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We describe a quantum error-detecting and error-correcting code embedded within irreducible
representations of SU(3). These logical qutrits inherit the He(3) symmetries induced by the repre-
sentation, while protecting against small SU(3) displacements. We explore the general methodology
for finding codes from structure-inducing representations of groups, together with symmetries in-
herited from finite subgroups, extending the case of spin representations of SU(2) [1].

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum error correction is essential to real-
izing large-scale quantum computation. To dis-
tinguish errors from computation, one must em-
bed the logical quantum state space in a larger
physical state space. The most widely used
strategy for doing this is to encode a small num-
ber of logical systems in a large number of phys-
ical systems, such as encoding a single logical
qubit in a collection of many physical qubits.
However, depending on the types of errors one

wants to correct, the large physical state space
need not decompose into multiple subsystems.
Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) codes [2], cat
codes [3], binomial codes [4], and other vari-
ants [5, 6] all encode logical qubits in the
infinite-dimensional Hilbert space of a bosonic
mode. While multi-system codes are designed to
protect against errors restricted to a few subsys-
tems, these bosonic codes are designed to pro-
tect against dominant errors in oscillator sys-
tems, such as photon loss, dephasing, thermal-
ization, and displacement [7–9]. Because har-
monic oscillators are ubiquitous, these codes
have enjoyed a great deal of experimental at-
tention [10–16].
Of course, there are many monolithic state

spaces other than bosonic modes. Qubits have
also been encoded in large angular-momentum
state spaces [1, 17–20] and abstract finite-
dimensional systems [21, 22]. In these cases, the
relevant errors are given by some extra structure
on the Hilbert space. For bosonic modes, the
relevant Gaussian errors correspond to a repre-
sentation of SL(2,R) on the Hilbert space. For
angular-momentum systems, there is a natural
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representation of SU(2) or SO(3), and more ab-
stract systems are generally associated with a
representation of a discrete group, such as a
cyclic group [21] or finite Heisenberg group [22].

The present work is a natural extension of
the approach followed in [1], where we take the
physical state space to be an irreducible repre-
sentation of SU(3). In addition to defining rel-
evant errors, the structure-inducing representa-
tion also defines the simplest controls available
over the physical system. We therefore desire
to find codes that not only correct small SU(3)
displacements, but also allow certain logical op-
erations to be performed using large SU(3) dis-
placements. This is analogous to transversal
gates in multi-system codes, which allow logical
operations when acting on many of the subsys-
tems, as well as the GKP code, which allows
logical operations via large displacements. The
authors of [23, 24] have extensively studied the
relationship between these different notions of
transversality. In the case of SU(2) codes, nar-
rowing the search by restricting to highly sym-
metric codespaces - namely those endowed with
“natural” logical operators - proved fruitful for
efficiently protecting against errors, and we find
the same true for SU(3). In this work, we fo-
cus on enforcing He(3) symmetry, endowing our
codes with the analogue of logical Pauli opera-
tors.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin
with a brief introduction in Section II, includ-
ing the Knill-Laflamme conditions for quantum
error-correction and the relevant representation
theory of He(3) ⊆ SU(3). In Section III, we dis-
cuss using the imposed He(3) symmetry to sim-
plify the detection and correction conditions. In
Section IV, we present a 15-dimensional quan-
tum error-detecting code which supports logical
Pauli operators. We also use this simpler ex-
ample to build intuition for tools that will as-
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sist our search for a quantum error-correcting
code. Finally, in Section V we present a much
larger quantum error-correcting code along with
a proof of correctability against small SU(3) dis-
placements. We conclude in Section VI with
thoughts on how to find smaller codes, codes
with more symmetries, and plausible physical
instantiations of such codes. For convenience,
Python code verifying correctability may be
found at [25].

II. BACKGROUND

A. Error correction conditions

We begin with the group SU(3), generalizing
the “spin code” case of SU(2). Our aim is to find
a special subspace of a monolithic state space
H presented as an irreducible representation of
SU(3). The representation imbues H with dis-
tinguished error operators - those generated by
su(3). Correcting such error operators are rel-
evant e.g. to number-preserving operations on
collections of harmonic oscillators [26].
The Knill-Laflamme quantum error correc-

tion conditions determine whether particular er-
ror can be corrected. Given a code spanned by
an orthonormal basis

{
|i⟩
}
, we say the code de-

tects a set of errors {Ea} if

⟨i|Ea |j⟩ = Caδij

and corrects them if

⟨i|E†
bEa |j⟩ = Cabδij .

It suffices to satisfy these conditions on a ba-
sis for a set of errors. For su(3), we consider
representatives for the basis

λ1 =

 0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 λ2 =

 0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0


λ3 =

 0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

 λ4 =

 0 −i 0
i 0 0
0 0 0


λ5 =

 0 0 −i
0 0 0
i 0 0

 λ6 =

 0 0 0
0 0 −i
0 i 0


H1 =

 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 0

 H2 =

 0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1



.

B. Irreducible representations of SU(3)

We briefly review the representation theory
of SU(3) - see [27] for further details. The irre-
ducible representations of SU(3) are classified in
terms of their highest weights, which are deter-
mined by vectors in the associated complexified
Lie algebra su(3)C ∼= sl(3;C). For any repre-
sentation (π, V ) of sl(3;C), a weight for π is an
ordered pair µ = (µ1, µ2) ∈ Z2

≥0 such that there
is some nonzero v ∈ V such that

π(H1)v = µ1v

π(H2)v = µ2v.

A root is defined similarly as a nontrivial weight
of the adjoint representation, i.e. an ordered
pair α = (α1, α2) ∈ C2 such that (α1, α2) ̸= 0
and there exists Z ∈ sl(3;C) such that

[H1, Z] = α1Z

[H2, Z] = α2Z.

The ordering on weights is defined using the re-
spective roots of the raising operators |1⟩ ⟨0| and
|2⟩ ⟨1|,

α = (2,−1)

β = (−1, 2).

The partial ordering is then defined as µ1 ⪰ µ2

if there exist a, b ≥ 0 such that

µ1 − µ2 = aα+ bβ.

Each irreducible representation of SU(3) has a
unique highest weight under this ordering, and
so we refer to the irreducible representations us-
ing these highest weights (p, q).

C. (p, 0) representations

The standard prescription for constructing
(p, q) representations is to identify them within
the combined p- and q-fold tensor product of
the (1, 0) and (0, 1) representations, respec-
tively. The (1, 0) representation corresponds
to the standard representation, with highest
weight vector |0⟩, and (0, 1) its dual, with high-
est weight vector |2⟩. One can repeatedly apply
sequences of lowering operators Y1 and Y2 to the
highest (p, q)-weight vector |0⟩⊗p⊗|2⟩⊗q

(under
the product rule action by sl(3;C)) to explicitly
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construct the (p, q) representation. In general,
it has dimension

1

2
(p+ 1)(q + 1)(p+ q + 2).

To assist our search, we focus on (p, 0) repre-
sentations of SU(3), which follow a simple pat-
tern. The (p, 0) representations are generated
by symmetric vectors, taking the form

[a1a2 . . . ap] :=
∑

σ∈orbS3
[a1a2...ap]

σ.

Note that (as expected) the number of sym-
metric vectors

(
p+2
2

)
matches the dimension for-

mula.

D. Representations of He(3)

Of similar importance to protecting encoded
information is to be able to deliberately manipu-
late it. Consequently, we will focus on quantum
codes which are endowed with logical He(3) ac-
tions inherited from the SU(3) representation.
Importantly, He(3) is a finite group, so we can
distinguish different logical operations from un-
intended infinitesimal transformations [28]. Be-
ing a finite group, He(3) has finitely many irre-
ducible representations. These representations
are given in Table I.
To obtain a faithful representation of He(3),

the representative of Z must apply the ap-
propriate phases on the logical states. Since
ωZ = exp

[
− i2π(H1 +H2)/3

]
, the weight vec-

tors are also eigenvectors of Z. This means we
can make diagrams of the weight vectors form-
ing the supports of various logical states, as in
Figure 1. These diagrams also let us easily see
what happens when we apply the X operator -
it simply rotates the triangle counter clockwise.
From this, we observe that faithful representa-
tions of He(3) are only possible when p ̸≡ 0
mod 3. In fact, we focus on p ≡ 1 mod 3 to
obtain standard He(3) actions. In particular,
the χ(p,0) irreducible representations of SU(3)

restrict to χ
⊕ 1

6 (p+1)(p+2)

std reducible representa-
tions of He(3).

III. CONSTRAINT REDUCTION

Not only does embedding within faithful
He(3) representations imbue the codespace with

j¹0
®

j¹1
®

j¹2
®

(a) For p ≡ 1 mod 3 we can obtain standard
representations of He(3), since the rotations
made by X permute the eigenstates of the Z
representative in the ordinary direction.

j¹0
®

j¹1
®

j¹2
®

(b) For p ≡ 2 mod 3 we can obtain dual
representations of He(3), since the rotations
made by X permute the eigenstates of the Z
representative in the opposite direction.

j¹0
®

j¹1
®

j¹2
®

(c) For p ≡ 0 mod 3 we can’t obtain faithful
representations of He(3), since the rotations
made by X do not permute all three of the
Z-eigenstates.

FIG. 1: Candidates for faithful representations
of He(3) within (p, 0) representations of SU(3).

desirable logical operators - it places structural
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I ωI ω2I X X2 Z Z2 XZ X2Z XZ2 X2Z2

χstd 3 3ω 3ω2 0 · · ·
χstdop 3 3ω2 3ω 0 · · ·

χtriv = χω,X,Z1 1 1 · · ·
χω,X1 1 1 1 1 1 ω ω2 ω ω ω2 ω2

χω,X2 1 1 1 1 1 ω2 ω ω2 ω2 ω ω

χω,Z1 1 1 1 ω ω2 1 1 ω ω2 ω ω2

χω,Z2 1 1 1 ω2 ω 1 1 ω2 ω ω2 ω

χω,XZ1 1 1 1 ω ω2 ω2 ω 1 ω ω2 1

χω,XZ2 1 1 1 ω2 ω ω ω2 1 ω2 ω 1

χω,X2Z1
1 1 1 ω2 ω ω2 ω ω 1 1 ω2

χω,X2Z2
1 1 1 ω ω2 ω ω2 ω2 1 1 ω

TABLE I: Character table of He(3).

constraints on the codespace. This helps sim-
plify the system of equations required to satisfy
the Knill-Laflamme conditions.
Focusing on error detection for example, sup-

pose we find a codespace on which He(3) is rep-
resented faithfully and satisfies the identical ex-
pectation condition

⟨0|λ1 |0⟩ = ⟨1|λ1 |1⟩ = ⟨2|λ1 |2⟩ = Cλ1
.

Then, noting that

X†λ1X = λ2, (X2)†λ1X
2 = λ3,

we simultaneously obtain

Cλ1
= ⟨0|X†λ1X |0⟩ = ⟨0|λ2 |0⟩ = Cλ2

Cλ1
= ⟨0| (X2)†λ1X

2 |0⟩ = ⟨0|λ3 |0⟩ = Cλ3
.

because of the logical action of X on the logical
qutrits. Furthermore,

Cλ1 = ⟨2|λ1 |2⟩ = ⟨1|X†λ1X |1⟩ = ⟨1|λ2 |1⟩
Cλ1

= ⟨0|λ1 |0⟩ = ⟨2|X†λ1X |2⟩ = ⟨2|λ2 |2⟩
Cλ1

= ⟨2|λ2 |2⟩ = ⟨1|X†λ2X |1⟩ = ⟨1|λ3 |1⟩
Cλ1 = ⟨0|λ2 |0⟩ = ⟨2|X†λ2X |2⟩ = ⟨2|λ3 |2⟩ .

Using a similar argument, we can show that if
⟨i|λ1 |j⟩ = 0, then this condition will hold for
λ2 and λ3 as well. In summary, if we have a
code that detects some error λi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,
then it detects any error λj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.
Next, we observe that a code that detects λ1

errors must also detect λ4 errors. First, we find
that

Z†λ1Z = −1

2
λ1 −

√
3

2
λ4.

So, we can replace

Cλ1
= ⟨0|Z†λ1Z |0⟩ = ⟨0| (−1

2
λ1 −

√
3

2
λ4) |0⟩ ,

noting that |0⟩ must be a +1-eigenvector of Z.
Simplifying, we see

⟨0|λ4 |0⟩ = −
√
3Cλ1

.

Next, X†Z†λ1ZX = − 1
2λ2−

√
3
2 λ5 and recalling

that the expectation of a codeword under λ2 is
the same as under λ1,

⟨0|λ5 |0⟩ = −
√
3Cλ1

.

Using a similar argument, we find that
⟨0|λ6 |0⟩ = −

√
3Cλ1

. Applying the same strat-
egy as before, we conclude that if the code de-
tects some error λi, then it detects any error
λj .

It follows similarly that a code that detects
Hi also detects Hj . Furthermore, because code-
words are eigenvectors of the Hk operators,

⟨i|Hk |j⟩ = 0

for i ̸= j. Consequently, for Hk operators, we
are only left to satisfy the identical expectation
condition. We will show later that this reduces
down to 2 constraints. It follows that in order
to find an error detecting code, there are only 8
conditions to satisfy, reduced from a naive count
of 40 (noting Hermicity of the error basis). This
gives a flavor of how symmetry simplifies our
search, and we will observe similar reductions
can be made for error correction.
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IV. FINDING AN ERROR-DETECTING
CODE

As we’ve observed, symmetries significantly
reduce the set of error-detection constraints we
must satisfy. In particular, it suffices to show

⟨i|λ1 |j⟩ = Cλ1
δij and ⟨i|H1 |i⟩ = CH1

.

Such a code can be found in a space as small as
the (4, 0) representation. We start by restricting
the support of |0⟩ to

|0⟩ = α [0000] + β [1110] + γ [2220] + δ [1122]

+ ϵ [0012]

with |1⟩ = X |0⟩ and |2⟩ = X |1⟩.
We first tackle the λ1 constraints. To do so,

we compute the λ1 action on the basis vectors,
noting that

π(4,0)λ1(v) =

(
3∑

i=0

I⊗i ⊗ λ1 ⊗ I⊗3−i

)
(v),

λ1 |0⟩ = α [0001] + 4β [1111] + 2β [0110]

+ γ [2221] + δ [0122] + 2ϵ [1022]

+ 3ϵ [0002]

λ1 |1⟩ = α [1110] + β [2220] + 2γ [0011]

+ 4γ [0000] + δ [2210] + 3ϵ [1112]

+ 2ϵ [0012]

λ1 |2⟩ = β [0012] + γ [0112] + 3δ [0001]

+ 3δ [1110] + 2ϵ [1122] + 2ϵ [2200] .

Note that λ1 |0⟩ does not contain any +1-
eigenvectors of Z. Similarly, λ1 |1⟩ and λ1 |2⟩ do
not contain any of their respective Z-operator
eigenstates as well. Therefore, we obtain

⟨0|λ1 |0⟩ = Cλ1
= 0

⟨1|λ1 |1⟩ = Cλ1
= 0

⟨2|λ1 |2⟩ = Cλ1 = 0.

Next, we must evaluate ⟨i|λ1 |j⟩, for i ̸= j. We
observe the constraints

⟨0|λ1 |1⟩ = 4αγ + 4βα+ 4γβ + 24 |ϵ|2 = 0

⟨0|λ1 |2⟩ = 12βδ + 12δϵ+ 12ϵβ = 0

⟨1|λ1 |2⟩ = 12δγ + 12γϵ+ 12ϵδ = 0

and note ⟨i|λ1 |j⟩ = ⟨j|λ1 |i⟩. Next, we com-
pute the H1 determined by the action

H1 |0⟩ = 4α [0000]− 2β [1110]

+ γ [2220]− 2δ [1122] + ϵ [0012]

H1 |1⟩ = −4α [1111]− β [2221]

+ 2γ [0001] + 2δ [2200]− ϵ [1120]

H1 |2⟩ = 3β [0002]− 3γ [1112] .

yielding expectations

⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 4 |α|2 − 8 |β|2 + 4 |γ|2

− 12 |δ|2 + 12 |ϵ|2

⟨1|H1 |1⟩ = −4 |α|2 − 4 |β|2 + 8 |γ|2

+ 12 |δ|2 − 12 |ϵ|2

⟨2|H1 |2⟩ = 12 |β|2 − 12 |γ|2 .

Note that ⟨0|H1 |0⟩+ ⟨1|H1 |1⟩+ ⟨2|H1 |2⟩ = 0.
Imposing the Knill-Laflamme conditions we see
that

3CH1 = 0 ⇒ CH1 = 0.

Hence, ⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = ⟨1|H1 |1⟩ = ⟨2|H1 |2⟩ must
all be identically zero. Therefore, we must have
|β|2 = |γ|2 and the remaining constraint

⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 4 |α|2 − 4 |β|2 − 12 |δ|2 + 12 |ϵ|2 = 0.

Assembling the remaining constraints, we ob-
tain the system of equations

⟨1|λ1 |0⟩ = 4αγ + 4βα+ 4γβ + 24 |ϵ|2 = 0

⟨2|λ1 |0⟩ = 12βδ + 12δϵ+ 12ϵβ = 0

⟨1|λ1 |2⟩ = 12δγ + 12γϵ+ 12ϵδ = 0

⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 4 |α|2 − 4 |β|2 − 12 |δ|2 + 12 |ϵ|2 = 0.

To solve this system, we start by setting β =
γ = 0, with the topmost equation forcing ϵ =
0. With this, it follows that ⟨1|λ1 |2⟩ = 0 as
desired. Consequently, we are left with a family
of solutions

4 |α|2 − 12 |δ|2 = 0 ⇒ |δ| = ± 1√
3
|α|

with e.g. one possible choice α =
√
3 and δ = 1.

The resulting codespace is given by

|0⟩ = 1

3

(√
3 [0000] + [1122]

)
|1⟩ = 1

3

(√
3 [1111] + [2200]

)
|2⟩ = 1

3

(√
3 [2222] + [0011]

)
.
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j¹0
®

j¹1
®

j¹2
®

FIG. 2: Visualizing the support of the
error-detecting code. Necessary conditions for
detecting the Xj and Yj errors are manifest in
the spacing on the triangular lattice, since
these errors only move states to the adjacent
weights.

Note that the logical basis is expressed in terms
of symmetric orbits, so that it is indeed normal-
ized. We visualize the code support in Figure 2,
which conveys it’s ability to detect bit shifts.

With the help of symmetries simplifying the
error-detection conditions, a solution - defining
a quantum error-detecting code - can be found
in a relatively small 15-dimensional representa-
tion. However, the error-correction conditions
introduce substantially more constraints, result-
ing in a blowup of the dimension of the repre-
sentation.

V. FINDING AN
ERROR-CORRECTING CODE

For finding an error correction code, we use
various techniques to reduce the complexity of
the system of equations induced by the Knill-
Laflamme conditions. A key technique we em-
ploy is choosing a large enough irrep of SU(3) so
that the predictable action of the operators can
help us choose a manageable codespace. From
there, we can set certain degrees of freedom
equal to zero to automatically satisfy many con-
straints.

A. Satisfying λi Constraints

In this section, we aim to highlight strategies
that will make satisfying the error detecting and
correcting conditions introduced by the λi op-
erators easier. Throughout this section, we will
assume that p ≡ 1 mod 3. This is so that the
Z operator’s action is equivalent its standard
representation action. Define [sℓ,y,t] such that

[sℓ,y,t] =
[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t

]
.

We will use this notation for the rest of the pa-
per. Note that

[sℓ,y,t] = 0

if ℓ, y, or t is less than 0. One convenient fact
to note is that the length of [sℓ,y,t] denoted by
|[sℓ,y,t]| is given by

|[sℓ,y,t]| =

√
(ℓ+ y + t)!

ℓ!y!t!
.

Let us consider the action of λ1 on the sym-
metric vector [sℓ,y,t]. Letting y ≡ t mod 3,
from the previous section, we see that

[sℓ,y,t]
λ1−→(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+1,y−1,t]

+ (y + 1) [sℓ−1,y+1,t] .

Notice that λ1 sends a vector in the +1
eigenspace of the Z operator to the sum of vec-
tors in the ω and ω2 eigenspaces of Z. Hence,

Cλ1 = ⟨0|λ1 |0⟩ = 0.

Because λ1 sends |0⟩ to the ω and ω2

eigenspaces of the Z operator, there is a pos-
sibility that ⟨1|λ1 |0⟩ ≠ 0 and ⟨2|λ1 |0⟩ ≠ 0. We
can force these force these equations to be 0 by
taking advantage of large SU(3) irreps.
There are an unlimited number of SU(3) ir-

reps to work with, and looking in exceptionally
large representations is advantageous. However,
in doing so, we expose ourselves to a headache-
inducing number of degrees of freedom. For
instance, in Section VC we find an error cor-
rection code in the (37, 0) representation. The
number of degrees of freedom in this represen-
tation is 1

2 (37 + 1)(37 + 2) · 1
3 = 247. If we con-

sidered all of the degrees of freedom, we would
have a system of many equations with 247 un-
knowns. Using simplification techniques, we can
simply set 243 of the unknowns to be zero!
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When choosing which degrees of freedom are
zero, understanding the images of symmetric
vectors under λi gives us helpful insight. To
start, we will work with the λ1 operator. First,
we will define some notation. Suppose we are
given a codespace in the (p, 0) irrep, and let
[sℓ,y,t] be a summand of the |0⟩ codeword. De-
fine the coefficient of [sℓ,y,t] by cℓ,y,t and define
the sets S|i⟩ as the following

S|0⟩ =
{
[sq,p,r] ∈ V(p,0) | cq,p,r ̸= 0

}
S|1⟩ =

{
[sq,p,r] ∈ V(p,0) | cp,r,q ̸= 0

}
S|2⟩ =

{
[sq,p,r] ∈ V(p,0) | cr,q,p ̸= 0

}
,

where V(p,0) is the irreducible representation
corresponding to the (p, 0) irrep. The S|i⟩ tells

us what symmetric vectors appear as nonzero
summands of the |i⟩ codeword. For the fol-
lowing example, suppose that ℓ, y, t ≥ 2. We
make the assumption that ℓ, y, t ≥ 2 for sim-
plicity. Under the image of λ1, [sℓ,y,t] maps
to a vector that contains (ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+1,y−1,t] and
(y+ 1) [sℓ−1,y+1,t] as a summands, which are in
the ω2 and ω codespaces, respectively.
Now, we restrict our attention to (y +

1) [sℓ−1,y+1,t]. By definition, |1⟩ contains sym-
metric vectors that are in the ω eigenspace of
the Z operator. As a consequence, |1⟩ = X |0⟩.
Our aim is to find coefficient of the vector in
S|0⟩ that maps to the vector [sℓ−1,y+1,t] under
the X operator. We have the following,

X−1 [sℓ−1,y+1,t] = [sy+1,t,ℓ−1] .

Hence, if [sy+1,t,ℓ−1] ∈ S|0⟩, meaning
that its coefficient cy+1,t,ℓ−1 ̸= 0, then
cy+1,t,ℓ−1 [sℓ−1,y+1,t] is a summand of the |1⟩
codeword as desired.
Next, restricting our attention to (ℓ +

1) [sℓ+1,y−1,t], we can repeat a similar process
noting that |2⟩ is a sum of of ω2 eigenvectors of
the Z operator and |2⟩ = X2 |0⟩. We find that if
[st,ℓ+1,y−1] ∈ S|0⟩, its coefficient ct,ℓ+1,y−1 ̸= 0,

and thus, ct,ℓ+1,y−1 [sℓ+1,y−1,t] is a summand of
the |2⟩ codeword.
Now, we observe that

⟨1|λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = cy+1,t,ℓ−1 · d1 · |[sℓ−1,y+1,t]|2

⟨2|λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = ct,ℓ+1,y−1 · d2 · |[st,ℓ+1,y−1]|2

where d1 = cℓ,y,t(y + 1), d2 = (ℓ + 1)cℓ,y,t.
One easy way to force these quantities to be
zero, is to state that cy+1,t,ℓ−1, ct,ℓ+1,y−1 =

0. This condition is true if and only if
[sy+1,tℓ−1] , [st,ℓ+1,y−1] ̸∈ S|0⟩. In other words,
we do not want to include these vectors in the
|0⟩ codeword.

What we have just demonstrated is that
if we have some [sℓ,y,t] ∈ S|0⟩, then

[sy+1,t,ℓ−1] , [st,ℓ+1,y−1] ̸∈ S|0⟩ implies

⟨1|λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = ⟨2|λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = 0.

In this case, λ1 introduced 2 symmetric vectors
that we want to avoid including as summands
in the |0⟩ codeword. It turns out that λ4 tells
us that we want to avoid the same vectors that
λ1 tells us to avoid.

Given that [sℓ,y,t] ∈ S|0⟩, λ1, λ2, λ3 give us 6
vectors total that should not be in S|0⟩, namely

[sy+1,t,ℓ−1] , [sy,t−1,ℓ+1] , [sy−1,t+1,ℓ] ,

[st,ℓ+1,y−1] , [st+1,ℓ−1,y] , [st−1,ℓ,y+1] .

Note that the i−th column corresponds to the
vectors that λi tell us to avoid. To derive these,
we would simply to the exact same procedure as
before. We apply λi to [sℓ,y,t]. The image vec-
tor will be the sum of two vectors. We then
find which eigenspaces of the Z operator the
summands lie in. From there, we apply the ap-
propriate power of the X operator that would
send the summands to the +1 eigenspace. The
vectors in the +1 eigenspace are precisely the
vectors that we do not want to include in S|0⟩.
What we have just demonstrated is that we

can methodically choose the vectors in S|0⟩ such
that

⟨i|λj |0⟩ = 0.

Using similar techniques as in Section III, we
find that

⟨i|λj |k⟩ = 0,

for all 0 ≤ i, k ≤ 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ 6.
While we can force the Knill-Laflamme con-

ditions to be zero for error detection using the
aforementioned method, we are not able to do
this for error correction. For example, λ2

1 acts
in the following way

[sℓ,y,t]
λ1−→

(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+1,y−1,t] + (y + 1) [sℓ−1,y+1,t]
λ1−→

(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+2,y−2,t] + y(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ,y,t]

+ ℓ(y + 1) [sℓ,y,t]

+ (y + 2)(y + 1) [sℓ−2,y+2,t] .
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We see that [sℓ,y,t] appears in the image of λ2
1,

therefore, [sℓ,y,t]
†
λ2
1 [sℓ,y,t] will never be 0 unless

the coefficient of [sℓ,y,t] is 0. However, we can
still force ⟨i|λqλp |j⟩ = 0.
For the following example, we will analyze the

image of λ2λ1. We see that the action of λ2λ1

is given by

[sℓ,y,t]
λ1−→

(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+1,y−1,t] + (y + 1) [sℓ−1,y+1,t]
λ2−→

(t+ 1)(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ,y−1,t+1]

+ (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ+ 1) [sℓ+2,y−1,t−1]

+ ℓ(y + 1) [sℓ,y+1,t−1]

+ (t+ 1)(y + 1) [sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] .

Note that there are 4 summands in the image,
namely

[sℓ,y−1,t+1] , [sℓ+2,y−1,t−1] ,

[sℓ,y+1,t−1] , [sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] .

Note that because y ≡ t mod 3, we have that
y ± 1 ≡ t ± 1 mod 3 and thus [sℓ+2,y−1,t−1]
and [sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] are in the +1 eigenspace of
the Z operator. Using similar logic as before,
if [sℓ+2,y−1,t−1] , [sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] ̸∈ S|0⟩, in other
words cℓ+2,y−1,t+1 = cℓ−2,y+1,t+1 = 0, then it
follows that

⟨0|λ2λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = 0.

Next, we note that [sℓ,y−1,t+1] is a vector in the
ω eigenspace of Z. From this, we assert that
X−1 [sℓ,y−1,t+1] = [sy−1,t+1,ℓ] ̸∈ S|0⟩ so that

⟨1|λ2λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = 0.

Finally, we note that [sℓ,y+1,t−1] is in the ω2

eigenspace of the Z operator. Therefore, we as-
sert that X−2 [sℓ,y+1,t−1] = [st−1,ℓ,y+1] ̸∈ S|0⟩.
Hence,

⟨2|λ2λ1(cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t]) = 0.

In conclusion, if we assert that [sℓ,y,t] ∈ S|0⟩,
then λ2λ1 tells us that we should avoid including
the following vectors in S|0⟩:

[sℓ+2,y−1,t−1] , [sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] ,

[sℓ,y−1,t+1] , [st−1,ℓ,y+1] .

Notice that we already knew to avoid
[sℓ,y−1,t+1] , [st−1,ℓ,y+1] because they are sum-
mands of the image of [sℓ,y,t] under λ2, which

we handled previously. The new vectors that
λ2λ1 tells us to avoid are the vectors that are
two operations away from [sℓ,y,t].

Repeating a similar process for λqλp, we find
that we should avoid including the following vec-
tors in S|0⟩:

[sy−1,t+1,ℓ] , [sy+1,t,ℓ−1] , [sy,t−1,ℓ+1]

[st−1,ℓ,y+1] , [st,ℓ+1,y−1] , [st+1,ℓ−1,y]

[sy−2,t,ℓ+2] , [sy,t+2,ℓ−2] , [sy+2,t−2,ℓ]

[st−2,ℓ+2,y] , [st+2,ℓ,y−2] , [st,ℓ−2,y+2]

[sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] , [sℓ+1,y+1,t−2] , [sℓ+1,y−2,t+1] .
(V.1)

Next, we define what it means for a codespace
to be properly spaced. Let [sℓ,y,t] be a member
of the +1 eigenspace of the Z operator. Define
the set Aℓ,y,t as the following set

Aℓ,y,t =



[sy−1,t+1,ℓ] , [sy+1,t,ℓ−1] , [sy,t−1,ℓ+1]

[st−1,ℓ,y+1] , [st,ℓ+1,y−1] , [st+1,ℓ−1,y]

[sy−2,t,ℓ+2] , [sy,t+2,ℓ−2] , [sy+2,t−2,ℓ]

[st−2,ℓ+2,y] , [st+2,ℓ,y−2] , [st,ℓ−2,y+2]

[sℓ−2,y+1,t+1] , [sℓ+1,y+1,t−2] , [sℓ+1,y−2,t+1]


We say that a codespace is properly spaced if
for all [sℓ,y,t] ∈ S|0⟩, S|0⟩ ∩ Aℓ,y,t = ∅. One con-
sequence of a codespace being properly spaced
is that it follows that the following conditions
are satisfied

⟨i|λk |j⟩ = 0

⟨i|λqλp |j⟩ = 0,

for p ̸= q,0 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, and 1 ≤ j ≤ 6.
When working in large enough representa-

tions, we have more than enough degrees of free-
dom to concoct properly spaced codespaces. For
example, consider the codespace in the (37, 0)
irrep given by

|0⟩ = a0 [s35,1,1] + a1 [s11,1,25]

+ b1 [s11,25,1] + c0 [s9,14,14]

|1⟩ = X |0⟩ = a0 [s1,35,1] + a1 [s25,11,1]

+ b1 [s1,11,25] + c0 [s14,9,14]

|2⟩ = X |1⟩ = a0 [s1,1,35] + a1 [s1,25,11]

+ b1 [s25,1,11] + c0 [s14,14,9] .

We observe that λ2λ1 [s35,1,1] given by

λ2λ1 [s35,1,1] = 2 · 36 [s35,0,2] + 37 · 36 [s37,0,0]
+ 35 · 2 [s35,2,0] + 2 · 2 [s34,2,2] .
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By construction, one can check that [s35,0,2] ̸∈
S|1⟩, [s37,0,0] , [s34,2,2] , ̸∈ S|0⟩, and [s35,2,0] ̸∈
S|2⟩, and hence

⟨i|λ2λ1a0 [s35,1,1] = 0,

for i = 0, 1, 2. The reader can check that this
code detects λi errors, and we will give a specific
code in Section VC that has the same S|0⟩ and
corrects λi errors.
In conclusion, we can satisfy most of the

λi Knill-Laflamme conditions by constructing
a properly spaced codespace. Once we have a
properly spaced codespace, the only nontrivial
constraints introduced by the λi operators are
introduced by ⟨i|λ2

p |j⟩.

B. Satisfying Hi Constraints

The Hi constraints play a huge role in deter-
mining whether or not our system of equations
can be solved. First off, we note that the Hi

operators preserve the eigenspaces of the Z op-
erator. Therefore, if we have a codespace that
satisfies ⟨i|λq |j⟩ = 0, then Hpλq |j⟩ = c2λq |j⟩,
and thus ⟨i|Hpλq |j⟩ = c2 ·0 = 0. Consequently,
if we want to find a code that corrects λi and Hj

errors, as long as the λi conditions are satisfied,
we just need to worry about the ⟨i|Hk |j⟩ and
⟨i|H2

k |j⟩ constraints.
To apply some clever tricks to simplifying

the Hi constraints, it’s helpful to understand
some special relationships between vectors. One
special relationship exists between the vectors
[sℓ,y,t] and [sℓ,t,y], where y ≡ t mod 3. Denote
by v the symmetric vector given by

v = X2 (cℓ,y,t [sℓ,y,t] + cℓ,t,y [sℓ,t,y]) .

Observe the following

v†H1v = p · (y − t)2(|cℓ,y,t|2 − |cℓ,t,y|2),

where p = (ℓ+y+t)!
ℓ!y!t! . Therefore, if

|cℓ,y,t|2 − |cℓ,t,y|2 = 0,

this would imply that |cℓ,y,t| = ± |cℓ,t,y|. One
simplification that we make is the simplification
that cℓ,y,t = cℓ,t,y. In other words, if we include
[sℓ,y,t] in the codeword |0⟩, we want to include
[sℓ,t,y] in |0⟩ as well because it makes solving the

equations easier. In general, |0⟩may contain the
following superposition of basis vectors∑

i

(αi [sℓi,ti,yi
] + βi [sℓi,yi,ti ]),

and the following contribution of these vectors
to ⟨2|H1 |2⟩ is given by∑

i

pi(yi − ti)
2
(
|αi|2 − |βi|2

)
,

where pi = (ℓi+ti+yi)!
ℓi!yi!ti!

. As we can see, setting

αi = βi in most cases will make ⟨2|H1 |2⟩ =
0. We should note that we want to make sure
that [sℓ,y,t] is not within 2 operations of [sℓ,t,y]
because then the λk conditions may no longer
be satisfied.

The next type of special vector is the vector
of the type [sℓ,y,y]. This is because

H1

(
X2(α [sℓ,y,y])

)
= 0.

Hence, these vectors have no contribution in the
equation ⟨2|H1 |2⟩ = CH1

. However, the con-
tributions that these vectors make to the other
equations allow for us to manipulate the system
of equations so that the system has a solution.

C. Finding a Code in (37, 0)

Next, we will go through the process of finding
an error correction code in the (37, 0) irrep of
SU(3).
First, we start by presenting the following

properly spaced codespace,

|0⟩ = a0 [s35,1,1] + a1 [s11,1,25]

+ b1 [s11,25,1] + c0 [s9,14,14] .

It follows that

⟨i|λqλp |j⟩ = 0

⟨i|λq |j⟩ = 0

for q ̸= p. From the previous section, we also
know that

⟨i|Hqλp |j⟩ = 0.

Furthermore, we know that

⟨i|H1 |j⟩ = 0,

for i ̸= j because the codewords are orthogonal
to each other.
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Next, we analyze the constraints that are not
satisfied trivially. We will analyze the con-
straints introduced by Hi errors first. We begin
by observing the following

⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 34p1 |a0|2 + 10p2 |a1|2

− 14p2 |b1|2 − 5p3 |c0|2

⟨1|H1 |1⟩ = −34p1 |a0|2 + 14p2 |a1|2

− 10p2 |b1|2 + 5p3 |c0|2

⟨2|H1 |2⟩ = 34p2 |b1|2 − 34p2 |a1|2 .

where pi are the dot product multiplicities and

p1 = 37!
35! , p2 = 37!

25!·11! , p3 = 37!
14!·14!·9! .

As mentioned earlier, we can make the assump-
tion that |b1| = |a1| to make the equations sim-
pler. When doing this we get,

−⟨1|H1 |1⟩ = ⟨0|H1 |0⟩
= 34p1 |a0|2 − 4p2 |a1|2

− 5p3 |c0|2

= 0

⟨2|H1 |2⟩ = 0.

One thing to note here is that many times, in
this step, we get a quadratic equation similar to
the one in the above equations. However, we can
determine whether or not the system is solvable
if there are a mix of positive and negative coef-
ficients. For instance, if we would have chosen
|0⟩ to be

|0⟩ = p [s35,1,1] + q1 [s23,1,13]

+ q1 [s23,13,1] + r [s17,10,10] ,

then we would have had the following equation

⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 34p1 |p|2 + 32c1 |q1|2

+ 7c2 |r|2

= 0,

with c1, c2 > 0. As one can see, this equation
has no non-trivial solution. Therefore, we want
to choose our codespace such that in |0⟩, the ten-
sor power of 0 is greater than the tensor power
of 1 in some basis vectors and less than the ten-
sor power of 1 in other basis vectors. This will
ensure that ⟨0|H1 |0⟩ = 0 has nontrivial solu-
tions.
Next, we compute the second order Hi con-

straints. Note that we did not compute ⟨i|H2 |j⟩

because we are using the assumption that if the
H1 conditions for error detection are satisfied,
then the H2 conditions will be satisfied as well.
For error correction, however, we have to check
the second order H2 conditions as well. We be-
gin by observing the following

⟨0|H2
1 |0⟩ = 342p1 |a0|2 + 102p2 |a1|2

+ 142p2 |b1|2 + 25p3 |c0|2

⟨1|H2
1 |1⟩ = 342p1 |a0|2 + 102p2 |a1|2

+ 142p2 |b1|2 + 25p3 |c0|2

⟨2|H2
1 |2⟩ = 342p2 |b1|2 + 342p2 |a1|2 .

Next, we use the assumption that |a1| = |b1|, to
conclude that

⟨1|H2
1 |1⟩ = ⟨0|H2

1 |0⟩
= 342p1 |a0|2 + 25p3 |c0|2

+ (102 + 142)p2 |a1|2

⟨2|H2
1 |2⟩ = 2 · 342p2 |a1|2 .

The error correction conditions tells us that all
the quantities must be the same, therefore, it
follows that

342p1 |a0|2 + 25p3 |c0|2

+ (102 + 142)p2 |a1|2

= 2 · 342p2 |a1|2

Note again that because 102 + 142 < 2 · 342,
the equation has a chance of having nontrivial
solutions.

Next, we check the H1H2 conditions. Note
that H1H2 = H2H1, therefore, we only need to
check ⟨i|H1H2 |j⟩ = C. The process is similar
to the other processes, so we get the following

⟨2|H1H2 |2⟩ = ⟨0|H1H2 |0⟩
= −(576)p2 |a1|2

⟨1|H1H2 |1⟩ = −342p1 |a0|2

+ 280p2 |a1|2 − 52p3 |c0|2 ,

and hence

− 342p1 |a0|2 − 52p3 |c0|2 + 280p2 |a1|2

= −(576)p2 |a1|2 .

By construction, we see that this equation will
also have non-trivial solutions because there is a
mixture of positive and negative coefficients. In
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summary, theHi constraints for error correction
are given by

34p1 |a0|2 − 4p2 |a1|2 − 5p3 |c0|2 = 0

342p1 |a0|2 + 296p2 |a1|2 + 25p3 |c0|2

= 2 · 342p2 |a1|2

− 342p1 |a0|2 + 280p2 |a1|2 − 25p3 |c0|2

= −(576)p2 |a1|2 .

Next, we compute the non-trivial λi condi-
tions. Note that X†λ2

1X = λ2
2. Therefore, using

the same logic as before, we only need to check
⟨i|λ2

1 |i⟩. The equations that we get for λ2
1 are

⟨1|λ2
1 |1⟩ = ⟨0|λ2

1 |0⟩
= (106)p1 |a0|2

+ (620)p2 |a1|2

+ (275)p3 |c0|2

⟨2|λ2
1 |2⟩ = 4p1 |a0|2 + 152p2 |a1|2

+ 420p3 |c0|2 ,

thus, we have the following result

(106)p1 |a0|2 + (620)p2 |a1|2

+ (275)p3 |c0|2

= 4p1 |a0|2 + 152p2 |a1|2

+ 420p3 |c0|2 .

Putting everything together, we get

34p1 |a0|2 − 4p2 |a1|2 − 5p3 |c0|2

= 0

1156p1 |a0|2 + 296p2 |a1|2

+ 25p3 |c0|2

= 2312p2 |a1|2 − 1156p1 |a0|2

+ 280p2 |a1|2 − 25p3 |c0|2

= −576p2 |a1|2

106p1 |a0|2 + 359p2 |a1|2

+ 275p3 |c0|2

= 4p1 |a0|2 + 152p2 |a1|2

+ 420p3 |c0|2 .

A solution to the system of equations yields the

following codewords,

|0⟩ = 1

d


√
670371601625 [s35,1,1]

+
√

10214875
168 [s11,1,25]

+
√

10214875
168 [s11,25,1]

+ [s9,14,14]



|1⟩ = 1

d


√
670371601625 [s1,35,1]

+
√

10214875
168 [s25,11,1]

+
√

10214875
168 [s1,11,25]

+ [s14,9,14]



|2⟩ = 1

d


√
670371601625 [s1,1,35]

+
√

10214875
168 [s1,25,11]

+
√

10214875
168 [s25,1,11]

+ [s14,14,9]

 ,

where d =
√
8586854127423000.
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VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE
WORK

We have found that there exists an error cor-
rection code in the (37, 0) irrep of SU(3); how-
ever, there is reason to believe that this is not
the smallest possible representation that has an
error correction code. One possible extension
of this project is to find a lower bound on the
dimension of the space that contains an error
correcting code. Another possible extension is
to find a recipe for generating error correction
codes in SU(n) for n ≥ 4. SU(3) just so hap-
pend to be fairly similar to SU(2), but as n
increases, things may potentially become more
complicated.

A natural question to ask is whether SU(3)
representations correspond to “physical” state
spaces. Harmonic oscillators, molecules, and
large nuclear spins all give relevant examples
of SL(2,R), SO(3), and SU(2) representations.
Within physics, SU(3) is famous for its role in
the standard model, but we’re hardly advocat-
ing for building a quantum computer out of in-
dividually addressable quarks! However, one
can look to the Schwinger representation to pro-
vide a motivating physical instantiation. This
useful representation of SU(2) [26], which uses
number-preserving operations on a collection
of harmonic oscillators, also provides a means
of realizing SU(3) symmetry via linear optics
(beamsplitters and phase shifters) [29]. Encod-
ing logical qutrits can also yield computational
advantages [30].

Designing codes using SU(3) is also a natu-
ral step towards building a general prescription
for constructing quantum codes from higher di-
mensional unitary group representations, show-
casing some of the complexities hidden in the
special case of SU(2) [1]. The result of our labor
is the discovery of new codes embedding three-
dimensional logical quantum systems in physical
state spaces given by SU(3) irreps.
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Appendix A: Structural Proof of (p, 0) Irrep

First, we will show that the action of the Y1

operator preserves symmetric vectors. We wish
to show that[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t

] Y1−→ (y + 1)
[
0ℓ−1 ⊗ 1y+1 ⊗ 2t

]
.

To show this, we will first show that any per-
mutation of the vector |0ℓ−1 ⊗ 1y+1 ⊗ 2t⟩ is the
image of some permutation of |0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t⟩ un-
der Y1. For the rest of this section define |sℓ,y,t⟩
as the following

|sℓ,y,t⟩ = |0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t⟩ .

Given any permutation |r⟩ of |sℓ−1,y+1,t⟩, we
know that there exists some permutation σ such
that

|r⟩ = σ |sℓ−1,y+1,t⟩ .

Hence, we see that σ |sℓy,t⟩ will have nearly the
same tensor product decomposition as |r⟩, the
only difference is that |r⟩ has a 1 in a spot where
σ |sℓ,y,t⟩ has a 0. Suppose σ |sℓ,y,t⟩ differs from
|r⟩ at the ith tensor product. Therefore, we see
that (

I⊗i−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ I⊗n−i
)
σ |sℓ,y,t⟩ = |r⟩ ,

where n = k + ℓ + t. We have shown that
there exists some permutation of σ |sℓ,y,t⟩ that
maps to |r⟩. In other words, there exists
some vector in the class

[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t

]
that

maps to |r⟩. Hence, every vector in the class[
0ℓ−1 ⊗ 1y+1 ⊗ 2t

]
is reached. A similar argu-

ment can be made for Y2 to show that[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t

] Y2−→ (t+ 1)
[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y−1 ⊗ 2t+1

]
To see why the multiplicity is y+1, we begin

by denoting the transposition τ(i,j) as the per-
mutation that swaps the ith and jth letter. We
claim that(

I⊗ℓ+j−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ In−y
)
τ(ℓ,ℓ+j) |sℓ,y,t⟩

=
(
I⊗ℓ−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ In−ℓ

)
|sℓ,y,t⟩ ,

for 0 ≤ j ≤ y. Indeed, we have(
I⊗ℓ+j−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ I⊗(n−y)

)
τ(ℓ,ℓ+j) |sℓ,y,t⟩

=
(
I⊗ℓ+j−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ I⊗(n−y)

)
|w⟩

= |sℓ−1,y+1,t⟩
=
(
I⊗ℓ−1 ⊗ Y1 ⊗ In−ℓ

)
|sℓ,y,t⟩ ,
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where |w⟩ is the following vector

|w⟩ = |0ℓ−1 ⊗ 1j ⊗ 0⊗ 1y−j ⊗ 2t⟩ .

Because there are y+1 different transpositions
that map to the same image, we see that the
image multiplier is y + 1, as desired.
As a consequence of the above results, we have

that for y ≡ t mod 3,[
0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t

] Y1Y2Y1−−−−→
(y + 1)(t+ 1)(y + 1)

[
0ℓ−2 ⊗ 1y+1 ⊗ 2t+1

]
,

therefore, it follows that
[
0ℓ−2 ⊗ 1y+1 ⊗ 2t+1

]
is

a member of the irrep. Consequentially, if we
start of with [0n], we can repeatedly apply the

family of operators Y 3r
1 , (Y1Y2Y1)

w, and Y 3q
2 to

generate all of the classes of vectors that corre-
spond to the +1 eigenspace of the Z operator.
We have shown that the symmetric vectors

are a subspace of the irrep, now it is time to
show that there are 1

2 (p + 1)(p + 2) symmet-
ric vectors. To prove this, the problem reduces
down to showing that there are 1

2 (p+ 1)(p+ 2)
ways of summing 3 non-negative numbers to p.
First, we show that there are p + 1 ways of

summing up to p using 2 non-negative numbers.
Note that p ≥ p−x0 ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ x0 ≤ p. There-
fore, there are p+1 x0 that satisfy the inequality,
which proves that there are p + 1 ways to sum

up two non-negative integers to p. Next, if we
want to find the number of ways to sum of 3
non-negative integers to p, we can do the fol-
lowing. Note note that there are p+1 solutions
to p ≥ p− 0 + x0 + x1 ≥ 0. Similarly, there are
p solutions to p− 1 ≥ (p− 1) + x0 + x1 ≥ 0. In
general, there are p+ 1− q solutions to

x0 + x1 = p− q.

Therefore, if we let q range from 0 to p, this gives
us the number of ways to sum up 3 numbers to
p. Consequently, summing up the number of
solutions, we have

p∑
j=0

(p+ 1− j) =

p+1∑
i=1

i

=
1

2
(p+ 1)(p+ 2).

Hence, we know that there exists a bijection be-
tween solutions of the equation

ℓ+ y + t = p,
and symmetric vectors[

0ℓ ⊗ 1y ⊗ 2t
]
,

which proves that the symmetric vectors are a
basis for the (p, 0) irrep.
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