arXiv:2412.01446v3 [quant-ph] 18 Dec 2024

Magic State Injection on IBM Quantum Processors Above the Distillation Threshold
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The surface code family is a promising approach to implementing fault-tolerant quantum com-
putations. Universal fault-tolerance requires error-corrected non-Clifford operations, in addition to
Clifford gates, and for the former, it is imperative to experimentally demonstrate additional re-
sources known as magic states. Another challenge is to efficiently embed surface codes into quantum
hardware with connectivity constraints. This work simultaneously addresses both challenges by em-
ploying a qubit-efficient rotated heavy-hexagonal surface code for IBM quantum processors (ibm_fez)
and implementing the magic state injection protocol. Our work reports error thresholds for both
logical bit- and phase-flip errors, of ~ 0.37% and ~ 0.31%, respectively, which are higher than the
threshold values previously reported with traditional embedding. The post-selection-based prepara-
tion of logical magic states |Hr) and |T7) achieve fidelities of 0.8806 & 0.0002 and 0.8665 =+ 0.0003,
respectively, which are both above the magic state distillation threshold. Additionally, we report the
minimum fidelity among injected arbitrary single logical qubit states as 0.8356 &+ 0.0003. Our work
demonstrates the potential for realising non-Clifford logical gates by producing high-fidelity logical

magic states on IBM quantum devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum error correction is vital to achieving scal-
able and universal fault-tolerant quantum computation
by suppressing inevitable errors in contemporary quan-
tum computing [1—1]. Surface codes have emerged as one
of the leading quantum error correction protocols, which
promise to protect quantum information by encoding it
across many entangled qubits [5-8]. They stabilize qubits
and focus errors into relatively easy-to-correct forms and
require a straightforward coupling map [9]. In recent
years, surface code implementations, albeit on a small
scale, have been demonstrated on a variety of quantum
hardware platforms such as superconducting [10-12, 51],
trapped ion systems [14], and neutral atom systems [15].
However, research on surface code implementations on
quantum processors remains at a preliminary stage and
universal fault-tolerant quantum computing is still an
open problem that requires demonstrations of a full sur-
face code protected universal gate set including both Clif-
ford and non-Clifford quantum operations [16-18].

Although the experimental relisation of Clifford gates
with surface code formalism and its variants has been
quite successful in the literature [15, 19-25], it is well
known theoretically that the implementation of non-
Clifford operations is a highly nontrivial task that re-
quires employing a specific logical qubit state, known as
a logical magic state [19, 26]. Therefore, the experimen-
tal realization of the logical magic state is an important
milestone towards achieving universal quantum comput-
ing [27-30], which is a topic of ongoing research. Only
two experimental studies [29, 30] have reported prepar-
ing magic states using surface codes. While Ref. [29] has
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shown distance-3 implementations exceeding the distil-
lation threshold value for square lattice code, the study
in Ref. [30] was only distance-2 surface codes without
scaling. In this work, we report the first distance-3 im-
plementations of surface code-based magic state injection
on an IBM quantum processor and demonstrate that any
arbitrary single logical qubit state can be prepared, in-
cluding logical magic states above the distillation thresh-
old. Additionally, our work designs a rotated surface code
embedding in the heavy-hexagonal architecture of IBM
quantum processors. This is also the first such implemen-
tation on IBM devices and reduces the physical qubit
requirements by approximately half compared to previ-
ous surface code embeddings [31, 50], thus significantly
reducing the resource requirements for scalable surface
code implementations.

Our code exhibits a relatively high threshold compared
to other lattice-compatible codes [33-35, 50]. We ob-
tain &~ 0.37% and ~ 0.31% threshold values for both
logical bit- and phase-flip errors, respectively. Addition-
ally, we conduct magic state injection experiments using
distance-3 codes on the ibm_fez device. Our circuit can
encode any arbitrary single-qubit state into the logical
qubit state of the code. Among logically encoded states,
the logical magic states relevant for the non-Clifford
quantum operations namely |Hy,) and |TL) are prepared
with fidelities of 0.8806 = 0.0002 and 0.8665 %+ 0.0003,
respectively, both exceeding their distillation threshold
values.

II. ROTATED SURFACE CODE EMBEDDING

The rotated surface code is an optimized variant of the
conventional surface code that reduces resources while
preserving code distance, by using a different orienta-
tion of qubits. Previous work has implemented surface
codes in a heavy-hexagon lattice [50], but did not em-
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FIG. 1: Embedding rotated surface code. a,b. Qubit arrangements of the rotated surface code in the square
and heavy-hexagon lattices. The logical Z and X operators are represented by the purple and orange solid lines,
respectively. ¢,d. The stabilizers of the code are divided into two sub-groups. e. A sub-round syndrome extraction
circuit measures weight-four stabilizers including those at the side boundaries within the same sub-group. The first and
last two layers of CNOT gates can be executed in parallel along with the former and latter sub-rounds. f. Subroutine
circuits for measuring weights-two and -one Z stabilizers at top and bottom boundaries.

bed its rotated version. This work investigates the fea-
sibility and efficiency of embedding the rotated surface
code while respecting connectivity limitations. We esti-
mate the threshold value for logical Pauli errors as a func-
tion of code distance and demonstrate encoding logical
magic states in the rotated version of surface codes on
one of IBM’s devices.

In a square lattice, the rotated surface code displayed
in Fig. la can concurrently stabilize data qubits in a sub-
space that yields +1 eigenvalues for its stabilizer group.
The stabilizer group includes weight-four at the bulk and
weight-two stabilizers at the boundaries, defined with
commutable multi-qubit Pauli operators. However, the
limited connectivity of the heavy-hexagon lattice makes
embedding of rotated code a challenging task. This is be-
cause each qubit has at most three neighbors instead of
four, which limits measuring weight-four stabilizers in the
same manner as on the square lattice. The rotated sur-
face code can be embedded in the heavy-hexagon lattice,
as shown in Fig. Ib, by stabilizing data qubits through
two consecutive sub-rounds. Each sub-round measures
the corresponding subgroup stabilizers, as illustrated in
Fig. 3¢, and d.

ZAZcZEZG ﬁ ZczE (la)

XpXaXi Xk /== XaX, (1)
unfold

The key idea behind measuring weight-four stabilizers,
such as ZuaZcZpZc and XEXgXIXK, while respect-
ing the connectivity limitation is transforming them into
weight-two stabilizers, in other words, folding stabiliz-
ers. The folded stabilizers are then measured using syn-
drome qubits to extract their eigenvalues. Following mea-
surement, the original stabilizers are restored by revers-
ing the series of quantum gates applied during the fold-
ing process, which is unfolding stabilizers. Fig. le shows
a sub-round syndrome extraction circuit for the mea-
surement of weight-four stabilizers following the process
of (un)folding stabilizers as expressed in (la) and (1b).
The circuit requires long-range interactions between data
qubits, which can be done effectively by employing bridge
qubits as intermediaries. To optimize the circuit, the first
and last two layers of CNOT gates in the former and lat-
ter sub-rounds are applied simultaneously to minimize
the circuit depth across sub-rounds.

While the stabilizers at the side boundaries can also be



FIG. 2: Logical error rates. a,b. Logical Z and X error rates as functions of the code distance, denoted as d, and
the physical error rate (p), showing error suppression via scaling code size. While the code distance ranges from 3 to
15, the physical error rate p varies from 5 x 10™% to 10~2. The logical error rates are calculated using 5 x 10° samples.
The threshold values are obtained as pch ~ 0.31% and pt)li ~ 0.37% for logical Z and X errors, respectively.

measured with those at the bulk, the stabilizers at the top
or bottom boundaries need to be measured as weight-two
and -one stabilizers as illustrated in Fig. 1f. For the Z sta-
bilizers at the bottom boundary, the two-weight stabiliz-
ers can be directly measured using the syndrome qubits.
For those at the top boundary, we update the stabilizer
group by measuring weight-four or weight-one stabilizers,
such as Zpy, as sub-rounds executed alternatively. The
measurement of the weight-one stabilizers collapses the
corresponding data qubit states, allowing the remaining
data qubits to span the code space where qubit infor-
mation is protected from errors. Since the measurement
of these stabilizers does not involve bridge qubits, they
require relatively few time steps compared to those re-
quired for weight-four. However, we simultaneously ap-
ply measurements for stabilizers in the same sub-round
regardless of their weight.

TABLE I: Qubit requirements. The required number
of physical qubits for embedding rotated and unrotated
surface codes on the heavy-hexagon lattice as a function
of the code distance (d).

Unrotated Rotated
2d% — 1 d+d—1
5d% —2(d +1)[5/2d% 4+ 2d — 7/2

7 of data qubits
# of qubits

To evaluate the code, we computed logical error rates
as a function of the physical error rates under the circuit-
level uniform noise model (the details are in Methods).
Fig. 2a and b show the logical error rates for the two
states, either in the X (|]+)) basis or in Z (|0g)) basis,
corresponding to the probability of logical Z and X errors,
respectively. The logical error rates are calculated under
various physical error rates (p) ranging from 5 x 1074
to 1072 and code distances (d) ranging from 3 to 15.

Although the number of qubits required for the rotated
code scales with the code distance as O(d?), the same as
for its unrotated version, the former requires about half
the number of qubits in the limit of large code distances.
The number of qubits as a function of the code distance
is listed in Table I.

We obtain the threshold values for logical phase- and
bit-flip errors as ~ 0.31% and = 0.37%, respectively. Al-
though its unrotated version has a threshold of 0.3%
[50], the highest among other lattice-compatible codes
suggested so far, we find that the proposed code in this
work achieves a slightly even higher threshold value for
both error types. Notably, we observe a faster improve-
ment in performance for bit-flip error corrections com-
pared to phase-flip error corrections as the physical error
rate decreases below the threshold, given the same code
distance. Additionally, the threshold value for a logical
Z error is smaller than that for a logical X error. This
indicates an asymmetric feature, that has not been ob-
served in the square lattice, in correcting the two types
of errors under the unbiased noise model when rotating
the embedded code in the heavy-hexagon structure. More
details about the feature are discussed in Supplementary
Section I.

III. MAGIC STATE INJECTION PROTOCOL

We next discuss a code-based magic state injection pro-
tocol. The protocol consists of four main steps: 1. Ini-
tialization, 2. Stabilizer measurement, 3. Logical Pauli
measurement, and 4. Post-selection.

1. Initialization: Data qubits are prepared in their
designated quantum states, as depicted in Fig. 3a.
These states include the ground state of the Z ba-
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FIG. 3: Magic state injection and implementation. a. The initialization layout for magic state injection utilizing
the embedded rotated surface code. Each data qubit is initialized with the ground state in either the Z basis (]|0)),
represented as blue nodes, or the X basis (|+)), represented as red nodes. The central data qubit, magic state, is
prepared in the state [¢)) and depicted as a green node. b. The data qubits are initialized according to the layout,
employing a single-qubit unitary operation (U) for the magic state. Following that, two consecutive sub-round syn-
drome extraction circuits are executed. The magic state is measured in the basis determined by the logical Pauli
measurement, while the remaining data qubits are measured in the same basis as their initialization. The outcomes
are used to detect errors and discard non-trivial syndromes through post-selection. c. The fidelities of raw logical
magic states prepared using the circuit b are plotted on a plane with the polar () and azimuthal(¢) angles, ranging
from 0 to 27. The values are estimated from the trivial syndromes obtained by sampling 2 x 10* times for logical

measurements in each Pauli basis.

sis (]0)) or the X basis (|+)). Additionally, the cen-
tral qubit, the magic state, is prepared as |¢)) =
cos(6/2)|0) + e*?sin(0/2)|1), intended for injection
at the logical qubit level, using a primitive single-
qubit gate parameterized with 6 and ¢.

2. Stabilizer measurement: Two sub-rounds of syn-
drome extraction circuits are performed and mea-
sure full stabilizers.

3. Logical Pauli measurement: As shown in Fig. 3b,
the central data qubit is measured in the same Pauli
basis as the interrogated logical Pauli measurement
basis i.e. X, Y, or Z. In contrast, the remaining data
qubits are measured in the same basis as initialized.

4. Post-selection: Based on the measured outcomes,
we evaluated deterministic parity values described
in 4a and 4b, to produce a syndrome. When there
is an error, a non-trivial syndrome is created and
therefore discarded, as shown in Fig. 3b.

(a) The measurement outcomes from the sub-
round syndrome extraction circuits align with
the initially conditioned stabilizers at the
boundaries.

(b) The parity of the measurements for the data
qubits associated with the boundary stabiliz-
ers matches the eigenvalue of the correspond-
ing stabilizer.

We decided to design the protocol using a distance-
3 rotated surface code, which reduces the number of
qubits by one-third compared to its unrotated version.
The reduced qubit requirement minimizes errors and in-
creases the success rate for the post-selection experi-
ments. The data qubits are initialized to have eigenval-
ues of 4+1 at all boundary stabilizers. They are then sta-
bilized through the sub-round syndrome extraction cir-
cuits. In the absence of noise, these processes map the
data qubits into the codespace, forming a logical qubit.
Depending on the state injected into the center data
qubit using predefined parameters 6 and ¢ in the ini-
tialization process, the state of the logical qubit is pre-
pared as |11) = cos(6/2)|01) +e'¥sin(0/2)|1). When we
measure the logical qubit on a logical Pauli basis, we es-
timate the measurement by the parity of the measured
outcomes from the data qubits associated with the target
basis, where Yy, = iX 71, [29]. We can change the basis
of this projective logical Pauli measurement by measur-
ing the magic state on a target basis.

We conducted experiments using 25 physical qubits on
ibm_fez quantum device, one of IBM’s quantum proces-
sors, accessed via the cloud. The experiments were con-
ducted using the parameters 6 and ¢ ranging from 0 to
27 in 7/4 intervals. The details of the preparation of an
arbitrary magic state (|¢)) through a primitive single-
qubit gate are provided in Methods. Each logical Pauli
measurement for the X, Y, and Z basis is repeated 2 x 10*
times per state with samples taking approximately 6.8us.

It is worth discussing the error rates of logic quantum



FIG. 4: Density matrices of logical magic states. a,b. The real and imaginary values of the density matrices for
the ideal and experimental results are plotted for |[Hy) and |T7), with ideal values represented by lines and experiment
values by bars. A grey plane indicates the region where the value is 0.

gates, particularly two-qubit gates and hardware mea-
surements. During our experiments, the average error
rate from the two-qubit gates (2.9 x 1073) was below the
threshold values for both types of code logical errors. In
contrast, the same for the readout case (1.6 x 1072) was
an order of magnitude higher compared to the threshold
values. Further details of the error rates can be found in
the Methods. Although this might make logical qubits
more susceptible to measurement-induced logical errors
than gate-induced ones, the post-selection in the experi-
ments could effectively detect both measurement-induced
and gate-induced errors during error detection, poten-
tially improving the fidelity of logical magic states. As
a result, the average acceptance rate for experiments
for each logical Pauli measurement that met the post-
selection criteria was 36.28+0.09%. In Methods, we show
the acceptance rates of post-selection in eigenstates of
logical Pauli operators.

F(pideal, Pexp) = (TT (\/ \/PTxpﬂideal\/ffw))Q (2)

Based on the post-selected samples from the experi-
ments on the IBM device, we calculate fidelities for log-
ical qubit states. The fidelities are calculated between
the ideal (pigeal), and experimentally reconstructed den-
sity matrix (pexp) as expressed in equation (2). While
the ideal density matrix is obtained from the theoretical
logical state of the qubit as piqea1 = |¥1.)(¥1|, the experi-

mental density matrix is estimated based on the expecta-
tion values of the logical Pauli operators (see Methods).
Furthermore, we compare theoretical and experimental
logical Pauli expectation values in Supplementary Sec-
tion II.

In Fig. 3c, we plot the fidelities for the experimentally
encoded logical qubit states. When the polar angle () is
an integer multiple of 7 regardless of the azimuthal angle
(), logical qubits are prepared in the eigenstates of the
logical Z operator where the values are prominently high.
However, we observe a gradual decrease in the fidelities
of qubit states, when the state is injected as the superpo-
sition of two computational Z basis states with different
phases. Under the assumption that primitive gates in the
hardware have no biased noise, we attribute the relative
vulnerability of phase information to the inherent bias
of the resilience of the code against bit-flip errors. This
aligns with the asymmetric feature of the code analyzed
theoretically. Furthermore, the minimum value has been
found in the Y basis state with +1 eigenvalue from the
logical Y operator as 0.8356 + 0.0003, and the state is
susceptible to both bit-flip and phase-flip errors. How-
ever, even with antisymmetric robustness against errors,
we note that our protocol achieves an average fidelity of
0.882 + 0.006.

Finally, we test our model in the preparation of
well-known logical magic states, |H) = cos(7/8)]0) +
sin(7/8)[1) and |T) = cos(B)|0) + ¢™/*sin(B)[1), where
cos(26) = 1/4/3. H- and T-type states can be used to re-



alize phase-shift gates, which belong to non-Clifford gates
[26]. The threshold fidelity values of |H), using a 7-to-1
distillation routine [16], and |T"), using a 5-to-1 distilla-
tion routine [26], are 0.854 and 0.827.

We conduct experiments to prepare the magic states
and analyze their fidelities. The results are shown in
Fig.4a and b where we compare the ideal and experi-
mental density matrices for the two logical magic states.
The fidelity of the logical magic states, |H,) and |T},), are
prepared with the fidelity 0.8806 4+ 0.0002 and 0.8665 +
0.0003, respectively, which are above the threshold for the
distillation protocol. The uncertainty of fidelities is esti-
mated using a bootstrapping technique (see Methods).

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we prepare an arbitrary encoded logi-
cal single-qubit state using a rotated surface code on
the ibm_fez quantum processor. First, we demonstrate
a rotated surface code, which requires around half the
number of qubits as its unrotated version for large code
distances in the heavy-hexagon structure of ibm_fez. We
compute the threshold values of the code and find an
asymmetric feature in error correction. We have achieved
high fidelity using the injection protocol on arbitrary
single-qubit states for logical encoding. We also realize
two logical magic states |H,) and |T1) type, which can be
employed to implement non-Clifford gates for quantum
error correction. The results show we exceed the thresh-
old fidelity of magic state distillation on IBM hardware.

Several challenges remain to achieve the universality of
the logical quantum gate set; however, our work marks
an important step towards universal quantum computing
by demonstrating the preparation of raw logical magic
states on an IBM quantum device. In future work, it
would be intriguing to conduct quantum memory ex-
periments and demonstrate error suppression using our
scheme, using code distances from 3 to 5, and even 7,
by shaping the code as rectangular on 156 physical qubit
devices. Furthermore, increasing the size of the logical
magic states and implementing lattice surgery would be
another promising avenue for future work [36, 37]. In
summary, our protocols pave the way for promising near-
term advancements in quantum error codes for quan-
tum hardware with connectivity constraints such as the
heavy-hexagon structure employed by the IBM quantum
pProcessors.

V. METHODS

Noise Model: We evaluate threshold values of the
rotated surface code embedded in the heavy-hexagonal
structure under a circuit-level noise model. We adopt the
noise model that decomposes error channels using Pauli
operators. A depolarizing error channel is used, where
the errors are not biased but have a uniform probabilis-

tic distribution among the Pauli errors [38]. When the
error rate is p, the circuit-level noise model consists of
the following noisy channels:

e Single-Qubit Depolarizing Error Channel: A single
qubit subjected to the error channel experiences
Pauli errors (X, Y, and Z) with equal probabili-
ties. The error probabilities for X , Y, and Z are
denoted by px, py, and pz, respectively, satisfying
the condition px = py = pz = p/3. This occurs
when a physical qubit is inactive and undergoing
free evolution or when a single-qubit gate, such as
H, is applied.

e Initialization and Measurement Error Channel: A
bit-flip error, with a probability of p, is applied be-
fore measurement (M) and after the reset gate (R)
on the basis Z.

e Two-Qubit Depolarizing Error Channel: Two
qubits are susceptible to Pauli errors when a two-
qubit gate (CNOT) is applied. These Pauli er-
rors of two qubits are represented by the set
{X,Y,Z,1}*?/{I ®1}. The probability of each er-
ror is uniform as p/15.

Calculating Threshold: In this work, to compute
a logical error rate, we turn measured results from syn-
drome extraction circuits into a syndrome to detect errors
and use it to calculate a correction operator. Errors are
detected through flipped measurement outcomes from
the same syndrome qubits, which will produce “1” bits in
the syndrome, indicating the presence of errors between
the circuit rounds for weight-four and -two stabilizers.
However, results from weight-one stabilizers are directly
used to detect errors. We use the open-source software
tool Stim to generate syndrome samples using sub-round
syndrome extraction circuits under circuit-level noise, de-
composing noise as probabilistic Pauli gates [39]. Further-
more, we use Pymatching to determine a correction op-
erator as the most likely error based on the noise model
[40, 41]. A logical error rate is computed as the ratio of
the average number of rounds to have a logical error for
varying error rates and code distances.

IBM Hardware: We conducted the experiments on
31st October 2024, utilizing 25 out of 156 physical qubits
on ibm_fez device. Measurement and two-qubit gate (CZ
gate) error rates may vary per qubit within the device’s
configuration. The error rates for the chosen qubits in the
experiments are the hardware’s calibration data and are
illustrated in Supplementary Fig.S2. The average error
rates for readout and two-qubit gates were 1.6 x 10~2 and
2.9 x 1073, respectively.

Implementation of the experiment: We conducted
optimized quantum circuits for the magic state injection
protocol on the hardware. First, to optimize circuits, data
qubits forming weight-one stabilizers are measured only
once rather than twice, because there are redundant mea-
surements of data qubits in the second sub-round syn-
drome extraction circuit and logical Pauli measurement.



Second, we classically controlled the X gates based on the
measurement results of the qubits to reset the physical
qubits [42]. This approach reduced the cost of syndrome
extraction circuits by minimizing the time to reset qubits.
We applied dynamic decoupling to the physical qubits
while inactive, to minimize unwanted perturbations dur-
ing quantum operations, including measurements [47].
We used a U3 gate to rotate a single qubit to prepare
the |¢)) state from the ground state (]0)), where the gate
takes three parameters 6, ¢, and A. The gate represents:

cos(0/2 —esin(0/2
U3(0,¢,\) = (6@8151(2/)2) ei<¢+k>co(s(é/)2)>

, where we have set A = 0. We employed the Python
library Qiskit to transpile circuits into the device’s basis
gates, enabling the execution of quantum circuits on the
hardware [44].

Qubit Tomography: Any single-qubit density matrix
(p) can be written in terms of its Pauli operators & =
(X,Y,Z) and the identity operator (1), such that:

1 S o [1—2 z—1y
p=garrn= (00500 ©

, where ¥ = (x,y,2) is a real vector representing the
Bloch coordinates of p. The Bloch vector corresponds to
the coefficients of each Pauli operator and can be used
to reconstruct the density matrix. A single-qubit tomog-
raphy is a process to estimate the Bloch vector based on
the outcomes of non-commuting observables. The sim-
plest method, direct inversion tomography, repeatedly
measures a qubit state in the Pauli bases and obtains
the expectation value for each basis, reconstructing the
density matrix of the target single-qubit state [45].

The numbers of repeated measurements along the log-
ical Pauli X, Y, or Z basis can be denoted by Nx, Ny,
and Nz, respectively. Each measurement yields one of
two outcomes: “up-state” with a 41 eigenvalue for the
corresponding Pauli operator, or the “down-state” corre-
sponding to a —1 eigenvalue. The counts of the up- and
down-states are represented as Ny, and Ngowpn and their
sum is the total number of measurements for a particular
Pauli basis. For example, Nz = Njgy + |1y, and similarly
for the other Pauli bases, Nx and Ny. Based on these
measured outcomes, the Bloch vector (Fexp) can be esti-
mated by the expectation value of each Pauli operator as
follows [45]:

o = (M =Ny Niwoy = Ni-gp Moy = Ny ) -
exp NX ) NY ) NZ

As mentioned in the main paper, logical Pauli mea-
surements are repeated 2 x 10 per injected magic state.
We discard any sample which has a non-trivial syndrome,

it may vary the number of samples for N,; and Ngown
states. The acceptance rates of experimental results for
TABLE II: Acceptance rates of post-selection in different
Pauli bases, where N = 2 x 10*. Nx is the number of
samples passed the post-selection for measuring logical
X measurement. Likewise for Ny and N.

Logical state Nx/N|Ny/N|Nz/N
0= |8’>¢f _q) |0-3643]0.3704/0.3619
0= LP; _q) |0:3643]0.3685|0.3548

(0 = 7172% gy |0-3581]0.3615/0.3511
0 = 7r|/_2>L¢ _ ) |03713|0:3674)0.3677
(9:7r|/—£2L: /2 |0-3616]0.3715|0.3633
0= W};gi 37 /2y | 0-3669 | 0.3734/0.3613

the eigenstates of Pauli operators are listed in Table II.
The samples that passed the post-selection are then used
to calculate expectation values of logical Pauli operators
corresponding to logical magic states.

Bootstrapping: The confidence intervals in experi-
mental data are estimated using a bootstrapping method
[46]. We classically resampled using the probability dis-
tribution obtained from the experiments.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

YK acknowledges the support of the CSIRO Research
Training Program Scholarship and the University of Mel-
bourne Research Training Scholarship. The University of
Melbourne supported the research through the establish-
ment of the IBM Quantum Network Hub.

DATA AVAILABILITY

All datasets are available in the manuscript figures.
Further data and source code can be made available upon
reasonable request to the corresponding authors.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

YK developed and implemented the rotated surface
code and magic state injection protocols under the su-
pervision of MU and MS. YK carried out all experiments
and plotted figures with input from MU. All authors dis-
cussed and analyzed the data. YK wrote the manuscript
with input from MU and MS.



[1]

2

3

[4

[5]

[6]

[7]

B

9

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

Shor, P. W. Scheme for reducing decoherence in quan-
tum computer memory. Physical Review A 52, R2493—
R2496 (1995). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevA.52.R2493.

Calderbank, A. R. & Shor, P. W. Good quantum
error-correcting codes exist. Physical Review A 54,
1098-1105 (1996). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevA.54.1098.

Steane, A. Multiple Particle Interference and Quan-
tum Error Correction. Proceedings of the Royal Society
of London. Series A: Mathematical, Physical and Engi-
neering Sciences 452, 2551-2577 (1996). URL http:
//arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9601029. ArXiv:quant-
ph/9601029.

Terhal, B. M. Quantum error correction for quan-
tum memories. Reviews of Modern Physics 87, 307—
346 (2015). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
RevModPhys.87.307.

Gottesman, D. Stabilizer Codes and Quantum Error Cor-
rection (1997). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/
9705052. ArXiv:quant-ph/9705052.

Bravyi, S. B. & Kitaev, A. Y. Quantum codes on a
lattice with boundary (1998). URL http://arxiv.org/
abs/quant-ph/9811052. ArXiv:quant-ph/9811052.
Dennis, E., Kitaev, A., Landahl, A. & Preskill, J. Topo-
logical quantum memory.  Journal of Mathematical
Physics 43, 4452-4505 (2002). URL http://arxiv.org/
abs/quant-ph/0110143. ArXiv:quant-ph/0110143.
Kitaev, A. Fault-tolerant quantum computation by
anyons. Annals of Physics 303, 2-30 (2003). URL
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S0003491602000180.

Fowler, A. G., Whiteside, A. C. & Hollenberg, L.
C. L. Towards Practical Classical Processing for the
Surface Code. Physical Review Letters 108, 180501
(2012). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.108.180501.

Zhao, Y. et al. Realization of an Error-Correcting Surface
Code with Superconducting Qubits. Physical Review Let-
ters 129, 030501 (2022). URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.030501.

Krinner, S. et al. Realizing repeated quantum error cor-
rection in a distance-three surface code. Nature 605, 669—
674 (2022). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/
s41586-022-04566-8.

Google Quantum Al et al. Suppressing quantum errors
by scaling a surface code logical qubit. Nature 614, 676—
681 (2023). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/
s41586-022-05434-1.

Acharya, R. et al. Quantum error correction below the
surface code threshold (2024). URL http://arxiv.org/
abs/2408.13687. ArXiv:2408.13687 [quant-ph)].
Berthusen, N. et al. Experiments with the 4D Surface
Code on a QCCD Quantum Computer (2024). URL
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.08865. ArXiv:2408.08865
[quant-ph].

Bluvstein, D. et al. Logical quantum processor based
on reconfigurable atom arrays. Nature 626, 58—
65 (2024). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/
s41586-023-06927-3.

[16]

(17]

18]

(19]

[20]

(21]

22]

23]

(24]

[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

29]

(30]

Reichardt, B. W. Quantum Universality from Magic
States Distillation Applied to CSS Codes. Quantum In-
formation Processing 4, 251-264 (2005). URL http:
//1link.springer.com/10.1007/s11128-005-7654-8.
Litinski, D. A Game of Surface Codes: Large-Scale
Quantum Computing with Lattice Surgery. Quantum 3,
128 (2019). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02892.
ArXiv:1808.02892 [quant-ph].

Chamberland, C. & Campbell, E. T. Universal Quan-
tum Computing with Twist-Free and Temporally En-
coded Lattice Surgery. PRX Quantum 3, 010331
(2022). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PRXQuantum.3.010331.

Eastin, B. & Knill, E. Restrictions on Transversal En-
coded Quantum Gate Sets. Physical Review Letters 102,
110502 (2009). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.102.110502.

Erhard, A. et al. Entangling logical qubits with lattice
surgery. Nature 589, 220-224 (2021). URL http://
arxiv.org/abs/2006.03071. ArXiv:2006.03071 [quant-
ph].

Ryan-Anderson, C. et al. Implementing Fault-tolerant
Entangling Gates on the Five-qubit Code and the Color
Code (2022). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.01863.
ArXiv:2208.01863 [quant-ph].

Kim, Y., Sevior, M. & Usman, M. Transversal CNOT
gate with multi-cycle error correction (2024). URL
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.12267. ArXiv:2406.12267
[quant-ph].

Hetényi, B. & Wootton, J. R. Creating entangled log-
ical qubits in the heavy-hex lattice with topological
codes (2024). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.15989.
ArXiv:2404.15989 [quant-ph].

Paetznick, A. et al. Demonstration of logical qubits and
repeated error correction with better-than-physical error
rates (2024). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.02280.
ArXiv:2404.02280 [quant-ph].

Ryan-Anderson, C. et al. High-fidelity and Fault-tolerant
Teleportation of a Logical Qubit using Transversal Gates
and Lattice Surgery on a Trapped-ion Quantum Com-
puter (2024). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.16728.
ArXiv:2404.16728 [quant-ph].

Bravyi, S. & Kitaev, A. Universal quantum computation
with ideal Clifford gates and noisy ancillas. Physical Re-
view A 71, 022316 (2005). URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.022316.

Egan, L. et al. Fault-tolerant control of an error-corrected
qubit. Nature 598, 281-286 (2021). URL https://www.
nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03928-y.

Postler, L. et al. Demonstration of fault-tolerant uni-
versal quantum gate operations. Nature 605, 675—
680 (2022). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/
s41586-022-04721-1.

Ye, Y. et al. Logical Magic State Preparation with Fi-
delity beyond the Distillation Threshold on a Supercon-
ducting Quantum Processor. Physical Review Letters
131, 210603 (2023). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.210603.

Gupta, R. S. et al Encoding a magic state
with beyond break-even fidelity. Nature 625, 259-
263 (2024). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.52.R2493
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.52.R2493
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.54.1098
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.54.1098
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9601029
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9601029
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.87.307
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.87.307
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9705052
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9705052
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9811052
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9811052
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0110143
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0110143
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0003491602000180
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0003491602000180
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.180501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.180501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.030501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.030501
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-04566-8
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-04566-8
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-05434-1
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-05434-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13687
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13687
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.08865
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-023-06927-3
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-023-06927-3
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11128-005-7654-8
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11128-005-7654-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02892
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010331
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010331
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.110502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.110502
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.01863
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.12267
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.15989
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.02280
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.16728
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.022316
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.022316
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03928-y
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03928-y
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-04721-1
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-022-04721-1
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.210603
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.210603
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-023-06846-3

(31]

(32]

33]

34]

35]

(36]

37]

(38]

(39]

(40]

(41]

42]

(43]

(44]

(45]

s41586-023-06846-3.

McEwen, M., Bacon, D. & Gidney, C. Relaxing Hard-
ware Requirements for Surface Code Circuits using Time-
dynamics. Quantum 7,1172 (2023). URL http://arxiv.
org/abs/2302.02192. ArXiv:2302.02192 [quant-ph].
Benito, C., Lépez, E., Peropadre, B. & Bermudez, A.
Comparative study of quantum error correction strate-
gies for the heavy-hexagonal lattice (2024). URL http://
arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185. ArXiv:2402.02185 [quant-
ph].

Chamberland, C., Zhu, G., Yoder, T. J., Hertzberg, J. B.
& Cross, A. W. Topological and Subsystem Codes on
Low-Degree Graphs with Flag Qubits. Physical Review
X 10, 011022 (2020). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011022.

Kim, Y., Kang, J. & Kwon, Y. Design of quantum er-
ror correcting code for biased error on heavy-hexagon
structure.  Quantum Information Processing 22, 230
(2023). URL https://link.springer.com/10.1007/
511128-023-03979-2.

McLauchlan, C., Gehér, G. P. & Moylett, A. E. Ac-
commodating Fabrication Defects on Floquet Codes with
Minimal Hardware Requirements (2024). URL http://
arxiv.org/abs/2405.15854. ArXiv:2405.15854 [quant-
ph].

Li, Y. A magic state’s fidelity can be superior to the oper-
ations that created it. New Journal of Physics 17, 023037
(2015). URL https://iopscience.iop.org/article/
10.1088/1367-2630/17/2/023037.

Horsman, D., Fowler, A. G., Devitt, S. & Meter,
R. V. Surface code quantum computing by lattice
surgery. New Journal of Physics 14, 123011 (2012).
URL https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/
1367-2630/14/12/123011.

Wang, D. S., Fowler, A. G., Stephens, A. M. & Hollen-
berg, L. C. L. Threshold error rates for the toric and sur-
face codes (2009). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.
0531. ArXiv:0905.0531 [quant-ph].

Gidney, C. Stim: a fast stabilizer circuit simulator. Quan-
tum 5, 497 (2021). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.
02202. ArXiv:2103.02202 [quant-ph].

Higgott, O. PyMatching: A Python Package for De-
coding Quantum Codes with Minimum-Weight Perfect
Matching. ACM Transactions on Quantum Comput-
ing 3, 1-16 (2022). URL https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.
1145/3505637.

Higgott, O. & Gidney, C. Sparse Blossom: correcting
a million errors per core second with minimum-weight
matching (2023). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.
15933. ArXiv:2303.15933 [quant-ph].

Sundaresan, N. et al. Demonstrating multi-round subsys-
tem quantum error correction using matching and max-
imum likelihood decoders. Nature Communications 14,
2852 (2023). URL https://www.nature.com/articles/
s41467-023-38247-5.

Google Quantum Al et al. Exponential suppression of
bit or phase errors with cyclic error correction. Nature
595, 383-387 (2021). URL https://www.nature.com/
articles/s41586-021-03588-y.

IBM Quantum, and Community. Qiskit: An open-source
framework for quantum computing (2021). URL https:
//doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.2573505.

Schmied, R. Quantum state tomography of a single
qubit: comparison of methods. Journal of Modern Optics

[46]

(47]

(48]

(49]

[50]

[51]

63, 1744-1758 (2016). URL https://www.tandfonline.
com/doi/full/10.1080/09500340.2016.1142018.

B., E. & R.J, T. An Introduction to the Bootstrap (Chap-
man and Hall/CRC, 1994). URL https://doi.org/10.
1201/9780429246593.

Google Quantum Al et al. Exponential suppression of
bit or phase errors with cyclic error correction. Nature
595, 383-387 (2021). URL https://www.nature.com/
articles/s41586-021-03588-y.

Fowler, A. G., Mariantoni, M., Martinis, J. M. & Cle-
land, A. N. Surface codes: Towards practical large-
scale quantum computation. Physical Review A 86,
032324 (2012). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevA.86.032324.

Gidney, C., Newman, M., Fowler, A. & Broughton, M.
A Fault-Tolerant Honeycomb Memory. Quantum 5,
605 (2021). URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.10457.
ArXiv:2108.10457 [quant-ph].

Benito, C., Lépez, E., Peropadre, B. & Bermudez, A.
Comparative study of quantum error correction strate-
gies for the heavy-hexagonal lattice (2024). URL http://
arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185. ArXiv:2402.02185 [quant-
ph].

Acharya, R. et al. Quantum error correction below the
surface code threshold (2024). URL http://arxiv.org/
abs/2408.13687. ArXiv:2408.13687 [quant-ph)].


https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-023-06846-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02192
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02192
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011022
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011022
https://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11128-023-03979-2
https://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11128-023-03979-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.15854
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.15854
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/17/2/023037
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/17/2/023037
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/14/12/123011
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/14/12/123011
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.0531
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.0531
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02202
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02202
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3505637
https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3505637
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.15933
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.15933
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-023-38247-5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-023-38247-5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03588-y
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03588-y
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.2573505
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.2573505
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/09500340.2016.1142018
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/09500340.2016.1142018
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429246593
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429246593
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03588-y
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-03588-y
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.032324
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.032324
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.10457
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02185
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13687
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13687

10

Supplementary information for

“Magic State Injection on IBM Quantum Processors Above the Distillation
Threshold”

I. ASYMMETRIC FEATURE OF THRESHOLD

Fig. 2a and b in the main text show logical error rates
of Z and X errors, respectively. There is a crossover point
for each logical error type, known as the threshold value
(pn), where the relation between the physical error rate
and the corresponding logical error rate changes: For p <
Pth, pr decreases as the code distance increases, whereas
for p > pin, pr increases with the code distance. The
threshold values for logical phase- (pZ, =~ 0.31%) and
bit-flip (p¥ &~ 0.37%) errors are distinct.

pf = Cy AR = O AR (s

To analyze in more detail, we use the fitting equations
(S1) describing the logical error rate of the Z and X er-
rors as pZ(p,d) and pX(p,d) [47]. The fitting is carried
out using predefined threshold values for phase- and bit-
flip errors denoted as pch and pfﬁ, respectively, where
Az o pZ /pand Az o p3 /p. In these formulas, the terms
Cz, Cx, az, and ax are fitting constants. Especially,
az and ax are parameters closely relevant to the code
performance, specifically associated with the number of
errors that form a non-trivial error chain. Even in the
regime where the qubit error rate is lower than a thresh-
old, which requires exponential growth in the number
of samples, these statistical arguments allow estimating
logical error rates using fitting values [47-51].

When the parameters (az and ax) are set to 1, the
minimum number of errors required to produce a logi-
cal error is % for an odd code distance d. This shows
how the code can efficiently correct bit-flip and phase-
flip errors. However, if these parameters are less than 1,
it indicates that a logical error could occur with fewer er-
rors. For example, with a code distance of d = 3, at least
two errors are required to cause a logical error. However,
if one of the parameters is less than 1, even a single er-
ror could induce a logical error of that type, indicating
the possibility of a weight-one error transforming into a
weight-two error.

Ay ~ 0.77 ax ~ 1

We obtain the fitting parameters as az =~ 0.7 and
ax =~ 1. Although the code to correct for logical X errors
maintains the effectiveness of code distance, it is biased
and vulnerable to logical Z errors. We note the asym-
metric property in correcting for the two types of errors,
even under the unbiased noise model. We attributed this
property to the propagation of errors among data qubits.

When layers of CNOT gates are implemented in a sub-
round syndrome extraction circuit, errors on data qubits

can spread through the gates. Crucially, this error propa-
gation occurs, propagating an error from one data qubit
to its vertically adjacent neighbor rather than a horizon-
tally neighboring data qubit. The propagation of errors
in the horizontal direction is restricted because of the
existence of either syndrome qubits or the constraints of
direct interaction. In contrast, errors can propagate verti-
cally due to the process for (un)folding stabilizers requir-
ing long-range CNOT gates among vertically neighboring
data qubits. This directional limitation on error propa-
gation affects the efficiency of code-correcting errors, as a
weight-one error can escalate into a weight-two error. It is
important to note that the detrimental impact is particu-
larly significant for a logical error that coincides with the
direction of the data qubits associated with the logical
operator, weakening the code’s error correction capabil-
ity in such cases. In our case, the propagation of vertical
error hampers the correction of a vertically defined logi-
cal error, which is the logical Z operator. Therefore, error
propagation among data qubits causes ambiguity in cal-
culating a correction operator and a lower error thresh-
old, decreasing the effective code distance.

II. EXPECTATION VALUES

Fig. S1a shows experimentally estimated logical expec-
tation values of logical Pauli operators. The values are
estimated from the samples that produce the trivial syn-
drome obtained by sampling 2 x 10* times for logical mea-
surements on each Pauli basis. Their ideal values can be
expressed in terms of polar(f) and azimuthal(¢) angles
as shown in Fig. S1b:

(Y| Xpr) = sinfeose (52)
(Wr|YLlvL) = sinfsing (S3)
(r|Z1 L) = cosd (54)

Although the experimental results range approxi-
mately from —0.6 to 0.6 for the logical X and Y operators
and around —0.8 to 0.8 for the logical Z operator, their
theoretical values vary from —1 to 1. However, we find
that the experimental results closely align with the ideal
values.
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FIG. S1: Expectation values. a. The expectation values of logical Pauli operators X, Y, and Z in raw logical magic
states prepared on ibm_fez device. These values are plotted on a plane with the polar () and azimuthal(¢) angles,

ranging from 0 to 27. b. Their theoretical values are plotted as functions of parameters 6 and ¢ as expressed in (52),
(S3), and (54).
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FIG. S2: Hardware specifications. The graph shows
the chosen physical qubits’ specifications of the distance-
3 rotated surface code onto the heavy-hexagon structure
(ibm_fez). Each node and edge correspond to the physi-
cal qubit and the connectivity of a two-qubit gate (CZ).
The error rates of readout and two-qubit gate are dis-
played with colors. Their average error rate are 1.6 x 102
and 2.9 x 1073,
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