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Repetition Versus Noiseless Quantum Codes For Correlated Errors

Carlo Cafar(ﬁ and Stefano Mancin
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We study the performance of simple quantum error correcting codes with respect to correlated
noise errors characterized by a finite correlation strength u. Specifically, we consider bit flip (phase
flip) noisy quantum memory channels and use repetition and noiseless quantum codes. We charac-
terize the performance of the codes by means of the entanglement fidelity F (u, p) as function of
the error probability p and degree of memory p. Finally, comparing the entanglement fidelities of
repetition and noiseless quantum codes, we find a threshold u* (p) for the correlation strength that
allows to select the code with better performance.

PACS numbers: decoherence (03.65. Yz); quantum error correction (03.67.Pp).

I. INTRODUCTION

Decoherence is the most important obstacle in quantum computing. It causes a quantum computer to lose its
quantum properties destroying its performance advantages over a classical computer. Therefore, in order to maintain
quantum coherence in any computing system, it is important to remove the unwanted entanglement with its noisy
environment. The unavoidable interaction between the open quantum computing system and its environment corrupts
the information stored in the system and causes computational errors that may lead to wrong outputs. In general,
environments may be very complex systems characterized by many uncontrollable degrees of freedom. The principal
task of quantum error correction (QEC, [1,2]) is to tackle this decoherence problem. For a comprehensive introduction
to quantum error correction, we refer to the work presented in [3]. In summary, there exists two strategies to defend
quantum coherence of a processing against environmental noise. The first strategy is that of quantum error correcting
codes (QECC) [4, 15] where, in analogy to classical information theory, quantum information is stabilized by using
redundant encoding and measurements. This is also known as an active strategy. The second strategy is known
as noiseless quantum coding ( also known as error avoiding quantum coding or decoherence free subspaces (DFSs))
[6-10]. This is a passive strategy where quantum information is stabilized by exploiting symmetry properties of the
environment-induced noise for suitable redundant encoding.

The formal mathematical description of the qubit-environment interaction is usually given in terms of quantum
channels. When noise errors act independently on each qubit, we talk about memoryless (noisy quantum) channels
and independent error models. Instead, when noise errors do not affect qubits independently but correlations between
errors on different qubits must be taken into consideration, we talk about memory (noisy quantum) channels and
correlated error models. Correlations between errors may be considered either temporally over each use of a single
channel, or spatially between uses of many parallel channels. QECC were developed under the assumption of i.i.d.
(identically and independently distributed) errors. Recent studies on the performance of quantum codes for memory
channels appear in [11, [12]. In Ref. [13], the performance of some codes (CSS codes and n-qubit repetition code)
for spatially-correlated errors were studied and characterized by means of the lowest order temporal expansion of the
fidelity of the density operator representing the quantum register after a single application of error correction.

In this Letter, we study the performance of simple quantum error correcting codes in the presence of correlated
(classical-like) noise error models characterized by a correlation strength. Specifically, we consider bit flip (phase
flip) noisy quantum memory channels and use repetition and noiseless quantum codes. Although the error models
considered are classical-like, we can gain useful insights for extending error correction techniques to fully quantum
correlated error models. We characterize the performance of such error correcting codes by means of the entanglement
fidelity [14] as function of the error probability and degree of memory. Finally, comparing the entanglement fidelities
of repetition codes and noiseless quantum codes, we find a threshold for the correlation strength that allows to select
the code with better performance.

The layout of this Letter is as follows. In Section II, the algorithmic structure of a basic quantum error correcting
code and a brief description of independent and correlated error models are presented. In Section III, we introduce a
simple error model in the presence of correlated errors. Specifically, we consider bit flip (or phase flip) noisy quantum
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memory channels. The performance of quantum error correcting codes is quantified by means of the entanglement
fidelity }'}({2 (1, p) (RC = repetition code; n is the length of the code) as function of the error probability p and
degree of memory p. In Section IV, we use odd and even-length error avoiding quantum error correcting codes and
characterize the performance of the codes by means of the entanglement fidelity F J(an?“s (1, p) |15]). In Section V, we
briefly discuss the existence of threshold values for the correlation strength p* (p) that allows to select, for a fixed
value of the dimension of the coding space and the error probability p, the quantum error correcting code with better
performance and we present our final remarks.

II. QUANTUM ERROR CORRECTION AND ERROR MODELS

In this Section, we present the algorithmic structure of a basic quantum error correcting code and briefly describe
independent and correlated error models in quantum computation.

A. Algorithmic Structure of Quantum Error Correction

Characterizing the Error Model. We may deal with error models where errors occur on single qubits independently
(independent error models). However, we may also consider models in which errors do not affect qubits independently.
In this case we have to take into account any correlation between errors on different qubits (correlated error model). In
any case, the error model is completely described by the Kraus operators {A4,} defining the quantum error operation
A. The trace-preserving superoperator A is described as follows,

def

P 10) (W = Ap) DA [9) (w] A}, )

Introducing Redundancy by Choosing the Encoding. The basic idea behind the redundancy is that even when errors
corrupt some of the qubits in a codeword |v,.) [1], the remaining qubits contain enough information so that the
logical qubit |1}, representing the quantum information to be transmitted through the quantum noisy communication
channel A, can be recovered. In quantum error correction, encoding is implemented via a unitary operator Uy, that
acts on the state we wish to encode, tensored with an ancilla of some fixed number of qubits in some specified initial
state. The goal is to choose the encoding operation Uy, in such a way that the behavior of these transformed errors
allows us to find a recovery operation R that gives back [¢) (¢| ® ppoise- The encoding operation is described as
follows,

def

tensor product Uenc
) T ) ©100...0) = Uene ([ ©100...0)) = [thene) - (2)
In other words, we consider the tensor product between the logical qubit |1) and the ancilla qubit |00...0), and then
def

we encode [1) ® |00...0) via a unitary operator Ugpe, obtaining Uenc (|¢) ® [00...0)) = |1)op.)-

Finding a Procedure for Error Recovery. The encoding operation Uy can be seen as a way of transforming the
encoded errors A’ so that their action on the codeword states [¢),,) is recoverable. Before encoding, the quantum
error operation A is defined as in ({II After encoding, the new quantum error operation A’ is defined as follows,

def

pene & Woane) (nel = A (pene) D 45 [(Vene)) (Wenel 4. 3)

J
The noise operators A’ act on the codeword [¢),,.) which lives in a larger dimensional space than that of the original
quantum state |¢). The noise operators A; act on |¢). Notice that in general,

Trane | Y Udye | D AjUecnc [10) 00...0) (00...0] (1| UL, AT | Uenc | # 1¥) (¥]. (4)
k J

Therefore, if we encode the quantum information |¢), subject it to the noise A; and decode using the inverse of the

encoding operation, Ul . = U;L def Udec, we will not always recover the original state |1). To recover [¢) we need to



introduce an error recovery operation R that has the effect of undoing enough of the noise A; on the codeword state
[thenc) SO that after decoding and tracing out we are left with |¢) [2],

Tranc | D RiUdwe | D AjUenc [$) 100...0) (00...0] (4| U, AT | UencRY | = 9) (4] ()
K j

The design of a quantum error correcting code can be reduced to finding a unitary encoding operator Ug,. and a
recovery operation R so that, given an error model corresponding to a specified set of error operators A;, equation
[ is valid. The action of the recovery operator R may be interpreted as pushing all the noise into the ancilla |00...0)
so that the errors are eliminated when the ancilla is traced out.

Computing the Entanglement Fidelity. In [14], Schumacher introduced the concept of entanglement fidelity as a
useful indicator of the efficiency of quantum error correcting codes. The entanglement fidelity is defined for a mixed
state p = >, pip; =tra, [¢) (Y| in terms of a purification |¢)) € H ® Hp to a reference system Hp. The purification
|t)) encodes all of the information in p. Entanglement fidelity is a measure of how well the channel A preserves the
entanglement of the state H with its reference system Hg. The entanglement fidelity is defined as follows [14],

F(py A) E (@] (A ® Iep) (10) (B]) [9) (6)

where |¢)) is any purification of p, I3, is the identity map on M (Hg) and A® I3, is the evolution operator extended
to the space H ® Hg, space on which p has been purified. If the quantum operation A is written in terms of its Kraus

operator elements {A;} as, A(p) =, AkpAL, then it can be shown that [16],
Flp 0= tr(Awp)tr (Afp) = 3 Jtr (o)) (7)
k k

This expression for the entanglement fidelity is very useful for explicit calculations. Finally, assuming that

A MM) 3 p— Ap) = AppAf € M(H), dimcH =N (8)
k

and choosing a purification described by a maximally entangled unit vector |¢)) € H ® H for the mixed state p =

1 .
WI’H , We obtain

1 1 )
f(NIH, A) — W;'tmk' . (9)

The expression in (@) represents the entanglement fidelity when no error correction is performed on the noisy channel
A in ). In this Letter, we will follow the general theoretical framework describing requirements for quantum error
correcting codes presented in [4].

B. Error Models

To introduce noise models, we assume a quantum channel (CPTP map) A on n-uses to be expressible by means of
the following Kraus decomposition,

A ()= " pling in-1s 1) (Ai, @ .. @ Ag) p(Ai, ® .. ® Ay (10)

If the probability p (i, ¢n—1,..., i1) is factorized in the product of n-independent probabilities, p (in, in—1,..., 11) =
n

2 A®...®A. On the contrary if

Hp (i), we are in the presence of a memoryless channel and A™) (p) = A®" (p)
=1

D (iny Gn—1,---, 41) is not separable in the product of of n-independent probabilities, then A is a memory channel with
A™) (p) # A®" (p). For instance, a very important class of quantum memory channels is described by the Markovian

correlated noise channels of length n,

A (0) € ST plinlin-1) P (in-ilin-2) .p (i2lir) piy (A, ® . ® Ai)) p(Ai, @ o ® A) (11)

Ulyeeey tn

with p (4;]i1-1) def (1 — p)ps, + i, iy, YVl = 1,..., n. The correlation parameter p describes the degree of memory of
the channel considered.



IIT. REPETITION CODES FOR CORRELATED BIT FLIP

In this Section, we introduce a simple error model in the presence of correlated errors. Specifically, we consider
bit flip (or phase flip) noisy quantum memory channels and QEC is performed via odd and even repetition codes
(RC) [17]. Although the error models considered are classical in nature, from this preliminary work we hope to gain
useful insights for extending error correction techniques to quantum correlated error models. The performance of

quantum error correcting codes is quantified by means of the entanglement fidelity F ](%"C)V (1, p) as function of the error
probability p and degree of memory .

A. CASE, Nodd = 3

Consider n qubits and correlated errors in a bit flip quantum channel,

1

def
A(n)(P) = Z Diplin—1Pin_1in_2+-Pisyi, Pir (Ai, @ ... @A) p(As, ®...® An)T ) (12)
i1, in=0

where Ag def , Ay 2 X are Pauli operators. Furthermore,

Pinli; = (1= w)piy, + 10sy, iy Piy=0 =1 —p, piy=1 = p, (13)
with,
1
Z Pinlin_1Pin_1lin—2--Pigj;, Pir = 1. (14)
i1yeeey in=0

To simplify our notation, we may assume that 4; ®..Q4;, = A4, ..A; .
Error Operators. In the simplest example, consider three qubits (n = 3) and correlated errors in a bit flip channel,

1 1
def .
AD (o) ST i pi [An A A pAl ALAL] L with 3 pijapigp = 1 (15)

i1, 42, 13=0 i1, 42, 13=0

Substituting (I3) in [IH), it follows that the error superoperator A associated to channel ([3)) is defined in terms of
the following error operators,

7 7
A {Af, A4} with A®) () €37 A1 pAT and, S AT AL = Isss. (16)
k=0 k=0

In an explicit way, the error operators {Af,.., A7} are given by,

A/O _ ﬁ83)11®12®13714/1: /ﬁg?))Xl ®IQ®IB,A/2: Z~)g3)11 ®X2®IS,

r ~(3) 71 2 3 Al ~(3) 31 2 VA ~(3) 1 2 3

Ay = \ps ' I' @I"® X%, Ay =\/p, X @ X @I°, Ay =\/ps ' X @I ® X7,

AL — 53) 1 2 3 40 [=(3) y1 2 3

L= PO T @ X2 XP AL =/pV) X o X2 @ X3, (17)

where the coefficients 1323) for k =1,.., 7 are given by,

~(3) _ 2 ~(3) _ ~(3) _ ~(3) _
Py~ = PooPos P17~ = PooP1oPo, Po = = Poi1P1oPo, P33~ = PooPo1P1,

(3 (3 (3 (3
pf; ) = prop1ipo, pé ) = porprop, pé ) = porpuip1, p(7 ) = Php1, (18)



with,

po = (1=p),p1=p,po0o=(1—p)(1—p)+pu),

por = (1—=p)(I=p),pro=1—pp,pi1=((1-p)p+p). (19)

Encoding and Decoding Operators. Consider a repetition code that encodes 1 logical qubit into 3-physical qubits.
We have,

10) 2 10y @ J00) = 1000) 9 or) , (1) "I 1) @ [00) = [100) "R 110) PROn g0y 41y (20)
The operator UgNOT is the CNOT gate from qubit ¢ to j defined as,
; 1 _ . . . .
Udior & S+ 2)er +(I'-2) o X7]. (21)

Finally, the encoding operator Uep. such that Ugye [000) = |000) and Uey |100) = |111) is defined as,

def

Uene = (Uskor @ I%) o (Udkor ® I°) . (22)

Recovery Operators. The set of error operators satisfying the detectability condition [17], Pc A, Pc = A A, Pe, where
Pe =105) (0r| 4+ |11) (11| is the projector operator on the code subspace C = Span {|0), |1r)} is given by,

Adctcctablc = {A6; All; A/27 Aév Ailv A:")v A%} g A (23)

The only non-detectable error is A%. Furthermore, since all the detectable errors are invertible, the set of correctable

errors is such that ACO”eCt ableAcorrectable i detectable. It follows then that,

Acorrectable - {A / /27 A/g} - -Adetectable - A. (24)

The action of the correctable error operators Acorrectable 0N the codewords |0r) and |11) is given by,

0L) — Ay lor) = /5 [000), A} [05) = /757 [100), A5 [02) = /55 010}, A% [0L) = /55 [001)

1) = Ap[1g) = /A 1111y, A7 1) = /5% 011), Ay 1) = /A5 [101), A% |1.) = \/pS) [110).  (25)

The two four-dimensional orthogonal subspaces V¢ and V& of Hj generated by the action of Acorrectable 01 [07)
and |17) are given by,

VoL = Span{’v?L> =000},

vyt ) = [100), |vgt) =1010), |vy™) =]001) }, (26)
and,
V' = Span {|v*) = [111), Jvy") = |011), |vi®) = [101), |vi*) = |110)}, (27)

respectively. Notice that V& @ V& = H3. The recovery superoperator R «» {R;} with [ = 1,..,4 is defined as [4],
d f 1 . .
REV Z o2 ) (vt (28)
i=0

where the unitary operator V; is such that V; |vl”> = |ir) for i € {0, 1}. Substituting (26) and 27) into 28)), it
follows that the four recovery operators { Ry, R, R3, R4} are given by,

Ry = [00) (O] + (1) (1], Ry = |0z) (100] + [1L) (011],

Ry = [02) (010] + 1) (101], Ry = [02) (001] + 1) (110 (20)



Using simple algebra, it turns out that the 8 x 8 matrix representation [R;] with | = 1,..,4 of the recovery operators
is given by,

[R1] = E11 + Egs, [Ra] = E12 + Esr, [R3] = E13+ Esg, [Ra] = E14 + Egs, (30)

where Fj; is the 8 x 8 matrix where the only non-vanishing element is the one located in the ij-position and it equals
1. Tt follows that R > {R;} is indeed a trace preserving quantum operation since,

4
> RIR = Isys. (31)
=1
Considering this recovery operation R, the map A® (p) in (I8) becomes,
74
Argcovcr ( ) = (ROA(3)> d:ef Z Z RlAk RIA/ ) (32)
k=0 I=1

Entanglement Fidelity. We want to describe the action of RoA®) restricted to the code subspace C. Therefore, we
compute the 2 x 2 matrix representation [R; A} ]‘C of each Rj A}, withl=1,..,4 and k =0,.., 7 where,

pq def (((Op|RiAL|OL) (Or|RiA}|1L)
Bidile <<1L|R1A 0r) (1|RiALIL) )° (33)

Substituting ([28) and 29) into [B3)), it turns out that the only matrices [RlAz]‘c with non-vanishing trace are given

by,
. 10 - 10
Vil (51 reate =i (5 1),

- 10 - 0
[ReAg)e = /35" (0 1), [Rads) e = /55" 1). (34)

Therefore, the entanglement fidelity F }(%3% (1, p) defined as,

[R1 A0

7
c 1 1 ’
FO, (4, p) I 7O (512% ROA<3>) = 33 e (1)) (35)
results,
Fid (o p) =55 + 5 + 55 + 5. (36)

The expression for F }(%3% (u, p) in ([B3) represents the entanglement fidelity quantifying the performance of the error
correction scheme provided by the repetition code here considered. The quantum operation RoA®) appearing in B3)
is defined in equation ([B2) and the recovery operators R; are explicitly given in (29). The action of R;Aj in (B is
restricted to the code space C defined in (20).

Substituting ([I8) and ([I9) into (B6), we finally obtain

Fid (i, p) = 12 (20 — 3p% +p) + u (—4p® + 6p% — 2p) + (2p° — 3p* +1). (37)
Notice that for a vanishing degree of memory pu, the entanglement fidelity becomes,

1

3 —-m
]'—1(%% (0, p) = Z <m)pm (1-p)°> ™ =2p° - 3p® + 1. (38)

m=0

Remarks on the coding for phase flip memory channels. The code for the phase flip channel has the same character-
istics as the code for the bit flip channel. These two channels are unitarily equivalent since there is a unitary operator,
the Hadamard gate H, such that the action of one channel is the same as the other, provided the first channel is
preceded by H and followed by HT [1],

Aphase( ) def (H o APt o HT) (p)=1=p)p+pZpZ, (39)



where,

bit [\ def o def 1 (1 1
A (p) = (1—p)p+pXpX and, H_\/§<1 1) (40)
These operations may be trivially incorporated into the encoding and error-correction operations. The encoding for
the phase flip channel is performed in two steps: i) first, we encode in three qubits exactly as for the bit flip channel;
ii) second, we apply a Hadamard gate to each qubit,

def

Ukl def tensor uglt
) ), (1) " 100) e j1an) B 1) - — oy, (41)

10 %258 1000) 225 1000) 255 |0y,

(15)-5 020 () )

The unitary encoding operator UPRas¢ is given by UPhase df o3 o UPt with UL defined in (22)). Furthermore, in
the phase flip code, the recovery operation is the Hadamard conjugated recovery operation from the bit flip code,

phase def 1r@3 pbit 7 ®3
Ry = H®°R)"H®".

where,

B. CASE, neven = 4

Here, we apply the even length repetition code with n = 4 to the correlated bit-flip.
Error Operators. In this case, the memory channel to consider is given by,

1
def
A(4) (P) = Z PiyizPis|izPis|ii Piy Ai4Ai3Ai2AzlpAT AT AT Au ) (43)
i1, i2, 13, 14=0
where the error operators {A4; } with » = 1, 2, 3, 4 act on 1 qubit quantum states. The error superoperator A
associated to channel (@3] may be defined in terms of the following encoded error operators {A} } with k =0,..,15,

15
A {A],.., AL} with A®)( defZA pAjl and, D" AT AL = Lgxe. (44)
k=0
Omitting the symbol ”®”, the error operators {Aj,.., A}5} are given by,
Ay = \BIITPPIY AL =BV X PT, Ay = RS IXPPT, Ay =\ T PXPTY, A =\ T P XY,
Ay = \BXIXPPIY Ap =\ XTPXPT, Ay = RV XX, A =\ T XX, Ay = /R T XX,
o = VARG T'PXPXY, AL = Y XIX2XPTY AL, = Py XXX, Ay = /5l XXX
A = et x2x3 x4 A — /W xlx2x3 x4 45
14 = VPuu » A15 = \/ P15 : (45)

The coefficients 13124) for k = 1,.., 15 are formally given by 1359) Py {0 Py 0 Py () Py where the z @) ¢ {0, 1}

are determined by the relation A} [07) = ’ (4)25 )zé )14(14)>. Following the line of reasoning used for the odd repetition

codes and omitting technical details that will appear in Appendix A, the entanglement fidelity F }({g (14, p) becomes,

fl(fc)v (p, p) = p? (2p3 — 3p? —|—p) + (—4p3 +6p? — 2p) + (2p3 —3p + 1) . (46)

Notice that }'}({2 (1, p) = }'}(%3% (1, p) and, in absence of correlations,

= 21: (i)pm(l -p) "+ % (3)192 (1-p)* =2p* = 3p* + 1= F125 (0, p). (47)

m=0



Finally, it can also be shown that f](%% (u, p) = ]-'](%% (1, p) with,

.7-'1(%5% (1, p) = p* (—6p° + 15p* —12p® + 3p?) + p* (24p° — 60p" + 52p® — 18p° + 2p) +
+u? (—36p° + 90p* — 78p® + 27p* — 3p) + p (24p® — 60p* + 48p® — 12p?) +
+ (—6p° + 15p* — 10p® + 1), (48)
and Fi. (1, p) = Fige (1, p) with,
Fd (u, p) = p® (20p7 — 70p° + 90p° — 50p* + 10p°) + 15 (—120p7 + 420p° — 564p° + 360p* — 108p° + 12p?) +
+u* (300p” — 1050p° + 1440p° — 975p* + 336p* — 54p” + 3p) +
+u? (—400p” + 1400p° — 1920p° + 1300p* — 448p° + 72p° — 4p) +
+p? (300p” — 1050p° + 1410p° — 900p™ + 270p* — 30p?) + 1 (—120p" + 420p°® — 540p° + 300p* — 60p*) +
+ (20p” — 70p° + 84p® — 35p* + 1) . (49)

In Figure 1, we plot ]-"](%36{ (1, p), }'}(%5(} (1, p) and ]-"gg (u, p) vs. p for p = 0.45. From this plot, it is clear that the
entanglement fidelity F }({g (u, p) increases with increasing n and decreases with the correlation parameter p.

IV. DECOHERENCE FREE SUBSPACES FOR CORRELATED BIT FLIP

In this Section, we tackle our decoherence problem via the decoherence-free subspaces formalism. This is a passive
quantum error correction method where the key idea is that of avoiding decoherence by encoding quantum informa-
tion into special subspaces that are protected from the interaction with the environment by virtue of some specific
dynamical symmetry. For a detailed review, we refer to |15].

A. CASE, Nodd = 3

Let us consider the correlated bit-flip noisy error model as defined in (I3 and (I6).
Encoding and Decoding Operators. Consider the following quantum code encoding 1 logical qubit into 3-physical
qubits,

0) = [0) = ( ¢1§)3 (10); + 1)) ® (10)5 + [1)5) @ (005 + [1)3) = |+ ++),
1) - (1) % N;)?, (10), = 11)1) @ (0} — [1)3) ® (10)3 — 1)) = |- — =), (50)
with (+ ++|+++)=(———|—-——)=land (— — —|+++)=(+++|—-——) =0.

Recovery Operators. The set of error operators satisfying the detectability condition PcAjPc = A A, Fe where
Pe =105) (0r| 4+ |11) (11| is the projector operator on the code subspace C = Span {|0), |1r)} is given by,

-Adetectable = {Aa, 217 /57 A/G} - A. (51)

Furthermore, since all the detectable errors are invertible, the set of correctable errors is such that
Al Acorrectable 18 detectable. It follows then that,

correctable

’ ’ / I —
Acorrectable = {AO7 A47 59 6} = -Adetectable' (52)



The action of the correctable error operators Acorrectable 0N the codewords |0r) and |11) is given by,

0) = AL[0L) = /B Jor), AL (1) = /5 [11), (53)

for r =0, 4, 5, 6. From (53), it follows that C = Span {|01), |15)} is a decoherence-free subspace for the correctable
error operators in Acorrectable: The two one-dimensional orthogonal subspaces V= and V1% of 7—[5’ generated by the
action of Acorrectable 00 |0r,) and |11,) are given by,

Yor = Span{|v§)L> =|+++}, (54)
and,

ylc *Sp(m{’v = |———>}, (55)
respectively. Notice that V& @ V& £ H3. This means that the trace preserving recovery superoperator R is defined

1
in terms of one standard recovery operator R; and by the projector R, onto the orthogonal complement of @ ViL i,
i=0

e. the part of the Hilbert space H3 which is not reached by acting on the code C with the correctable error operators.
In the case under consideration,

6
Ry S 4 4) (b 4 = = =) (== =] R =Y Irs) (] (56)
s=1
where {|ry)} is an orthonormal basis for (V¢ & VlL)L. A suitable basis B(voL ovin)* is given by,
Byogyuyr =tn=I-++),n=lt-—+),n=l+t+-), n=[--+),rs=|-+-),n=+--)}. (57

Therefore, R <+ {R1, R1} is indeed a trace preserving quantum operation,
RiRi + R\ Ry = Isxs. (58)
Considering this recovery operation R with Ry = R, the map A®) (p) in (I8) becomes,

Al(rgcovcr ( ) = (ROA(S)) def Z Z RlAk RIA/ ) (59)

k=0 1=1

Entanglement Fidelity. We want to describe the action of RoA®) restricted to the code subspace C. Therefore, we
compute the 2 x 2 matrix representation [R;Aj, ]\c of each RjAj, with I =1, 2 and k = 0,.., 7 where,

ef [ (0p|RiAL|0L) (Op|RALL)
ROALT . def (OL|RiA%|0L k . 60
Al <<1L|RzA’|oL> (Lol RAp L) (%0)

Substituting (G3)) and (G6) into (@), it turns out that the only matrices [R; A}, ]‘ ¢ with non-vanishing trace are given
by,

(RiAL = /5 (3 ﬁ’) | (61)

for r =0, 4, 5, 6. Therefore, the entanglement fidelity ]-"1()3}5 (1, p) defined as,

7
1 2
]:,(33275 (u, p) = FO <2f2x2, RoA 3)> T2 ZZ & ([RIA;“]\C)} ’ (62)
@) ==
results,
ks (ne ) =58 + 57 + 587 + 5. (63)

The expression for F 1()3 l)ps (i, p) in ([62) represents the entanglement fidelity quantifying the performance of the error
correction scheme provided by the noiseless code here considered. The quantum operation RoA®) appearing in (©2))
is defined in equation (5J) and the recovery operators R; are explicitly given in (56). The action of R;Aj in (G2) is
restricted to the code space C defined in (B0).

Substituting ([I9) into (@3], we finally obtain

]:12)3}75 (1, p) = p* (—4p® + 6p* — 2p) + 1 (8p3 —12p? + 4p) + (—4p® + 6p* — 3p + 1). (64)
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B. CASE, neven = 4

Let us now consider the correlated bit-flip noisy error model as defined in (3]
Encoding and Decoding Operators. Consider the following quantum code encoding 1 logical qubit into 4-physical
qubits,

def

0) — [0) = ﬁ (10); +11)1) @ (|0)y +[1)5) @ (10)5 + [1)5) ® (|0), + [1)4) = [+ + ++),
1) — 1) & N;)zl (10); = 1)) @ ([0), — 11)5) @ (10)5 — [1)5) ® (10}, + 1)) = |- — —=), (65)
with (++++|++++)=(—-———|—-————)=land (————|++++)=(++++| — — — =) = 0. Follow-

ing the line of reasoning used for the odd case and omitting technical details that will appear in Appendix B, the
entanglement fidelity F 1(51 %S (1, p) becomes,

}',(51})75 (w, p) = p? (—8p4 +16p® — 10p? + 2p) + 12 (24p4 — 48p> 4 28p? — 4p) +
+u (—24p" + 48p® — 30p° + 6p) + (8p* — 16p° + 12p* —dp +1). (66)
In Figure 2, we plot ]—'}(%4% (u, p) and fglg,ﬂs (i, p) for three values of the error probability p = 0.45, p = 0.40 and

p = 0.35. Following the line of reasoning presented above, it can be shown that ]-"1()5}5 (1, p) and }'g?,s (1, p) are
given by,

FO o (i, p) = p* (—16p° + 40p* — 36p® + 14p® — 2p) + pi® (64p° — 160p* + 136p” — 44p> + 4p) +
+u? (—96p° + 240p* — 204p® + 66p® — 6p) + pu (64p° — 160p* + 144p® — 56p° + 8p) +

+ (—16p® + 40p* — 40p® + 20p* —5p + 1), (67)
and,
Fo (s p) = 1 (—32p° +97p° — 115p* + 67p° — 19p° + 2p) +

+u* (160p°® — 484p° + 546p* — 280p” + 62p° — 4p) +
+u® (—320p° + 966p° — 1068p* + 519p* — 103p” + 6p) +
+u? (320p° — 964p° + 1078p" — 546p® + 120p* — 8p) +
+4u (—160p° + 481p° — 561p* + 320p° — 90p* + 10p) +
+ (32p° — 96p° + 120p* — 80p® + 30p® — 6p+ 1) . (68)

respectively. It turns out that }'g’},s (u, p) < }'g},s (1, p) and }"1()6};5 (1, p) < ]_-1(34}5 (s, p) for p €10, 1] and p < 0.5.

Moreover, ]-'1()4}5 (i, p) is greater than fg’l)ps (u, p) for g > piin = 0.2 . Therefore, in the high correlation regime
where p — 1, ]-'](34F)S (u, p) achieves the highest value for arbitrary error probabilities p less than 0.5.

V. FINAL REMARKS

Because of the results obtained in the previous Section, it follows that there must be a certain threshold value p* (p)
that allows to select the better code between the repetition and the noiseless quantum code for our noisy quantum
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memory channel. Considering the case with n = 4, we may obtain a curve pu* = p* (p) defined in such a way that,

fDFS( (p), p) — ]-'1(%4% (¢* (p), p) = 0. For example, In Figure 2 we have plotted ]—'}(%4(} (i, p) and ]-'1(51})73 (u, p) for
few values of p. From this plot, we see the emergence of threshold values p* (0.45) ~ 0.34, p* (0.40) ~ 0.45 and
1*(0.35) ~ 0.52 when the curves }'gg (1, p) and ]-"gll)ps (1, p) cross. This means that for p = 0.45 the noiseless
quantum code outperforms the repetition code when p > p* (0.45) ~ 0.34. Finally, in Figure 3 we plot the threshold
curve p* (p) for all permitted values of the error probability p. In conclusion, we have shown in an explicit way that
the repetition code (be it even or odd) works better than the noiseless quantum code in the low correlations regime.
On the contrary, in the high correlation regime, the noiseless quantum codes work better. The proper quantities
defining the correlation regimes are the threshold values p* (p).

In conclusion, in this Letter we have analyzed the performance of simple quantum error correcting codes in the
presence of correlated noise error models characterized by a correlation strength u. Specifically, we have considered
bit flip (phase flip) noisy quantum memory channels and used repetition and noiseless quantum codes. We have
characterized the performance of the codes by means of the entanglement fidelity F (i, p) as function of the error

probability p and degree of memory 1. We have shown in an explicit way that the entanglement fidelity Fp S (noaa) (u, p)
equals }"(n"ddH) (1, p) and that }'}(%2 (1, p) increases with the length n of the code and decreases with the correlation
parameter w. Furthermore, we also used the decoherence free subspaces formalism and showed that the performance

of such QECCs quantified in terms of the entanglement fidelity .7-'1(3"1; s (1, p) is better than the one of repetition codes
in the high correlation regime where u — 1. The noiseless quantum code with n = 4 preforms better than the other
(noiseless) codes considered in this work in the high correlation regime. Comparing the entanglement fidelities of
repetition codes and noiseless quantum codes, we found a threshold u* (p) for the correlation strength that allows to
select the quantum code with better performance.

The above results suggest that it may be convenient to concatenate decoherence-free subspaces with standard
quantum error correcting codes in order to achieve higher entanglement fidelity values in both low and high correlations
regimes. This will be the object of future investigations.
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Appendix A: Repetition Codes, neven = 4

Recovery Operators. The set of error operators satisfying the detectability condition PcAjFPe = A Ay Pe where
Pe =101) (0| + |11) (11| is the projector operator on the code subspace C = Span {|0r), |11)} with [0z) = def |0000)

and [1g) def [1111) is given by Adetectable = A\ {A}5} C A. Furthermore, since all the detectable errors are invertible,
the set of correctable errors is such that AiorrcctabchCOTTeCtﬂ-ble is detectable. It follows then that,

»Acorrcctablc = {A6; All; A/27 A/37 217 AI57 Aé}; 17} g Adctcctablc - »A (Al)

The action of the correctable error operators Acorrectable O the codewords |01) and |1) is given by,

00) — Ayl0z) = /5" 10000y, A7 [0L) = /ALY [1000), A5 [0L) = /55" [0100), A% |0L) = /55" 0010},
Aylog) = /357 [0001), A4 10L) = /LY [1100), A5 |0L) = /5" [1010), A4 |0r) = /5y [1001) (A2)
and,
L) — Aplte) = /By 1), Ay 1) = /Y 0111), Ap 1) = /58" [1011), Af (1) = /55" [1101),

Ay = B 1110), AL (1) = /557 [0011), Af (1) = /5 [0101), A% (1) = /s |0110), (A3)
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respectively. The two eight-dimensional orthogonal subspaces V= and V1= of H3 generated by the action of Acorrectable
on |0z) and |11) are given by,

[vf*) = 10000) , [vy*) = [1000), |v3*) = |0100), |v}*) = |0010),
VL = Span , (A4)

[v9%) =0001) , [vg™) = [1100),

2y = [1010)

vgt) = [1001),

and,

g |ot) = [1111), Jvy") = [0111), |vi®) = |1011), |vy®) = [1101), "
t = Span . 5
lust ) = [1110), [ug") = [0011), |vr") = [0101), |vg*) = |0110)

Notice that V& @ V! = H3. The recovery superoperator R <+ {R;} with [ = 1,.., 8 is defined as,
1
RV o) (v (A6)

where the unitary operator V; is such that V; |vj*) = |ir) for i € {0, 1}. Substituting (A4) and (AF5) into (A8), it
follows that the eight recovery operators {Ry, .., Rg} are given by,

Ry = 102) (Oz]+ 1) (1], R2 =|0L) (1000 + [1.) (0111, Rs = |0L) (0100] + [1.) (1011],
Ry = |01)(0010] + |1.) (1101|, Rs = |01) (0001| + |1.) (1110], Rs = |01) (1100| + |11) (0011]
Ry = |02)(1010] + |11) (0101], Rg = |0L) (1001| + |1L) (0110]. (A7)

It can be shown that R + {R;} with [ = 1,.., 8 is indeed a trace preserving quantum operation since,

8
Z R;Rl = ligx16- (A8)
=1

Considering this recovery operation R, the map A (p) in [@3)) becomes,
d LR
Aricover( ) = (ROA(4)) ( = Z RIA/ (RIA/) (AQ)

k=0 1=1

Entanglement Fidelity. We want to describe the action of RoA®) restricted to the code subspace C. We simply
compute the 2 x 2 matrix representation [RlA;c]\c of each RjAj, with I =1,.., 4 and k =0,.., 7 where,

of ( (Op|RIALI0L) (OL|RALILL)
. det ((OL|Ry k . Al
Rk <<1L|R1A’|0L> (11 R AL |1L) (A10)

Substituting (A2), (A3) and (A7) into (AI0), it turns out that the only matrices [RiA}] . with non-vanishing trace
are given by,

/410 /. 10 _ 10
[R1A6]|C = p((J ) (0 1 ) ) [RQAI1]|C = p§4) (0 1 ) ) [R3Al2]\c = p;‘l) (0 1 ) )

_(4) 4 (10 4 (10
[R4A{3>]|C = ( ( ) RSAI pz(l) (0 1 ) ’ [RGAQ]\C = pé ) (0 1 ) )

_ _ 10
Redlle = /3 ( ) Re Al = /75" ( Lo ) . (AL1)

Therefore, the entanglement fidelity ri RO ( p) defined as,
15

tr ([RIA;]IC) ’2 , (A12)

e 1
]:j(;,lc)‘ (,Uv p) d:ffz(;c)* <212><2 RoA 4)> W
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results,

Fo (p) =37 + 580 + 557 + 550 + 500 + 550 + 5 4+ Y. (A13)

Substituting (I9) into (A13]), we finally obtain

Fhd (. p) = 122 (20° = 3p* +p) + 1 (—4p° + 6p* — 2p) + (2p° — 3p* + 1) (A14)

Notice that }'1(%461 (1, p) = }'gg (1, p) and, in absence of correlations,

1
AN 14
.7-';4(}(0, p) = Z (m>p (1-p)* +§(2>p2(1—p)2:2p3—3p2+15f$g(0,p). (A15)

m=0

Finally, following the same line of reasoning presented above, it can be shown that fz(%ﬁc)‘ (1, p) = }'1(?/56)‘ (1, p) and
8 7
Fhe: (1, p) = Fii (s p)-

Appendix B: Decoherence Free Subspaces, neven = 4

Recovery Operators. The set of error operators satisfying the detectability condition PcAjPc = A A, Fe where
Pe =10L) (0r]| 4+ |11) (11| is the projector operator on the code subspace C = Span {|0), |1r)} is given by,

li / / / / li li /
Adetectable = {A07 5 6 7 8 99 10 15} g A (Bl)

Furthermore, since all the detectable errors are invertible, the set of correctable errors is such that
Al Acorrectable 18 detectable. It follows then that,

correctable
’ ’ ’ I I I I I _
-Acorrectable = {A07 5y {1gy A7, Ag, g, L1105 15} = -Adetectable- (B2)

The action of the correctable error operators Acorrectable 0N the codewords |0r) and |11) is given by,

0) = Ab, [02) = /B (0) s 10) = AL 1) = /5l [12), (B3)

for r =0, 5,6, 7,8,9, 10, 15. From (B3)), it follows that C = Span {|0.), |11)} is a decoherence-free subspace for
the correctable error operators in Acorrectable: LThe two one-dimensional orthogonal subspaces VO and V't of 'H%
generated by the action of Acorrectable 00 [01,) and |11) are given by,

VoL — Spcm{|v(1)L> =|++++)}, (B4)
and,
yle :S’pan{’v%L>= |————>}, (B5)

respectively. Notice that V& @ W1z £ H3. This means that the trace preserving recovery superoperator R is defined
1

in terms of one standard recovery operator R; and by the projector R, onto the orthogonal complement of @ Vic i,
i=0

e. the part of the Hilbert space H3 which is not reached by acting on the code C with the correctable error operators.

In the case under consideration,

14
RiE [+ +4) (4 + |- — =) (== ==, R = > |re) (], (B6)

s=1

where {|rs)} is an orthonormal basis for (VOr & VlL)J'. It can be shown that R <> {Ri1, R} is a trace preserving
quantum operation,

RIRl + RIRL = lgx16- (B?)
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Considering this recovery operation R with Ry = R, the map A (p) in (@3] becomes,

) 2
A ower (0) = (RoAD) () €3 3™ (RiAy) p (Ri41)', (B8)

Entanglement Fidelity. We want to describe the action of RoA™®) restricted to the code subspace C. Therefore, we
compute the 2 x 2 matrix representation [R;A) ]\c of each RjA) with [ =1, 2 and k£ = 0,.., 15 and it turns out that

the only matrices [R;Aj, ]IC with non-vanishing trace are given by,

[RlA]c—@(é ?) (B9)

forr=20,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 15. Therefore, the entanglement fidelity ]-"1(;1}5 (1, p) defined as,

15 2
def (4 1 1 2
Firs (1) = Fihs (le, RoA(4)) _ 2_22 ‘m« ([RlAQC]‘C)‘ : (B10)
k=0 =1
is given by,
Fors (s p) = 557 + 557 + pg? + 557 + 557 + 557 + 555 + 5y (B11)

After some algebra, it follows that,

}',(51})75 (1, p) = p® (—8p* + 16p* — 10p* + 2p) + p® (24p™ — 48p® + 28p* — 4dp) +

+u (—24p" + 48p® — 30p + 6p) + (8p* — 16p® + 12p* —4dp +1). (B12)

Finally, following the same line of reasoning presented above, F 1(35 })7 s (1, p) and F ga })7 s (1, p) can be computed as well.
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