there are
no non-zero sparse codewords supported on fewer than δ∆ non-zero rows and columns.
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Lemma 52. Let CAB be a dual tensor code with distance d ≥ δ∆. Let γ ∈ (0, 1) be some constant.
For ∆ sufficiently large, the dual tensor code CAB contains no non-zero sparse codewords which are
supported on the union of ≤ γδ∆ non-zero rows and ≤ γδ∆ non-zero columns.

Proof. Suppose that X ∈ CAB is sparse and is supported on a union of at most δ∆ non-zero rows and
columns. By Lemma 45, there exists a decomposition X = r+ c where c ∈ CA⊗FB

2 and r ∈ FA
2 ⊗CB

such that c has ≤ γδ∆ non-zero columns, each of which is a codeword for CA, and r has ≤ γδ∆
non-zero rows, each of which is a codeword for CB. Since X is sparse, it follows that each column of
c has weight

|c[·, i]| ≤ γδ∆+∆1/2+2ε . (151)

Choosing ∆ large enough so that ∆1/2+2ε < (1− γ)δ∆, we get

|c[·, i]| < δ∆ (152)

so that c[·, i] = 0. Since this holds for every column, it follows that c is the zero codeword. The same
logic applies to r.

It follows that to show a random CAB is sparse robust, it suffices to show that it cannot contain
any sparse codewords with more than δ∆/2 non-zero columns and more than δ∆/2 non-zero rows

Theorem 53 (Sparse Robustness). Fix constants3 ρA, ρB ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, 1/14), and δ ∈ (0, 1).

Let HA ∈ F
(1−ρA)∆×∆
2 and HB ∈ F

(1−ρB)∆×∆
2 be uniformly random binary check matrices defining

codes CA and CB respectively. Then the probability that CAB has distance d ≥ δ∆ and is not sparse
robust is bounded above by

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) ≤ 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) . (153)

To prove Theorem 53 we first begin with some setup. Let us define X ⊆ F
∆×∆
2 as the set of all

sparse matrices with more than δ∆/2 non-zero rows and columns, i.e.,

X = {X ∈ F
∆×∆
2 | X is sparse and has > δ∆/2 non-zero rows and > δ∆/2 non-zero columns} .

(154)

We first bound the number of high and low rank matrices in X .

Lemma 54. Let b ∈ (0, 1/2) and let

X1 = {X ∈ X | rank(X) ≤ ∆1/2+b} and X2 = X\X1 = {X ∈ X | rank(X) > ∆1/2+b} . (155)

Then we have the cardinality bounds4

|X1| ≤ 2Θ̃(∆1+2ε+b) and |X2| ≤ 2Θ̃(∆3/2+2ε) . (156)

Proof. We begin with the proof of the high rank case. Since the overwhelming majority of matrices
in X are expected to be high rank, we simply bound the total number of matrices in X as a whole.
Since each matrix in X is sparse, it can have weight at most ∆3/2+2ε. We can therefore bound |X | by
the total number of matrices of such weight, given by

|X | ≤
∆3/2+2ε
∑

j=0

(
∆2

j

)

≤ ∆3/2+2ε

(
∆2

∆3/2+2ε

)

= 2Θ̃(∆3/2+2ε) . (157)

3Note that we are only interested in the upper bound on the probability here, so we do not restrict the values of
the ρA, ρB , and δ. With particular choices of ρA, ρB , and δ, this result implies that sparse robust codes exist by the
Gilbert–Varshamov Bound.

4Note that these bounds only make use of the sparsity condition, and not the restriction on the number of rows and
columns.
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Now we bound the low rank case. Let us see how many ways we can build some X ∈ X1 with
rankX = N . We first fix a basis for the row space of X . Since X is sparse, each basis vector can be
chosen in at most

∆1/2+2ε
∑

j=1

(
∆

j

)

≤ ∆1/2+2ε

(
∆

∆1/2+2ε

)

= 2Θ̃(∆1/2+2ε) (158)

ways. There are N basis vectors, so there are at most

(

2Θ̃(∆1/2+2ε)
)N

= 2Θ̃(N∆1/2+2ε) (159)

possible (ordered) bases for the row space of X . We can place these basis vectors into the rows of the
matrix X in at most

(
∆

N

)

≤
(

∆

∆1/2+b

)

= 2Θ̃(∆1/2+b) (160)

ways. Having fixed a row space basis, each of the remaining rows must be a linear combination of
these basis vectors. By row reduction, let {v1, . . . , vN} be another basis for the row space of X such
that each vi has a 1 in some column ci in which every other vj is 0. Now, every row of X is also a
linear combination of {v1, . . . , vN}. If the basis vector vi appears in the linear combination defining a
row rj , then (rj)ci = 1. However, by column sparsity, (rj)ci = 1 can only be true for at most ∆1/2+2ε

values of j. There are therefore at most

∆1/2+2ε
∑

j=0

(
∆

j

)

≤ ∆1/2+2ε

(
∆

∆1/2+2ε

)

= 2Θ̃(∆1/2+2ε) (161)

ways to choose the rows which contain a given vi in its linear combination. Making this choice for
each vi, it follows that there are at most

(

2Θ̃(∆1/2+2ε)
)N

= 2Θ̃(N∆1/2+2ε) (162)

ways to fill out the remaining rows of the matrix, since we have chosen the subset of {v1, . . . , vN} in
the linear combination defining every row of X . Combining everything, and summing over the rank
N , it follows that there can be at most

∆1/2+b
∑

N=1

2Θ̃(N∆1/2+2ε)2Θ̃(∆1/2+b)2Θ̃(N∆1/2+2ε) ≤ ∆1/2+b · 2Θ̃(∆1+2ε+b) = 2Θ̃(∆1+2ε+b) (163)

distinct matrices in X1.

For low-rank matrices X ∈ X1, we want to show that HAX is also likely to have low rank. This
uses the following lemma:

Lemma 55. Let Y ∈ F
∆×∆′

2 be a matrix of rank M and let H ∈ F
(1−ρ)∆×∆
2 be chosen uniformly at

random. Then for any K,

Pr
H
(rank(HY ) = K) ≤

(
M

K

)

2−((1−ρ)∆−K)(M−K) . (164)

Proof. Let y1, . . . , yM be linearly independent columns of Y . If rank(HY ) = K, then {Hy1, . . . , HyM}
must span a K-dimensional subspace of F

(1−ρ)∆
2 . In other words, there is a K-element subset S ⊆ [M ]

such that VS ≡ span{Hyj}j∈S is K-dimensional and Hyi ∈ VS for all i ∈ [M ]. Let S denote the set of
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all K-element subsets of [M ]. We have

Pr
H
(rank(HY ) = K) (165)

=Pr
H
(∃S ∈ S such that dim VS = K and Hyi ∈ VS for all i ∈ [M ]) (166)

≤
∑

S∈S

Pr
H
(dim VS = K and Hyi ∈ VS for all i ∈ [M ]) (167)

≤
∑

S∈S

Pr
H
(Hyi ∈ VS for all i ∈ [M ] | dimVS = K) (168)

=
∑

S∈S

∏

i∈[M ]

Pr
H
(Hyi ∈ VS | dimVS = K) . (169)

Now, consider some fixed S in the latter sum. If i ∈ S, then Hyi ∈ VS is guaranteed. Otherwise,
because the yi are independent, the Hyi are independently mapped to uniformly random vectors in

F
(1−ρ)∆
2 , and each of them lands in the fixed subspace VS with probability 2−((1−ρ)∆−K). Thus,

Pr
H
(rank(HY ) = K) ≤

(
M

K

)(

2−((1−ρ)∆−K)
)M−K

. (170)

We will also need the following fact about the rank of sparse matrices, which first appears in [9].

Lemma 56 (Corollary 25 of [9]). Let CA be an error-correcting code with minimum distance dA ≥ δ∆.
Let HA be its parity check matrix. Let X ∈ F

∆×∆
2 be a matrix such that all columns are of weight at

most ∆1/2+2ε, and such that X has more than δ∆/2 non-zero rows. Then for ∆ sufficiently large, we
have rank(HAX) ≥ (δ/2)∆1/2−2ε.

Proof. This follows directly from the proofs of Lemma 24 and Corollary 25 in [9] with the appropriate
modifications of the relevant parameters.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 53.

Proof of Theorem 53. It follows from Lemma 52 that a dual tensor code CAB with distance d ≥ δ∆ is
sparse robust if and only if it contains no element of X . Taking a union bound over X , we can write

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) ≤
∑

X∈X

Pr
HA,HB

(X ∈ CAB and d ≥ δ∆) (171)

=
∑

X∈X

Pr
HA,HB

(HAXHT
B = 0 and d ≥ δ∆) , (172)

where the last line follows from the definition of the dual tensor code. To proceed, we decompose the
sum according to the rank of HAX . It follows from Lemma 55 (with K = 0) that for any matrix
Y with rank(Y ) = M , the probability over HB that Y HT

B = 0 is bounded above by 2−(1−ρB)∆M .
Applying this fact by taking Y = HAX , we get

∑

X∈X

Pr
HA,HB

(HAXHT
B = 0 and d ≥ δ∆) (173)

≤
∑

X∈X

Pr
HA,HB

(HAXHT
B = 0 and dA ≥ δ∆) (174)

=
∑

X∈X

rank(X)
∑

M=0

[

Pr
HA,HB

(HAXHT
B = 0 | rank(HAX) = M and dA ≥ δ∆)

× Pr
HA,HB

(rank(HAX) = M and dA ≥ δ∆)

]

(175)

≤
∑

X∈X

rank(X)
∑

M=0

2−(1−ρB)∆M Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M and dA ≥ δ∆) . (176)
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We can bound the inner sum using Lemma 56. Note that any X ∈ X satisfies the hypotheses of
Lemma 56. Therefore we get

rank(X)
∑

M=0

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M and dA ≥ δ∆)2−(1−ρB)∆M (177)

=

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M and dA ≥ δ∆)2−(1−ρB)∆M (178)

≤
rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M , (179)

where we drop the distance condition in the last line since it has now played its part in allowing the
application of Lemma 56.

We will now bound the total probability in two stages by splitting the outer sum (see Lemma 54)
into a low rank part X1 ⊆ X (where rankX ≤ ∆1/2+b) and a high rank part X2 ⊆ X (where
rankX > ∆1/2+b), with b ∈ (2ε, 3ε), to get

∑

X∈X

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M (180)

=
∑

X∈X1

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡P1

(181)

+
∑

X∈X2

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡P2

. (182)

Bound for P1. We can bound the low rank part P1 using the cardinality bound for |X1| in Lemma 54.
We get

P1 =
∑

X∈X1

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M (183)

≤
∑

X∈X1

2−(1−ρB)∆·(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

(184)

= |X1| · 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) (185)

≤ 2Θ̃(∆1+2ε+b)2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) (186)

= 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) . (187)

The second line follows by bounding the inner sum using its largest term. The last line follows due to
the fact that 4ε+ b < 7ε < 1/2, so that ∆3/2−2ε asymptotically dominates ∆1+2ε+b.

Bound for P2. To bound the expression P2, we will assume without loss of generality that ρB ≤ ρA.
If this is not the case, we can switch the roles of CA and CB by applying the current argument to the
transposed code CBA, noting that the set X is invariant under transpose. Writing N = rank(X), we
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can bound the inner sum of P2 as

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M (188)

≤
min(N,(1−ρA)∆)

∑

M=0

(
N

M

)

2−((1−ρA)∆−M)(N−M)2−(1−ρB)∆M (189)

≤L
min(N,(1−ρA)∆)

∑

M=0

(
N

M

)

(2−(1−ρA)∆)N−M (2−(1−ρB)∆)M (190)

≤L(2−(1−ρA)∆ + 2−(1−ρB)∆)N (191)

≤L2N2−(1−ρA)∆N , (192)

where we apply Lemma 55 in the second line and also extend the limits of summation down to M = 0
for convenience. We write

L = max
0≤M≤min(N,(1−ρA)∆)

(

2(N−M)M
)

, (193)

which we extract from the sum in the third line above. We apply the binomial theorem in going to
the fourth line, and the last line follows from the assumption that ρB ≤ ρA. To bound the remaining
expression, we split into a two cases depending on the sizes of (1− ρA)∆ and N .

1. If we have N ≤ 2(1− ρA)∆, then L = 2N
2/4 ≤ 2(1−ρA)∆N/2 and we have

L2N2−(1−ρA)∆N ≤ 2(1−ρA)∆N/2+N−(1−ρA)∆N (194)

= 2−(1/2)(1−ρA)∆N+N (195)

= 2−Θ(∆N) . (196)

2. If N > 2(1− ρA)∆, then L = 2(1−ρA)∆(N−(1−ρA)∆) and we have

L2N2−(1−ρA)∆N = 2(1−ρA)∆N−((1−ρA)∆)2+N−(1−ρA)∆N (197)

= 2−(1−ρA)2∆2+N (198)

= 2−Θ(∆2) . (199)

Since N = rank(X) > ∆1/2+b, it follows that we have

rank(X)
∑

M=(δ/2)∆1/2−2ε

Pr
HA

(rank(HAX) = M)2−(1−ρB)∆M = 2−Ω(∆3/2+b) (200)

in both cases. Bounding |X2| using Lemma 54, we finally get

P2 ≤ |X2|2−Ω(∆3/2+b) ≤ 2Θ̃(∆3/2+2ε)2−Ω(∆3/2+b) = 2−Ω(∆3/2+b) , (201)

where the last equation follows from the fact that we chose 2ε < b, so that ∆3/2+b asymptotically
dominates over ∆3/2+2ε.

Altogether, combining the bounds for P1 and P2, it follows that

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) ≤ P1 + P2 ≤ 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) + 2−Ω(∆3/2+2ε) = 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) . (202)

Theorem 53 shows that random dual tensor codes are sparse robust with high probability. We now
proceed to use this result to show that random dual tensor codes are also sparse robust with respect
to puncturing with high probability. The main result of this section is the following theorem.
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Theorem 57 (Sparse Robustness with respect to Puncturing). Fix constants ρA, ρB ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈
(0, 1/14), and δ ∈ (0, 1/2) with δ < min(h−1(ρA), h

−1(ρB)), where h(x) is the binary entropy function.

Let HA ∈ F
(1−ρA)∆×∆
2 and HB ∈ F

(1−ρB)∆×∆
2 be uniformly random binary check matrices defining

codes CA and CB respectively. Then CAB has distance d ≥ δ∆ and is sparse robust with respect to
puncturing with high probability. More precisely, we have

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is SRP and d ≥ δ∆) ≥ 1− 2−Ω(∆) . (203)

In particular, it follows from Lemma 51 that random dual tensor codes have distance d ≥ δ∆ and are
sufficiently robust with high probability.

Proof. We have

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is SRP and d ≥ δ∆) = 1− Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP or d < δ∆) . (204)

We will upper bound the latter probability. For δ < min(h−1(ρA), h
−1(ρB)), the Gilbert-Varshamov

bound implies that randomly chosen parity check matrices HA, HB will define codes with minimum
distances d = min(dA, dB) ≥ δ∆ with probability 1− 2−Ω(∆). Taking a union bound, we have

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP or d < δ∆) ≤ Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP and d ≥ δ∆) + Pr
HA,HB

(d < δ∆) (205)

= Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP and d ≥ δ∆) + 2−Ω(∆) . (206)

Let A′ and B′ be the set of all coordinates obtained from A and B by puncturing on a subset of
size ∆1−ε. Note that CAB will fail to be SRP if and only if there exists some A′ ∈ A′ and B′ ∈ B′

such that the punctured code CA′B′ is not SR. We can therefore take a union bound over A′ and B′

to get

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP and d ≥ δ∆) ≤
∑

A′∈A′

B′∈B′

Pr
HA,HB

(CA′B′ is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) . (207)

To handle the puncturing, it is more convenient to take the random codes over uniformly chosen
generator matrices. To that end, we can apply Corollary 48 to get

Pr
HA,HB

(CA′B′ is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) ≤ Pr
GA,GB

(CA′B′ is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) + 2−Ω(∆) , (208)

where the latter probability is over codes defined by randomly chosen generator matrices (of the
appropriate sizes). Since GA and GB are chosen uniformly randomly, it follows that the the generator
matrices for their punctured codes GA′ and GB′ are also chosen uniformly randomly. Since we only
puncture on a sublinear number of entries, the distance d′ of the punctured code is guaranteed to be
above, say 0.9δ∆, for sufficiently large ∆. Therefore we have

Pr
GA,GB

(CA′B′ is not SR and d ≥ δ∆) ≤ Pr
GA,GB

(CA′B′ is not SR and d′ ≥ 0.9δ∆) (209)

= Pr
GA′ ,GB′

(CA′B′ is not SR and d′ ≥ 0.9δ∆) (210)

≤ Pr
HA′ ,HB′

(CA′B′ is not SR and d′ ≥ 0.9δ∆) + 2−Ω(∆) , (211)

where in the last line we apply Corollary 48 once again to return to the distribution over uniform check
matrices HA′ and HB′ . We can now apply Theorem 53 with our chosen parameters5 to conclude that

Pr
HA′ ,HB′

(CA′B′ is not SR and d′ ≥ 0.9δ∆) ≤ 2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) . (212)

It remains to bound the sizes of A′ and B′. There are at most
(

∆

∆1−ε

)

= 2Θ̃(∆1−ε) (213)

5Note that the blocklength of the punctured code is proportional to ∆′ = ∆−∆1−ε. Since the leading order behavior
is unchanged, we have Θ(∆3/2−2ε) = Θ((∆′)3/2−2ε).
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ways to puncture ∆1−ε coordinates of A (or B). Therefore we get |A′| · |B′| = 2Θ̃(∆1−ε). Returning to
(207), we have the following bound of

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP and d ≥ δ∆) ≤ |A′| · |B′| · (2−Θ(∆3/2−2ε) + 2−Ω(∆)) (214)

= 2Θ̃(∆1−ε)2−Ω(∆) (215)

= 2−Ω(∆) . (216)

Therefore

Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is SRP and d ≥ δ∆) = 1− Pr
HA,HB

(CAB is not SRP or d < δ∆) (217)

≥ 1− 2−Ω(∆) . (218)

and the result follows.

Theorem 7 follows easily from Theorem 53 and Lemma 51.

Theorem 7. Fix constants ε ∈ (0, 1/28), ρ ∈ (0, 1/2), and δ ∈ (0, 1/2) such that δ < h−1(ρ), where
h(x) is the binary entropy function. For all sufficiently large ∆, there exist classical codes CA, CB of
length ∆ and rates ρA = ρ and ρB = 1− ρ such that such that both the dual tensor code of CA and CB

and the dual tensor code of C⊥
A and C⊥

B are ∆3/2+ε-robust and have distances at least δ∆.

Proof. Let CA be a uniformly random classical code of length ∆ and rate ρ. That is, CA is a uniformly
random ρ∆-dimensional subspace of F∆

2 . Similarly, let CB be a random (1−ρ)∆-dimensional subspace
of F∆

2 . By Theorem 53 and Lemma 51, we have

Pr
CA,CB

(CAB is not ∆3/2+ε-robust or d < δ∆) ≤ 2−Ω(∆) , (219)

where we also use Corollary 48 to switch from the distribution defined by random parity check matrices
to one defined by random subspaces. Since C⊥

A and C⊥
B are also uniformly random subspaces of F∆

2 of
dimensions (1− ρ)∆ and ρ∆ respectively, we also have

Pr
CA,CB

(CA⊥B⊥ is not ∆3/2+ε-robust or d⊥ < δ∆) ≤ 2−Ω(∆) , (220)

where CA⊥B⊥ is the dual tensor code of C⊥
A and C⊥

B and d⊥ is the distance of CA⊥B⊥ . Therefore,

Pr
CA,CB

(CAB and CA⊥B⊥ are ∆3/2+ε-robust and d, d⊥ ≥ δ∆) ≥ 1− 2−Ω(∆) , (221)

so for sufficiently large ∆, there exist CA, CB satisfying the conditions. Note that we require ε < 1/28
in the theorem because the SRP parameter of up to 1/14 in Theorem 53 is halved in Lemma 51.

We remark that we did not give the tightest bounds in the section because in the proof of our
decoder, we only needed dual tensor codes with ∆3/2+ε-robustness for any ε > 0. By more carefully
tracking the exponents throughout the argument, it is possible to show the existence of ∆3/2+ε-robust
dual tensor codes for any ε < 1/6.
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