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Abstract

Quantum Computation and Communication in Bosonic

Systems

Kyungjoo Noh
2021

Quantum computation and communication are important branches of quantum informa-
tion science. However, noise in realistic quantum devices fundamentally limits the utility
of these quantum technologies. A conventional approach towards large-scale and fault-
tolerant quantum information processing is to use multi-qubit quantum error correction
(QEC), that is, to encode a logical quantum bit (or a logical qubit) redundantly over many
physical qubits such that the redundancy can be used to detect errors. The required re-
source overhead associated with the use of conventional multi-qubit QEC schemes, however,
is too high for these schemes to be realized at scale with currently available quantum de-
vices. Recently, bosonic (or continuous-variable) quantum error correction has risen as a
promising hardware-efficient alternative to multi-qubit QEC schemes.

In this thesis, I provide an overview of bosonic QEC and present my contributions to
the field. Specifically, I present the benchmark and optimization results of various single-
mode bosonic codes against practically relevant excitation loss errors. I also demonstrate
that fault-tolerant bosonic QEC is possible by concatenating a single-mode bosonic code
with a multi-qubit error-correcting code. Moreover, I discuss the fundamental aspects
of bosonic QEC using the framework of quantum communication theory. In particular,
I present improved bounds on important communication-theoretic quantities such as the
quantum capacity of bosonic Gaussian channels. Furthermore, I provide explicit bosonic
error correction schemes that nearly achieve the fundamental performance limit set by the
quantum capacity. I conclude the thesis with discussions on the importance of non-Gaussian

resources for continuous-variable quantum information processing.
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[Fig. 3 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] The surface-GKP codes with d = 3
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represent the ancilla GKP qubits that are used to measure GKP stabilizers
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[Fig. 7 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Visualization of the function pe; (o)
(blue). The asymptotic expression p,sy (o) = (v/802/m) exp[—7/(80?)] is rep-
resented by the yellow dashed line. perr(0) and pasy(o) agree well with each
other in the o < 1 limit. . . . . . . .. ... .. .. . ...
[Fig. 8 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Measurement of the GKP stabilizers for

d = 3. See also Fig. 4.2(b) and the caption for the definition of each graphical

[Fig. 9 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Measurement of the surface code stabi-
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[Fig. 10 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Z-type and X-type 2D space graphs
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[Fig. 1 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] Bounds of
the quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[n, figy] for (a)
(gn,n) = (1,1) and (b) (fgn,7) = (1,10). The solid red lines represent
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bound, respectively. The solid blue line represents the optimized data-
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[Fig. 1 in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] A correlated multi-mode
thermal state 7’(]\7, i) with N = (N1,---,N,)and @@ = (g, -+ ,n,) such that
Y1 N = N. ’7'(]\7, 1) can be generated by applying the N-mode Gaussian

(N

Fourier transformation UGsz to an uncorrelated thermal state {7(7i) }®Nl

®

tee ® {7/\—(77117')}®NT'

[Fig. 2 in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] (a) Quantum state trans-
mission rate of Gaussian thermal-loss channels N [n, iy, = 1] as a function
of the loss probability v+ = 1 — n achievable with the single-mode ther-
mal state 7(7) (blue, Eq. (5.53)) and with a correlated multi-mode ther-
mal state T(N,7) (red, Eq. (5.59)) subject to the maximum allowed av-
erage photon number n = 1 per channel use. For the correlated multi-
mode thermal states, the achievable rate was evaluated by taking M/N =
r* = argmaxy_, <1 I.(N[n, ], 7(7/x)), where N =(M,N—M)and @t =
(%ﬁ, 0). (b) The optimal value of * = M/N at each ~, color-coded by the
type of optimizer (blue: single-mode thermal states; red: correlated multi-
mode thermal states), that yields the maximum quantum state transmission
rate. We set 2* = M/N = 0 when all the states we consider yield vanishing
quantum state transmission rate (black). . . . ... ... 000
[Fig. 3(a) in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] Achievable quantum
state transmission rate of the single-mode (blue) and correlated multi-mode
(red) thermal states as a function of n for the Gaussian thermal-loss channel
Nn = 0.81,7y, = 1]. Note that the first-order contact point is given by
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5.3(b) for v = 0.19 and 7fgy, = 1 (see also the main text). . . . .. ... ..
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[Fig. 3 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] Achievable
quantum state transmission rate of the GKP codes (Theorem (24); green)
compared with a lower bound (Theorem 16 and Eq. (5.53); red) and an
upper bound (Theorem 20; blue) of the quantum capacity of (a) the bosonic
pure-loss channels N[n, g, = 0] and (b) the Gaussian thermal-loss channels
Nn,nun = 1]. The red line in the (a) panel overlaps with the blue line, since
for the bosonic pure-loss channels, the lower and upper bounds coincide with
each other and the quantum capacity is analytically determined. . . . . . .
[Fig. 5 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] (a) Wigner func-
tion of the maximally mixed code state pe = (1/d)Tryy Xe of an optimized
qudit-into-an-oscillator code (d € {2,3,4,5}) for the bosonic pure-loss chan-
nel M[0.9, 0] (top) and the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N'[0.9, 1] (bottom),
subject to an average photon number constraint Tr[fpg] < i = 3, obtained by
the alternating SDP method (Section 3.2). (b) Lower bounds of the achiev-
able rates of the numerically optimized one-mode qudit-into-an-oscillator
codes (at 7 = 0.9) for the bosonic pure-loss channels N'[n,0] (left) and the
Gaussian thermal-loss channels N[n, 1] (right) for each d € {2,3,4,5}, com-
pared with lower (Eq. (5.53)) and upper (Eq. (5.51)) bounds of the energy-

constrained quantum capacity of the Gaussian thermal-loss channels.

[Fig. 1 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) An approximate GKP state with an
average photon number i = 5. (b) Measurement of the position or momen-
tum operator modulo v/27. The controlled-® and © symbols respectively
represent the SUM and the inverse-SUM gates. . . . . .. .. .. ... ...
[Fig. 4 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) Encoding circuit of the GKP-two-
mode-squeezing code subject to independent and identically distributed ad-
ditive Gaussian noise errors. (b) Decoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code. Note that the circuits for the measurements of the position

and the momentum operators modulo /27 (at the end of the decoding) are

defined in Fig. 7.1(b). . . . . . . ...
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7.5
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7.7

[Fig. 5 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) The minimum standard deviations
of the output logical quadrature noise o, = 0, = 0} as a function of the
input standard deviation o for the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code and (b)
the optimal two-mode squeezing gain G* that achieves o7 , translated to the

required single-mode squeezing in the unit of decibel 20log;y A* where \* =

/
log,[T77]

204

VG*++/G* — 1. The green dashed line in (a) represents o} = %
3/2

and the yellow dashed line in (b) represents G* = %3 (log, [T ]) " + 3.

[Fig. 8 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) Encoding circuit of the GKP-two-
mode-squeezing code subject to independent and identically distributed ad-
ditive Gaussian noise errors. The input GKP state in the ancilla mode is
assumed to be a noisy canonical GKP state with a noise standard deviation
Ogkp- (b) Decoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code. Note that
the simultaneous position and momentum quadrature measurement modulo
/27 is implemented by using a third ancilla mode (i.e., the measurement an-

cilla mode) initialized to a noisy GKP state with a noise standard deviation

[Fig. 9 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) The optimal QEC gain 0%/(c%)? as a
function of input noise standard deviation o for various values of the GKP
squeezing Sgip, = —1010g10(20§kp) ranging from 12.8dB to 30dB and (b) the
optimal two-mode squeezing gain G*, translated to the required single-mode
squeezing in the unit of decibel 201log;y \* where A* = v/G* + /G* — 1. The
non-trivial QEC gain 02/(0%)? > 1 is achievable only when the squeezing
of the supplied approximate GKP states is larger than the critical squeez-
ing 11.0dB. The dashed black lines represent the asymptotic results for the
infinitely squeezed canonical GKP states which are shown in Fig. 7.3.
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A general setup for distilling & less noisy cubic phase states out of n noisier

cubic phase states. . . . . . . . ...

p.q%

233

237

239

248



7.8 Cubic phase state distillation with a (n,m, k)-triorthogonal encoding circuit
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4.1 [Table 1 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Threshold values for the squeezing of
GKP states for fault-tolerant quantum error correction. Here, we compare
the established threshold values obtained by assuming that GKP states are
the only noisy components in the error correction circuit (i.e., Case I). MB

stands for measurement-based and GB stands for gate-based. d is the dis-

*

tance of the code. For the results on the toric-GKP code, O akp

and sp,, are
not available because in the results were obtained by assuming a phenomeno-
logical noise model that does not take into account the propagation of shift
errors through the entire error correction circuit. That is, the threshold val-
ues established in [Phys. Rev. A 99, 032344 (2019)] using the toric-GKP
code (i.e., o = 0.235 and of = 0.243 see Fig. 12 therein) do not accurately

quantify the tolerable noise in the ancilla GKP states. Instead, oj can only

be taken as a rough upper bound on o3, | (see the main text for more details). 171
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Chapter 1

Introduction and motivation

1.1 The field of study

1.1.1 Quantum computation

Quantum computers [1] are a fundamentally different kind of computers than conventional
computers as they take advantage of the unique quantum mechanical properties such as
quantum superposition, interference, and quantum entanglement to process information.
As an example, while the integer factorization problem is believed not to be solvable in
polynomial time (in the size of the input) by using classical computers, quantum comput-
ers can factor large integers efficiently in polynomial time by using the Shor’s factoring
algorithm [2]. Quantum computers can thus have a significant impact on the field of cryp-
tography since the security of RSA encryption [3], a widely used cryptographic method,
is based on the assumption that factoring large integers is practically impossible. This
assumption is not valid any more if reliable quantum computers can be built.

In addition to factoring large integers, quantum computers can efficiently simulate the
real-time dynamics of large quantum systems [4]. Since various physical, chemical, and
biological phenomena are inherently quantum, quantum computers can be used to simulate
these various natural phenomena at scale. Thus, quantum computers can help us make new

scientific discoveries in a more guided manner.



1.1.2 Quantum communication

Quantum communication [5—8] is another branch of quantum information science wherein
the unique features of quantum mechanics can be harnessed to achieve tasks that are oth-
erwise unachievable. As an example, quantum key distribution (QKD) [9, 10] allows secure
classical communication where the security is guaranteed by the validity of the laws of
quantum mechanics, not by the computational intractability of certain mathematical prob-
lems. Hence, quantum communication provides an alternative cryptographic solution to
RSA encryption that is secure against attacks by quantum computers.

More generally, quantum communication theory has a richer structure than classical
communication theory. This is because in quantum communication, we can also consider
transmitting a quantum bit or a qubit instead of a usual classical bit. Moreover, quantum
entanglement plays an important role in quantum communication theory as it has an in-
teresting interplay with quantum and classical information transmission via the quantum
super-dense coding protocol [11] and the quantum teleportation protocol [12].

Quantum communication also plays an essential role in the broader context of quan-
tum information science, including quantum computation. To be more specific, while a
single quantum processor may be able to perform an interesting computational task that
is intractable even by the most powerful conventional computer, it may not support suffi-
ciently many qubits that are needed for a useful quantum computing application. In this
case, it will be essential to connect distant quantum processors via quantum communica-
tion such that multiple quantum processors can be operated in concert. Hence, quantum

communication goes hand in hand with quantum computation.

1.2 A brief historical context

1.2.1 Conventional approach towards fault-tolerance

While ideal quantum computers can efficiently factor large integers and simulate large quan-
tum systems, realistic quantum devices are noisy and thus do not produce a reliable com-

putational outcome. Also, noise in realistic quantum communication channels corrupts



transmitted information. Thus, quantum error correction (QEC) [13, 14] is absolutely es-
sential for realizing reliable and large-scale quantum information processing.

For the past two decades, there has been significant theoretical progress in quantum
error correction. In particular, it has been established that fault-tolerant quantum infor-
mation processing is possible if the noise strength is below a certain threshold [15, 16]. The
conventional approach towards fault-tolerance is to encode an error-corrected logical qubit
redundantly over many qubits such that the redundancy can be used to detect errors.

Topological quantum error-correcting codes [17-21] such as the surface code and the
color code are leading candidates for achieving fault-tolerance since they can be imple-
mented by using only nearest-neighbor interactions and have relatively high fault-tolerance
thresholds. However, the resource overhead associated with the use of these conventional
approaches is too high for these schemes to be realized at scale with currently available
quantum devices. For instance, it is estimated that roughly 10% qubits are needed to en-
code a single reliable logical qubit given a physical error rate p ~ 1073 [21]. On the other
hand, state-of-the-art quantum processors currently support about 50 qubits with a physical
error rate p ~ 5 x 1073 [22].

While building a fully fault-tolerant quantum computer is still a distant goal, there
has been significant progress in the experimental realization of QEC. In particular, it has
been demonstrated that the lifetime of a qubit can be extended by using a quantum error-
detecting code and post-selection [23-25]. Moreover, there have been various theoretical
proposals such as flag-qubit schemes for reducing the resource overhead required for fault-
tolerant quantum error correction [26—32]. Despite these recent progress, however, achieving

fault-tolerance using is still very challenging.

1.2.2 Bosonic quantum error correction (focus of the thesis)

Bosonic QEC [33] has recently risen as a hardware-efficient alternative to the conventional
multi-qubit QEC. Bosonic QEC takes advantage of the fact that even a single bosonic mode
consists of infinitely many quantum states. In bosonic QEC, an error-corrected logical qubit
is redundantly encoded by using multiple levels in a single bosonic mode (see Fig. 1.1 for an

illustration). Because a single bosonic mode is sufficient for providing redundancy needed for
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Figure 1.1: Schematic illustration of multi-qubit QEC and bosonic QEC. In multi-qubit
QEC, a logical qubit is redundantly encoded over multiple qubits. In bosonic QEC, on
the other hand, a logical qubit is redundantly encoded by using multiple levels in a single
bosonic mode.

detecting relevant errors, bosonic QEC is hardware efficient. Indeed, it was demonstrated
that it is possible to extend the lifetime of a qubit by using a bosonic cat code [34]. In
particular, only a single bosonic mode, an ancillary transmon qubit, and a readout cavity
mode were needed to achieve the break-even error correction performance.

Bosonic QEC is also relevant to quantum communication. This is because quantum
communication is typically implemented by using light modes, which are described by an
infinite-dimensional bosonic Hilbert space. In particular, it was demonstrated that an error-
correctable bosonic code can be sent through a microwave quantum communication channel
in a circuit QED system [35]. Such a long-distance quantum state transfer can be used to

connect distant quantum processors.



1.3 Summary and reading guide

In Chapter 2, I provide a pedagogic review of bosonic quantum error correction. I discuss
various error models that are relevant to realistic bosonic systems. Also, various single-mode
bosonic codes such as cat, binomial, and GKP codes are reviewed. The rest of the thesis is
not based on the cat and the binomial codes but they are reviewed for completeness and their
experimental relevance. The square-lattice GKP code will be reviewed comprehensively in
Subsection 2.4.1 as they are referenced in Chapters 3 and 4. Generalizations of the GKP
codes to a more general lattice structure and multi-mode cases are reviewed in Subsection
2.4.3. Among these generalizations, the hexagonal-lattice GKP code will be referenced in
Chapter 3 and the symplectic lattice codes will be used in Chapter 6.

In Chapter 3, I provide benchmarking results for the performance of various single-
mode bosonic codes against practically relevant excitation loss errors. It turns out that the
GKP code families outperform many other bosonic code families in correcting excitation
loss errors, despite the fact the GKP code families are not specifically designed to correct
loss errors. Furthermore, I apply a biconvex optimization technique to search for an opti-
mal single-mode bosonic code for correcting excitation loss errors. Surprisingly again, the
hexagonal-lattice GKP code emerges as an optimal code from many independent random
Haar initial codes. To explain the excellent, if not optimal, performance of the GKP codes
against excitation loss errors, I provide an explicit decoding strategy for the GKP codes
against loss errors. Fault-tolerance is not addressed in Chapter 3. That is, I assume that our
attempts to correct errors are noiseless. I adopt this idealized assumption in the interest
of simplicity and to focus on the intrinsic error-correcting capabilities of various bosonic
codes.

In Chapter 4, I consider more realistic situations where even our attempts to correct for
errors can be erroneous. In particular, motivated by the excellent performance of the GKP
code in the idealized situation, I focus on the fault-tolerance properties of the GKP code.
One of the main messages is that fault-tolerant bosonic quantum error correction is possible
with the surface-GKP code, i.e., concatenation of the GKP code with the surface code. Also,

I demonstrate that the additional information gathered during the GKP error correction



can be used to significantly boost the performance of the outer multi-qubit surface code.

In Chapter 5, I consider fundamental aspects of bosonic quantum error correction. More
specifically, I study an important quantum communication-theoretic quantity, i.e., the quan-
tum capacity of bosonic Gaussian channels, as it determines the fundamental performance
limits of bosonic codes. In Section 5.3, I provide an improved upper bound of the Gaus-
sian thermal-loss channel capacity based on a data-processing argument. In Section 5.4,
I provide an improved lower bound of the energy-constrained quantum capacity of Gaus-
sian thermal-loss channels and show that higher quantum state transmission rates can be
achieved than previously believed. By doing so, I prove that Gaussian thermal-loss channels
are superadditive with respect to Gaussian input states.

In Chapter 6, I study explicit bosonic quantum error correction schemes in the context of
quantum communication. Specifically, I investigate the achievable quantum state transmis-
sion rates of multi-mode symplectic lattice codes and of numerically optimized single-mode
codes. I show they these codes nearly achieve the fundamental limits set by the quantum
capacity which are studied in Chapter 5.

In Chapter 7, I discuss the importance of non-Gaussian resources in continuous-variable
quantum information processing. In Section 7.1, I construct a non-Gaussian oscillator-into-
oscillators code, namely the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code, and show that the GKP states
can be used as a valuable non-Gaussian resource to enable error-corrected bosonic quantum
information processing. In Section 7.2, I consider cubic phase states which are analogous
to magic states for multi-qubit quantum information processing. In particular, I address
the question of whether noisy cubic phase states can be distilled by using only Gaussian
states, operations, and homodyne measurements. I show that direct translations of the
conventional magic state distillation schemes to bosonic systems do not work.

In Appendix A, fundamentals of bosonic systems and Gaussian operations are reviewed.
The concepts such as Gaussian states, unitaries, channels, and measurements are used
throughout the thesis. In particular, the material in Chapter 5 relies heavily on the materials
in Appendix A.

In Chapters 3-7, I discuss open questions and possible future research directions at the

end of each chapter.



Chapter 2

Bosonic quantum error correction

In this chapter, I will provide a pedagogic review of bosonic quantum error correction. The
main goal of this chapter is to introduce various bosonic codes (i.e., cat, binomial, and GKP
codes) and study their error-correcting capabilities against practically relevant errors.

In Section 2.1, I will briefly review fundamentals of quantum error correction to introduce
the notation and terminology. In Section 2.2, I will introduce several error models for
bosonic systems, namely, excitation loss errors, Gaussian random shift errors in the phase
space, and bosonic dephasing errors which are either experimentally relevant or theoretically
important for understanding certain bosonic error-correcting codes. In Section 2.3, I will
review rotation-symmetric bosonic codes such as cat and binomial codes. In Section 2.4, 1
will review translation-symmetric bosonic codes, namely, Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP)

codes.

2.1 Fundamentals of quantum error correction

In this section, we will briefly review fundamentals of quantum error correction (QEC). The
main goal of this section is to introduce notations and terminologies rather than to give
a comprehensive introduction to QEC. For a more through introduction to QEC, see for

example Ref. [1].



2.1.1 Error-correcting code, correctable error set, and recovery

An error-correcting code C = span{|ur)},—o,.. 4—1 is a subspace of a physical Hilbert space
‘H. The orthonormalized basis states |uz) of the code space C are called the logical code-
words. Ideally, an error-correcting code C should be robust against relevant errors in the
physical Hilbert space. A code space C can also be uniquely identified by using the projec-

tion operator to the code space:

d—1
Pe=Y_ |pr){pcl- (2.1)
u=0

Definition 1 (Correctable error set). Consider a completely-positive noise map N (p) =
>k NkﬁN,I The error set { Ny} is said to be correctable by a code C if there exists a CPTP

recovery map R such that
R -N(p) x p, (2.2)

for all density matrices p € D(C) = {p € L(C)|p! = p = 0, Tx[p] = 1}. Here, L(C) is the

space of linear operators on the code space C.

Note that we used the proportionality o instead of the equality = in the definition. This
is because the noise map N may not be trace-preserving. For example, we may take only
the first few leading Kraus operators of an entire CPTP noise channel N’ to define N. In
this case the noise map N may be trace-decreasing. However, the recovery map R has to
be trace-preserving because here we only consider error correction protocols that succeed

9

with probability 1. Below, we review the Knill-Laflamme condition [36] that allows us to

directly check whether the error set {Nk} is correctable by the code space C or not.

2.1.2 Knill-Laflamme condition

Theorem 2 (Knill-Laflamme condition [36]). An error set {N;} is correctable by a

code C if and only if the following Knill-Laflamme condition is satisfied:

PCN]ZNk/PC = akk/PC (23)



for all k, k', where P is the projection operator to the code space and gy are the elements

of a complex hermitian matrix c.

The proof of Theorem 2 is given in, e.g., Refs. [1, 36]. The Knill-Laflamme condition
will be frequently used in the following sections to probe the error-correcting capabilities of

various bosonic codes. Note that the Knill-Laflamme condition can also be expressed as
(L NI NwlvL) = oy (2.4)

for all k, k" and u, v, where |ur) and |vg) are orthonormal basis states of the code space C.

2.2 Relevant error models in bosonic systems

Here, we review three important error models for bosonic systems, namely, excitation loss
errors, Gaussian random shift errors, and bosonic dephasing errors. See Tables 2.1, 2.2, and
2.3 for a summary.

2.2.1 Excitation loss errors

In this subsection, we consider excitation loss errors which are ubiquitous in many realistic
bosonic systems. Specifically, we will discuss four different ways to describe excitation loss
errors (see Table 2.1).

Lindblad equation

Realistic bosonic modes are typically subject to excitation loss errors which are described

by the following Lindblad equation:

— = = rDla](p(t))- (2.5)



Representation Excitation loss errors

Lindblad equation | 2% — xDla](5(t)) = w(ap(t)at — Latap(t) — 1p(t)ata)

(Egs. (2.5), (2.6)) — pt) = emPlalp(0).

Kraus representation pt) = e Plalp0) = 3700, Ngﬁ(O)Ng where
(Egs. (2.8), (2.9)) Ny = /U= S e gt
Heisenberg picture q(t) = Ge= %, p(t) = e~ %

(Eq. (2.31)) P(t) = Pe™™ + 5(1—e ™),

Gaussian channels ertPlal = N[y = e+t 0]

(Eq. (2.32)) & (T,N,d) = (e 2 I, 1(1 — e ") I5,0).

Table 2.1: Various representations of the excitation loss errors.

~

Here, a is the annihilation operator of the bosonic mode and D[A4] is the dissipation super-

operator (mapping a density matrix to another density matrix) defined as
o NPT I
DIA)(p) = ApAT - Z{ATA, p}. (2.6)

{A,E} = AB + BA is the anti-commutator. By solving Eq. (2.5), we get a completely-

positive and trace-preserving (CPTP) map [37]
p(0) = p(t) = =Pl p(0). (2.7)

While being concise, the expression in Eq. (2.7) does not provide any useful information

about how to evaluate p(t) given an initial density matrix p(0).
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Kraus representation

A more useful way to represent the CPTP map in Eq. (2.7) is to use the Kraus represen-
tation. Here, we will show that the CPTP map e"Pl is explicitly given by the Kraus

form
p(t) = e"Plalp(0) =Y Nip(0)Nf, (2.8)
=0

where the Kraus operators are given by

R 1 — e—ht)¢ it~
N, = (Z)e—fnaf. (2.9)

Here, 7 = a'a is the excitation number operator. The derivation of Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9) is
given below. Note that the Kraus operator Ny corresponds to an f-excitation loss event.
t o~
n

Often times, the decay term e~ 2™ is referred to as the no-jump evolution term and the

¢ is referred to as the jump term. These terminologies

excitation-number-decreasing term a
are motivated by the quantum trajectory picture which we use to derive Egs. (2.8) and (2.9)
below.

Recall the Lindblad equation in Eq. (2.5):
p(t)n. (2.10)

The first term on the right hand side is referred to as the jump term and the second
and the third terms are referred to as the back-action terms. The back-action terms can
be intuitively understood as terms that are generated by a non-hermitian Hamiltonian
H = —ikn/2. Then, it is useful to define an interaction picture that takes the back-action
terms as the unperturbed Lindbladian and the jump term as the perturbative Lindbladian.

That is, we define
pr(t) = e2"p(t)e2 ™, (2.11)
Then, the density matrix in the interaction picture p;(t) evolves under the following equa-

11



tion:

Bprlt) s dp) k1 s
i 5”/’@) Tt §P(t)”]€ 2
= Ke 2 ”ap(t)dTeTt"

Kt Kt o

n —ELA A —_Etp A kT
= ke2 e 2 pr(t)e” 2 Male

= ke "tapr(t)al. (2.12)
Here, we used
e’ ae 0 = e Y,
e 0aTefm = 04T, (2.13)

to derive the last equation. By iteratively integrating the both sides of Eq. (2.12), we find

t
pr(t) pl(0)+/ dtyke " apy(ty)al
0

t t t1
p1(0) + /0 dtike " apr(0)al + /0 dty /0 dtar?e " H2) a2 51 (19 (ah)?

©° t te—1

pr(0) + > k' / dty - - / dtge "Mt +t)ql 50y (ahe. (2.14)
=1 70 0

One can show by mathematical induction that the time integral in Eq. (2.14) is given by

t to_1 1— —kt\l
rf/ dt1-~/ dtge it Fte) — % (2.15)
0 0 €.

Thus, combining Eqgs. (2.14) and (2.15), we get
o
. L—e ™)t
pr(t) =3 Lt )@ty (2.16)

Recall Eq. (2.12) and observe that the time-evolution of p;(t) is solely generated by the

—Ht)

jump term (modulo the additional time-dependent factor e . This is why the resulting

J4

term a* is called the jump term.

On the other hand, the actual density matrix in the laboratory frame p(t) is also affected

12



by the back-action terms (or the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian terms) as p(t) and py(t) are

related by the equation
pt) =e 27p(t)e 2™ (2.17)

Note that the decay term e~ 5N is solely generated by the back-action terms. This is why
the decay term e~ 5™ is called the no-jump evolution term. Finally, combining Eqs. (2.16)

and (2.17) and using p;(0) = p(0), we end up with the desired result.
o0
1— —kKt\{ ot ot
py =" u(e—?ﬁ”d%(O)(dT)ge_Tt". (2.18)

Heisenberg picture

Now, we will try to understand the excitation loss errors by inspecting how the expectation
value of an observable changes over time under the excitation loss. Recall the Lindblad

equation for excitation loss errors (i.e., Eq. (2.5)).

dﬁ(t) o N AT 1A-|-,\A 1A ATA
e li[ap(t)a 28 ap(t) ip(t)a a]. (2.19)
Then, the expectation value of an observable A (i.e., (A); = Tr[p(t)A] evolves under the
following equation:
d<A>t _ AT ~ L 1 AA.I.A 1 A.I.A ~
e n[(a Aa)y §<Aa ayy — i(a aA>t}
R ~ N ~ ~ N ~
=z [([aT,A]a>t + (al[4, a]>t]. (2.20)

Let us first consider the annihilation and creation operators ¢ and af. Note that the

relevant commutation relations are given by

la',a) = -1, [a,a] =0, [af,a]=0. (2.21)

13



Specializing Eq. (2.20) to A = a and A = af, we find

dlay, K, dah, Kk,

@ = % g =3l (2:22)
yielding

(@) = (a)oe~ %, (ah) = (al)oe 7. (2.23)

Since the position and momentum operators are defined as

(@' +a), p (af —a), (2.24)

1 i
1= NG)

the expectation values of the position and momentum operators also decrease exponentially

over time and eventually converge to zero as t — oc:

(@) =(@)oe 2, (D)t = (Poe 2. (2.25)

~

Let us now move on to the second-order operators in @ and @, i.e., a2, afa, and (af)2.

Then, the relevant commutation relations are given by

[&T7 &2} = _2&7 [&27 d] = 07
[af,aa) = —af, [a'a,a] = —a,
af, (@ =0, [(a"?a] = —2al. (2.26)

a2 t ~ de t RN &T 2 t ~
d<dt> _ —/<;<a2>t, d< 7 ) _ —n(aTa)t, d<(dt) > _ —/4{/<(aT)2>t, (2.27)
yielding
(@*)e = (@*)oe™™, (a'a) = (@lajoe™", ((a")?)¢ = ((a")*)oe™ (2.28)

14



Note that the second equation shows that the average excitation number (or energy) (afa);
decreases exponentially over time and eventually converges to zero as t — oco.

Now consider the second-order operators in ¢ and p:

1 1
¢ =@ +a)a +a) = S((@h?+2a'a +a® + 1),
1 1 i
5 (@0 +pd) = 5 |(a' +a)(a’ —a) + (a' — a)(a’ + a)} = 5((@")? —a),
1 1
P =5 —a)@' —a) = 5 (") +2ala —a® + 1). (2.29)

%) = (PPhoe™™ + 5(1—e™™). (2.30)

In the Heisenberg picture, operators evolve over time and states remain unchanged. Thus,

from Egs. (2.25) and (2.30), we can conclude

B

K Kt

() =de 2, pt)=pe 2, §(t)=qe "+ (1—e™)

L=

@9+ P)(E) = 5 (@0 +p)e™, () =pe ™+ Z(1-e ). (231)

N | =

We remark that the time evolution of an operator is governed by the adjoint master equation
and, in general, its solution cannot be directly inferred from the time evolution of the
expectation value of the operator. However, in the case of photon loss, one can verify that
the solution of the adjoint master equation can be directly read off from the expectation
value by plugging in the expectation-value-inspired solutions in Eq. (2.31) to the adjoint
master equation. Note also that we did not consider higher than second order operators
in § and p. However, since an excitation loss error is a Gaussian channel as we will show

below, it is sufficient to understand the first and the second-order operators in ¢ and p.
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Gaussian channels

Lastly, the CPTP map e"Plal que to excitation loss is equivalent to a bosonic pure-loss

Kt.

channel A[n, 0] with transmissivity n = e~
. " 1
"Dl = N = e 0] <5 (T, N, d) = (e~ 2 I, 51— e ") I5,0). (2.32)

The bosonic pure-loss channel AV[n, 0] is a Gaussian channel characterized by (T, N,d) =
(v/1I2, 3(1—n)I2,0) (see also Definition 26). An introduction to Gaussian states, unitaries,
and channels is given in Appendix A. Specifically, the definitions of Gaussian channels and
their characterization (T', N, d) are given in Appendix A.4.

The characterization (T, N,d) = (\/712,3(1 — n)I5,0) implies that the expectation
values of the first and the second-order operators in ¢ and p are transformed via the bosonic

pure-loss channel N[n, 0] as follows:

(@) = @) = ) + 51— )

(5p+50)) — (50 +50)) =n( 3@+ ).
() = (7Y = (i) + 51 ). (233

Note that Eq. (2.33) is consistent with Eq. (2.31) if one sets n = e~ **. Hence, we have Eq.

(2.32).

2.2.2 Gaussian random shift errors in the phase space

In this subsection, we consider Gaussian random shift errors in the phase space. This error
model is also known as a Gaussian random displacement error or an additive Gaussian noise
error. Typically, natural errors in realistic bosonic systems are not described by random
shift errors. However, random shift errors are important for understanding GKP codes.

Here, we will discuss three different ways to describe Gaussian random shift errors (see

16



Table 2.2).

Representation Gaussian random shift errors in the phase space
Kraus representation NB,[0](p) = == [ dPavexp | — |j—‘;]f)(a)/ﬁfﬁ(a)
(Eas. (2.34), (2.36)) | = 525 [*0 déq [0 dépexp [ — %]ei@p‘?*fqﬁ),ae*i(fp@*fqﬁ).
Heisenberg picture =7 =4+&andp—p =p+¢
(Eq. (2.37)) where &;,&, ~ N(0,02).
Gaussian channels NB,lo] <+ (T, N,d) = (Iz,0%I5,0).
(Eq. (2.43))

Table 2.2: Various representations of the Gaussian random shift errors in the phase space.

Kraus representation

Gaussian random shift errors are defined as follows:

al?q - A
N, [0](p) = # / d2aexp [— %]D(a)ﬁpf(a). (2.34)

o

Here, D(«) = explaal —a*a] is the displacement operator and o is the standard deviation of
the random displacement. The expression in Eq. (2.34) can be understood as a continuous

Kraus representation, i.e.,

. . . 1 .
N, lo](p) = /dzaE(a)ﬁET(a), where E(a) =1/ — exp {— —Q}D(a). (2.35)
Equivalently, one can also write

NB,[0(p) =

Lo €+ 81 e oa
503 /Oo d&q /Oo dép exp |:_ 5,7 }6(510‘1 5qP)p6 (épd éqp)' (236)

Heisenberg picture

The definitions in Egs. (2.34) and (2.36) clearly show that the Gaussian random shift error

NB,[o] makes the system drift in the phase space. More explicitly, the action of Np,[o]
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transforms the position and momentum operators as follows in the Heisenberg picture:

q— Cj, =q+ gqa p— 15, =p+ épa where gqafp ~ N(O, 02)- (2'37)

Here, N(0,0?) is the Gaussian normal distribution with zero mean and variance 0. To see
why this is the case, let us consider an observable A and its expectation value (/l> = Tr[ﬁA].

Under the Gaussian random shift error g, [0], (A) is transformed as follows:

(A) > (A) = Tx|

2mo?

2 2
00 %) + o A o o
/ dé.q / d§p exXp [ — é_qu:| el(gpq—gqp)ﬁe_l(qu—fqp)A}

202
1 [ o ST/ —itepi-tap) 4 i(Eri-tad)
20 /oodf‘J/oodépeXp[‘w} (et em deonal) - (2.35)

Note that for A = ¢ and A= p, we have

e_i(gpq—gqﬁ)qei(gpq—gqﬁ) — (j + gq, e_i(qu—fqﬁ)ﬁei(qu—fqﬁ) — ﬁ —+ gp, (239)
and thus the expectation values of the quadrature operators ¢ and p do not change, i.e.,

(@' =(G+&) =), B =B+ = D) (2.40)

where we used (§,;) = 0 and (§,) = 0.
Let us now consider the second-order operators in ¢ and p, i.e., A= q2, A= %(qﬁ +pq),

and A = p2. Note that

efi(gp(j*gqﬁ)QQGi(gqu*f:qﬁ) — ((i + fq)2

)

it L an o i(End—tap) L[4 . . .
e ISP (g + pg)e’CrI=P) = 5[(q+€q)(p+§p)+(p+§p)(Q+§q) ,

e_i(gpq_gqﬁ)ﬁzei(gp(j_gqﬁ) = (ﬁ + ‘Sp)g' (241)

Thus, the expectation values of the second-order operators change under the Gaussian
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random shift error NV, [o] as follows:

(@) =G+ &)%) = (@) +2(4) (&) + (&) = (¢°) + o7,

(500 +50)) = (500 +50)) + (@)(&) + B)E) + (€ &) = (5@ +5),
() = {(p+&)7) = (") + 200)(&) + (&) = (B°) + 0, (2.42)

where we used (&) = (&) = 0 and (£2) = (£2) = 0>

Gaussian channels

The Gaussian random shift error N, [o] is a Gaussian channel with the following charac-

terization:
NB,[o] <+ (T,N,d) = (Iy,0%I5,0). (2.43)

Note that the characterization (T, N,d) = (I,0%15,0) yields

(%) = () = (%) + o*. (2.44)

That is, the channel adds a noise variance o2 only to the diagonal elements of the covariance
matrix. Note that Eq. (2.44) is consistent with Eqgs. (2.40) and (2.42). Thus, Eq. (2.43)

follows.

2.2.3 Bosonic dephasing errors

Realistic bosonic modes are sometimes subject to bosonic dephasing errors as well as ex-
citation loss errors. Here, we provide three different ways to describe bosonic dephasing

errors (see Table 2.3).
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Representation Bosonic dephasing errors

Lindblad equation %(tt) = kyDlalal(p(t)) — p(t) = e%m[dm]ﬁ(())

(Eqs. (2.45), (2.46), | emPllap(0) = 5720 0 prpe™2(m =056t ) (],

and (2.49)) where pp,n, = (m|p(0)|n).
Continuous Kraus erotDlatal — Af, [0 = \/Ket] where
82
representation Nplol(p) = \/2;7 [75 dge 207 €197 peiom,

(Egs. (2.50), (2.52))

Discrete Kraus Nplol(p) =310 NkﬁNg where
A~ 0—2 N
representation Np =4/ %6_7”2'&]“.
(Eq. (2.54))

Table 2.3: Various representations of the bosonic dephasing errors.

Lindblad equation

Bosonic dephasing errors are described by the following Lindblad equation:
)  syDlatal(a(). (2.45)

Note that the jump operator is given by the excitation number operator 7 = afa for the
dephasing errors, whereas it is given by the annihilation operator a for the excitation loss

errors. By solving Eq. (2.45), we get the following CPTP map
p(0) = p(t) = eretPle'al50). (2.46)

In the Fock basis, the Lindblad equation in Eq. (2.45) is explicitly given by

ap(t)
dt

(m L2 ) = kg (ml [p(t)7 p(t)a?] In). (247)
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Thus, we have

dpmn(t) _ R R
T = K¢ (mn - im — §n )pmn(t) = —?(m — n) pmn(t)’ (2.48)
yielding ppn(t) = pmn(o)e—Q(m—n) kot and
D > 0 —Li(m—n)2k
pt) =3 |m)ml|p(0)|n)(nle=2(m— (2.49)
m,n=0

Kraus representation (continuous)

Bosonic dephasing errors can also be understood as a random phase rotation error. Consider

the error channel

~ 1 > et —i¢n
ND[U](/)) = m doe 20 o pe ¢ ’ (250)

which is in a continuous Kraus representation where the Kraus operators are given by a
rotation operator E(qﬁ) x €™, Here, the random rotation angle ¢ follows the Gaussian
normal distribution with zero mean and variance o2, i.e., ¢ ~ N(0,0?).

To show that the CPTP map in Eq. (2.50) is equivalent to the CPTP map generated by

the Lindblad equation in Eq. (2.45), we explicitly write down Eq. (2.50) in the Fock basis:

Nl () = m/ dge™ 37 W“(Z\m (m| )5 (Zm (n])e

2
= m)(m n)(n de% i¢(m—n)
> im)mlp)n o= [~ as

m,n=0

= " [m)(m|p(0)[n)(nle2m-m, (2.51)

m,n=0

Comparing Eq. (2.51) with Eq. (2.49), we can conclude

ot Platal — Ao = | frgl]. (2.52)
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Kraus representation (discrete)

Lastly, we provide a discrete Kraus representation of the bosonic dephasing channel Np|o].

To do so, recall Eq. (2.51) and note that

. 2 2
Nplol(p) = Z [m) (m] 5(0) ) ez (m=m)%
m,n=0
o0 1.2 2 1 2,2 2
= > ImMmlp(0)ln) (e 3 e grene
m,n=0
00 1 122 = 1
= D7 Im)(mlp(0)|n)(nle=3 3T N (mno?
m,n=0 k=0
© 9ok 2 o2 .
I (3
k=0

Thus, the bosonic dephasing channel Np[o] can also be expressed in the following discrete

Kraus form:

> O'Qk o2 .2
ol(p) = pNT, where Nj, =/ =—e~ 2™ @F, 2.54
k!
k=0

2.3 Rotation-symmetric bosonic codes

In this section, we review rotation-symmetric bosonic codes [38] such as the cat codes and

the binomial codes that are invariant under a discrete set of rotations.

2.3.1 Cat codes

Here, we review the basic properties of the two-component and the four-component cat
codes and discuss their experimental implementations. See Table 2.4 for a summary. At
the end of this subsection, we also briefly review the recent developments in the cat-code-

based bosonic QEC.
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Two-component Four-component
cat codes [39] cat codes [4()]
Logical states yogi)cat) x |a) 4+ | — @) |Oioi)cat> X |a) + |ia) + | — o) + | — i)
[15%0) o la) = =) | 1) o |a) — lia) +| — ) — | —ia)
Correctable errors Dephasing errors Loss and dephasing errors
Active QEC Teleportation-based Parity measurement and
error correction [38] amplitude recovery [41]
© Experiments |  N/A | Rek.[34,42,43]
Autonomous QEC | Engineered two-photon Engineered four-photon
dissipation [44] dissipation [45]
© Experiments | Refs. l6-48) | Ref [10]

Table 2.4: Basic properties of the two-component and the four-component cat codes. Note

that the teleportation-based error correction scheme in Ref. [38] works for any rotation-
symmetric bosonic codes.

Two-component cat codes
Logical states of the two-component cat code Céi)cat [39] are given by Schrodinger’s cat

states:

0500) =~} + | — ).
2No—cat( )
1)) = ———(la) — | - a)). (2.55)

2N~ (@)
Here, the normalization constant N 3_0‘“(04) is given by
N2 (a) =14 (~1)#e 2P e {01}, (2.56)

Note that ]Oéa_)cat) and llgoi)cat) have even and odd excitation numbers, respectively. Wigner
functions of the logical states of the two-component cat code are shown in Fig. 2.1.
Two-component cat codes with sufficiently large « are capable of correcting bosonic

dephasing errors (see Subsection 2.2.3). To see why this is the case, let us recall the discrete
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|02—cat> | 12—cat)

0.3 . .
Maximally mixed code state
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q
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Figure 2.1: Wigner functions of the logical states of the two-component cat code cé‘i)cat

with o = v/3. The maximally mixed code state is defined as the projection operator to the
code space divided by 2.

Kraus operators of the bosonic dephasing errors (Eq. (2.54)):

R 2k o2 .
Ny = \/%6—7"%’“. (2.57)

Note that the first two Kraus operators are given by
No=1+0(%, N =ocala+0(c?). (2.58)

The relevant first-order dephasing error set is thus given by {f ,atal, ie., No=1 (no error)
and Ny = a'a (single dephasing), where the prefactor o in N is omitted.
Since these dephasing error operators cannot change the parity of the excitation number,

we have

(s NN 1A% ) =0, for all k€ {0,1} and pu # v. (2.59)

24



Also for pu =v, <,ugoi)cat|N ,ZNM ué‘i)caQ is given by

(k, k') = (0,0) :

<lu’gci)cat ‘luéoi)cat> = 17
(k, k') = (0,1), (1,0) :

Aﬁtﬁm(a>,‘2 1 — (—1)pe2al? :

— | (6%
N () 1+ (—1)re2lal? |

<:ugi)cat ‘ dT& ’ Mgoi)cat> =

(k, k') = (1,1) :
2—cat R —2|a?
(@) Atan2y, (@) 4 1—p (@) 2 _ o, L= (=1)le 2
<lu‘2—cat (CL a’) |M2—cat> - ‘a‘ + Ngfcat(a)‘a‘ - ‘a| + 14 (_1)ue—2|a\2 |O[| : (260)

Thus, if e~21*”° <« 1, <Ngoi)cat‘NgNk"Mgoi)cat> is independent of p for all k, &k’ € {0,1}. Hence,
(@)

the two-component cat code Cy_",, satisfies the Knill-Laflamme condition for the first-order

—2|af?

dephasing error set {f , &TEL} if e < 1. This implies that two-component cat codes with

sufficiently large o can correct dephasing errors.

Autonomous QEC of two-component cat codes

Recall Theorem 2 and note that there will be a recovery method for the two-component cat
code subject to a single dephasing error, since two-component cat codes with sufficiently
large « satisfy the Knill-Laflamme condition for the first-order dephasing error set. A
simple way to implement the dephasing recovery for the two-component cat code is to use

an engineered two-photon dissipation to autonomously stabilize the code space [44]:

(1)

o = rapnD[a® — a®)(p(1)). (2.61)

Here, kopp is the engineered two-photon dissipation rate. Since the basis states of the
()

2 2
2—ca , L

two-component cat code Cy_',, are annihilated by the jump operator ngh =a" —a%, ie.,

- « A [} ~ 1
Fopn ) = (6 = @) 1) = (a° W) () + Vel =0, 262
2N, "«

the two-photon dissipation D[a? — o] stabilizes the two-component cat code manifold.
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Let us add a bosonic dephasing error on top of the engineered dissipation:

dflseﬂ - (“219119[&2 —a’+ ’%D[de]) (A(1)). (2.63)

Here, k¢ is the dephasing rate. Since dephasing errors cannot change the parity of the
excitation number, it cannot induce logical bit-flip errors between \Oéoi)cat> and |1éoi)cat>
which have even and odd excitation number parity, respectively. The absence of logical
bit-flip errors is directly related to the fact that the Knill-Laflamme conditions in Eq. (2.59)
are exactly satisfied. However, since the two-component cat code Céi)cat does not exactly
satisfy the Knill-Laflamme conditions in Eq. (2.60) (for any finite value of «), there can be
logical phase-flip errors. The logical phase-flip rate is computed in Ref. [44] and is given by

k¢ <Lhoph |of? 2|af?

) = . 2.64
“Vphase-flip ¢sinh(2|a|2) ¢€2|a\2 e 2faP? ( 6 )

Thus, the logical phase-flip rate decreases exponentially as « increases. In particular, if
e~ 2ol « 1, the logical phase-flip rate is negligible. This is consistent with the fact that the
Knill-Laflamme conditions in Eq. (2.60) is satisfied if e 2/** <« 1. While two-component
cat codes can correct bosonic dephasing errors, they cannot correct excitation loss errors.
One can readily see this by observing that a single-excitation loss maps an even cat state

to an odd cat state and vice versa:

alos™ ) o a(la) + | — ) = alla) — | — a)) o al1s,,),
a5 0 ocalla) — [ —a)) = a(ja) + | — a)) o« alos™, ). (2.65)

Thus, excitation loss errors cause logical bit-flip errors to two-component cat codes. See
Subsection 4.1.2 for a review of several recent proposals for dealing with the residual bit-flip
errors due to excitation loss errors.

Let us now move on to the experimental realization of the engineered two-photon dissi-
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pation D[a? — o?]. Note that

(1)
dt

= ropnD[a* — ?](p(t)) = % a?(@"? — a*2a?, p(t)| + ropn D[] (p(2)).  (2.66)

The first term can be implemented by using a two-photon driving Hamiltonian H =
ikopn(a?(a)?—a*2a?) /2, which is a generator of the single-mode squeezing operation. Since
the second term D[a?] is dissipative, it cannot be generated by using only Hamiltonian in-
teractions. Instead, we need a fast-decaying ancilla system. To be more concrete, consider
an ancilla bosonic mode which is described by the annihilation and creation operators b and

bf. Then, let us assume that we can engineer the following Hamiltonian interaction between

the mode @ and the ancilla mode b:
Hiy = ga®bt + g% (ah)b, (2.67)
and thus the time evolution of the joint system is described by

dﬁgt(t) = 7i[ﬁinta ﬁT(t)] + HbD[lA)] (ﬁT(t)) (268)

Here, pp(t) is the density matrix of the joint system of mode a and b. Also, ky is the decay
rate of the fast-decaying ancilla mode b. If the coupling strength |g| is much smaller than
the decay rate k; of the ancilla mode (i.e., |g| < k), one can show by using adiabatic
elimination [50-52] that pr(t) is approximately given by pr(t) = p(t) ® |0)(0|, where the

system density matrix p(t) evolves under the desired two-photon dissipation.

apt) _ algl?
dt Kp

[@%](p(t)). (2.69)

Putting all these components together, the engineered two-photon dissipation D[a? —
a?] was realized experimentally in circuit QED systems [46-48]. In particular, Ref. [47]
demonstrated a coherent quantum oscillation between the protected logical states of the
two-component cat code. Also, Ref. [48] demonstrated an exponential suppression of the

phase-flip error in the stabilized two-component cat code manifold.
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Figure 2.2: Wigner functions of the logical states of the four-component cat code Cﬁ)cat

with @ = v/3. The maximally mixed code state is defined as the projection operator to the
code space divided by 2.

Four-component cat codes

While two-component cat codes cannot correct excitation loss errors, four-component cat

codes [40] are capable of correcting excitation loss errors. Logical states of the four-
(a)

component cat code C4_Ca

. are given by

00 = ) + lio) + | — @) + | — i),
4Nofcat( )
10, = ————(la) — lia) +| — &) — | — ia)). (2.70)

4N£1—cat(a)
Here, the normalization constant NV, ﬁfcat(a) is given by
Nﬁfcat(a) =14 e 2P 4 (—1)“26*|°“2 cos |a|?. (2.71)

Wigner functions of the logical states of the four-component cat code are shown in Fig. 2.2.
Unlike the two-component cat code, both logical states of the four-component cat code

have even excitation number parity. Also, this means that the logical basis states of the
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four-component cat code is invariant under the 180° rotation, i.e.,

™)), for all p e {0,1}, (2.72)

and thus the four-component cat code Cfﬁ)cat

is an example of rotation-symmetric bosonic
codes [38]. Note also that \04(1(_)330 has 0 excitations mod 4 and llfgat> has 2 excitations mod
4, so they are clearly orthogonal to each other.

Four-component cat codes with sufficiently large o are capable of correcting excitation
loss errors (see Subsection 2.2.1), which are dominant error sources in many realistic bosonic

modes. To see why this is the case, let us recall the Kraus representation of the excitation

loss errors (Eq. (2.9)), i.e.,

R 1 — e—rt)¢ it~
N, = (Z)ezt"af. (2.73)

Note that the first two Kraus operators are given by

No=1+0(kt), Ny =kta+ O(kt). (2.74)

~

The relevant first-order excitation loss error set is thus given by {f ,a}, i.e., Ny = I (no
error) and Ni=a (single-excitation loss), where the prefactor v/t in N is omitted.
Upon a single-excitation loss, the logical states of the four-component cat code are

transformed into the following error states:
A « . . .
A0 0) = —————(la) + ilia) — | = a) —i| — ia)),
4N6170at (Oé)

al1{ ) = e (la) — ilia) — | — a) +i| —ia)). (2.75)

While the code states have even excitation numbers, their corresponding error states have
odd excitation numbers. Thus, we can distinguish the no error event ]\70 = [ from the single-
excitation loss event Ny = @ by measuring the excitation number parity of the system.

Let us now investigate the error correction capability of four-component cat codes by
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inspecting the Knill-Laflamme condition for the first-order excitation loss error set {f ,G}.

Observe that the error state derived from the logical zero state has 3 excitations mod 4

and the error state derived from the logical one state has 1 excitations mod 4. Thus, all
1(e)

the relevant states ]051?‘2at>, 114 cat) &]02?2&0, and &|1fc)at> have different excitation numbers

modulo 4 so are mutually orthogonal. Thus, we have
<M4(10i)cat|NgN5'|V£(i)cat> =0, for all fjﬁl € {07 1} and p # v, (276)

and the Knill-Laflamme condition is satisfied for all p # v.
To analyze the g = v case, it is convenient to define the following normalized error

states

a 1 .
108 o) = (Ja) + ilic) — | — ) — i| — ia)),
ANy ()
a 1 - ) .
15 ae) = ————(la) — ilia) — | — ) +i| — i), (2.77)
ANY ()

where the normalization constant Nﬁ;cat (o) is given by
Ny a) =1 — e~ 2P —a(—1)#e 1o sin |af?. (2.78)

Then, the unnormalized error state a| ufloi)cat) is given by

Nuz®™ (@)
Ni(a)

(a)

alpi ) = @ 5 ). (2.79)

4—cat,e

The relevant © = v terms in the Knill-Laflamme condition, i.e., <:u4(10i)cat|N g Ny ui‘l_)cat), are
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given by

(¢, 0"y =(0,0) :

(a

</“L4f)cat |Hé(loi)cat> =1 ’

(¢,¢') = (0,1),(1,0) :

<M4(L(i)cat’d‘ﬂ'£;i)cat> =0,
(6,0 =(1,1)
A— o2 N
<M(a) |dT&|M(Q) > — Nﬂvecat(a) |a|2 — l—e 2lal” — 2(_1>M€ e S ’O"Q |a|2
A-cat A-cat N~ (a) 1+ e2lol* 4 2(—1)re—lo? cos |af?

_ sinh|a|? — (—1)"sin |af?

~ cosh |a|? 4 (—1)# cos |a|?

. (2.80)

Similarly as in the case of the two-component cat code, <H5;Oi)cat|@Td| ,ufﬁ)cat> is p-independent

if « is sufficiently large such that el « 1.
What distinguishes the four-component cat codes from the two-component cat codes

is that in the former case, there are values of o where <Mia)cat]dT&| Mgi)caQ is precisely pu-

independent, i.e.,

sinh |a|? —sin|a|?  sinh |a|? + sin |a?

cosh |a|2 + cos |a|?  cosh|a|? — cos |a|?

< — cosh|a|? sin |a|? = sinh |a|? cos |af?

& tan|a|? = — tanh |of?. (2.81)
The first three non-trivial solutions to tan|a|? = — tanh |a|? are given by
ot = 1.538, |af| = 2.345, |a}| = 2.939. (2.82)

These values are also called the sweet spots of the four-component cat code [33, 41].
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Active QEC of four-component cat codes

As was implied earlier, active QEC of four-component cat codes can be done by measuring

the excitation number parity operator

R . > +1 n even
Iy = ™ = " |n)(n| x . (2.83)
n=0 —1 nodd

Note that the parity operator Il, is equivalent to the phase rotation by 180°. The parity
operator I1, is also a stabilizer of the four-component cat code, in the sense that any logical

state of the four-component cat code is stabilized by ﬂg, i.e.,

ﬂ2|w4(10:)cat> = |¢4(loi)cat>’ for all |w4(loi)cat> € Citi)cat’ (284)

Thus, whenever the parity measurement yields an odd parity measurement outcome (i.e.,
I, = —1), we are alerted that some error has happened.
To see how parity measurement can be used to correct excitation loss errors, let us

consider the excitation loss error e®*Pldlj = Yo NgﬁN g . When there is no excitation loss

error (i.e., £ = 0), the logical state | ,uffi)caQ undergoes the no-jump evolution.

A a 1 oty . -
NO|MEchat> - % (\a) + (=DMia) + | — a) + (=1)#| — za>)
4Nlil—cat<a)
= ;an_%w + (_1)“|iae_%t> +| - ae_%t) S+ (=1 — iae_%t>>
AN ()
N (e ®)
e 285)

That is, due to the decay term e_%tﬁ, we end up with a code state with smaller amplitude

o/ = ae~%. Also in this case, the states are still in the even-parity subspace. Note that

since \/Nﬁfcat(aef%)/Nﬁfcat(a) is p-independent in the xt — 0 limit, we have

Kt—0

No(col050) + er |15 0y =20 o0l ) + e[ 157000, (2.86)
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i.e., no distortion of the encoded logical information.
Let us now consider the one-excitation loss event (¢ = 1). Upon a single-excitation loss,

the logical state | ugi)caQ is mapped to

N o e 2"q . .
Nl D) = V1= et et (Ja) + (~1)fia) +| = @) + (~1)] = ia))
ANA= (o)
1 - _K'/t K K K K
= —Veo‘(me—%) Fi(—1) liae %) — | — ae” ) —i(—1)"] — ioze_7t>)
4N4—Cat(a)
N e™2) | (ae ¥
=Vl-e Hta\/!;\]zlm‘ué(l—cat,e)>' (2.87)

Again, due to the decay term e_%tﬁ, we end up with an error state with smaller amplitude

o =ae” %, Also, due to the annihilation operator a, the states are now in the odd-parity

subspace and therefore the single-excitation loss event can be flagged by measuring the

parity operator Il = €™ Note also that at the sweet spots, \/Nﬁ}cat(ae_%t)/]\fﬁ_cat(a)

is pu-independent in the xt — 0 limit. Hence, we have

(CO|04 cat> + Cl|11(101)cat>)

N4 cat N4—cat
m‘,ﬁO \/>a( (a) (o) T 1,i (@) ‘1(04) >)

N4 Cat(a) ‘0470at,e> 4—cat,e

X 00’04 cat e> + Cl|14 cat, e> (288)

i.e., no distortion of the encoded logical information at sweet spots (or when « satisfies
tan |a|? = — tanh |a|?).

Lastly, when there is a two-excitation loss event (¢ = 2), the logical state is mapped to

A a 1 —e "‘t .
Falu) =4/ \/W(m Jlia) +| = a) + (~1)¥| — i)

(1 —e a2 st st ot . mt
=" 7 (Jae” 7)) = (~D)Hice” T) + | —ae”T) — (—1)F| — e 7)
8N~ () < )

4—cat —nut
(1 — e_“t)a2 Nl—u (ae 2 ) (aef%t)
= 1-— . 2.89
\/i Né—cat(a) |( M)4fcat > ( )
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Similarly as above, the decay term e~ 2™ reduces the amplitude from o to o/ = ae™ 2. Also,
the states are in the even-parity subspace after a two-excitation loss event. In this case,
however, the logical zero state is mapped to a logical one state with a smaller amplitude,
and the logical one state is mapped to a logical zero state with a smaller amplitude. Two-
excitation loss events thus cause a logical bit-flip error. Since these bit-flip events are not
flagged by the parity measurement, the performance of the four-component cat code is
ultimately limited by the two-excitation (or more) loss events.

It is clear by now that in the error recovery process, we should take care of both the
overall amplitude damping due to the decay term e~ ™ and excitation losses due to the loss
term a. Note that single-excitation loss events can be addressed by measuring the parity
operator Il = ™ in a non-destructive way. In particular, all single-excitation loss events
will be flagged this way. However, two-excitation (or more) loss events will not be detected.

In addition to measuring the parity operator, we should also recover the reduced am-
plitude o/ = ae~% back to a. Such an amplitude recovery can be done by performing a

unitary operation Ua/_m that has the following property:

Ua’—)a |04(1012at> = |04(1Ci)cat> ’
Ua’%a|1yi():at> = |1ioi)cat>7

0a’—>a’0(a/) ) = ’0(0) ),

4—cat,e 4—cat,e
Unral 1) ) =11 2.90
a’ﬁa’ 4—cat,e> - ’ 4—cat,e>' ( : )

Note that one could consider coherently mapping the amplitude-recovered error states
|Ol(loi)cat,e> and |11(fi)cat7e> back to the code states |04(1°i)cat> and |1z(fi)cat> by using a unitary
operator when the parity measurement yields an odd parity outcome. However, we remark
that it is not necessary to physically map these error states back to the code states because
we can simply keep track of the classical data of the parity measurement outcomes and
interpret the quantum data appropriately in reference to the parity measurement outcomes.

A thorough analysis of the above error recovery process (i.e., parity measurement and

amplitude recovery) is given in Ref. [41] and we do not review it here. Instead, we will

discuss below how the parity measurement and an amplitude recovery operation can be
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Figure 2.3: A circuit for quantum non-demolition measurement of a unitary operator U
that satisfies U? = . |+) = %(!0) + |1)) and M x represents the Pauli X measurement

(or measurement of a qubit in the |+),|—) basis). Note that this circuit is equivalent to the
1-bit phase estimation circuit given in Fig. 2.9(a).

implemented experimentally in circuit QED systems.

Experimental realization of the parity measurement and amplitude recovery

Note that the parity operator I, = ™ s a unitary operator and satisfies (ﬁ2)2 =1]. In

general, any unitary operator U satisfying U? = ] can be measured in a non-destructive

way by using an ancilla qubit (see Fig. 2.3). More explicitly,

) 1) = —= ) ([0) + 1)) “onreledT,

1 .
NG —=1¥)[0) + f2U|¢>I1>

2 V2

= S DR+ 5 (F-D)-). (291)

-9

One can readily see that (f + U) /2 is the projection operator to the U =41 subspace.
Thus, if we measure the |£) state at the end of the circuit, we are projecting the system to
the U = +1 subspace, hence measuring the unitary operator U in a non-destructive way.
Specializing the circuit in Fig. 2.3 to the case of U =1II, = ¢™ we can realize that we need

an ancilla qubit prepared in the |+) state, the ability to perform controlled 180° rotation
DAL = T ®10)(0] 4+ ™ @ |1)(1], (2.92)

and the ability to measure the ancilla qubit in the X basis. In general, the most challenging
step is to perform the rotation of a bosonic mode conditioned on the ancilla qubit state.

In circuit QED systems, one can use a microwave cavity mode as a bosonic mode and a
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transmon qubit as an ancilla qubit to implement bosonic QEC. In the dispersive coupling

regime, a cavity mode and a transmon qubit are coupled via the dispersive coupling, i.e.,
H = weata + wrle)(e| — xalale)(e|. (2.93)

Here, we is the frequency of the cavity mode, wr is the frequency of the transmon, and y
is the strength of the dispersive coupling. Also, @ and a' are the annihilation and creation
operators of the cavity mode and |e)(e]| is the projection operator onto the excited state of
the transmon qubit. Thus, in the interaction picture, the joint system of the cavity mode

and the transmon system undergoes the desired controlled rotation:
U(t) = X2l = [ @ |g) (g] + €X' @ |e) (e]. (2.94)

Here, |g) is the ground state of the transmon qubit. Hence, by letting the system evolve for
the time interval At = 7/y, one can implement the desired qubit-controlled 180° rotation
of a bosonic mode, which is precisely what we need for the parity measurement.

The parity measurement scheme discussed above was realized experimentally in a circuit
QED system [42]. Subsequently, the active QEC of the four-component cat code was im-
plemented in a similar experimental setup based on the above parity measurement scheme
[34]. However, note that in Ref. [34], an amplitude recovery operation U (see Eq.
(2.90)) was not implemented so the overall amplitude still decays over time exponentially,
e, a—ad = ae™% . We remark that the experiment in Ref. [34] nevertheless achieved the
“break-even” point (i.e., outperforming the best error-uncorrected physical qubit element
by using QEC). This is because the amplitude decay is deterministic unlike excitation losses
which are stochastic. Thus in Ref. [34], the adverse effects of the deterministic amplitude
decay were taken into account in the classical decoding process and therefore were miti-
gated. However, an amplitude recovery operation Up—ye is still essential if we want to go
way beyond the break-even point. This is because otherwise the amplitude o will almost
vanish as the elapsed time ¢ becomes much larger than the natural lifetime of the cavity

mode 1/ and thus the classical post-processing will yield diminishing returns.
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Having discussed the parity measurement and the necessity of an amplitude recovery, let
us now move on to the implementation of an amplitude recovery unitary operation Up/—se in
circuit QED systems. Note that the dispersive coupling —xa'ale)(e| in Eq. (2.93) is a non-
linear interaction as it is cubic in @, af, and &, = |e)(e| —|¢)(g|, going beyond the quadratic
Hamiltonian. At the conceptual level, one could immediately infer at this point that this
non-linear interaction could be used to implement an arbitrary unitary operation on the
joint cavity-transmon system, including a desired amplitude recovery operation Up' s

In Ref. [53], it was shown that one can implement a selective number-dependent arbitrary
phase (SNAP) gate Usnap (5) on a microwave cavity bosonic mode by using the dispersive

—

coupling to a transmon qubit. Explicitly, the SNAP gate USNAP( ) is defined as

o

Usnap () EZ B ) (n (2.95)

where the 6,, is the number-dependent phase which can take an arbitrary value. The
key underlying idea behind the implementation of the SNAP gate is that the oscillation
frequency between the transmon qubit states |g) and |e) are dependent on the photon

number n in the cavity mode, i.e.,
wge(n) = wr — nx, (2.96)

where y is the strength of the dispersive coupling. This means that all these frequencies
can be addressed selectively and thus we can control each Fock state |n) of the cavity mode
in a selective manner. See Refs. [53, 54] for more details.

Note that SNAP gates are generally non-Gaussian. For example, a unitary operation

generated by a self-Kerr nonlinearity (which is non-Gaussian)

o0
e AN = N e Fnn () (2.97)

n=0
is a specific instance of the general SNAP gates with 6, = —n(n — 1)Kt/2. Since it
was shown in Ref. [55] that self-Kerr nonlinearity combined with Gaussian operations are

universal, we can guess that SNAP gates should also be very useful for universal quantum
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control. Indeed in Ref. [53], it was shown that an arbitrary unitary operation on a bosonic
mode can be implemented by combining displacement operations ﬁ(a) = explaal — a*a)
(easily realizable by a linear drive) and SNAP gates Usnap(#) which can be implemented by
using dispersive coupling as discussed above. Thus, it is in principle possible to implement
an amplitude recovery operation Uy _,, in circuit QED systems. On the other hand, note
that using the SNAP gates may not be the most practical way to implement the amplitude
recovery operation. It thus remains to be answered whether there is a more tailored method

for the amplitude recovery operation that can perform better in practice than the generic

SNAP gate approach.

Autonomous QEC of four-component cat codes

Similar to the case of the two-component cat code, it is possible to autonomously stabilize
the four-component cat code by using an engineered dissipation. Note that in the case of
the four-component cat code, we want to stabilize the space spanned by the four coherent
states |a), |ia), | — a), and | — o). This can be done by using the following engineered
four-photon dissipation:

dp(t)

= = kaDlat — o) (p(1)): (2.98)

Note that all the four coherent states given above are annihilated by the engineered jump

4 _ . Thus, the engineered four-photon dissipation Dla* — a4] stabilizes

operator F4ph =a
the four-component cat code manifold.

Similar to the case of the two-component cat codes, the engineered four-photon dissipa-
tion in Eq. (2.98) protect the four-component cat code manifold against bosonic dephasing
errors. However, the engineered four-photon dissipation D[a* — a?] does not protect the
code space against photon loss errors. This can be readily seen by observing that the en-
gineered four-photon dissipation does not change the photon number parity of the system.
Thus, when there is a single-photon loss, although the encoded logical information is well

preserved in the odd-parity subspace, we cannot recover the encoded information if we only

use the engineered four-photon dissipation.
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To address this issue, one might think of a hybrid approach where one actively measures
the photon number parity by using the measurement circuit in Fig. 2.3 while autonomously
stabilizing the code space by using the engineered four-photon dissipation. Unfortunately,
however, the parity measurement circuit in Fig. 2.3 and the engineered four-photon dissi-
pation D[a* — o] do not commute with each other and thus they cannot be implemented
A

simultaneously. To be more precise, while the parity operator I, = €™ commutes with

4 — a*, the generator of the parity operator (or 180° rotation)

the jump operator }3’4ph =a
n does not commute with F4ph. It means that the engineered jump operator F4ph does
not commute with the qubit-state-conditional rotation process at all times (or at all an-
gles). Hence, we should turn off the engineered four-photon dissipation while measuring
the photon number parity and then turn it on again while we wait for the next round of
the parity measurement. Note that in this alternating scheme, one can view the engineered
four-photon dissipation as a non-unitary amplitude recovery operation that maps the con-
tracted cat code space C ﬁec;t%t ) back to the original code space Cfﬁ)cat. We also remark that
the non-commutativity of the engineered dissipation and the parity measurement is specific
to the parity measurement scheme based on the circuit in Fig. 2.3. An alternative parity
measurement scheme that is compatible with the engineered four-photon dissipation was
proposed in Ref. [56].

Similarly as in the case of the engineered two-photon dissipation D[a? — a?], the engi-
]

neered four-photon dissipation D[&4 — | can be decomposed into a four-photon drive and

a four-photon dissipation:

ap(t)
dt

= mignDfat — al)((t) = 2[4 (")t - 0™, p(0)] + man DI (5. (2:99)

In Ref. [45], it was proposed that one can realize the four-photon dissipation D[a*] by cou-
pling the system to a fast-decaying ancilla mode via an interaction Hamiltonian Hiy =
g(@® f){g| + (a")*g)(f]). Such a sixth-order interaction was subsequently realized experi-

mentally in a circuit QED system [49].
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Generalization to higher order error correction

Recall that the four-component cat code cannot correct two-excitation loss events. It is
possible however to generalize the cat codes by adding more coherent state components
such that they are robust against ¢-excitation loss errors with some ¢ > 2 [41]. For example,

we can define six-component cat codes Céi)cat as follows:

o 1 iz i2r in i4r i5T
087ns) = (lo) + le'F ) + e @) + |e"a) + | F ) + e F a) ),
6N~ ()
« 1 ) ] =T ] AT ;O
1§ 0e) = (I = le'Fa) + | a) = |ema) + | F a) — [ Fa)).  (2.100)

6NS<(a)

The normalization constants NS~(a) are defined as

5
Z e_i(k_é)”<ei%a|ei%a>. (2.101)
k,0=0

6—cat —
]\7‘u ca (O{) =

Most importantly, the logical zero state IOéofcat) has 0 excitations mod 6 and the logical
one state |Ogi)cat> has 3 excitations mod 6. This implies that all the logical states have
0 excitations mod 3 and thus the six-component cat code ¢l . is stabilized by the 120°

6—ca

phase rotation.

1 n =0 mod 3
) R o
I3 =e's" = Z [n){n| x {e’s  n=1mod3- (2.102)
n=0

e'3 n=2mod3

Hence, the six-component cat code is an example of rotation-symmetric bosonic codes [38].

Since the logical states of the six-component cat code have 0 excitations mod 3, they
will be mapped via single-excitation loss to some error states with 2 excitations mod 3,
and similarly via two-excitation loss to some error states with 1 excitations mod 3. Thus,
by measuring the stabilizer of the six-component cat code I3 = ¢'37 (or equivalently, the

excitation number modulo 3), we can detect any single-excitation and two-excitation loss

events. Thus, the six-component cat codes are robust against two-excitation loss events.
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More generally, one can define a 2d-component cat code by using 2d coherent state com-
ponents that is robust against all f-excitation loss events for ¢ < d (see Ref. [41] for more

details).

Recent developments

(a)

Recall that two-component cat codes Cs_,

. can be realized by using an engineered two-

photon dissipation D[a? — a?]. An alternative way to implement the two-component cat
code is to use the self-Kerr nonlinearity and two-photon drive [57]. Specifically, the scheme

in Ref. [57] is based on the fact that the Hamiltonian
3 ~1\242 12 ~2 2 o\ (a2 _ Cp el
H = —K(a")%2 + (ep(a1)? + €a?) = —K((af) - 7) (a - 7) Ll 9.103)

has the two coherent states |+ «) with a = \/W as its degenerate ground states. Hence,
if the system is described by the above Hamiltonian, one can stabilize the two-component
cat code manifold simply by cooling the system to its ground state manifold. This scheme
was recently realized experimentally in a circuit QED system [58].

Note that the two-component cat code is not robust against excitation loss errors re-
gardless of how it is implemented. Specifically, excitation loss errors cause logical bit-flip
errors in the two-component cat code manifold. One way to make the cat code robust
against excitation loss errors is to use the four-component cat code as discussed above.
On the other hand, it is also possible to concatenate the two-component cat code with a
conventional multi-qubit error-correcting code to correct the residual bit-flip errors in the
two-component cat code. For instance, concatenation of the two-component cat code with
a repetition code (i.e., repetition-cat code) was explored in Refs. [59, 60].

Recently, it has been observed that one might be able to reduce the required resource
overhead associated with the use of conventional multi-qubit error-correcting codes by using
the two-component cat qubits. This is because the two-component cat qubits are subject
predominantly to bit-flip errors due to excitation loss errors but not phase-flip errors (since
phase-flip errors are suppressed exponentially in the size of the cat code). Thus, the next

layer of the multi-qubit error-correcting code can be tailored to such biased-noise models.
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Along this line, it has been shown recently that if each qubit in the surface code is subject
to a biased noise, the fault-tolerance thresholds for the surface code can be significantly
relaxed by using a tailored decoding scheme for the biased-noise model [61-63]. Also, vari-
ous schemes for bias-preserving gates for the two-component cat code have been proposed
[60, 64] so that the noise bias can be maintained even during the application of quantum
operations. See also Subsection 4.1.2 for more discussions.

Getting back to the single-mode bosonic QEC, recall that we can directly deal with the
excitation loss errors by using the four-component cat code and measuring the excitation
number parity. In all the circuit QED implementations, an ancilla transmon qubit was used
to measure the photon number parity of a microwave cavity bosonic mode. However, note
that the ancilla transmon qubits used in the parity measurement scheme are noisy. For
example, the excited state of a transmon qubit |e) may decay the ground state |g) during
the parity measurement. Note that coherence times of a transmon qubit are typically given
by 10-50us. On the other hand, the parity measurement based on the qubit-conditional
180° phase rotation takes At = 7w/x ~ lus where x is the strength of the dispersive
coupling between a cavity mode and a transmon qubit. Thus, each parity measurement
causes additional errors to the bosonic cavity mode with an error rate roughly given by
0.01-0.1. This was the limiting factor in the previous circuit QED implementations of the
parity measurement [34, 42].

A simple way to address the transmon decay during the parity measurement is to use
higher excited states of the transmon qubit. For instance, one could use the second excited
state of a transmon qubit |f) instead of the first excited state |e) to perform the parity
measurement. In this case, the states |g) and |f) form the basis of the ancilla qubit and the
le) state serves as a buffer state. Then, although the second excited state |f) may decay to
the first excited state |e) during the parity measurement, this decay event can be detected
by measuring the buffer state |e) at the end of the parity measurement circuit. Thus, the
parity measurement scheme can be made robust against the single transmon decay error
by discarding all the measurement runs that ended in the |e) state. However, this simple
scheme will not be scalable because the success probability will decrease exponentially as

we repeat the parity measurements.
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Recently, an improved alternative scheme has been proposed and implemented exper-
imentally [43]. In this more sophisticated scheme, one carefully engineers the dispersive

coupling between a cavity mode and a transmon qubit such that

Hiny = —xedlale)(e| — xsatal ) (f] = —xa'a(le) (el + [ £)(f]), (2.104)

i.e., Xe = Xy = x. Using this “x-matching” technique, one can ensure that the cavity state
is not decohered even when the qubit state is measured in the |e) state due to the transmon
decay. Thus, one does not need to discard the measurement runs with the |e) state and
instead can simply reset the qubit and retry the parity measurement (see Ref. [43] for more
details). A similar technique also proved to be useful for improving the fidelity of the SNAP
gates [65, 66].

There has also been several progress on the autonomous QEC of cat codes. Recall that
the engineered four-photon dissipation for the four-component cat code D[a* — a#] does not
correct excitation loss errors. Thus parity measurements are necessary if we want to fully
benefit from the error correction capability of the four-component cat code. As discussed
above, however, the usual parity measurement scheme based on the circuit in Fig. 2.3 is not
compatible with the engineered four-photon dissipation. In Ref. [56], an alternative parity
measurement scheme that is compatible with the engineered four-photon dissipation was
proposed. Furthermore, the pair-cat code [67] has recently been proposed as an alternative

to the four-component cat code.

2.3.2 Binomial codes

Here, we review the binomial codes [68]. Note that the cat codes are composed of multiple
components of the coherent states. Since a coherent coherent state |«) occupies the entire

infinite-dimensional bosonic Hilbert space, i.e.,

0y = el 3 9 (2.105)
a)=e 2 ——1n), .
nzom
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(1,1)-binomial code [68]

Logical states |O£>11ﬁ1)> = %(|0> +14))
[15) = 12)
Correctable errors Single-excitation loss
Active QEC Parity measurement and

recovery unitaries [68]

Experiment Ref. [69]

Autonomous QEC | Engineered dissipation [70]

Experiment Ref. [71]

Table 2.5: Basic properties of the (1, 1)-binomial code.

we need a large Hilbert space dimension to faithfully describe cat code states. For instance,
for the smallest sweet-spot value of the four-component cat code |aj| = 1.538, we need to
have neys > 9 to capture more than 99.9% of the state’s total population.

In many aspects, binomial codes are similar to cat codes, especially in the sense that
they are both rotation-symmetric [38]. However, binomial codes are distinguished from
cat codes because binomial codes occupy only a finite-dimensional subspace with at most
Neut < 00 excitations. Below, we review the properties of the binomial codes and discuss

their experimental implementations. See Table 2.5 for a summary.

The (1, 1)-binomial code

Logical states of the smallest non-trivial binomial code Cé}l’ll) are given by

oDy = %uw + |4),
15 = [2). (2.106)

The superscript (1, 1) is due to the fact that the above binomial code is a special instance of
the general binomial code Cg\rfl’s), where the two parameters N and S are givenby N =5 =1
(see below for more details about the general binomial code). From now on, we will refer

to this binomial code as the (1, 1)-binomial code.
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Figure 2.4: Wigner functions of the logical states of the (1,1)-binomial code C&I’ll). The

maximally mixed code state is defined as the projection operator to the code space divided
by 2.
Note that the logical states of the (1, 1)-binomial code consist of even excitation number

states. Thus, the (1, 1)-binomial code is stabilized by the parity operator Iy = ™ je.,
Moy = ™ ugit) = i), for all i) e ¢l (2.107)

and is invariant under the 180° rotation. Hence, the (1, 1)-binomial code is an instance of
rotation-symmetric bosonic codes [38]. Note also that |0](Dli;11)> has 0 excitations mod 4 and
|1](311;11)> has 2 excitations mod 4, so they are clearly orthogonal to each other. Logical states
of the (1, 1)-binomial code are visualized in Fig. 2.4.

The (1, 1)-binomial code is capable of correcting the excitation loss errors to the first
order. That is, the (1,1)-binomial code C}()ilr’ll) satisfies the Knill-Laflamme condition for
the first-order excitation loss error set {I,a}, i.e., No = I (no error) and N; = @ (single-

excitation loss). Before thoroughly checking the Knill-Laflamme condition, let us consider

71)
n

an arbitrary encoded state |2/)Sr’11)> = co|01(01i >+cl|1£11;11)) to see why the (1, 1)-binomial code

works in an intuitive way. Note that upon a single-excitation loss event, the encoded state
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is mapped to the following corrupted state

i) = &[00\2 (1) +14) + e1l2)] = V2| col3) + e1]1)]. (2.108)

Since the corrupted state is now in the odd excitation parity subspace whereas the encoded
state is in the even excitation parity subspace, we can detect the loss event by measuring
the excitation number parity I = ¢/™. Moreover, since the error states a\O (L, 1)> =/2/3)
and &|1bi;1 ) = v/2|1) have the same normalization constant (i.e., v/2) and are orthogonal
to each other, the corrupted state a\wbm ) = v/2(co|3) + c1|1)) contains the same logical
quantum information as the uncorrupted state |t 1n1)> That is, by mapping the error states

back to the logical states, i.e.,

3) - é(\w +14y),

1) — |2), (2.109)
we can recover the original encoded state:

&!1/}&’35:ﬂ(co|3>+C1|1>Hf[co (10) +19) + 2] « ok, (2110

7

Note that the mapping in Eq. (2.109) can be implemented by a unitary operation because
all the four states that are involved are mutually orthogonal.

Let us now explicitly check the Knill-Laflamme condition. As mentioned above, the
error states are given by &|0§)1i;11)> = V/2|3) and a|1]$n1 ) = v/2|1) and thus all the relevant

states ]0](011;11)>, |1](£n1 ) \Obinl)% and d\lgi;ll)) are mutually orthogonal. Hence, we have

(i) |NI N D) = 0, for all £,¢' € {0,1} and u# v, (2.111)

and the Knill-Laflamme condition is satisfied for all g # v. The relevant g = v terms in
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the Knill-Laflamme condition, i.e., <,LL£11;11)|N; Ngl| ,ugi;ll)% are given by
(4,¢) =(0,0) :

1,1 1,1
<'ul(oin) 'u’}(ain )> = 1’

(0,0 =(0,1),(1,0) :
(b lal sy = 0,
0,0 =(1,1):

(ofatalofs) = 2(313) = 2, and (11" fafal1{;") = 2(11) = 2. (2112)

Thus, <Mb1n \NTNE \,u( ’ )> is p-independent for all £, ¢ € {0,1} and the (1, 1)-binomial code

can correct the excitation loss errors to the first order. Note that the coefficients of the
3 (lal) —

logical zero state |0p;") = (|0> + [4)) (i.e., 7 and f) are carefully chosen such that

(,u,g;ll)]&T&\ ,u,f)li;ll)) is p-independent. Also, such p-independence is essential to ensure that

the corrupted state &|¢8f11)> contains the same logical quantum information as the original

encoded state |1/)81’11) ).

Active QEC of the (1,1)-binomial code

Similarly to the case of four-component cat codes, the most important ingredient of the
active QEC of the (1, 1)-binomial code is the quantum non-demolition measurement of the

excitation number parity operator

+1 n even

= ¢i™ —Zyn (n] x : (2.113)
—1 nodd

Since the logical states of the (1, 1)-binomial code is in the even excitation parity subspace,
we can infer that there was no excitation loss when we measure the even parity (flz =+1)
and a single-excitation loss error when we measure the odd parity (f[g = —1). As was briefly

explained above, when we measure the odd parity, we need to apply a recovery unitary

11)>

bin,e

operator U89 such that the error states |0bln e) |3) and |1 = |1) are mapped back
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to the code states |O£11;11)) and \18;11)):

1

77 (odd 1,1 1,1

OR100n0) = 103y = 75(0) +14),

A 1,1 1,1

oDy = 1Y) = 12). (2.114)

When we measure the even parity, we might be tempted to think that no recovery operation
is needed because the system did not lose any excitations. However, this is not true because
the system is disturbed by the no-jump evolution term Ny = e~ 5™ even when it did not
lose any excitations. Below, we discuss this subtlety further.

Let us take a closer look into the no-excitation loss case (i.e., £ = 0). Consider an
arbitrary encoded state |1/)$I’11)> = 00\01(311;11)> +cl|1](oli;ll)>. Upon the no-jump evolution Ny, the

state is mapped to

Roluih) = e~ e (10) +14) +arf2)]
= co— (|o> + 6_2”t|4>) +ere2)

(10 +14) = 26t]4)) + e (1 = wt)[2) + O((5)2)
= co((1 = mt)lof5") + kt—=(10) = 4))) +ea(1 = )1 + O (k0)?).

(2.115)

1
V2

Note that this state would have been proportional to the original code state |¢&’11)> to the
order st if it were not for the term I‘{t%(|0> —14)). The emergence of the residual state
lp) = %(\O) —]4)) is due to the non-trivial no-jump evolution term e~ 2™ This residual
state has to be removed since it has non-trivial effects on the encoded information to the
first order in xt whereas we want to suppress the excitation loss errors to the second order
in kt.

To counter the non-trivial effects of the no-jump evolution term ef%tﬁ, we need to apply
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a recovery unitary Ur(eecv en) such that

Olerem oty = cos(t)|001) — sin(kt)|@),

ULevem|g) = sin(rt)|055") + cos(rt)|¢),

U(even)‘1b1n1)> — ’15)11;11)> (2116)

rec

Then, it follows that

Oler= Nolul) = (1 = st ulin) + O (st)?), (2.117)

and thus the encoded quantum information is preserved to the first order in xt¢ as desired.
Let us move on to the single-excitation loss event (i.e., £ = 1). Upon a single-excitation

loss N7 = /kte ™4, the encoded state |1,Z)]$I’11)> = CO|0£,111’11)> + cl|1£11;11)> is mapped to

Rfylhy = \/Ee—";ﬁa[co\%(\m +19) +al2)]
= Vite 2™ [co\@|3> + cl\/§|1>]
2kt [coe_% 13) + cre™ ]1)]

2m[c0\3> +c1\1>} +O((/<;t)%). (2.118)

Thus, by applying the recovery operation Ur(gcdd), we can map the error states |3) and |1)

back to the code states |O](Dli;11)> and \ll(ali]’ﬂl)> (see Eq. (2.114)). Hence, we have
3
Ot M) = Vantle) + 0 (k)8 ), (2.119)

as desired.
To summarize, no-error events and the single-excitation loss events can be corrected by

using the (1, 1)-binomial code and the following recovery map

Rbin(ﬁ) = RevenﬁRlven + RoddﬁRidda (2-120)
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where Reven and Roqq are defined as

~ N A 1 4 N

Roven = U™ Poven = U™ (1 + Tho),

N N R N 1 .~

Roga = UG8 Poaa = UG 5 (I~ ). (2.121)

In particular, by considering the error channel N = e"Plalt and putting everything together,

we find

R - N (i Y i) = R (D2 Nl (i 147
=0

= U5 Nolusiin ) (g | (O
+ O N o) ) IV (O + 0 ((st)?)
= (1= sty + 2mtlu)) i + O (s)?)

= i) Wi+ o ((56)2). (2.122)

Here, we used Egs. (2.117) and (2.119) to derive the third equality. Hence, the logical error

probability is suppressed to the second order in kt, i.e.,
1,1 1,1 1,1 1,1
1= (5 R - N (i i DIty = 0((60)?), (2.123)
for any encoded input state |¢l(jr’11)> € Cl()ilr’ll).

Autonomous QEC of the (1,1)-binomial code

Instead of actively measuring the excitation number parity, we can autonomously stabilize
the (1, 1)-binomial code space by using a strong engineered dissipation [70]. More explicitly,
we consider the following Lindblad master equation:
dp(t) QU -
L) — heng D DlFung ) (4(1)) + DLl (A(1)). (2.124)
j=1

Here, the dissipation superoperator D[A](p) is defined as D[A](p) = ApAT — %{ATA, p}.

Note that the second term on the right hand side represents the excitation loss error with
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a loss rate k. We aim to protect the encoded logical information against such an excitation
loss error by using an engineered dissipation which is represented in the first term on the
right hand side. Keng is the engineered dissipation rate which ideally has to be much larger
than the natural dissipation rate x. Also, Feng,j is the engineered jump operator which
should be designed carefully such that the natural loss errors can be corrected.

Recall that the active QEC of the (1, 1)-binomial code consists of a parity measurement
followed by a recovery unitary operation. In particular, conditioned on measuring the

odd parity, we apply the recovery unitary Uﬁg’cdd) that maps the error states |0(1’1)> = |3)

bin,e

and \1(1’1)) = |1) back to the code states \0](3111’11)> = |0) + |4)) and \1](:)11’11)) = |2) (see

bin,e 75
Eq. (2.114)). In autonomous QEC, one does not need to perform the excitation parity
measurement which should followed by a recovery unitary. Instead, one can implement the
following engineered jump operator to correct for the single-excitation loss.

; 1,1)y /(1,1 1,1 1,1
Fng = 105y 000 + 1y (g
1

\/§(|0>-%!4>)<3!4-|2>(1L (2.125)

Note that this engineered jump operator maps the error states back to the code states sim-

ilarly to the recovery unitary operation Ur(é’cdd). Importantly, the engineered jump operator

Fing1 is triggered only when the system is in the error space, i.e., span{|1),|3)}. Hence,
the excitation number parity measurement is not needed in the case of autonomous QEC
because the engineered jump operator Feng,l can stay turned on continuously regardless of
the parity of the system.

Similarly to the case of active QEC, we might be tempted to think that the engineered
jump operator in Eq. (2.125) is the only thing that we need. However, this is not true
because the no-jump evolution e~ 2™ can populate the residual state o) = %(]0) —14))
even when the system did not lose any excitations (see Eq. (2.115)). In the Lindbladian
picture, this is due to the non-trivial effects of the back-action term —%{&T&, p(t)} in the
superoperator D[a](p(t)). In the case of active QEC, the non-trivial effects of the no-jump

(even)

evolution (or the back-action) are countered by applying a recovery unitary operation Uren

conditioned on measuring the even parity (see Eq. (2.116)). In the case of autonomous
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QEC, one can counter the adverse effects of the no-jump evolution simply by emptying the
population in the residual state |¢). That is, any engineered jump operator of the following

form would work:

Feng2 = |®)(¢], (2.126)

where |®) is a state in the relevant physical Hilbert space H = span{|0),---,|4)} which
is perpendicular to the residual state |¢p) = %(|0> — |4)), i.e., (®|p) = 0. Since the jump
operator Fengg is triggered only when the system has a non-zero population in the residual
state |¢), it can be turned on continuously regardless of the parity of the system. Thus,
active excitation number parity measurement is not needed.

Compared to the active QEC, autonomous QEC has more flexibility in dealing with the
no-jump evolution term. In the case of active QEC, the recovery unitary operation U}SJ en)
has to be fine-tuned: That is, the rotation angle between the states |0]($;11)> = %(|0> +[4))
and |¢) = %(|O> —[4)) has to be precisely xt+o(xt). Hence, a precise knowledge of the loss
rate k is needed in the case of active QEC. On the other hand, in the case of autonomous
QEC, precise knowledge of the loss rate  is not needed. Moreover, |®) € span{|0),---,]4)}
in Eq. (2.126) can be chosen arbitrarily as long as it is perpendicular to the residual state

|¢). This flexibility can be used to make the experimental implementation more feasible.

For instance, by choosing |®) = |2), we have

. 1
Fangs = (200 = (). (2.127)

In this case, at most two-excitation exchanges (i.e., |0) <> |2) and |2) <+ |4)) are needed.
For other choices of |®), more than three-excitation exchanges are needed to empty the
residual state |¢) = %(|0) — [4)).

At glance, it might seem that the jump operator Fupgo = %|2>((O| — (4]) will cause a
logical bit-flip error because it maps the residual state %(H)} — |4)), which is derived via
the back-action term from the logical zero state %(]0) +14)), to the logical one state |2).

However, this is not the case because the back-action terms merely induce an undesirable
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coherence between the logical zero state and the residual state to the first order. In other
words, the back-action terms do not immediately cause any population transfer to the
residual state to the first order. Such a population transfer is a second order effect in
the back-action terms. Therefore, the only role of the secondary jump operator Feng,z
is to prevent any population transfer to the residual state and thus any secondary jump
operator that empties the residual state suffices. See Ref. [70] for more details on the
flexibility of the secondary jump operator Feng,Z and the performance of the autonomous
QEC of the (1,1)-binomial code. We remark that active QEC of the (1, 1)-binomial code
was demonstrated experimentally in Ref. [69] and autonomous QEC of the (1, 1)-binomial

code was demonstrated experimentally in Ref. [71].

Generalization to higher-order error correction

As discussed above, the (1, 1)-binomial code can correct single-excitation loss errors. In
Ref. [68], it was shown that the (1, 1)-binomial code can be generalized to a higher order so
that the logical error probability can be suppressed to a higher order than O((/@t)z). More

explicitly, we can define the logical states of the (N, S)-binomial code as follows:

[0,N+1]
(N, S) 1 (N + 1)
0 — S+ 1)),
’ bin /7 p;ﬂ ’ ( )>

W, S) [0,N+1] N N 1
1 p(S+1)) 2.128
bin \/2W p%d:d ( )

Here, is the binomial coefficient and this is the reason why this code family is referred

N+1
)
to as the binomial code. Ref. [68] showed that the (L, L)-binomial code can correct any
f-excitation loss errors if ¢ < L.

For instance, the (2,2)-binomial code can correct two-excitation loss errors and the

logical states of the (2,2)-binomial code are explicitly given by

022y = 10+ V3[6)
bin 2 ’
102) = Y H19), (2.129)
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Since the logical states of the (2,2)-binomial code has 0 excitations modulo 3, the (2,2)-
binomial code is stabilized by the 120° phase rotation I3 = ¢'5". Hence, active QEC of
the (2,2)-binomial code can be implemented by measuring the excitation number modulo
3, or equivalently the stabilizer I3 = ¢'3", and then apply an appropriate recovery unitary
operation conditioned on the parity measurement outcome.

We also remark that there are multi-mode variants of the binomial code based on y(?

non-linear interactions [72, 73].

2.3.3 Logical gates on rotation-symmetric bosonic codes

Certain logical gates on rotation-symmetric codes can be straightforwardly constructed by
taking advantage of the rotation-symmetric structure. Consider, for instance, an even-parity
bosonic code that is invariant under the 180° phase rotation. Then, the computational basis

states have the following parity structure:

|Ocven codes) : 0 excitations modulo 4,

[Leven codes) : 2 excitations modulo 4. (2.130)

Then, as shown in Ref. [38], we can implement the logical Z, phase S, and T gates on these

even-parity codes by using the following operations:

s 1 n =0 mod 4
~ LT,
Zeven codes = €XP |:Z§Tl:| = Z ‘Tl) <n’ X ’
n=0 —1 n=2mod4

s 1 n=0mod4
~ LT
Seven codes = exXp |:7’§n2] = Z ’7’L> <TL‘ X » ’
n=0 1 n=2mod4

R n =0 mod 4

o 1
LT
Teven codes = €XP [Zanﬂ = Z |n> <n‘ X . (2131)
n=0 explif] n =2 mod 4
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Note that these operations impart desired phases on the logical code space of even-parity
codes:

N 1 0 R 1 0 . 1 0
Zeven codes —7 ) Seven codes —7 ) Teven codes —7 . (2~132)

0 —1 0 i 0 €'

These operations are special cases of single-qubit rotations along the Z axis. Similarly, we
can implement the logical controlled-Z operation by using the following controlled-rotation

operation:

T
CZecven codes = €xXp |:Z§ an] . (2133)

We can see that this controlled-rotation operation imparts the desired phase on the even-

parity code space, i.e.,

1 (n1,n2) =(0,0) mod 4

1 (n1,n2) =(0,2) mod 4

LT ’ )

exp [zgnlng} = (2.134)
1 (n1,n2) =(2,0) mod 4

-1 (n1,n2) =(2,2) mod 4

In circuit QED systems, we can directly use a SNAP gate [53] to implement any desired
single-logical-qubit rotation along the Z axis. Recall that a general SNAP gate imparts an

arbitrary phase on each excitation number state:
e .
Usnap(0) =Y e n)(nl, (2.135)
n=0

where 6,, is the number-dependent phase. Then, to implement any logical operation of the

form

: (2.136)
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one can simply use a SNAP gate with

0 n=0mod4
0, = (2.137)

0 n=2mod4

While single-logical-qubit rotations along the Z axis on the even-parity codes can be
readily realized by using unitary operations that are diagonal in the excitation number

basis, implementing the logical Hadamard operation, i.e.,
(2.138)

on the even-parity codes is relatively more challenging. Ref. [38] proposed a teleportation-
based method for implementing the logical Hadamard gate. However, the scheme requires
an additional bosonic mode encoded in an even-parity code and the use of a Pauli frame
[74-77] to keep track of an undesired Pauli X operation that occurs with 50% probability

during the teleportation.

2.4 Translation-symmetric bosonic codes

In this section, we review the Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) codes [78-80], which are

invariant under a discrete set of translations.

2.4.1 The square-lattice Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) code

GKP codes are designed to correct random shift errors in the phase space. Since shift errors
can occur both in the position and the momentum directions, it is essential to measure
both the position and the momentum operators to correct for the random shift errors.
However, since the position and the momentum operators do not commute with each other
(i.e., [¢,p] = i), they cannot be measured simultaneously, as implied by the Heisenberg

uncertainty principle. The key idea behind the design of the square-lattice GKP code is
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The square-lattice GKP code [78]

Logical states |0$3> =D nez |4 = 2ny/m)
150) = Yuezld = @n+ D)vA)
Correctable errors Random shift errors in the phase space

ei(6pd—8aP) with ‘€q|7 lép‘ < ?

Stabilizers Aq = i2VTa
. . . A 5L N
Logical Pauli operations Zagp = (8)7 = eV

Logical Pauli measurement Homodyne measurement of a quadrature operator
Logical Clifford operations S'gkp = ¢id*/2
ﬁgkp — eiln/2)ata
CNOTS ! = SUM; ., = e~ idiPx
Active QEC Measurement of the stabilizers S, and S,
77777 Experiments |  Refs 818

Magic state preparation | Stabilizer measurements on the vacuum state |0) [85, 80]

Table 2.6: Basic properties of the square-lattice GKP code.

that the following two displacement operators commute with each other nevertheless:
S, =T G, = ¢TIV, (2.139)

Thus, these two displacement operators can be measured simultaneously. Measuring the
displacement operator Sq = ¢i2V7q (or S’p = e‘izﬁf’) is equivalent to measuring its phase
angle 2,/7¢ (or —2y/mp) modulo 27. Hence, the commutativity of the two displacement
operators S*q and 5’,, implies that we can simultaneously measure both the position and the
momentum operators ¢ and p modulo /7. In this subsection, we provide a detailed review

of the square-lattice GKP states. See Table 2.6 for a summary.
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Figure 2.5: Wigner functions of the logical states of the square-lattice GKP code Céi%)
with an average photon number 7 = 5. The maximally mixed code state is defined as the
projection operator to the code space divided by 2.

Stabilizers of the square-lattice GKP code

The square-lattice GKP code Céi%) is defined as the space of the state vectors WS{?} that

are stabilized by the two stabilizers S’q and Sp, ie.,

S Id)gkp) S I@bgkp) Iwgkp) for all |¢gkp> c ng)) (2.140)

Since \wgkp) is stabilized by S’q and Sp, it satisfies § = p = 0 mod /7. The square-lattice
GKP code Céffg is two-dimensional and in the computational basis, the two logical states

are explicitly given by

056 = 2 1= 2nv/m)

neL
18 =3 g = (2n + 1)v/7). (2.141)
nez

These logical states are visualized in Fig. 2.5.

In the computational basis, it is apparent that the logical states satisfy ¢ = 0 mod /7
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and thus are stabilized by Sq. Also, one can explicitly see

SalnSD) = VTN |G = (2n + p)v/7)

nez

=3t = (20 + p)VE) = D g = 2n+ p)VE) = n5Y). (2.142)
nez

nez

While it is less apparent, these logical states also satisfy p = 0 mod /7 and thus are also

stabilized by S'p. Indeed, one can explicitly confirm that

Splitgieg) = €~V Y14 = (20 + ) V')

nel

=Z!d=( (n+1)+pvr Z\q— 2n + p)/) = m(giog>, (2.143)

neZ neEL

for all 1 € {0,1}.

In the complementary basis, logical states of the square-lattice GKP code are given by

|+gkp> 7(’ngp>+|]‘gkp :Z|ﬁ:2n\/7?>a

neL
|—éi‘§>:\[(!0gkp 159%) =3 |p = (2n + 1)v/7). (2.144)
nel

In this basis, it is more apparent that the logical states satisfy p = 0 mod /7 and thus are
stabilized by S'p. While it is less apparent, |:t$:i))) is also stabilized by S'q (hence satisfying
= 0 mod /7) because |:|:ng) is a linear combination of |0S§3) and |1§k(2> which are

stabilized by .

Logical Pauli operators of the square-lattice GKP code

Logical Pauli operators on the square-lattice GKP code can be readily implemented by

using displacement operations. More specifically, the logical Z and X operators on the
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square-lattice GKP code are given by the square root of the stabilizers S’q and S’p, ie.,

Xepp = ()2 = eV, (2.145)

Indeed, one can explicitly check that these displacement operators act as a logical Pauli

operation on the square-lattice GKP code in the computational basis:

Zagpltld)y = VTN |G = (20 + p) /)

neZ
_ Zem(znw)m = (2n + p)V/7) = (—U“lu;i‘;?%
nez
Rl = eV 3" |G = (20 + ) V/7)
nez
=Y lg=@n+p+ 1)V =|(pe )5, (2.146)
ne”Z

for all u € {0,1} as desired. Here, @ is the addition modulo 2.

Note that Pauli measurements for the square-lattice GKP code can be implemented by
using a homodyne measurement. For instance, the Pauli Z measurement on the GKP code
can be implemented by performing a homodyne measurement of the position quadrature q.
Similarly, the Pauli X measurement can be done by performing a homodyne measurement of
the momentum quadrature p. In the case of the Pauli Z measurement, the logical zero (one)
state should ideally yield a measurement outcome that is an even (odd) integer multiple
of /m. However, if the measurement outcome is noisy, the measurement outcome may
take a value that is not precisely an integer multiple /7. In general, therefore, if the
measurement outcome z lies in the range |z — ny/7| < @ for some even (odd) n, we
conclude that ngp =1 (ngp = —1). At this point, we can already see that the GKP code
has some robustness against shift errors in the phase space. We will make this even clearer

below. We also remark that because the Pauli measurements may be destructive, modular

quadrature measurements are not necessary.
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Error correction capability of the square-lattice GKP code

Let us now discuss the error correction capability of the square-lattice GKP code. Recall
that the logical states of the square-lattice GKP code are stabilized by S’q = €2V7d and S’p =
e~ 2V and thus satisfy § = p = 0 mod /7. Thus, a natural way to detect errors acting
on the GKP code is to measure its stabilizers S’Q and Sp, or equivalently, the position and
the momentum quadrature operators modulo /7. If the modular quadrature measurement
outcomes deviate from the desired result ¢ = p = 0 mod /7, we can infer that there was
an error.

Since the GKP code works by measuring the quadrature operators, it is perfectly suited
for correcting random shift errors in the phase space. To make the discussion more con-
crete, let us consider a random shift error that adds random noise to the position and the

momentum quadrature operators:

] — q+ &g,

p—od+&,. (2.147)

Here, &, and ¢, are the position and the momentum quadrature noise, respectively, and
are random variables drawn from a probability distribution. For example in the case of the
Gaussian random shift error N, [o] (see Subsection 2.2.2 for the definition and more details
on Np,[o]), the stochastic variables &, and &, are drawn from an independent and identically
distributed Gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance o2, i.e., €q:&p ~iia N (0, a?).

If the square-lattice GKP code undergoes a random shift error § = (§,,&,), the logical
states will be displaced and have ¢ = &, and p = &, mod /7. Then, by measuring the
position and the momentum operators modulo /7, we can extract the values of the random
shifts &, and &, modulo /7. That is, after the stabilizer measurements, we know that ¢,

and &, are given by

&g = Rﬁ(fq) + nqﬁ7

& = R z(&) +npv/m, (2.148)
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for some integers ng,n, € Z. Here, R(2) is defined as
Ry(z) = z —n*s where n* = argmin, .|z — ns|. (2.149)

Equivalently, R,(z) is a periodic function with period s such that R,(z) = z for |z] < §. Note
that in Eq. (2.148), we are given with multiple candidates of §; and ¢, that are compatible
with the modular measurement outcome. In the maximum likelihood estimation, we decide
that &, and &, are the ones with the largest likelihood (or probability) among the compatible
error candidates. Typically, smaller shift errors are more likely to occur than larger shift
errors. For instance, this is certainly true in the case of Gaussian random shift errors. In
this case, the maximum likelihood estimation is equivalent to inferring that &, and &, are
the ones with the smallest size among the compatible error candidates. Hence, assuming

smaller shifts are more likely, we infer that &, and &, are given by

5q = Rﬁ(&q)»

& = R /z(&)- (2.150)

Then, to correct for the shifts, we apply the counter displacement operations exp[—igpd]
and expli&,p] based on the estimates &; and &,.
If the shift errors £, and &, are small enough to be contained in the square ||, |&,| < @,

we have

fq = R\/Tr(gq) - fq,

& = R (&) = &p- (2.151)

Thus in this case, the maximum likelihood estimation succeeds and we can completely

remove the shift errors. Thus, any small shift errors such that [&,],|£,] < @ can be
corrected.
On the other hand, let us consider the case where the position shift is small |§,| < @

but the momentum shift is not, e.g., g <& < ¥ In this case, the inferred shifts are
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given by

5_q = R\/E(Eq) = fqa

& =Ryz(&) =& — V. (2.152)

Hence, the maximum likelihood estimation fails in the momentum direction. In particular,
the momentum shift error will be under-corrected by the counter displacement operation.
Thus, we are left with the following overall shift
¢&r—8)d = VFL = (2.153)
and the GKP code will undergo a Pauli Z error at the end of the error correction protocol.

Similarly, if the momentum shift error is small |¢,| < ? but the position shift is not, e.g.,

@ <& < %, the inferred shifts are given by

gq = R\/E(gq) =§q— VT,

& = R /(&) = & (2.154)

Hence, the maximum likelihood estimation fails in the position direction and we under-

correct the position shift error. As a result, we are left with the overall shift
i€ _ AP _ § (2.155)

and the GKP code will undergo a Pauli X error at the end of the error correction protocol.

One can similarly show that a Pauli Y error occurs after the error correction protocol if
both &; and &, lie in the range [@, %]

In the most general case, given the shifts §,; and ,, we can find the integers n, and n,
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that satisfy

- D= (s e
(n - %)\/7? <& < (ny+ 1)\/7?. (2.156)

In this case, R (&) and R z({p) are given by R (&) = & — ngy/m and R z(§p) =
& — npy/m. Then, after the syndrome measurement and the error correction, we are left

with the overall shifts

ei(gp_Rﬁ(ﬁp))‘f — ei”pﬁﬁ — (ngp)"p’

e~ W&—R 7 (8))P _ p—ingVTh _ (ngp)nq. (2.157)
Thus, the GKP code will undergo the following error depending on the parity of n, and n,:

no error (ng,np) = (even, even)

Pauli Z error  (ng,n,) = (even,odd)
(2.158)

Pauli X error (ng,n,) = (odd, even)

Pauli Y error (ng,n,) = (odd, odd)

Hence, if we consider the Gaussian random shift error Ap,[o] with the noise standard

deviation o, the success probability of the error correction protocol is given by

nq+ (”p"’%)\/;r 1 52 + 62
- _>q 4
o= B[ [ e[S s

Nng,Np€27Z (np— 3 VT

where 2Z is the set of even integers. The failure probability pgﬁ) (o) is then defined as

Pt (0) =1 = pGiti (o).
An important spacial case is when the noise standard deviation o is much smaller

than the spacing of the square-lattice GKP code /7 (i.e., 0 < /7). In this case, the
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Figure 2.6: Failure probability of the square-lattice GKP code subject to the Gaussian
random shift error Np,[o], i.e. pgaﬂ)( ) =1-— péi%%;(a) (solid blue line). The asymptotic
expression pagy(0) = \ﬁa exp[—goz] is represented by the dashed orange line. Note that
the asymptotic expressmn agrees well with the exact result in the o < /7 limit.

(ng,np) = (0,0) term dominates and we have

2 Ay 2
(59) () ZEVT, _ S L _ 5
psucc /\/» q 27[_0_2 eXp |: 20’2i| JE dé‘pm eXp |: 20_2:|

B VT2 o<y NG T o<<f 320 0
= [t (G )] 2 1= e [ ] o |~ g0
(2.160)
Here, erf(z) is the error function defined as erf(x) f dte="*. To derive the third line,

>1 —a?
kel &

N Thus, the failure probability of the square-lattice

we used erfe(z) = 1 — erf(z)

GKP code is given by

P (o) =1 - (o) (2.161)

802

and decreases very rapidly as the noise standard deviation o decreases. See Fig. 2.6 for the

illustration.
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Measurement of the stabilizers of the square-lattice GKP code

Note that it is essential to measure the position and the momentum operators modulo
/7 (or equivalently, the stabilizers Sq and S’p) to achieve the excellent performance of the
square-lattice GKP code shown in Fig. 2.6. It is relatively straightforward to measure
a quadrature operator (e.g., the position or the momentum operator) via a homodyne
measurement which is a Gaussian measurement. However, measurement of a quadrature
operator modulo some spacing s (e.g., ¢ and p modulo /) is a non-Gaussian measurement.
Thus, performing a modulo quadrature measurement is more challenging than performing
a homodyne measurement.

One of many desirable properties of the GKP code is that we can measure its stabi-
lizers by using Gaussian operations and consuming a GKP state \Og& or \—l—éskog>. That
is, preparation of a GKP state is the only non-Gaussian resource needed for implementing
the stabilizer measurements. Since the required GKP states can be prepared offline and
then supplied to the stabilizer measurement chain whenever they are needed, no online
non-Gaussian operations (e.g., cubic phase gate [78] or Kerr nonlinearity [55]) are needed
to implement the GKP error correction. More details on the preparation of the GKP states

will be provided later in the chapter. Here, we assume that the GKP states \Oggb and

|+ (Q)

gkp> are already available and discuss how they can be used to measure the stabilizers of

the GKP code.

The circuits for the measurement of the GKP stabilizers Sq and S’p are given in Figs.
2.7 and 2.8, respectively. Let us first consider the Sq stabilizer measurement, i.e., the
measurement of the position operator of the data mode §p modulo /w. Note that the

GKP state in the ancilla mode Hg& is given by

gkp = |pa =2vmn) = T(IngpH\lgkp quA_n\ﬂ (2.162)
neL nEZ
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Sq stabilizer measurement

dp dp
Pp Pp — Da

da datdp O=
+ - - M
|+ gip) P A q

Gs = 0mod+m
pa = 0 mod 2/

Figure 2.7: Measurement of the S’q = €2V74 gtabilizer of the square-lattice GKP code.
The upper and the lower lines represent a data and an ancilla mode, respectively. The
controlled-& symbol represents the SUM gate SUMp_, 4 = exp|—iGpp] and M, represents
the homodyne measurement of the position operator.

Thus, the quadrature operators of the ancilla mode satisfy

Ga =0 mod /T,

pa =0 mod 2./7. (2.163)

One can also see this by observing that the state |+S§g> is stabilized by the stabilizer S(EA) =

¢2V7Tia and the Pauli X operator Xéfg = e WA je., SéA)H—ésk(g) = Xg(;fg]—i—g& = |+S§g).

Then in the Heisenberg picture, the SUM gate
SUMp_, 4 = exp|—iGppa] (2.164)
transforms the quadrature operators of the data and the ancilla modes as follows:

dp — 4p = qp,
Pp — Pp = Pp — Pa,
Ga — 44 = 4a+dp,

pa — Pa = Pa, (2.165)
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Sp stabilizer measurement
éI\D 7\ éI\D - q\A
Pp Pp

da da
0y} {3, =
| gkp) Pa Pa + Pp P

Gs = 0 mod 2w
pa = 0mod 1

Figure 2.8: Measurement of the S“p = ¢ 2V gtabilizer of the square-lattice GKP code.
The upper and the lower lines represent a data and an ancilla mode, respectively. The
controlled-& symbol represents the inverse-SUM gate SUMT4 _p = expligapp] and M,
represents the homodyne measurement of the momentum operator.

where X’ = SUME_M - X -SUMp_, 4. Most importantly, the position operator of the data
mode ¢p is transferred via the SUM gate to the ancilla mode, i.e., {4 = §a + gp. The
transformed ancilla position operator ¢/, is then measured by the homodyne measurement
M,. Since g4 = 0 mod /7 (see Eq. (2.163)), measuring ¢’y = ¢a + §p is equivalent to
measuring §p modulo /7. Thus, the circuit in Fig. 2.7 implements the measurement of the
stabilizer of the data mode S’SD) = ei2Vmip,

It is also important to note that in the S’CED) stabilizer measurement circuit, the momen-
tum operator of the ancilla mode p4 is transferred via the SUM gate to the data mode,
i.e., Py = Ppp — pa. That is, the data mode is displaced in the momentum direction by p4.
However, since p4 = 0 mod 2/7 (see Eq. (2.163)), the size of the momentum shifts in the
data mode is an integer multiple of 21/7. Since the logical states of the square-lattice GKP
code are stabilized by S’q = ¢2V74_they are invariant under the momentum shifts of the size
an integer multiple of 2,/m. Thus, the propagation of the ancilla momentum operator to the
data mode does not really impact the data mode. Hence, the SéD) stabilizer measurement
circuit in Fig. 2.7 is non-destructive as desired.

Let us now move on the the Sp stabilizer measurement, i.e., the measurement of the

momentum operator of the data mode pp modulo /w. The circuit for the S'p stabilizer

68



measurement is given in Fig. 2.8. Note that the GKP state in the ancilla mode |0gkp> is

given by
050) =3 |ga = 2v/7n) = f<\+;;3> e Z pa=nym).  (2.166)
nez nEZ
Thus, the quadrature operators of the ancilla mode satisfy
Ga =0 mod 2/,
pa =0 mod /. (2.167)

Similarly as above, one can also see this by observing that the state H—gkg ) is stabilized
by the stabilizer 512 ) = e=2V™a and the Pauli Z operator Zékg = ¢VT4a_ Then in the

Heisenberg picture, the inverse-SUM gate in Fig. 2.8
SUM', , , = expligapp] (2.168)
transforms the quadrature operators of the data and the ancilla modes as follows:

dp = Gp = dp — 4a,
pp — Pp = Pp,
da — ¢4 = qa,

pa — Py = Pa+Pp, (2.169)

where X’ = SUM4_,p-X- suM! A—,p- Most importantly, the momentum operator of the data
mode pp is transferred via the inverse-SUM gate to the ancilla mode, i.e., p’y = pa+pp. The
transformed ancilla position operator p/, is then measured by the homodyne measurement
M,. Since pag = 0 mod /7 (see Eq. (2.167)), measuring p’y, = pa + pp is equivalent to
measuring pp modulo /7. Thus, the circuit in Fig. 2.8 implements the measurement of the
stabilizer of the data mode S’I(,D) = ¢~ 2VThD,

&(D)

Similarly to the case of the Sy D)

stabilizer measurement, the Sz() stabilizer measurement
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circuit in Fig. 2.8 is non-destructive. Note that the position operator of the ancilla mode
a is transferred via the inverse-SUM gate to the data mode, i.e., ¢, = ¢p — ¢a. That is,
the data mode is displaced in the position direction by G4. However, since G4 = 0 mod 2/
(see Eq. (2.167)), the size of the position shifts in the data mode is an integer multiple of
24/m. Since the logical states of the square-lattice GKP code are stabilized by Sp = ¢ VTP,
they are invariant under the position shifts of the size an integer multiple of 2y/7. Thus,
the propagation of the ancilla position operator to the data mode does not impact the data

mode.

Approximate GKP states with a finite squeezing

It is clear by now that the ability to prepare a GKP state |O§fg> or |+Sg))) is a useful
non-Gaussian resource for implementing the GKP error correction. On the other hand,
it is also very important to realize that the logical states of the square-lattice GKP code
are not realistic because they are superpositions of infinitely many (i.e., > ;) infinitely-
squeezed states (i.e., |§ = (2n + p)y/7) or |[p = (2n + p)/7)). Nevertheless, one can
define an approximate GKP state by replacing the infinitely-squeezed states with finitely-
squeezed states and then introducing an overall Gaussian envelope function. Since the
finitely-squeezed approximate GKP states have a bounded energy, they can be realized
experimentally. Indeed, there have been many proposals for preparing an approximate
GKP state in various experimental platforms [78, 85, 87-98]. Notably, the proposal in Ref.
[87] has recently been realized in a trapped ion system [31-83] and a variation of the scheme
in Ref. [85] has recently been realized in a circuit QED system [34]. Among these proposals,
we will review the phase estimation method [85] below. Here, we instead focus more on the
mathematical descriptions of an approximate GKP state.

A comprehensive review of various representations of an approximate GKP state and
their relations is given in Ref. [99]. Here, we only review the representations that will be

referenced later in the thesis. One simple way to represent an approximate GKP state is to
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apply a non-unitary envelope operator exp[—AZ27] to the ideal GKP state |¢éicg>, ie.,

5L ) = exp[~A%][p 5L, (2.170)

where A characterizes the width of each peak in the Wigner function of an approximate
GKP state. While an ideal GKP state |¢S:;)>, is not normalizable, the approximate GKP
state \1/1&1)7 A, is normalizable thanks to the Gaussian envelope operator exp[—A?7]. Using
the fact that any bounded operator on the bosonic Hilbert space can be expanded in terms

of displacement operators, one can expand the envelope operator exp[—A2n] as follows:

20 . .
exp[—A%n) = / d—Tr[exp[—AQﬁ]DT(a)] D(a)

ec T
d2 2 R
oc/ —aexp[— |a2] }D(a), (2.171)
acC T 20gkp

where O'Qkp = (1—e2)/(14e 2% ESSN A?/2. To derive the second line, we used

g
Tr[ exp[-A?7] D' (a)] = i e 2" (n| Dt (o) |n)
n=0
—oxp - 1] fjoeN"LnUar?)
e[ - e [ e

1 1+ G_AQ ) ’ ’2:| (2172)

=———exp|————|a
1—ea 7P [ 21— &’
Thus, we can understand an approximate GKP state as the state that results from applying

coherent superpositions of displacement operations with a Gaussian envelope to an ideal

GKP state, i.e.,

s laf® 7~ (sa)
5V >o</ dPaexp | — D(a)[p5Y). (2.173)
gkp,A el { QO-gkp} gkp

For the purpose of efficiently simulating error correction schemes involving approximate
GKP states, it is often useful to make the approximate GKP state Wéi(g, A) @ bit more

noisy by using a noise twirling technique. The purpose of the twirling is to transform the
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coherent superposition of displacement errors in Eq. (2.173) into an incoherent mixture of
displacement errors. More concretely, by applying random shifts of the size integer multiples
of 24/ in both the position and the momentum directions, we can convert the approximate

GKP state |¢$3A) into

D5V o0 3T (8™ (Sp) S ) (whD A 1(Sh)m2 (85

n1,n2€L

— d2 d2 o
Z /,ﬁec « ﬁexp[

ny,no€Z

| |2+|B|2}

Qngp

X (S9)™ (8p)"™ D(e)[thgrp) (Wi DT (B) (S (S))™

a—+/Z 7 2. R
<[ dae - VBRI b)) D (e — VB + ).

(2.174)

See Appendix A of Ref. [100] for the derivation of the last proportionality. In the small

noise limit (i.e., ogp < /7), we can neglect all the (ki,k2) # (0,0) terms due to the

exponentially decaying prefactor exp[—ﬂ‘kf%] and get the noise model
Tgkp
~(s d*a |lr|?
s [ e |- S5 D@ @D @) (2175)
aeC ﬂ'ngp ngp

Thus, the coherent displacement error model in Eq. (2.173) is transformed into an incoher-
ent displacement error model. In particular, the incoherent noise model in Eq. (2.175) is
equivalent to the Gaussian random shift error Np,[ogkp] With a noise standard deviation
Ogkp- The incoherent noise model is easy to work with numerically because we can simply
sample the shift errors from a classical Gaussian random distribution A(0, Uzkp)' Indeed, all
the previous works on the large-scale simulation of the GKP code [100-105] were performed
by assuming the incoherent noise model in Eq. (2.175).

The quality of an approximate GKP state is typically measured by the GKP squeezing

Sgkp = —1010g1((207,)- (2.176)
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Note that the GKP squeezing sy, quantifies how much an approximate GKP state is
squeezed in both the position and the momentum quadrature in comparison to the vacuum
noise variance 1/2. We also remark that the squeezing of the experimentally realized GKP
states ranges from 5.5dB to 9.5dB [82, 84].

The natural question is then whether the finitely-squeezed GKP states can be used,
for example, to realize fault-tolerant quantum error correction and computation. Over the
past few years, it has been shown that the answer is affirmative in the case of fault-tolerant
quantum error correction [100-105]. Detailed issues related to the use of finitely-squeezed

GKP states will be addressed in Chapter 4.

Preparation of a GKP state via phase estimation

Phase estimation algorithms are used to measure an arbitrary unitary operation. One way
to prepare a GKP state is to use a phase estimation algorithm to measure the stabilizers of
the GKP code, which are unitary operations [85]. While there are many variants of phase
estimation algorithms, we only introduce an adaptive phase estimation algorithm developed
by Kitaev [106] due to its simplicity.

The goal of the phase estimation is to measure the phase 8 of a unitary operator U , L.e.,

Ulye) = €”|¢bp), (2.177)

where [1y) is an eigenstate of the unitary operator U. More specifically, given an input
state |1}, an ideal implementation of the phase estimation of the unitary operator U should

yield
e an eigenvalue ¢’ (or phase ) of the unitary operator U as a measurement outcome

e with probability Py = (¢|]59|¢>, where Py is the projection operator to the eigenspace

Ho = {Ix) : Ulx) = €”Ix)}
e and the state |¢) should collapse to Py|t))/1/ (1| Ps|t)) after the measurement.

The simplest case is when U? = I where 6 can only take the values 0 and 7. In this case,

1-bit precision is enough and the measurement circuit shown in Fig. 2.3 (or in Fig. 2.9(a))
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ifo; =1
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if0; =1 ife, =1
S p— £i100] !
e —— L—J

Figure 2.9: An adaptive phase estimation circuit for measuring a unitary operator U in n-bit
precision for (a) n =1, (b) n =2, and (c) n = 3. The 1-bit precision measurement circuit
in (a) is the same as the circuit in Fig. 2.3. exp[i$|0)(0]] = €/?|0)(0|+ |1)(1| imparts a phase
e'® to the computational zero state of the qubit. My represents the Pauli X measurement.
The estimated phase # of the unitary operator (i.e., U= %) is given by 6 = 27 x 0.6, - - - 6,,
in binary representation. That is, =27 > _, 6,27,

implements the desired phase estimation in 1-bit precision. In a more general case where
a unitary operator U satisfies U2" = I for some natural number n, the unitary operator U

can take 2™ phase values, i.e.,

ok
;—n for ke {0,1,---,2" —1}. (2.178)

Thus in this case, we need an n-bit precision phase estimation circuit shown in Fig. 2.9 (for

n=123).

Let us now get back to the task of preparing a computational zero GKP state, i.e.,
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|0§fg>. Note that the target state |0§3) is the unique state (up to an overall phase and

normalization) that is stabilized by the following two commuting displacement operators.
Sy =e W 7 = eV (2.179)

Since the quadrature operators ¢ and p can take any real number, the phases of these two
unitary operators can take any real value between —7 and 7. Thus, to measure these two
unitary operators precisely, we need to perform an n-bit phase estimation with an infinitely
large n. In practice, however, we can use an n-bit precision phase estimation circuit with
some finite n to measure the two unitary operators in Eq. (2.179) approximately. Then,
correcting for the shift errors based on the measurement outcomes of these two unitary
operators, we can prepare an approximate computational zero state of the GKP code [85].
Note that the phase estimation circuit in Fig. 2.9 is sensitive to any measurement errors

in the ancilla qubits for all n > 2. This is because there are qubit rotations that are applied
conditioned on the ancilla qubit measurement outcomes in the previous rounds. Thus, non-
adaptive phase estimation schemes can be more robust against such ancilla qubit errors
than the adaptive scheme shown in Fig. 2.9. We remark that Ref. [96] provided a fault-
tolerant scheme for preparing an approximate GKP state by making a non-adaptive phase

estimation circuit fault-tolerant using flag qubits.

2.4.2 Universal set of logical gates on the square-lattice GKP code

Recall that the GKP code has a desirable property that the preparation of a GKP state
|O§fg> or \+§2> is the only non-Gaussian resource needed to implement the error correction
protocol. Surprisingly, the GKP code has an even more desirable property, that is, the
ability to prepare a GKP state \Ogg> or |+S§g> enables universal logical operations on
the GKP code, when combined with Gaussian operations. Here, we will review that any
Clifford operations on the GKP code can be implemented by using a Gaussian operation
[78]. Furthermore, we will also review how a GKP state ]OS:?) or |—i—§:§) can be consumed

to prepare a magic state encoded in the GKP code [85, 86]. Since Clifford operations and

magic states allow universal quantum computation [107], the ability to prepare a GKP state
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and perform Gaussian operations is sufficient for realizing any logical operation on the GKP

code.

Logical Clifford operations on the square-lattice GKP qubit

The set of n-qubit Clifford operations is defined as the set of all n-qubit operations that
maps an n-qubit Pauli operator into another n-qubit Pauli operator under conjugation [108],

i.e.,
¢ = {U|UTPTU € P™ for all P e P}, (2.180)

Here, P is the n-qubit Pauli group generated by {:l:l,j:i,Xj,Zj,YjU e {1,---,n}},
where X 1 Zj, 1?'] are the Pauli X, Z, Y operators acting on the j* qubit. Pauli operators

are explicitly given by

o L B L B S (2.181)
10 0 -1 i 0
in the computational basis.

Precisely due to the property that Clifford operations map a Pauli operator to another
Pauli operator, their actions on quantum circuits can be efficiently simulated by a classical
computer [109, 110]. Nevertheless, Clifford operations are extremely useful for conventional
multi-qubit quantum error correction. In fact, most, if not all, of the leading multi-qubit
error-correcting codes are a stabilizer code [14] which can be implemented by using only
computational zero states |0), Clifford operations, and Pauli measurements.

It is known that the set of all Clifford operations is generated by the phase gate, the

Hadamard gate, and the CNOT gate, i.e.,

S: S50y =10), S[1) =),
H: H|0)=[+), H|)=]|-),
CNOTjok : CNOTjok|w)j|v)e = [1)slv & wh, (2.182)
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for all u,v € {0,1}. Here, |0) and |1) are the computational basis states, |+) = %(\mi 11))
are the complementary basis states, and @ is the addition modulo 2. Gaussian operations are
analogous to Clifford operations in the sense that Gaussian operations map a displacement
operator to another displacement operator under conjugation (see Appendix A). For the
GKP code, any logical Clifford operations can be implemented by using Gaussian operations.
More specifically, the phase gate, the Hadamard gate, and the CNOT gate on the square-

lattice GKP code can be realized by using the following Gaussian operations:

-2

Sgrp = €7,
ﬁgkp _ eigafa’
CNOTIF = SUM,_,j, = e~ "9iP%, (2.183)

Indeed, we can explicitly check that

g2 . o2 A
Sepl0SY) = 5 Y g =2nv/m) = Y 277|g = 2n/7) = [05),

nez nez
.'\2 .
S 15) = ¢ |G = 2n+ 1)va) = Y 2@ = (20 4 1)) = i[15D),
nel nel
(2.184)
and
iZata ~ ~
gkp|0gkp =e2t? Z |q = 2”\/7?> = Z |p = 2”\/>> ’+gkp>
nez nez
iTata N A
gkp|1gkp> =e 20N g =2+ 1)Vm) =) [p=(2n+1)Vr) = |- gkp> (2.185)
neL nez
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and

CNOTLH S5 |59y = SUM, | nS) 5

gkp gkp gkp
= e Z;Z |dj = (2m + w)Vmlgy = (2n + v)V/7)
= 222 |‘jj’: @m + p)Vm)lde = (2(m +n) + v+ p)v/r)
= 22 |G = (2m + p)V/m)|de = (2n + v + p)V/m)
= S (v & S, (2.186)

as desired. Here, we used ei%mdkj =gq) = |p = q) and e"UPi|g; = ¢)|Gp = ¢') = |§; =

O lgr = ¢’ + q) to derive Egs. (2.185) and (2.186), respectively.

H-type magic state for the GKP qubit

As discussed above, Clifford operations can be efficiently simulated by using a classical
computer. For a quantum circuit to be classically intractable, it should have a non-Clifford
resource in it. While Clifford operations themselves are trivial in terms of computational

power, their eigenstates may be non-trivial. Consider the following state:

|H) = cos (%) |0) 4 sin (%) 11). (2.187)

The state |H) is called an H-type magic state [107], because it is a +1 eigenstate of the

Hadamard operator H , 1.e.,

H|H) = cos <g) |+) + sin (E) |—)

- 2yl () v Y+ gl () -5 ()
= cos (% — g)\O) + sin <% — %)|1> = cos <g) |0) + sin (%) 1) = |H). (2.188)

Note that the H-type magic state |H) is not exactly the same as the more commonly known

magic state |0) 4+ '3 |1). However, these two states are equivalent in the sense that they
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|H> x € {0,1}

Figure 2.10: A circuit for magic state injection. To implement the non-Clifford T gate on
the data qubit, an ancilla H-type magic state |H) is supplied to the circuit. The controlled-
Y symbol represents the controlled-Y gate and My represents the Pauli Y measurement.

Y (5) is defined as Y () = e~'%Y and is explicitly given by Y(5) = %(IA —iY). The Y (%)
gate is applied only when the Pauli Y measurement outcome x is 1.
can be mapped to each other via a Clifford operation.

The H-type magic state |H) can be generated by applying a non-Clifford gate T to the

computational basis state |0), i.e.,

\H) = T0), (2.189)

P . . . cosy —sing
T= Y<z> = e 'sY = cos (%)I —isin (%)Y = s °l. (2.190)

Note that the T gate maps the Pauli X operator to the Hadamard operator H under

conjugation, i.e.,

e A A ~ 1 N ~
TIXT =H=—"—(X+2). 2.191
\/5( ) ( )

Hence, the T gate is non-Clifford as it maps a Pauli operator to a non-Pauli operator.
Note also that the term “T gate” is frequently used to refer to another non-Clifford gate
|0Y(0] 4+ €*3|1)(1]. Similarly as in the case of the magic state, the T’ gate we introduced
above is equivalent to the more commonly known non-Clifford gate [0)(0] + €*% |1)(1] up to
Clifford operations.

It might appear that the H-type magic state |H) is a weaker non-Clifford resource than
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the T gate since |H) can be generated by applying the T gate to the computational basis
state |0). Remarkably, however, the converse is also true. That is, the H-type magic state
|H) is a strong enough non-Clifford resource that it can be used to realize the non-Clifford
T gate via a magic state injection protocol [107], when it is assisted by Clifford operations
and Pauli measurements.

The magic state injection circuit is given in Fig. 2.10. To see how this works in more

detail, let us consider an arbitrary input state |1)p) to the data qubit and an ancilla H-type

magic state, i.e.,
T . (T
W) = [¥p)|Ha) = cos (5 ) [¥n)|0) +sin () lp) 1a): (2.192)
After the controlled-Y gate, the state is transformed into
T L (T
1) = CYasp|W0) = cos () [4:0)104) +sin (5 ) Volén) [La)- (2.193)

Note that the eigenstates of the Pauli Y operator are given by |+Y) = %(|O> +1i[1)). Thus,

we have |0) = %(\ +Y)+|-Y)) and |1) = —ﬁ(\ +Y)—|-Y)) and
|U,) = 12[(308 (g)f[) — isin (g)ffp} [Yp)| + Ya)
+ 12 [cos <g)fD + isin <g)ffp} |Yvp)| —Ya)
= V() ool +¥a) + = (=) loo)l + Ya). (2.194)

Thus, conditioned on having | £Yy4) state in the ancilla qubit, the data qubit undergoes an

evolution by the f/(j:%) gate. Therefore, by measuring the Pauli Y operator of the ancilla
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qubit and conditioned on obtaining Y4 = (—1)* (where z € {0,1}), we have

(+YA|‘1’1> z=0

_ - Y(H)r%)DwD). (2.195)

S

The prefactor % indicates that both the x = 0 and the x = 1 outcomes happen with 50%

probability. Also, the prefactor - disappears once we normalize the state, i.e., |[Uy(z)) =

V2
V2|Ts(2)).

Conditioned on measuring = = 0 or the |4+Y4) state in the ancilla qubit, the non-Clifford
gate T = Y(%) is applied to the data qubit as desired. So in this case, we do not need to
do anything further. On the other hand, if we measure x = 1 or the | — Yy) state in the
ancilla qubit, another non-Clifford gate Tt = }7(—%) is applied to the data qubit. In this

case, we can further apply f/(g) to the data qubit to get the following desired result:

|Ws(x)) =0 o
(W3(x)) = ’ = Y<§)DWD>' (2.196)

Y(3)pl¥s(z)) z=1
Note that Y(%) is a Clifford operation. Therefore, the only non-Clifford resource needed in
the above magic state injection scheme is the preparation of an H-type magic state |H). This
then implies that the preparation of an H-type magic state is the only required non-Clifford
resource to implement the universal quantum computation. This is due to a well-known
result stating that the generators of the Clifford operations and any non-Clifford gate form
a universal gate set (see, e.g., Ref. [1] for more details).

Getting back to the GKP code, we have so far realized that the GKP stabilizer mea-
surements can be done by using Gaussian operations, homodyne measurements, and an
ancilla GKP state |Oésk(g> or |—i—§fg) = flgkp|0$3> (See Figs. 2.7 and 2.8). Furthermore, any
Clifford operation on the GKP code can be implemented by using Gaussian operations (Eq.

(2.183)). The only remaining piece for implementing the universal gate set on the GKP
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code is, for instance, to prepare an H-type magic state encoded in the GKP code, i.e.,

™ s .
H5) = cos (g) 1057) + sin ( )|1gkp> (2.197)

One way to prepare the H-type magic state is to measure the Hadamard operator in

a non-destructive way. More specifically, assuming that the state is already in the code

C(SQ)

akp ), if we measure the Hadamard operator non—destructively and get

space (i.e., [¢) €

ﬁgkp +1, we are guaranteed to be left with the desired H-type magic state |H. gkp ) as it is

the only state (up to an overall phase) that is stabilized by the GKP stabilizers Sq and S’p,
and the logical Hadamard operator ﬁgkp. On the other hand, if the measurement outcome
is ﬁgkp = —1, we get

H(SQ)

’ - H(Sq)> gkp‘ gkp >

a (2.198)

where ngp is the Pauli Y operator on the GKP code. In this case, we can simply apply the
Pauli Y operator (via a displacement operation) to the state | — g(kp)> and end up with the

desired magic state |H gk%)>

Recall that the logical Hadamard operator of the square-lattice GKP code is given by

A~

Hyop = €37, (2.199)

i.e., a phase rotation by 90°. Thus, the measurement of the Hadamard operator for the
GKP code can be implemented by measuring the excitation number operator 7 modulo 4
[78]. Such a modular measurement of the excitation number is a non-Gaussian resource.
In circuit QED systems, this can be done by using the 2-bit phase estimation circuit in
Fig. 2.9(b). Similarly as in the case of the excitation parity measurement, we need a qubit-
state-conditional displacement operation 1®|g)(g|+D(a)|e){e|. In circuit QED systems, the
qubit-state-conditional displacement operation can be realized by using dispersive coupling
H= —xa'ale){e| between a microwave cavity mode and a transmon qubit.

However, not all physical systems are equipped with a qubit-state-conditional displace-

ment operation and thus measuring the excitation number modulo 4 can be challenging.
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On the other hand, if one ever wants to implement the GKP code, it is necessary to have
an ability to prepare a non-Gaussian GKP state |ngp> or |+ gkp) gkp|0 gkp> in any case.
Therefore, it would be ideal if one can leverage such an ability to prepare a non-Gaussian
GKP state and use it to prepare a magic state encoded in the GKP code. Surprisingly,
this is indeed the case. That is, we can prepare an H-type magic state in the GKP code
by using a vacuum state |0), Gaussian operations, homodyne measurements, and the GKP
states ]0;‘3) and |—i-(SOl ) [85, 86]. Below, we will review why this is the case.

It was first realized in Ref. [85] that one can avoid the use of excitation number measure-
ment modulo 4 if one starts with a state that is already invariant under the 90° rotation.
More specifically, the vacuum state |0), which is a Gaussian state, is already stabilized by

the logical Hadamard operator, i.e.,
Hyop0) = €'27|0) = |0). (2.200)

On the other hand, the vacuum state |0) is apparently not stabilized by the GKP stabilizers
Sq and ,§’p, and therefore is not a valid logical state. We can address this by measuring the
GKP stabilizers S’q and 5’p on the vacuum state in a non-destructive way. In particular,
because the stabilizers commute with the logical Hadamard operator ﬁgkp, the state after
the stabilizer measurement will still be stabilized by the logical Hadamard operator. This
then implies that if we post-select the outcome with S, = Ap =1, or ¢ = p = 0 modulo /7,

we will end up with a state

[(0,0)) o< TTg _, T _,0), (2.201)

where I1 Sy=1 and I1 g,—1 are the projection operators to the subspace defined by S‘q =1 and
S, = 1, respectively. Since the post-selected state [1)(0,0)) is now stabilized by the logical
Hadamard operator as well as all the GKP stabilizers, it is equivalent to the encoded H-type
magic state |H ésk%)) up to an overall phase, i.e.,

[1(0,0)) o |HSD). (2.202)
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Note that the only non-Gaussian resource needed in the above magic state preparation
scheme is the ability to perform the S’q and the 5}, GKP stabilizer measurements, which can
be implemented by using GKP states as a non-Gaussian resource. Therefore, preparation
of a GKP state |Oésk(g> or Hgﬁ} is sufficient for realizing universal quantum computation
with the GKP code.

Note, however, that the above magic state preparation scheme is non-deterministic. In
fact, the success probability of the scheme is zero as the only accepted measurement outcome
is ¢ = p = 0 mod /7. Nevertheless, this is not a fundamental problem because, as observed
in Ref. [85], we would obtain a GKP state that is close to the desired H-type magic state
if the measurement outcome is close to desired outcome ¢ = p = 0 mod /7 (i.e., if Sq ~1
and Sp ~ 1). This intuition has been rigorously verified in Ref. [86]. In particular, Ref. [36]
showed post-selection is not really necessary because we obtain a non-trivial state that can
be distilled to the ideal H-type magic with 100% probability. We review this result below.

To understand the general case where the measurement outcome is not necessarily given
by Sq = S'p = 1, let us unpack the stabilizer measurement circuits in Figs. 2.7 and 2.8 in more
detail. Specifically, we will find the Kraus operator associated with each stabilizer measure-
ment outcome. Recall the S’q stabilizer circuit in Fig. 2.7 and consider the action of the SUM
gate SUMp_, 4 on an arbitrary input state in the data mode [¢p) = f_oooo dq(q)|dp = q)

and the ancilla GKP state \+§g>:

1 o i Bl A .
SUMp-aln)l59) = 75 3 [ davl@e M ip = glas = nv)
nez” —x®

> /oo dgy(q)ldp = @)lda = nv'7 + q). (2.203)

neL"”

1
V2

Now suppose that we measured ¢4 = z, in the ancilla mode via a homodyne measurement
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of the ancilla position operator. Then, we are left with the state

(44 = 2q|SUMa_ltp) [+ 52 = \f§jw ¢ = nVT)ldp = 24 — ny/7)

nez

=[5 X1 =2 = Al = 2 nvAl] 1)

nez

[erqD—zq+nf><D—zq+nﬂ]\ ). (2.204)

neL

Note that after correcting for the shift z, by applying a counter displacement operation

e'?aPD  we get

0 {41 = 2|SUM - albo) 5 = [ 5= S 1ap = nv/m)in = 2 +nv|l). (2205)
V2ig

Thus, it is clear that after the Sq stabilizer measurement and the shift correction, the final

state satisfies gp = 0 mod /7 and is indeed stabilized by the stabilizer géD) = ¢2Vmip

regardless of the input state [¢)). Note that the correction shift is given by z, instead of

R /z(2q) as in the case of the usual GKP error correction. This is not a problem since the

input state |0) is known. From Eq. (2.205), we can see that the Kraus operator I%]E:%(zq)

associated with the measurement outcome z, is given by

K Z ldp = Ydp = 24 + n/7. (2.206)
neZ

One can similarly show that for the Sp stabilizer measurement (see Fig. 2.8) followed by a
shift correction (by a counter displacement operation e~%»90), the Kraus operator associ-

ated with the measurement outcome z, is given by

KX Z lpp = Ypp = zp + n/7|. (2.207)
nEZ

With all the tools ready, let us apply these Kraus operators to the vacuum state |0)

sequentially (the 5’p measurement first and then the Sq measurement) to get the output
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state conditioned on measuring (24, 2p):

1620, 7)) = K (20) KE (2)]0)

o > |G =nVE) x (G =2+ nV/alp = ma/T) x (= 2z, +ma/7|0)

m,ne”’

> Z G = nﬁ) % eFatnymmyr o 67%(2p+m\/?)2
m,ne”’

- Z |G = nv/m) x T x FMVT o o= 5 (EptmyT)?, (2.208)
m,ne”’

Note that for m,n € Z, e™"™ is given by 1 for even n and (—1)™ for odd n. Thus, we have

[V(2q, 2p)) X [Z izgmy/T 5 (zp+m/T) } Z G = 2ny/7)

meZ neL

+[Z( 1)z e 2zﬂ+m‘f} 3 g =20+ 1)V
meZ nez

= > culzg )G, (2.209)
neq{0,1}

where the unnormalized coefficient ¢, is defined as

cu(zq, 2p) = Z (—l)m“e”qmﬁe_%(zp*mﬁ)2, (2.210)

meZ

for p € {0,1}. For the desired measurement outcome (z4,2,) = (0,0), we have

co(0,0) = D e7Em,

meZ
c1(0,0) = Y (-1)meE = T e Em - N i (2.211)
meZ me27 me2Z+1

Note that

_ T2 _ 2
§:€2m:§:62ﬂ'm

me2Z meZ
s 1 T2
_ Z/ dweﬂwkm 272 Ze_ikz L Z e 2", (2212)
keZ f k€EZ \/i meZ
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where we used the Poisson summation formula to get the second equality. Also, > o7 ) e 2™

is given by

DI LD DI LD D il (BB D pr L ETe

me22Z+1 mEZ me27

Putting everything together, we find that

T2 ooy
0.0 e ™= Tuepn 1 (1 1Yy (T)
c0(0,0) PN L V2 8/

and thus

14(0,0)) o cos ( )|o;1qp>> +sin (8) 159y = |HGY), (2.215)

confirming the conclusion in Eq. (2.202) by an explicit calculation.
In the most general case where (24, 2,) is not necessarily given by (0,0), we can compute
the fidelity between the output state [1(z4, 2,)) with the ideal H-type magic state | gkp)

ie.,

(4 (2q, 2p) [HED) |2 _ | eos(§)eo(zg: 2p) + sin(F)er (24, )|
|(10(2q, 2p) [¥(2g, 2p))|? co(2q, 2p)|? + |e1(zq, 2p) 2

Fr(zq, 2p) = (2.216)

The numerically evaluated magic fidelity Fp(zq, 2p) is plotted in Fig. 2.11(a). While one
might expect that the magic fidelity F (24, 2p) is periodic in 2z, and 2, with period /7, the
period is in fact given by 24/7. The reason for this is that in the shift correction, the sizes
of the correction shifts were given by z, and 2, instead of R z(z4) and R /z(2). Note also
that the magic fidelity Fr (24, 2,) vanishes when (z4, z,) = (£+/7, £y/7). This means that
at these points, the system is in the other magic state | — éi?))> = ngp\H éi%) ), which is
orthogonal to |H, gi% ). Note that this other magic state is equivalent to the H-type magic
state ]Hgi?))> up to a Clifford operation. Thus, the output states |i)(£+/7, £4/7)) are as

resourceful as the ideal output state |1/(0,0)). Hence, the magic fidelity Fy(zq,2p) can be

misleading as it gives an impression that the states |¢)(++/7, /7)) are completely useless.
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(a) Magic fidelity
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Figure 2.11: (a) Fidelity of between the output state |¢(zq, 2p)) = Ké%(zq)Kélg(zp)|0) and
the ideal H-type magic state |[H) = cos(g)|0) + sin(g)|1). (b) [Reproduction of Fig. 2(a)
in PRL 123, 200502 (2019)] Maximum ﬁdehty between the output state |¢(zq, 2p)) and 12
different magic states that are equivalent to the maglc state \H ) up to a Clifford operation.
The 12 equivalent H-type magic states are Sn\HY, S"X|H), S"HSHH) with n € {0,1,2,3},
where § is the phase gate, X is the Pauli X operator, and H is the Hadamard operator.

88



Note that there are 12 different magic states that are equivalent to the H-type magic

state |H) up to a Clifford operation. These 12 magic states are explicitly given by

S™ H) = cos <§)|0> + 4" sin (%) 1),
S"X|H) = sin <7) |0) 4 " cos (z

A aa 1 7 7
S"HSTH) = Ee*%m + —€'5|1), where n € {0,1,2,3}. (2.217)

In Fig. 2.11(b), we plot the maximum fidelity between the output state |¢)(z4, 2p)) and the
12 equivalent H-type magic states in Eq. (2.217) and thereby reproduce Fig. 2(a) in Ref. [36]
(i.e., the maximum magic fidelity F}}**(zq, 2p)). In this case, the maximum magic fidelity
is always larger than (1 + %) = 0.8535--- for all values of (z,,2,) € R%. Note that any
state that has a fidelity larger than %(1 + %) with one of the 12 H-type magic states can be
distilled to an ideal H-type magic state by using Clifford operations and Pauli measurements
via a magic state distillation protocol [111]. This means that we do not need to discard
any measurement outcome (zq, z,) because all the output states [¢(zq,2p)) are distillable
to an ideal magic state by using Clifford operations and Pauli measurements which, in the
case of the GKP code, can be implemented by using Gaussian operations and homodyne

measurements.

2.4.3 Generalizations of GKP codes

We have so far discussed a single-mode GKP code that has a square-lattice structure and
encodes a qubit. As was realized in Ref. [78] and further explored in Ref. [79, 80], it
is possible to define a single-mode GKP code that has a different lattice structure (most
importantly, a hexagonal-lattice structure) than the square-lattice structure. Furthermore,
it is also possible to encode a d-dimensional qudit into an oscillator as well as to define a
multi-mode GKP code that encodes logical qudits collectively over multiple bosonic modes.

We will review these generalizations below.
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Generalized single-mode GKP codes

Recall that the stabilizers of the square-lattice GKP code are given by

3, = expli2y/7d],

Sp = exp[—i2v/7p).

More generally, we can consider the following form of the stabilizers:

S{gs) = exp[i\/ﬂ(sqq(f + SgpD)];

SIES) = exp[—iV 21 (Speq + SppD)],
where the 2 x 2 matrix S is defined as follows

Sqq qu

@)
Il

SPCI S pp

In the case of the square-lattice GKP code, we have

S = 86D = /21,,

where I, is an n x n identity matrix.

(2.218)

(2.219)

(2.220)

(2.221)

In the general case, we need to understand under which condition on S the two stabilizers

5'(55) and 5’1(,5) commute with each other. To do so, recall the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff

formula, i.e.,

90

(2.222)



and note that

§L§5),§Z(75)(§§S))T = exp [ — iV 27 (Spgq + SppP) + [iV27(Sgqq + Sqpb), —iV 27 (Sped + Sppp)]

= exp [ — V21 (Speq + Sppb) + 27i(Sgq:Spp — quSpq)]}

_ a(s ;
= Sz() ) expli2m - det(S)], (2.223)
or equivalently,
S5 8(8) = S S(S) explizr - det(S)]. (2.224)

Hence, for the two stabilizers S’és) and S’I(,S) to commute with each other, the matrix S

should satisfy
det(S) € Z. (2.225)
For instance, in the case of the square-lattice GKP code, S®Y satisfies
det(SGY) = det(v2I) =2 € Z. (2.226)

As will be made clear below, it is not a coincidence that the integer det(S (SQ)) = 2 equals
the dimension of the code space of the square-lattice GKP code C{(;i%).

Let us first consider the case with det(S) = 1. Even more specifically, consider the
simplest case S = I. Then, the two stabilizers are given by

&(I2) _ ei\/ﬁq
q

I

A I o A\/TA
(I2) = giV2mP, (2.227)
We will show that the following state

|GKP) =) | = V2mn) (2.228)

ne’l
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is the unique state (up to an overall phase and normalization) that is stabilized by the two
stabilizers 5’512) and S’ISIQ). Note that if a state |¢)) = [*°_dqi(q)|G = q) is stabilized by

542 e, SY2) ) = b)), we have

¥(g) = (G = q|SS2 ) = (G = g|e’V>™ / dg'v(q)|d = ¢') = ¥(g)eV? . (2.229)

—00

Thus, for any ¢ such that eiV2mq # 1 (or equivalently, for any ¢ such that ¢ # 0 mod +/7),

1(q) has to vanish. Hence, we are left with

W) =) (V2mn)|G = V2mn) =Y g = V2mn), (2.230)
neZ neZ
where 1, = ¥(v/27n). Further requiring that the state |1) should be stabilized by the other

stabilizer 5’,&12) — V2 we have

n = (4 = V2mn|y)
= (¢ = V2mn|S{12)[4))
= (G = V2mn|e V2P Z Vmlq = V2mm)

meZ

=" ¥mlq = V2mn|j = V2r(m +1)) = 1, forall neZ. (2.231)

mEZ

We can therefore conclude that v, is independent on n and the state |1)) has to be equivalent

to the state |GKP) up to an overall phase and normalization, i.e.,

) =3 ¥nlg = V2mn) o< 3 |G = v2mn) = |GKP). (2.232)

ne” neL

Also, we will refer to the state |GKP) as the canonical GKP state.

Let us move on the the case where det(S) = 1, but S is not necessarily given by the
identity matrix Is. Similarly as above, the state that is stabilized by the stabilizers S’g(,s)
and S’I(,S) is unique up to an overall phase and normalization. In particular, we will show

that the unique state |GKPg) can be obtained by applying a Gaussian operation U g-1 to
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the canonical GKP state |GKP), i.e.,
|GKPg) = Ug-1|GKP). (2.233)

This is a very desirable property because it means that the only non-Gaussian resource
needed to prepare the state |GKPg) is the preparation of the canonical GKP state. Every-
thing else can be done by using a Gaussian operation. To see why Eq. (2.233) holds, recall

that a Gaussian operation Ug satisfies the following property:
UléUs = Sz, (2.234)

where & = (4,p)” (see Appendix A). Thus, we can see that

A~

(S|GKPg) = S5 Ug-1|GKP) = Ug-1 UL, §{9Ug-1|GKP)
= Ug-1UL_, expliy/7(Si)1]Ug-1|GKP)
= Ug1 expliv/n(SS™'2),]|GKP)

= Ug-1S{")|GKP) = Ug-1|GKP) = |GKPg), (2.235)

that is, the state |GKPg) is stabilized by the stabilizer S’(SS). Note that we used Eq. (2.234)
to derive the fourth equality, and the fact that the canonical GKP state |GKP) is stabilized
by SSIQ) to derive the sixth equality. Similarly, one can also show that the state |GKPg) is
stabilized by the other stabilizer S’,(JS). Hence, |GKPg) = Ug-1|GKP) is indeed the unique
state (up to an overall phase and normalization) that is stabilized by the stabilizers S”és)
and S',(,S). Note that the cases with det(S) = 1 are trivial in the context of quantum error

correction since there is only one logical state encoded in the code space Céfg

. However, the

basic properties we have discussed so far will be useful for understanding more interesting
1 e A(S)

cases with dim(Cy)) > 2.

With these basic properties in our hands, we are now ready to analyze the most general

case with det(S) = d, where d is an integer such that d > 2. Consider the following
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operators

(Saad + Suw)]

(Spatl + Sp)|. (2.236)

Here, we will show that the dimension of the code space C(f) equals d when det(S) = d.
Furthermore, we will show that the operators Z (klz and X (k) act as the logical Pauli Z and
X operators (for a qudit) on the encoded states, respectively.

Note that the two operators Zé}f;)) and X g(fg commute with the stabilizers g{gs) and
SI(,S), as can be verified by using the BCH formula (see Eq. (2.222)). Thus, it makes sense
to consider a state |O(S)> that is simultaneously stabilized by the stabilizer S’és) and the

operator Z(S) (S(S))d ie.,
. S N
SI(’ ) |0;k1))> gkp ‘ngp> |0;k1))> (2237)

The state \Oé§;> can also be regarded as a state that is stabilized by S’,gsl) = ZAéfg and

S’;(,Sl) = SI()S), where S’ is given by
1
/P T - .
S —dlag(d,l) S (2.238)

Since det(S’) = Ldet(S) = 1, the state ]()gkp> is unique up to an overall phase and nor-
. . . a(S 5(S S)\ -
malization, as discussed above. Furthermore, since S,g ) = (Zék;)d, the state |Oék;> is also

stabilized by the other stabilizer ﬁ (S) of the original code space. Thus, the state |O$I))> is a

c oS

okp- From now on, we will refer to the state \Oéf;) as the

S)

(encoded) computational zero state and the operator Zékp

valid logical state, i.e. \ngp>
as the logical Z operator.
Note that while the two operators Z éfg and X éliz commute with the stabilizers S’és) and

SI(,S), they do not commute with each other.

5 (S) ¢ s 2m 2w
29X = X7 exp [zﬁdet(S)} X7 exp [27]. (2.239)

In fact, they satisfy the same commutation relations that the qudit Pauli Z and the Pauli
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¢ (S)

X operators satisfy. For this reason, we refer to the operator X okp 85 the logical Pauli X

operator. Also, we can define other computational basis states as follows:

S
) = (X505, where pe Zg = {0, ,d —1}. (2.240)
Since the logical Pauli X operator X (k) commutes with the stabilizers, the state |u gk}))) is

also stabilized by the stabilizers and therefore is a valid logical state. Furthermore, these

states indeed behave the same way as the usual computational basis states for a qudit. In

S)

particular, |ug§3)> is an eigenstate of the logical Pauli Z operator Zg(kp with an eigenvalue

- .27
Zg(f; =e'ah

(5) (S) ¥
ngp’:u’gkp> ngp( gkp)u‘ogkp>
P 2m S)
= e’L d M(X( g)ng(kpmgkp)
;2m
= 61 d “( gkp)’u|0gkp>
= Tl (2.241)
The code space C(k) is thus the span of the computational basis set {\ngp> <L (d— l)éi)))}

and is d-dimensional.

Maximum likelihood decoding of a general single-mode GKP code

Let us now analyze the error-correcting capability of the general single-mode GKP code
Céf; encoding a qudit into an oscillator, i.e., det(S) = d. Recall that the stabilizers are

given by

S8 = expliv/2m(Sqd + Sepp)] = expliv2m(S )],

Sés) = exp[—i\/g(qu(f + Sppb)] = expliV2m(SE)a), (2.242)

where & = (¢,p)”. Thus, by measuring the stabilizers in the error correction protocol, we
can measure the two quadrature operators (S&); and (S&)2 modulo v/27. Let us assume

that the system is initially in the code space and thus satisfies S& = (0,0)”7 modulo v/27.
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Then, consider the Gaussian random shift error N, [o], i.e.,

& =2+, (2.243)

where the stochastic noise & = (fq,§p)T is drawn from an independent and identically
distributed Gaussian distribution (&;,&,) ~ia N(0,0?%). By measuring the two stabilizers,
we can measure S&’ modulo v27. Let us assume that the measurement outcome is z =

(24, 2p)T modulo v/27. Then, we have

Si' = S(&+ &) =S¢ =2z—2mn, (2.244)

for some n = (ng,n,)T € Z2. The second equality is due to the fact that S& = (0,0)7

modulo v/27. As a result, we can conclude that the random shift £ is given by

£€=8"'2—V2rSn, (2.245)

for some n = (ng,n,)T € Z2. In the case of Gaussian random shift errors, smaller shifts are
more likely to occur than larger shifts. Thus, we infer that the random noise £ is the one
that has the smallest length among all possible error candidates that are compatible with

the stabilizer measurement outcomes. That is, we infer that the random noise is

€=S"12 - V2rSn*(2), (2.246)
where n*(z) is defined as
n*(z) = argmin,, 2|8z — V218 n|. (2.247)

Note that the optimization in Eq. (2.247) is equivalent to finding a lattice point charac-
terized by n*(z) that is closest to the given vector S ~12 in a 2-dimensional lattice generated
by the generator matrix v/2r8 ™!, i.e., the closest vector problem. For this reason, it is use-

ful to consider the notion of the Voronoi cell associated with the lattice generated by L and
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a lattice point n:
Vor[L](n) = {r e R™E) . |y — Ln| < |r — Lm)| for all m e 24™)}, (2.248)

Thus, the Voronoi cell Vor[L](n) is the set of all vectors whose closest lattice point is

characterized by m. Let us assume that the true random noise £ is in the Voronoi cell

Vor[v2787](n), i.e.,
¢ € Vor[v2rS~1(n). (2.249)

In this case, from the maximum likelihood decoding (or the closest vector decoding), we
will estimate that the random noise is given by €., = &€ —v/27S ™ !n. Thus, it means that if
the true noise £ is certainly correctable if it is in the Voronoi cell associated with the origin,

ie.,
o = & for any & € Vor[vV2rS71)(0). (2.250)

Thus, we can optimize the design of the single-mode GKP code by choosing an optimal
lattice S such that the probability that the noise & lies in the Voronoi cell Vor[v/27S~1](0)

is maximized, i.e.,

1 €*
S* = argmax g p2x2.qet(S§)— / d*¢ exp {— —], 2.251
SERVAU(S)=d | s i) 2w 202 ( )

Note that we assumed the Gaussian random shift error N, [o] to derive Eq. (2.251).
In the case of the square-lattice GKP code encoding a qubit into an oscillator (i.e.,
S(D = /2, and d = 2), the lattice generator matrix is given by v2r(S®)~1 = \/x1I,.

Thus, the Voronoi cell assoicated with the origin is given by
(sq)y—1 VT
VorlV2(860)(0) = VorlyaLo)(0) = {€ = (6,6)  leal. J6) < T} (2259)

This is consistent with the fact that any small shift errors contained in the square ||, |£,| <
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can be corrected for the square-lattice GKP code. Note also that @ is the maximum

o

radius of a circle that can be contained within the Voronoi cell Vor[y27(S®9)~1](0). In
other words, the maximum radius of the correctable shift for the square-lattice GKP code

is given by

P = ‘f (2.253)

The single-mode hexagonal-lattice GKP code

Recall that in the case of the square-lattice GKP code, the logical X and Z error rates are
the same but the logical Y error rate is much smaller. This is because the logical X and Z
errors occur due to large shifts in either one of the position and the momentum directions,

ie.,

VT VT V3w

1&g < 5 and 5 < €] < — Logical Z error,
3
\/27? <&l < \2/7? and |&,| < \éE — Logical X error. (2.254)

On the other hand, the logical Y error happens only both the position and the momentum
shifts are large and thus is much less likely to occur than the logical X and Z errors (see

also Fig. 2.12(a) for an illustration):

\2F<’fq‘<f \2F<‘§p’<

3V — Logical Y error. (2.255)

This indicates that the square-lattice GKP code is not in fact using the allowed area in
the phase space in the most efficient way. In other words, it would have been better if
we could sacrifice the extremely low Y error rate and instead improve both the X and Z
error rates, which are the weakest links in the entire scheme. Below, we will show that the
hexagonal-lattice structure allows us to realize this idea.

The stabilizers of the hexagonal-lattice GKP state encoding a qubit into an oscillator
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(i.e., d = 2) are given by

s = ewp [i2v7 ()4
S0 — expy [— 1'2\/7?(2)%(1(% \/gp)}. (2.256)

(hex)

Hence, the matrix S associated with these stabilizers is given by

—_

0

V3
2

[N

St — /9 ( (2.257)

2
)

N[

Note also that det(S (hex)) = 2 and thus the dimension of the code space is indeed two. Fol-
lowing the general construction provided above, the logical Pauli operators of the hexagonal-

lattice GKP code are given by

24 = (800 = exp [ivr( ) ).
Ko = (S9)8 = exp [ i (\2[) (5 q+73p)} (2.258)

For the hexagonal-lattice GKP code, the relevant lattice generator v/ 277( (hex) ) L for the

performance analysis is given by

i
o

Var(§he)-1 — \/77( (2.259)

[\)
S
N—
[ NI
—

[N

which generates another hexagonal lattice.

In Fig. 2.12 (b), we visualized the Voronoi cells associated with the lattice v/27 (S hex))~1
Note that each Voronoi cell is given by a hexagon. Therefore, although each Voronoi cell
has the same area /7 both in the case of the square-lattice GKP code and the hexagonal-
lattice GKP code, the latter can contain a circle with a larger radius. In particular, the
maximum radius of the circle that can be contained within the correctable Voronoi cell

Vor[v27(8®))=11(0) is given by @(%)% Thus, the maximum radius of the correctable
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Figure 2.12: Relevant Voronoi cells for the error analysis of (a) the square-lattice GKP code
and (b) the hexagonal-lattice GKP code.

shift for the hexagonal-lattice GKP code is given by

1
(hex) _ VT (2 \2 1 g7sa)
r( > (\/g) ~ 1.07rED, (2.260)

and is about 1.07 times larger than that of the square-lattice GKP code. This means that the
hexagonal-lattice GKP code uses the allowed area in the phase space in a more efficient way
than the square-lattice GKP code. Note also that in the case of the hexagonal-lattice GKP
code, the logical X, Y, and Z error rates are all identical to each other, as desired. We also
remark that the hexagonal lattice allows the densest sphere packing in the 2-dimensional
Euclidean space [112].

Lastly, we estimate the failure probability of the single-mode GKP code assuming the
Gaussian random shift error Np,[o] and the maximum correctable radius r. of the code.

The success probability of the GKP error correction is lower bounded by

2
s [ 2 [- ﬁ]
Pouce(0) 2 /|£|<rC é27r<72 P 952
Te 1 2 re 1 T r2
:/0 2rdry 5 exp | = 505 :/0 drg s |~ 55 =1-ew |- 55]
(2.261)

100



The failure probability is then upper bounded by

2

r
pfail(o') =1 *psucc(o') < exp [* 2;2} . (2262)

Specializing Eq. (2.262) to the cases of the square-lattice GKP code ('r((;SQ) = @) and the

hexagonal-lattice GKP code (r((;hex) = @(%)%), we find

P () < exp [_ (71(:5(1))2} = exp [_ - ]v

202 802
(hex)\2
(hex) (1 e [T
ph (@) < exp [ = 5| = [ - - \/302]. (2.263)

We also remark if one encodes d logical states where d is an integer such that d > 2, the

above bounds are modified and we have

P (o d) < exp [ : }

 4d - o2

(hex) u
) (5 ) < T ] 2.264
pfall (J ) eXp [ 2\/§d . 0_2] ( )

Generalized multi-mode GKP codes

The generalization of the single-mode GKP code to any lattice generators S (such that
det(S) € Z) already exhibits the flexibility of the GKP code. One simple way to generalize
the single-mode GKP codes to the multi-mode cases is to concatenate the single-mode
codes with a conventional multi-qubit error-correcting code, such as the [[4, 1, 2]] code, the
Steane code (or the [[7,1,3]] code), and the surface code, and so on. The concatenation
method is certainly practical and we will discuss this in more detail in Chapter 4. However,
concatenation is not the most general approach and indeed it is possible to define a multi-
mode GKP code that cannot be decomposed into a single-mode GKP code and a multi-qubit
error-correcting code. Here, we review such a most general construction of the multi-mode

GKP codes [78-80].
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In the general N-mode case, a multi-mode GKP code Cg(frz is stabilized by 2N stabilizers:

N
gj(s) = exp [i\/27r(—1)](j>N) Zsjk:-’ﬁk}, where j € {1,--- ,2N}. (2.265)

k=1
Here, S is a 2N x 2N matrix and & = (41, - ,qn, D1, Dn)’ is a vector that consists of

the 2N quadrature operators. I(C) is an indicator function that is given by 1 if C' is true
and 0 otherwise. Note that the quadrature operators satisfy the following commutation

relation:

&, &) = i€y, (2.266)

where € is a 2N x 2N matrix defined as

0 In

o)
Il

(2.267)
Iy 0

Note that the convention for & and €2 used here is not the same as the convention used

in Appendix A and throughout the rest of the thesis. We use a different convention here

S)

because it is particularly suited for analyzing the multi-mode GKP code Cék

By using the BCH formula (see Eq. (2.222)), we find

A](.S)S*Igs) — S*IES)SJ(S) exp [@f [G>N) Z Sjidy, iv/2m(—1)T>N) Z Skmmmﬂ

m=1

— glgs)g(,S) exp [ 9 (1)1 G>N)+1(k>N) Z Sjl[jlyi%m]skm}

I,m=1

= SA,QS)S’(.S) exp _ 2mi(—1) 1G>N)+I(k>N) Z SﬂﬂlmSkm}

I,m=1

= S}CS)SJ(.S) exp - 27Ti(—1)l(j>N)+I(k>N)(SQST)jk}- (2.268)

Therefore, for the stabilizers 5’3(5) and Slgs) to commute with each other for all j k €

{1,--- ,2N7}, all the matrix elements of the 2N x 2N matrix SQS7 should be an integer,
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ie.,
SQST ¢ 72NN, (2.269)

Note that the matrix SQS7 is anti-symmetric since € is an anti-symmetric matrix. In the

single-mode case (i.e., N = 1), the condition in Eq. (2.269) reduces to

e e I e I I Tr

521 522 -1 0 512 522 —det(S) 0

and thus is equivalent to the condition det(S) € Z, as we discussed above (see Eq. (2.225)).
However in the general multi-mode case with N > 2, the condition in Eq. (2.269) is not
equivalent to the condition det(S) € Z.

As shown in Refs. [78-80], given that the condition in Eq. (2.269) is fulfilled, one can

always assume without loss of generality the matrix S is in the standard form such that

0 D
A=808T = and D = diag(dy,--- ,dy), (2.271)
-D 0

where D is an N x N diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are given by a natural

number. It will turn out below that the natural numbers dy, - - - , dy are very closely related

(S)

to the number of logical states encoded in the multi-mode GKP code C okp-

Let us first consider an important special case with d; =1 for all j € {1,--- , N}, ie.,

D = Iy. In this case, the matrix S is a 2IV x 2N symplectic matrix as it satisfies
sSQs” = Q. (2.272)

The simplest case is when S is given by an identity matrix S = Isy. In this case, the 2NV

stabilizes are given by

a(Ian) _  i/27g;
S; = Ve

Sv(IzN)

Ny = TV, (2.273)
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where j € {1,---, N}. In this case, following the same reasoning used for the single-mode

case, one can show that the tensor product of the canonical GKP states
|GKP)®N (2.274)

is the unique state (up to an overall phase and normalization) that is stabilized by the 2N
stabilizers in Eq. (2.273).
For a general 2N x 2N symplectic matrix S, one can define a Gaussian operation

U g1 = U ; that transforms the quadrature operators as follows:

Ul 2Ug1 =S4, (2.275)
Note that this is a valid transformation precisely because the matrix S and §~! are sym-

plectic (see Appendix A). Then, similarly as in the single-mode case, one can see that the

state
|GKPg) = Ug-1|GKP)®V (2.276)

is the unique state (up to an overall phase and normalization) that is stabilized by the

stabilizers S’J(-S) for all j € {1,---,2N}. Because of the uniqueness, the GKP code Céfr)) is
not a very interesting quantum error-correcting code if S is a symplectic matrix, since it
encodes only one logical state. However, all these basic facts will be useful for understanding
more interesting cases with (dy,--- ,dn) # (1,---,1).

Let us now move on to the most general case with D = diag(dy,--- ,dy) # In. In this

(S)

case, the matrix S is not symplectic. To understand the structure of the code space Cgkp

in a more fine-grained way, we need to understand the logical operators of the code. To do

so, let us first consider the following matrix

St=A"18= S, (2.277)
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and the associated 2N operators

N
L9 = exp [i\/27r 3 sjkﬁzk] , where j € {1,---,2N}. (2.278)
k=1

We will show that these operators are the logical operators of the multi-mode GKP code

Céf;),- More specifically, we will show that
o (S) — 7(9)
X7 =L,
79 =1 (2.279)

(where 7 € {1,--- ,N}) act in the same way as the Pauli X and Z operators on the code

space. Note that all these operators commute with all the stabilizers, i.e.,

IALE-S)S']ES) = S’Igs)ﬁ(,s) exp - Zﬁi(—l)k(SJ‘QST)jk}
= 89S exp [ - 2m'(—1)f<k>N>(A*ISQST)M}

= SV L exp | = 2mi(~1)TE=N (A7 4)

= S,gs)ﬁ(s) exp _ 27ri(—1)1(k>N)5jk}

— W 1S) (2.280)

S)

Thus, it makes sense to consider a state |Oékp> (where 0 = (0,---,0) is a zero vector

with N zeros) that is simultaneously stabilized by the stabilizers S](\}gll, e ,S'éi) and the

() G ()

operators Ly iy, -+, Lyy. By inspection, one can realize that |0gkp> can be regarded as a

state stabilized by the stabilizers associated with the matrix

S = S. (2.281)
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Note that the matrix S’ is symplectic as it satisfies

D' 0 0 D||D?' o 0 I
S'QS7T = - M = a. (2.282)

0 In||-D 0 0 Iy —In O

Thus, the stabilized state \ng)) is unique up to an overall phase and normalization. We

call this unique state the computational zero state.

)

To get the other logical states, observe that the operators ﬁgs do not commute with

each other, while they commute with all the stabilizers, i.e.,

LEOLS = LD L exp | - 2ri(S0(SH) )]
= LVL exp | — 2ni( A7 SQST(AT)T) 1]
= LiVL exp | — 2mi(ATT A(AT)T)
— S exp [ - Qm((A—l)T)jk] (2.283)

Since A™! is given by
A7l = = : (2.284)

Eq. (2.283) is explicitly given by
5(8) 5(S) _ 5(S) 5(8)
7707 =277
o (S) (S) _ v (S) % (S)
XX = x DX,

27 } (2.285)

5(S) (S -(S) 5(S
Z]( )Xlg ):Xlg )Z]( )exp [zdjéjk

Thus, these operators

behave exactly the same way as the Pauli operators. Thus, we refer to X j(s) and Z ;S)

for all j,k € {1,---,N} where XJ(S) = lAlg.S) and Z](.S) = Ag\i)rj.

as the Pauli X and Z operators acting on the ;' degree of freedom, respectively (where

j€{17"'7N}>'
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With all the basic facts ready, we can now construct the other logical states as follows:

N
S (S 1q(S
ey = TTE 1080, (2.286)
j=1
where g = (g1, -+ , uN) € Zgy, X - -+ X ZLg,, . Using the commutation relation in Eq. (2.285),

we can show that

(S) (277

5(S S . 5(S S
2 gy = exp [i== | [TX5*)m 2 103))

J gkp

-

<
I
—

[ S\ (S
=exp i JIGT)m o)

<
Il

&Y
=

DO
3
=
o
g2

— exp '2-7" (2.287)

as desired. Note also that the ;' degree of freedom encodes d; logical states. Thus, the

dimension of the code space ¢S

okp 1S given by

N
dim(c{) = [T ds- (2.288)
j=1

Symplectic lattice codes

Recall that in the standard form, the matrix S satisfies

D

A=808T = : (2.289)

-D 0

where D is a diagonal matrix whose entries are given by a natural number. Moreover, the
diagonal entry d; characterize the number of logical states encoded in the 4t degree of

freedom. Here, we consider a special case where the diagonal matrix D is given by

D =dIy. (2.290)
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That is, we consider the case where all the N degrees of freedom uniformly encode d logical

states. In this case, the total dimension of the code space is given by

dim(C)) = a, (2.291)

which grows exponentially as we increase the number of modes N, for any d > 2. Note that

in this case, the matrix S satisfies
SQST = dQ. (2.292)
Thus, the matrix S can be rescaled to a symplectic matrix

S

\}gs, (2.203)
which does satisfy S Q5" = Q. The multi-mode GKP codes that are constructed this way
based on a symplectic matrix S are called the symplectic lattice codes [30]. Recall that in
the single-mode case, we had a freedom choose any 2-dimensional lattice to define a single-
mode GKP code. Indeed, it turned out that we can improve the performance of the GKP
code by using the hexagonal-lattice structure instead of the square-lattice structure. Also
in the case of the multi-mode GKP code, we can also optimize the performance of the code
by choosing a lattice with a better sphere packing efficiency. In particular, we can freely
choose any 2N-dimensional symplectic lattice (generated by a 2N x 2N symplectic matrix
S) to define an N-mode GKP code. This idea is discussed in more detail in Chapter 6.
Examples of interesting higher-dimensional symplectic lattices include the Dy lattice (for

N = 2), the Fg lattice (for N = 3), the Eg lattice (for N = 4), the Barnes-Wall lattice Ag
(for N = 8) and the leech lattice Aoy (for N = 12). See Ref. [80] for more details.
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Chapter 3

Benchmarking and optimizing

single-mode bosonic codes

In this chapter, I will present my contributions to the field of bosonic quantum error correc-
tion during the first half of my PhD studies [33, 113]. Two of the main goals of this chap-
ter are to characterize intrinsic error-correcting capabilities of various single-mode bosonic
codes against practically relevant excitation loss errors (Section 3.1) [33], and to search for
an optimal single-mode bosonic code via a comprehensive numerical optimization (Section
3.2) [113]. The work in Ref. [33], spearheaded by Dr. Victor Albert, was a joint project
among the groups of Professors Steve Girvin, Barbara Terhal, and Liang Jiang in which I
took part. The work in Ref. [113] was done in collaboration with Dr. Victor Albert and
Professor Liang Jiang.

In the benchmarking, it turned out that GKP codes significantly outperform many other
bosonic codes in correcting excitation loss errors (see Fig. 3.2). Moreover, from the code
optimization, the hexagonal-lattice GKP code emerged as an optimal single-mode bosonic
code for correcting excitation loss errors from Haar-random initial codes (see Fig. 3.3).
These results are surprising because GKP codes were not originally designed to correct
excitation loss errors. Instead, they were designed to correct random shift errors in the
phase space. In Section 3.3, I will provide a sub-optimal decoding strategy for GKP codes

subject to excitation loss errors, which can be readily implemented in experiments. By
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doing so, I will explain why GKP codes work well against excitation loss errors as well as

random shift errors. In one sentence, the explanation goes as follows:

e “The GKP codes work well against loss errors because loss errors can be converted

via an amplification to shift errors, which the GKP codes can correct.”

I will conclude the chapter by outlining several open questions in Section 3.4.

3.1 Benchmarking single-mode bosonic codes

3.1.1 Competitors and rules
Various bosonic codes

Here, we will compare the performance of various single-mode bosonic codes. In Fig. 3.1,
we provide the Wigner functions of the maximally mixed code state of the four-component
cat code with o = /3, the (1,1)-binomial code, the square-lattice and the hexagonal-
lattice GKP codes with an average excitation number 7 = 3. We choose to visualize the
maximally mixed state of a code space because it is in one-to-one correspondence with the
corresponding code space.

As reviewed in Chapter 2, the four-component cat code and the (1, 1)-binomial code are
designed to correct the single excitation loss events and are rotation-symmetric. Specifically,
they are invariant under the 180° phase rotation [Ty = €™ and thus have even number of
excitations. The square-lattice and the hexagonal-lattice GKP codes are designed to correct
random shift errors in the phase space and are translation-symmetric. In particular, they
are invariant under a discrete set of translations in the phase space and thus are stabilized
by two displacement operations which generate the square-lattice or the hexagonal-lattice
structure. Note that some GKP codes, e.g., the square-lattice GKP code, happen to be
invariant under the 180° rotation. However, such rotational symmetry is not utilized and
thus is not so relevant for the GKP codes.

Besides the code families listed above, there are also several single-mode bosonic codes

that are obtained from a numerical optimization (see the supplemental material of Ref.
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Four-component Binomial code

cat code (a = V3) (N=5=1)
. ° . o Rotation-_
symmetric codes
4 . - 4 2 . 4
Square-lattice Hexagonal-lattice
GKP code (n = 3) GKP code (n = 3)
, " , o Translation-
symmetric codes

Figure 3.1: Wigner functions of the maximally mixed code state of various single-mode
bosonic codes. The four-component cat code and the (1, 1)-binomial code are designed to
correct single excitation loss events and are rotation-symmetric. The square-lattice and the
hexagonal-lattice GKP codes are designed to correct random shift errors in the phase space
and are translation-symmetric.

[33]). An example is the /17 code [68]:

0637) = = [V7 = VITI0) + VT - 13)]
\151{;?»:\}6[ 9~ VITIL) — \/VIT - 3j4)]. (3.1)

The v/17 code satisfies the Knill-Laflamme condition for the first-order loss error set {I,a}.
Also because the Knill-Laflamme condition is satisfied for the error set {I,a}, the logical

states of the /17 code have the same average excitation number

AWVIT) — 7”172_1 ~ 1.562, (3.2)

which is less than those of the (1,1)-binomial code, i.e., ﬁk()ligll) = 2. Unlike the four-

component cat code and the binomial code, however, the +/17 code does not have an ap-
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parent symmetry such as the even excitation number parity. Thus if we use the v/17-code,
we need to perform a general projective measurement (different from the parity measure-
ment) that distinguishes the code space from the error space to look for single-excitation

loss errors.

Average energy of a bosonic code

Note that bosonic codes have a notion of “size”. For instance, we can choose any coherent
state amplitude « for the cat codes. As we increase a, we can make the cat code have a
larger energy and be more robust against bosonic dephasing errors. Also in the case of the
binomial codes, we can increase the size of the code by increasing the parameters N and
S. By doing so, we can deal with higher-order loss events. In the case of the GKP codes,
the size of the code is infinite in the ideal case. On the other hand, realistic GKP states
have a finite energy. In particular, the size of a GKP state is controlled by the parameter
A, which characterizes the width of each peak of a GKP state in the phase space. In the
ideal case, A vanishes. Similar to other bosonic codes, by allowing the GKP code to have a
larger energy (or smaller A), we can make the code more robust because any adverse effects
due to the finite peaks will become milder.

As bosonic codes can generally perform better if we allow them to have a larger energy,
it is important to control the size of bosonic codes when we compare different code fami-
lies. Here, we only consider bosonic codes of the qubit-into-an-oscillator type. Consider a
qubit-into-an-oscillator bosonic code, i.e., C = span{|0¢), |1¢)}, where |0¢) and |1¢) are two
orthonormal logical basis states. Then, we define the average energy (or excitation number)

of the code to be the average energy of the maximally mixed code state:

A~

fic = Tr [n%} (3.3)

where P, = |0¢){Oc| + |1c)(1c| is the projection operator to the code space C. When we
compare different code families, we will impose an energy constraint such that each code
has an energy less than or equal to a maximum value fiyax (i.€., g < Amax for all codes C).

A caveat of the above notion of the size of a code is that a certain code might have
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a thicker tail in the excitation number distribution than some other code even when the
two codes have the same average excitation number. For instance, cat and binomial codes
respectively follow Poisson and binomial distributions in the excitation number basis and
thus have a relatively thin tail. On the other hand, GKP codes follow a geometrical (or
a thermal) distribution in the excitation number basis and thus have a thicker tail than
those of cat and binomial codes. Despite this caveat, we will use the average energy as a

convenient metric for characterizing the size of a bosonic code.

Error model

As discussed in Chapter 2, excitation loss errors are dominant error sources in many realistic
bosonic systems. This is especially the case for light modes in optical systems and for
microwave cavity modes in circuit QED systems. We will thus focus on excitation loss errors.
More specifically, we will consider bosonic pure-loss channels A[n,0] with transmissivity
n € [0,1] or loss probability v = 1 — 7. Note that the bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0] is

generated by the following Lindblad equation

P — wplal (1) = w[anal — 1ala 5(0) (3.4
In particular, we have the following identity
Ninp=e " 0] = e"Plal, (3.5)
Thus, the loss probability v is given by
y=1—e", (3.6)

where k is the loss rate and ¢ is the time elapsed. Various other representations of the
bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0] are reviewed in Chapter 2 and summarized in Table 2.1.
In the benchmark to be presented below, we compare various bosonic codes against a bosonic

pure-loss channel N'[np =1 — v, 0] for various values of the loss probability ~.
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Recovery operation

It is also important to realize that choosing an appropriate error recovery (or decoding)
operation is crucial when evaluating the performance of a bosonic code. This is because
even if a code has an excellent intrinsic error-correcting capability against a certain error
model, the code will not perform well against the error if we use a poorly designed decoding
scheme. Thus, it is essential to use a well-performing recovery operation when comparing
different bosonic code families. In our benchmark below, to be fair to all code families, we
report the best performance of each bosonic code by using an optimal recovery operation
of the code. This way, we can focus on comparing the intrinsic error-correcting capabilities
of various bosonic codes.

We remark that in practice, even our attempts to correct for errors can be erroneous.
For example, the recovery operation itself can fail and add undesirable noise to the system.
Moreover, the encoding process can be noisy as well. For these reasons, if a code has a more
complicated structure and cannot be prepared efficiently than other codes, the encoding and
the error recovery processes for this code can fail with higher probability than those for other
codes with a simpler structure. However, we do not address such realistic imperfections here
when we compare various bosonic codes. Instead, we assume that the encoding and the
error recovery processes can be implemented noiselessly. The reason for this simplistic
assumption is again because we want to compare the ultimate error-correcting capability of
various bosonic codes.

We also remark that once we start worrying about realistic imperfections in experimental
realizations, we should unavoidably perform a case-by-case study for each code family and
for each physical architecture. This is because strategies to deal with realistic imperfections
vary largely depending on the structure of the code and the type of the error in the physical
system that hosts the code. An overview of such case-by-case considerations on fault-
tolerance for various bosonic codes will indeed be provided In Chapter 4. In particular, we
will dive deeper into realistic imperfections of the GKP code and present a tailored method
to deal with such imperfections to realize fault-tolerant bosonic quantum error correction

with the GKP code. In this chapter, on the other hand, to focus more on the intrinsic error-
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correcting capability of various bosonic codes, we will work with the simplistic assumption

that the error correction processes are noiseless.

3.1.2 Entanglement fidelity as a figure of merit

Let us now discuss the figure of merit that we use for benchmarking the performance of
various bosonic codes against a bosonic pure-loss channel. Note that for a figure of merit
to be useful, it should be sufficiently representative to capture an overall performance of an
error-correcting code. Moreover as discussed above, we want to use an optimal recovery op-
eration for each code to make the comparison fair. Thus, it should ideally be straightforward
to find an optimal recovery operation that maximizes the chosen figure of merit.

With these considerations in mind, we choose to use the entanglement fidelity [114] as a
figure of merit. Below, we will explain why the entanglement fidelity is a reasonable choice.
In particular, we will show that the entanglement fidelity is sufficiently representative as it
is closely related to the average-case fidelity. Also, the entanglement fidelity can be readily
maximized over all recovery operations via a convex optimization.

To make the discussion more concrete, let us consider bosonic codes of the qudit-into-
an-oscillator type. Also, we truncate the bosonic Hilbert space and only consider an n-
dimensional subspace consisting of the n lowest energy states, i.e., H,, = span{|0),--- ,|n —
1)}. Note that we can associate a bosonic code C (C H,,) with an isometry from a hypothet-
ical d-dimensional logical Hilbert space H' = span{|0sy), -+ ,|(d — 1)3/)} to the truncated

bosonic Hilbert space H,, such that

) € H — |uc) € Hyp, forall pe{0,---,d—1}, (3.7)

where |puc) is the logical state of the code. Even more generally, we can consider a
completely-positive and trace-preserving (CPTP) [37] encoding map & : L(H') — L(Hy)
that maps an input density matrix in the hypothetical logical Hilbert space to a density
matrix in the physical (truncated) bosonic Hilbert space. Here £(#) is the space of linear

operators acting on the vector space H. For example in the case of the isometry discussed
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above, we have

E(mre) i) = luc)vel, for all v e {0, ,d—1}. (3.8)

Consider an arbitrary pure input state |¢)3/) in the hypothetical logical space H' and
assume that it is encoded via an encoding map £ into the physical bosonic Hilbert space

Hn, ie.,

(3 (e S E(Worr) (orer]). (3.9)

The encoded state will then undergo a physical error process, which can be described by a
CPTP noise map N : L(H,,) — L(Hy). For example in the case of the bosonic pure-loss
channel, the noise map N is given by N' = N[np =1 —~,0]. Upon the action of the noise

channel NV, the state is further transformed into

N - E([bpr) (e ])- (3.10)

Lastly, a recovery map is applied to correct for the noise. More specifically, we consider
a CPTP recovery map R : L(H,) — L(H') that maps the corrupted state in the physical
Hilbert space H,, back to the hypothetical logical Hilbert space H’. Then, we are left with

the following recovered state:

RN - E([vw) (W ])- (3.11)

Then, the entire encoding, noise, and the recovery process can be summarized by a CPTP

map
M=R-N-E:LH)— LH). (3.12)

Note that the channel M characterizes how well the logical information is preserved.

Of course in the actual implementation of a bosonic code, the recovery operation happens
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within the physical Hilbert space. Nevertheless, we consider the recovery map from the
physical space to the hypothetical logical space (i.e., R : L(H,) — L(H')) solely for the
purpose of evaluating the error correction scheme. If we want, we can always define a valid
physical recovery operation (that maps a corrupted state in the physical Hilbert state to
a recovered state in the physical Hilbert space) by applying the encoding map & after the
recovery map R, i.e., R' =& - R.

Now getting back to the evaluation of the error correction scheme, we define the entan-

glement fidelity of the channel M : L(H') — L(H') as follows:
Fe(M) = (2T (M @idge) (|27 )(@T])[@T). (3.13)

Here, |®T) is a maximally entangled state between the system H' and an ancillary system

H" of the same dimension, i.e.,

1 d—1
0F) = —= > |use) ). (3.14)
\/g#; ey

At glance it might appear that the entanglement fidelity is not representative enough as it
quantifies the fidelity just for a single input state |®). On the other hand, to evaluate the

overall performance, we might want to consider a quantity like the average-case fidelity, i.e.,

Fovg(M) = / (b M) () [16), (3.15)

where the input state |¢)) is drawn uniformly from the hypothetical logical Hilbert space
H'. Remarkably, the average-case fidelity Fiys(M) and the entanglement fidelity F.(M)

are closely related to each other via the following relation [115, 116]:

_dE (M) +1

Fag(M) = S50 (3.16)

where d is the dimension of the hypothetical logical Hilbert space H'. Thus, if we consider
qubit-into-an-oscillator bosonic codes, d is given by d = 2 regardless of the dimension of

the physical bosonic Hilbert space. Therefore in practice, the entanglement fidelity F.(M)
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is very well correlated with the average-case fidelity Fiyg(M). In particular, the average-
case infidelity 1 — Fiyg(M) differs from the entanglement infidelity 1 — F,.(M) merely by a

constant factor, i.e.,

d
1— Fay =—(1-F, . 1
(M) = 2 (1= F(M) (3.17)
In the case of a qubit-into-an-oscillator code (d = 2), the constant factor is given by #‘ll = %

Therefore, we can conclude that the entanglement fidelity is as representative as the average-

case fidelity.

3.1.3 Maximization of the entanglement fidelity

Another desirable property of the entanglement fidelity is that we can straightforwardly
find an optimal recovery map R that maximizes the entanglement fidelity, via a convex
optimization, for a given encoding scheme £ and a noise map A. More specifically, we can
formulate a semidefinite programming (SDP) to find an optimal recovery R [117, 118] (see
also Eq. (3.33) in Section 3.2). Thanks to this property, we can readily characterize the
intrinsic error-correcting capability of an encoding scheme £ against a given noise model V.
Below, we will present the results of the code comparison based on the SDP optimization

of the recovery operation.

3.1.4 Results

Here, we present the benchmarking results of the single-mode bosonic codes against the
bosonic pure-loss channels N'[n =1 —+,0] [33]. Specifically, we compare the following code

families

{single-rail, cat, bin, num, gkps, gkp}. (3.18)

Here, “single-rail” represents the trivial encoding scheme based on the vacuum state and the
single-photon Fock state |Ogingle-rail) = |0), |lsingle-rail) = |1). The single-rail code encodes

two quantum states with the least energy, it is the best physical bosonic qubit that allows
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the longest lifetime without error correction. Thus, the performance of the single-rail code
serves as a baseline. The “cat”, “binomial”, and GKP code families are comprehensively
reviewed in Chapter 2. Among the GKP code families, “gkps” represents the square-
lattice GKP code and “gkp” represents a family of general single-mode GKP codes with
more general lattice structures than the square-lattice structure. “num” represents some
numerically optimized codes (including the /17 code defined in Eq. (3.1)) provided in the
supplemental material of Ref. [33].

In Fig. 3.2 (Fig. 2 in Ref. [33]), we plot the optimal entanglement fidelity F.(M*) for
various code families in Eq. (3.18) as a function of the loss probability v € [0, 5] against the
bosonic pure-loss channels N[ =1 —~,0]. The channel M* is defined as M* = R*- N - &
and the optimal recovery R* is obtained by maximizing the entanglement fidelity via a
semidefinite programming, given an encoding map £ (or a code C) and a bosonic pure-loss
channel N' = N[n = 1 — ~,0]. Within each code family, we report the performance of
the best code optimized over all code parameters subject to an average excitation number
constraint (a) n¢ < 2, (b) n¢ < 5, and (c¢) ne < 10.

First, recall that we generally expect larger bosonic codes to perform better than smaller
ones within a fixed code family, because larger codes can correct higher-order error events.
This intuition is numerically corroborated in Fig. 3.2. That is, the entanglement fidelity
of the effective error channel M* = R* - N - £ after the error correction becomes larger
as we increase the maximum allowed average excitation number from fiyax = 2 t0 fimax =
10. Also, for any loss probability v smaller than a certain critical value v.(max), all the
non-trivial code families (i.e., cat, bin, num, gkps, gkp) outperform the single-rail code
(7e(2) ~ 0.36 and 7.(5) ~ 7.(10) ~ 0.43). This clearly shows the advantage of using an
error-corrected bosonic qubit with a non-trivial bosonic code over an unprotected bosonic
qubit with a trivial encoding scheme. On the other hand, it also indicates that if the
error channel A is too noisy, error correction cannot really reduce the noise in the channel.
Indeed using the framework of quantum communication theory (and based on the notion
of quantum capacity), we can prove that quantum error correction cannot help for any
bosonic pure-loss channel with v > 0.5 (see Lemma 13 and the discussion below). These

fundamental communication-theoretic aspects will be discussed in more detail in Chapter
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Figure 3.2: [Fig. 2 in PRA 97, 032346 (2018)] The optimal entanglement fidelity Fp(M*)
as a function of the loss probability v € |0, %] for various single-mode code families
{single-rail, cat, bin, num, gkps, gkp} against the bosonic pure-loss channels N'[np =1 —~,0].
The channel M* is defined as M* = R*- N - £ and the optimal recovery R* is obtained by
maximizing the entanglement fidelity via a semidefinite programming, given an encoding
map & (or a code C) and a bosonic pure-loss channel N' = N[n = 1 — ~,0]. Within each
code family, we report the performance of the best code optimized over all code parameters
subject to an average excitation number constraint (a) n¢ < 2, (b) n¢ <5, and (c) ne < 10.
Note that the GKP code families are shown to outperform all the other code families in a
wide range of loss parameters.
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Let us now move on to comparing different code families in the regime where quantum
error correction can actually help (i.e., ¥ < 7¢(fimax)). Overall, we can see that the GKP
code families (i.e., gkps and gkp) outperform all the other code families in a wide range of
loss parameters. This is a really surprising result because the GKP codes are not designed to
correct excitation loss errors, whereas other code families (i.e., cat, bin, num) are specifically
designed to correct excitation loss errors. Instead, the GKP codes are designed to correct
random shift errors in the phase space. One might be tempted to say that if the loss
probability v is small, excitation loss errors can be effectively regarded as a small random
shift error in the phase space and this is why the GKP codes work well against the loss
errors. This could be a valid explanation in the small energy regime (e.g., for fimax = 2).
However, as the GKP code gets larger (or fiyax increases), even a small constant fraction
of loss can be turned into a huge shift error (uncorrectable by the code), especially in the
high-energy sectors of the phase space that are far away from the origin (or the vacuum).
Nevertheless, as can be seen from Fig. 3.2(c), even in the case of fiax = 10, the GKP code
families outperform all the other code families. Moreover, the performance gap between
the GKP code families and other code families becomes even wider. Also, these large GKP
codes can now handle even large loss probabilities as well as small ones. For instance, the
GKP code families achieve an entanglement fidelity Fe as high as 99% (or an entanglement
infidelity 1 — F, as low as 1%) starting from a loss channel with 20% loss probability or
~v = 0.2. These observations clearly lead us to conclude that the excellent performance of the
GKP code families are not merely due to the fact that small loss errors can be understood as
small shift errors. Therefore, a more refined explanation that applies to all energy scales is
needed to explain the exceptional performance of the GKP codes. We discuss these aspects
in more detail in Section 3.3.

Lastly, let us take a closer look into the small loss probability regime with v < 0.1.
In this regime, the cat, bin, and num code families can indeed outperform the GKP code
families. For example in the case of fiyax = 2, the num code family starts to outperform
the gkp code family when the loss probability becomes smaller than a critical value, i.e.,

v < 0.025 (see the inset of Fig. 3.2(a)). For nmax = 5, this critical value gets smaller and
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the num code family outperform the gkp code family when v < 0.01 (see the inset of Fig.
3.2(b)). When nmax = 10, the crossing point is not observed in the considered parameter
regime and the critical value is clearly less than 0.01. These results make sense because
the cat, bin, and num code families are specifically designed to correct small excitation loss
errors in a perturbative manner. However, as we allow the codes to have a larger energy,
the relative advantage of the cat, bin, num code families over the GKP code families quickly
disappear.

As we discussed above, it is very important to realize that this performance benchmark
captures only the intrinsic error-correcting capability of a bosonic code. Thus, while our
results indicate that the GKP code families exhibit an excellent error-correcting capability
against excitation loss errors, it does not immediately imply that the GKP code families will
outperform all the other code families in practice. Indeed, preparation of a GKP state is
generally more challenging than preparation of a cat, binomial, and numerically optimized
code state of the same energy. Thus, the GKP error correction schemes may be more
sensitive to realistic imperfections than, for instance, the cat code error correction schemes.
For these reasons, our performance benchmark does not necessarily discourage the pursuit
of cat, bin, and num code families. However, it does encourage a further pursuit of the
GKP code families (despite the experimental challenges) as it shows that the GKP code
families can exhibit an excellent performance for practically relevant excitation loss errors
as well as random shift errors.

The effects of realistic imperfections in the implementation of the GKP codes will be
further discussed in Chapter 4. Before moving on to the issues related to experimental
imperfections, we will further discuss the intrinsic error-correcting capability of various
bosonic codes in the rest of this chapter. In particular, we will address the question of
whether there exists a code family that is even better than the GKP code families via a
brute-force numerical biconvex optimization. We will also discuss the decoding of the GKP

code families against excitation loss errors in more detail.
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3.2 Optimizing single-mode bosonic codes

We have so far compared the known code families, i.e., cat, bin, num, gkps, and gkp
code families. One of the key takeaway messages is that the gkp code family outperforms
many other known bosonic code families in a wide range of loss parameters. Then, the
natural question is whether there exist some other code families that can even outperform
the gkp code. Here, we address this question via a numerical optimization and gives a
negative answer to the question for the single-mode bosonic codes subject to an average
energy constraint. That is, we show that the hexagonal-lattice GKP code emerges as an
optimal encoding scheme (of a qudit-into-an-oscillator type) starting from Haar-random
initial codes against excitation loss errors. Thus, the numerical optimization results signal
that the GKP code family may indeed be the most effective bosonic code family, not just
among the families we are aware of, in correcting practically relevant excitation loss errors.

More specifically, we formulate a biconvex optimization problem to search for an optimal
single-mode bosonic code subject to an average energy constraint. Most importantly, we do
not assume any structure of the encoding scheme and explore all possible encoding CPTP
maps & : L(H') — L(H,,) that are allowed by the laws of quantum physics. Similarly as in
the case of code comparison, we use the entanglement fidelity as a figure of merit because
it is very well correlated with the average-case fidelity. Furthermore, as will be made clear

below, the entanglement fidelity can be readily optimized.

3.2.1 Expressing the entanglement fidelity in terms of Choi matrices

Recall that an error correction scheme consists of

E:L(H') — L(H,) : an encoding map (fixed or to be optimized),
N : L(Hy) = L(Hy) : a noise map (fixed),

R : L(H,) — L(H') : an error recovery map (to be optimized). (3.19)

Here, H’ is the hypothetical logical Hilbert space whose dimension is given by the number of

logical states d. Also, H,, is the physical (truncated) bosonic Hilbert space whose dimension
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is given by n. At the end of the error correction scheme, we are left with an effective channel
M =R - N - & that characterizes how well the logical quantum information is preserved.

Then, we evaluate the error correction scheme by using the entanglement fidelity measure:
Fe(M) = (27 |(M @ idyr) (|27 )(2T])[@7T), (3.20)

where |®1) is the maximally entangled state between the system H' and an ancillary system

H” of the same dimension, i.e.,

@) = Z | ) ) (3.21)

To make the expression more explicit, note that

d—1
1
(M @iy ) (|27)(@T]) = ~ > M) (v ]) @ |iae) (vae|
w,v=0
1 d—1 .
=3 D (XM sl ol Y onr | @ gy (vag], (3.22)
w,v,p,0=0
and thus
d—1
FG(M) = <<I>+|( ®1dH//)(|(I)+><(I)+|)|(I)+ d2 Z XM IRIZ4E (323)
p,v=0

where X € L(H' ® H') is the Choi matrix [37] of the channel M whose matrix elements

are defined as

(XMppl o) = (o2 lM (300} (v3e o). (3.24)

The Choi matrix X fully characterizes the channel M as it contains information about
where an input basis element |uz)(v3| is mapped to for all basis elements (i.e., for all

w,v € {0,---,d — 1}). Similarly, we can define the Choi matrices of the encoding, noise,
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and recovery maps:

(XE) ol o] = (P |E (3w ) Va0 |oae,, ),

(u,v €{0,---,d—1} and p,oc € {0,--- ,n—1}),

(XN gl vo) = (PN (Ip30,) (v, Do),

(M?VE{Ov"'7n_1} andp,JG{O,---,n—l}),

A~

(XR) (gl fvo] = (Pr I R(|p3e,) (v, o),

(u,v€{0,--- ,n—1} and p,oc € {0,--- ,d — 1}). (3.25)

A nice property of the Choi matrix X A is that it can be used to directly check whether
a map A : L(H1) — L(H2) is physically realizable or not. In general, it is known that
a map A corresponds to a physically realizable quantum operation if and only if it is a
completely-positive (CP) and trace-preserving (TP) map (i.e., a CPTP map) [1]. The CP
condition can be easily checked by inspecting whether the associated Choi matrix is positive

semidefinite or not, i.e.,
A is completely positive < X 4 = 0. (3.26)

Moreover, the TP condition can also be checked as follows:

dim(H2)
A is trace-preserving <> Tryy, [XA] = Z (XA)[,up],[ucr} ’HH1><VH1‘ = Iy, (327)

p=0
where le is the identity operation on the Hilbert space H;. Note that the two conditions
in Egs. (3.26) and (3.27) are convex.

Because of this nice property, it is desirable to work with the Choi matrices when we
optimize an objective function over all possible physical operations. In particular, if the
objective function (to be minimized) is convex in the input Choi matrix, we can use an
efficient convex optimization method [119] for the optimization because the constraints on
the Choi matrix are convex as well, as shown above. For these reasons, it is desirable to

break down the expression in Eq. (3.23) in terms of the Choi matrices of the encoding and
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the recovery maps £ and R that we wish to optimize.
To do so, let us consider the superoperator T4 of a quantum map A : L(H1) = L(H2).

Matrix elements of the the superoperator T4 is defined as (TA) pou = (X' A) A nice

[mp]s[vo]

property of the superoperators is that the superoperator of a composite channel B - A is
given by the matrix multiplication of the superoperators of its constituting channels, i.e.,

Tpa=TgTa. (3.28)

With all the facts ready, let us now get back to the expression of the entanglement

fidelity given in Eq. (3.23). Note that

d—
Z [m]

-1 -1
1
7 E (XRN-) i) Jiri7) = d2 > " (Tron-&)iiriv = 7z TY[TRNs] (3.29)
= 4,3'=0

where Tk. A-¢ is the superoperator of M = R - N - €. Note that Tx. N-¢ can be decomposed

into TR NE = TRTNTg and thus we have

n—1

(Troce)ijrar = Y (KR ) e, ey (Xe )i jirw (3.30)
k,k!L,1'=0

for i,i', 4,7 € {0,---,d — 1}, where Xz € L(H' @ Hn), Xn € L(Hn @ Hy) and Xg €
L(H, @ H') are the Choi matrices of the recovery map R, the noise channel A/, and the

encoding map &, respectively.
Thus, we can see at this point that the entanglement fidelity F, (M) is a bi-linear function
of Xgr and Xg, since Tr.nr.¢ is bi-linear in Xz and Xg, as can be seen from Eq. (3.30). To
make the bi-linearity more evident, we define a linear map fi : L(H, @ H') — L(H @ H,,)

such that

(fr(X)) wrir) ] (XN et ) () i i) (3.31)
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where 1,1’ € {0,--- ;n — 1}. The entanglement fidelity F.(M) is then given by

F(M) = F(R- N -€) = e[ Xr fur(Ke)|. (3.32)

which is apparently bi-linear in Xg and XR This is precisely a property that we wanted

because linear functions are convex.

3.2.2 Convex optimization of error recovery operations

Suppose that we are given with an encoding map £ = £ and we want to understand its
intrinsic error-correcting capability against a given noise channel A/. This was precisely
the case in Section 3.1. By now it is clear that finding an optimal recovery operation R*
that maximizes the entanglement fidelity F,(M) is a semidefinite programming (SDP) if

the encoding map is fixed, i.e., &€ = & [117, 118]:

1 . .

max - Tr[Xw (fx(Xe))]

XRr

s.t. XR = X;rz >0, TI”H/XR = fq.[n (3.33)

Here, the constraints are due to the CPTP nature of the recovery operation R. The optimal
recovery operations R* used in Fig. 3.2 are obtained by solving the SDP in Eq. (3.33). To
solve each instance of SDP, we used CVX, a package for specifying and solving convex

programs [120, 121]

3.2.3 Biconvex optimization of single-mode bosonic codes

Similarly, optimizing an encoding map & for a given recovery operation R = R is also a
semidefinite programming. Thus, the entire problem of optimizing the set of encoding and
recovery maps is a biconvex optimization problem. This idea was used to optimize multi-
qubit error-correcting codes in Ref. [122]. Note that in the context of bosonic quantum
error correction, it is also important to impose an energy constraint to the error-correcting
codes to make a fair comparison between different bosonic code families. Furthermore in the

optimization perspective, it is essential to impose the energy constraint while still preserving
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the bi-convexity of the problem.
With these issues in minds, let us consider an energy observable E € L(H,) and let

Tryy, [Eﬁg] be the average energy of the encoding map £. Here,

d—
1 L
(8 § j i) ZH/) = Ty Xe (3.34)
=0

is the state resulting from applying £ to the maximally mixed state in H’. Then, the energy

constraint is explicitly given by

~ 1 . ~ ~
Try, [Epe] = S Tr[(E © Iy) Xe] < E. (3.35)

Therefore, we end up with the following energy-constrained biconvex encoding and decoding
optimization [113]:
max Tr[X] fa(Xe)),
Xe, XR
s.t. XR = X;[z > 0, TI'H/XR = jq.ln,

Xe = XL =0, Try, Xe = Iy, and Tr[(E @ Iy)Xe] < Ed. (3.36)
Note that the last constraint is due to the average energy constraint to the encoding maps.

3.2.4 Results

In principle, a global optimal solution of Eq. (3.36) can be deterministically found by a
global optimization algorithm outlined in Ref. [123]. To implement the algorithm, however,
one should in general solve exponentially many convex sub-problems in the number of
complicating variables (responsible for non-convexity of the problem; see Ref. [123] and also
Ref. [124] for more details), which is intractable in our application below. Thus, we instead
solve Eq. (3.36) heuristically by alternating between encoding and recovery optimization
(i.e., SDP sub-problems) starting from a random initial encoding map. We generate the
random initial code by taking the first d columns of an n x n Haar random unitary matrix.

To solve each SDP sub-problem we used CVX, a package for specifying and solving convex
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Figure 3.3: [Fig. 4 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563—2582 (2019)] Biconvex opti-
mization of the encoding and recovery maps £ and R for the bosonic pure-loss channel
N[n,0] with n = 0.9, or v =1 —n = 0.1. We chose n = 20 and d = 2 and imposed an
average photon number constraint Tr[npg] < 3, where pg = (1/d)Try X¢ is the maximally
mixed code state. The first column of each row represents the Wigner function of pg for a
randomly generated encoding map £. From the second to the sixth columns represent the
updated code spaces after 1, 50,250,500 and 800 iterations of the alternating semidefinite
programming.

programs [120, 121].

Let us now specialize Eq. (3.36) to N = ANn,0] and d = 2 to find an optimal qubit-into-
an-oscillator code for a bosonic pure-loss channel, subject to an average photon number
constraint Tr[npg] < Timax. To make the optimization tractable, we confine the bosonic
Hilbert space to a truncated subspace H,, = span{|0),--- ,|n—1)} and choose n > fiyax to
avoid any artifacts caused by truncation. In particular, we use the Kraus representation of
a bosonic pure-loss channel N'[n,0](p) = ?:_01 NgﬁNg , where the Kraus operators Ny are
given by [125—-127] (see also Table 2.1)

N —n)
(1—n) =

Ne =/ =52

i at. (3.37)

In Fig. 3.3, we took n = 0.9, n = 20, d = 2 and fipmax = 3 and plot the Wigner func-
tion of the maximally mixed code states of the numerically optimized codes (last column),

starting from three different random Haar initial codes (first column). In all instances, the
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obtained codes are given by a hexagonal-lattice GKP code (see Fig. 3.1), up to an overall
displacement. The optimized code in the second row exhibits the best performance (i.e.,
1 — F}- = 0.002092).

We emphasize that the biconvex optimization in Eq. (3.36) explores the most general
form of CPTP encoding maps, including the ones involving mixed state encoding. However,
from the numerical optimization, we only obtained a pure-state encoding (i.e., £(p) =
Vﬁf/T, where V : #' — H, is an isometry Viv = .fq.[/) as an optimal solution at all
iterations of SDP sub-problems. However, we also stress that the alternating semidefinite
programming method is not guaranteed to yield a global optimal solution. Despite the latter
caveat, the numerical results shown in Fig. 3.3 indicate that a hexagonal-lattice GKP code is
consistently obtained from independent Haar-random initial codes. Thus, the optimization
results suggest that the GKP code family may indeed be the most effective bosonic code
family in correcting excitation loss errors. The numerical results also demonstrate the
advantage of using an optimal lattice structure that allows the densest sphere packing
which, in the case of the 2-dimensional Euclidean space, is given by the hexagonal-lattice

structure [112].

3.3 Decoding GKP codes subject to excitation loss errors

It is clear by now that the GKP codes exhibit excellent performance against excitation
loss errors and may as well be the optimal codes for this purpose. Again, these results are
surprising because the GKP codes are not designed to correct loss errors. Instead, the GKP
codes are designed to correct random shift errors. However, this also means that the error
recovery schemes that we use for the GKP codes to recover from random shift errors may
not really work when they are used to correct for the excitation loss errors. Therefore, to
fully take advantage of the excellent error-correcting capability of the GKP codes against
loss errors, it is very important to understand how precisely the GKP codes work against
excitation loss errors. In other words, we need to understand what the numerically optimized
error recovery map R* (obtained from an SDP in Eq. (3.33)) does for the GKP codes, ideally

in terms of simple operations that we are aware of already.
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As discussed above, it is often said that small loss errors can be regarded as small shift
errors and this is why the GKP codes work well against excitation loss errors because the
GKP codes can correct small shift errors. This argument may explain the performance of
small GKP codes with a small average energy for small loss parameters. However, this
argument does not apply for large GKP codes because in that case, even a small fraction
of loss can cause a huge shift error in the high-energy domain that is not correctable by
the GKP codes. On the other hand, the numerical results in Fig. 3.2(b) and (c) show that
the GKP codes perform well even if in the case of large average energy and even for large
loss errors (e.g., v ~ 0.2). These numerical results clearly indicate that there are more
things going on than “small loss errors equal small shifts errors”. Below, we will provide
an alternative explanation that applies to large GKP codes as well. In one sentence, our
explanation is “the GKP codes work well against loss errors because loss errors can be

converted via an amplification to shift errors, which the GKP codes can correct”.

3.3.1 Transforming a loss error into a random shift error

Here, we will show that a bosonic pure-loss channel can be converted via a quantum-limited
amplification into a Gaussian random shift error. More precisely, we formulate the following

theorem:

Theorem 3 (Pure-loss + Amplification = Random shift [33]). Let N[n,0] be a
bosonic pure-loss channel with a transmisswity n € [0,1]. Let A[l1/n,0] be a quantum-

limited amplification channel (see Definition 28) with gain G = 1/n. Then, we have

A[.0] - N 19,0) = N [, (3.35)

where the noise variance (0y,,0)* is given by
(opo)=—"=——. (3.39)

Here, v =1 —n is the loss probability. See Fig. 3.4 for a schematic illustration.
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Figure 3.4: Schematic illustration of “Loss + Amplification = Displacement” (Theorem 3).

Proof. The most convenient way to prove Theorem 3 is to use the notion of Gaussian
channels and their characterization. Recall that a Gaussian channel N is unambiguously

characterized by its action on the first two moments of a state, i.e.,

T =Tz +d,

V' =TVT? + N. (3.40)

Here, & is the mean value of the quadrature operator of a state and V is the covariance
matrix of the state. Thus, a Gaussian channel A is fully characterized by (T, N,d). As
shown in Section 2.2 (see Table 2.1), the bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0] is characterized

by

1
Ti=ils, Ni=\1-nl, di=0, (3.41)

where I5 is the 2 x 2 matrix. This framework gives a clear picture that the quadrature
operators of a state contracts by a factor of \/f due to the pure-loss error. Moreover, a
fraction (i.e., 1 —n) of the environmental vacuum noise %I 2 is transferred via the loss error

to the system and thus adds noise with a covariance matrix %(1 —n)1s.
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The quantum-limited amplification channel A[G,0] is defined in Definition 28 and is

characterized by
1
Ty = VGIs, N2:§\/G—1I2, dy =0, (3.42)

where G(> 1) is the gain of the amplifier. Thus, an amplification channel does exactly the
opposite to the quadrature operators of a quantum state compared to a loss channel. That
is, it amplifies the mean quadrature operators by a factor of v/G and in the expense adds
a transferred vacuum noise with a covariance matrix %(G — 1)I5. Therefore, by choosing
the gain G properly, i.e., G = %, we can compensate the contractive effects of the bosonic
pure-loss channel N[n, 0] at least at the level of the mean quadrature.

Putting all these together, we fine that the first two moments of a quantum state & and

V are transformed via the pure-loss channel N[n,0] into

' =z,
1
Vi =nV + 5(1 —n)Is. (3.43)

Then these moments are further transformed via the amplification channel A[%, 0] into

(1- 77)12> + ;(717 - 1)12 —V+ (1;”)12. (3.44)

Thus, the net effect is trivial on the mean quadrature as expected. However, there is
an added noise to the covariance matrix by (I_T")I 2. Note that this is precisely what a
Gaussian random shift error Np,[o] does to the quadrature operators of a quantum state.
In particular, the added noise covariance matrix is given by N = ¢2I, for the random
shift error Np,[o] (see Table 2.2). Thus, we can conclude that the actions of the pure-loss

channel N[, 0] followed by the amplification channel A[%, 0] is equivalent to the action of
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a Gaussian random shift error N, [07,0] with the noise variance

(on0)* = 1;” (3.45)

and thus the theorem follows. [ |

3.3.2 Amplification decoding

Based on Theorem 3, we can immediately come up with a sensible decoding scheme for
the GKP codes against excitation loss errors: Given a GKP code and a bosonic pure-
loss channel N[n,0] which we want to correct, we can simply apply a quantum-limited
amplification A[%, 0] to convert the loss channel into a Gaussian random shift error N, [o4,0]
with oy0 = \/g = \/g Then, we can use the conventional GKP error correction
schemes discussed in detailed in Chapter 2 (see Figs. 2.7 and 2.8) to correct the resulting
random shift error. Then, by using the bounds obtained in Eq. (2.264), we find that the

failure probability of this error recovery scheme is given by

pg})(n,(};d) < exp [— 4d_(7;770)2} = exp [— ;(1;7)}»
Pgﬁx)(nﬁ;d) < exp [— W] = exp [— 2\;§d (1;7)}, (3.46)

where d is the dimension of the code space (e.g., d = 2 for qubit-into-an-oscillator codes).
Note that the failure probability decrease very rapidly in a non-analytic way as the loss
probability ~ decreases.

We emphasize that the amplification decoding (i.e., amplification followed by the con-
vention GKP error correction) works for all energy scales. This is because the amplification
compensates the large shifts caused by loss errors in the high-energy regime. In particular,
the resulting added noise variance (%,0)2 = 177’7 = % depends only on the loss probability
~ but not on the size of the GKP codes. This clearly explains why the GKP codes work
well against the excitation loss errors even in the high-loss and the large-energy regimes.

While the amplification decoding can explain all the qualitative features of the excellent

performance of the GKP codes numerically observed in Fig. 3.2, it still remains to be an-
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v =0.05 | Amplification decoding Ramp | Optimal decoding R*
Mmax = 2 N/A 1.9 x 1073

Mmax = N/A 2.2 x107°
Mmax = 10 N/A 1.5 x 1077
Timax — 00 ~ 1.8 x 1074 N/A

Table 3.1: Comparison of the entanglement infidelity 1 — F,(M) (where M =R -N - &) of
the amplification decoding R = Ramp and the numerically-optimized decoding R = R* for
the GKP codes against the bosonic pure-loss channel N' = N[n,0] with a loss probability
v =1—mn=0.05. For the amplification decoding, the bound on the failure probability for
the hexagonal-lattice GKP code is used as an estimate of the entanglement infidelity. For
the optimal decoding, the values from the Fig. 3.2 are presented.

swered whether the amplification decoding is indeed identical to the numerically optimized
decoding (from an SDP) quantitatively. The answer is unfortunately negative. To see why
this is the case, note that the bounds in Eq. (3.46) apply to the ideal GKP codes with an
infinite energy and therefore will become less favorable as we decrease the allowed energy of
the GKP codes. To compare these analytic bounds with the numerical results in Fig. 3.2,

let us specialize the bounds in Eq. (3.46) to the qubit-into-an-oscillator case (i.e., d = 2):

P (n,0;d) < exp [— W} = exp [— 7;(1—77)}
Pl (0, 0;d) < exp | - W} —exp | - 4L\/§ (1;7” (3.47)

For the hexagonal-lattice GKP code, the above bound yields exp[—;ﬁ(l_%)] =1.8x107*
when v = 0.05. Again, this bound is obtained by assuming ny,.x — o0 and the amplification
decoding. On the other hand, as shown in Table 3.1, the entanglement infidelities of the
gkp code family (based on an optimal decoding) are given by 1.9 x 1073 (fimax = 2),
2.2 X 1075 (fimax = 5), and 1.5 x 1077 (fimax = 10) at the same loss parameter vy =
0.05. That is, the optimal decoding achieves an even lower error rate for a finite-size GKP
code than the amplification decoding does for an infinitely large GKP code. That is, the
amplification decoding is significantly outperformed by the optimal decoding. While this

may be disappointing, it is great news as well because the performance of the amplification

decoding is already excellent (as indicated by the rapid non-analytic decrease of the failure
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probability as the loss probability « decreases) and the optimal decoding will perform even
better.

We remark that the amplification decoding is feasible because the quantum-limited
amplification can be implemented by using a vacuum state and a two-mode squeezing
operation, which are Gaussian. The only non-Gaussian resource needed in the scheme is
the preparation of a computational basis state of the GKP code for implementing the GKP
stabilizer measurements (see Figs. 2.7 and 2.8). For this reason, we use the amplification
decoding scheme when we study the fault-tolerance properties of the GKP codes in Chapter
4. In particular, we show that it is possible to correct excitation loss errors fault-tolerantly
by using the amplification decoding when we concatenate the square-lattice GKP code with
the surface code. On the other hand, it is unclear yet whether there is an efficient and
structured way to implement the optimal decoding. Moreover, it remains to be answered

whether the optimal decoding can be made fault-tolerant.

3.4 Open questions

Recall that the alternating SDP method used in Section 3.2 is not guaranteed to yield a
global optimal solution to the biconvex optimization problem in Eq. (3.36). Thus, it remains
to be seen whether the hexagonal-lattice GKP code emerges as a global optimal solution
when we use optimization methods such as the one in Ref. [124] that are guaranteed to
provide a global optimal solution. Moreover, it will be interesting to see in the multi-mode
case whether the GKP codes (with a lattice structure allowing the most efficient sphere
packing) emerge as an optimal solution from the biconvex optimization.

Note that while the amplification decoding introduced in Section 3.3 yields a desirable
logical error rate that decreases very rapidly as the loss probability + decreases, it is still
significantly outperformed by the numerically optimized decoding strategies used in Sections
3.1 and 3.2 (see also Table 3.1). While the numerically optimized decoding exhibits an
excellent performance, it is not clear how this decoding should be implemented in practice.
Thus, it will be an interesting research direction to look for an explicit and structured

decoding strategy that performs nearly as well as the numerically optimized decoding.
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Ideally, such a decoding operation should be decomposed into simple operations that can
be readily implemented in experiments.

Note that the quantum-limited amplification used in the amplification decoding is uni-
versally applicable to any bosonic states and thus is not specifically tailored to the GKP
codes. In the expense of the versatility, the quantum-limited amplification always comes
with an inevitable added noise [128]. Thus, one possible way to search for such a bet-
ter decoding scheme is to replace the quantum-limited amplification channel by another

amplification channel that is more tailored to the GKP codes.
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Chapter 4

Fault-tolerant bosonic quantum

error correction

In this chapter, I will discuss fault-tolerant quantum error correction in bosonic systems.
This chapter is based on my work on the surface-GKP code in Ref. [100], which was done
in collaboration with Dr. Christopher Chamberland. This project was conceived and com-
pleted during an internship at IBM T. J. Watson Research Center in the summer of 2019.

The main goal of this chapter is to investigate the performance of the GKP code in a
realistic situation wherein even our attempts to correct for errors can be erroneous. The

reasons for choosing to focus on the GKP code are as follows:

e As shown in the previous chapter, the GKP code exhibits an excellent, if not optimal,
performance against practically relevant excitation loss errors under a set of idealized

assumptions.

e The GKP code shares many structural similarities with the conventional multi-qubit
stabilizer codes. This allows the GKP code to work in concert with multi-qubit

stabilizer codes in a seamless way.

e Preparation of a GKP state is the only non-Gaussian resource needed to perform a
universal set of gates on the GKP code (see Section 2.4). Thus, one can simply focus

on preparing high-quality GKP states offline. Online non-Gaussian operations (e.g.,
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cubic phase gate or Kerr nonlinearity) are not needed.

Notably, the last property clearly shows that GKP states are a useful non-Gaussian resource.
However, ideal GKP states have an infinite energy and thus are not strictly feasible. This
means that GKP states are inevitably noisy in realistic situations. It is therefore very
important to address the question of whether such noisy GKP states can be used to realize
large-scald and fault-tolerant quantum information processing. In this chapter, I will give
an affirmative answer in the context of fault-tolerant quantum error correction.

In Section 4.1, I will provide a general overview of concatenation of a bosonic code (even-
parity codes, the two-component cat code, and the GKP code) with a multi-qubit code.
Then, I will provide an in-depth description of the concatenation of the GKP code with a
multi-qubit error-correcting code. Specifically, I will explain how the additional information
gathered during the GKP error correction can boost the performance of the next layer of
the multi-qubit error correction (see Subsection 4.1.3).

In Section 4.2, I will consider the concatenation of the GKP code with the surface code,
i.e., the surface-GKP code, and study the performance of the surface-GKP code, assuming a
detailed circuit-level noise model [100]. In particular, I will demonstrate that fault-tolerant
bosonic quantum error correction is possible with the surface-GKP code as long as the noise
parameters are smaller than certain fault-tolerance thresholds. The main results and the
fault-tolerance thresholds are given in Fig. 4.6. Comparison with previous related works is
given in Subsection 4.2.5. I will conclude the chapter by outlining several open questions

in Section 4.3.

4.1 Concatenation of a bosonic code with a multi-qubit code

Here, we give a general overview of the concatenation of a single-mode bosonic code with a

multi-qubit error-correcting code.

4.1.1 Concatenation of an even-parity code with a multi-qubit code

Let us first consider bosonic codes that have an even excitation number parity. Codes of

this type include the four-component cat code and the (1,1)-binomial code (see Section
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2.3). Error recovery processes for these codes are based on the excitation number parity
measurement. Such bosonic error correction schemes are hardware efficient because they
can be implemented by using a single bosonic mode and an ancilla qubit (e.g., a microwave
cavity mode coupled to a transmon qubit in circuit QED systems). In particular, the ancilla
qubit is used to measure the excitation number parity.

One important thing to realize here is that the logical error rates of the even-parity codes
cannot be suppressed to an arbitrarily small value by using this minimal architecture (i.e.,
a single bosonic mode plus an ancilla qubit). Moreover, it is generally not expected either
that this minimal error-correction scheme can achieve a logical error rate that is sufficiently
low enough to reliably execute a non-trivial quantum algorithm. Thus at some point, it
is essential to concatenate such single-mode bosonic codes with a conventional multi-qubit
error-correcting code in order to correct errors that are left uncorrected at the bosonic
QEC level. Then, it might appear that we need conventional multi-qubit error correction
schemes anyway and thus bosonic QEC is not so useful. However, this is certainly not true
because, if bosonic QEC is successfully implemented, the error-corrected bosonic qubits
will have a lower error rate than that of the best available physical qubit without error
correction. If such error-corrected bosonic qubits are used to implement a multi-qubit QEC
scheme, the required resource overhead associated with the use of the multi-qubit QEC can
be significantly reduced. This is a general idea that applies to any bosonic codes that can
correct dominant physical error sources such as excitation loss errors.

Let us now consider the specifics of the even-parity codes. Suppose that we want to
concatenate an even-parity bosonic code with a multi-qubit stabilizer code. Then, we should
be able to perform some Clifford operations on the bosonic qubits to measure the stabilizers
of the outer multi-qubit code. In circuit QED systems, it is relatively straightforward to
implement certain logical gates on the even-parity codes by using a SNAP gate [53, 54,
65, 66] or its variants. Examples of such gates include a single-qubit rotation along the Z
axis and a two-qubit gate such as controlled-Z gate (see Subsection 2.3.3 for more details).
However, it is more challenging to implement the logical Hadamard gate on the even-parity
bosonic codes [38]. Hadamard gates are generally essential for multi-qubit QEC schemes.

Hence, for the even-parity bosonic codes to be successfully combined with a multi-qubit
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code, it will be crucial to have a robust and tailored scheme to implement the logical
Hadamard gates on the even-parity codes.

We remark that there is a versatile scheme for implementing a universal set of gates
on bosonic codes based on eSWAP gates [129, 130]. However, this versatile scheme is not
necessarily tailored to the even-parity codes Also, this scheme requires clustering of two or
four bosonic codes to define a single protected qubit, and we need many of these protected
qubits to further concatenate with a multi-qubit QEC scheme. On the other hand, if one
can show that eSWAP gates can be implemented robustly by taking advantage of special
structures of the gates, the eSWAP-based method will prove to be useful.

To summarize, while even-parity bosonic qubits may have low idling error rates [34, 43,
69, 71], it is unclear yet how we can implement all the necessary logical Clifford operations

on these bosonic qubits in a robust way.

4.1.2 Concatenation of a cat code with a multi-qubit code

Recently, there has been growing interest in concatenating the two-component cat code
(instead of the four-component cat code) with a multi-qubit code. The key motivations
behind the use of the two-component cat code are different from the ones for the even-
parity codes which we discussed above. One clear advantage of the two-component cat code
is that it can be implemented more easily than the four-component cat code. That is, low-
order nonlinearity suffice to stabilize the two-component cat code manifold. For instance,
the two-component cat code can be autonomously stabilized by using an engineered two-

photon dissipation
Dla® — o?], (4.1)

which can be realized by coupling the mode a with a fast-decaying ancilla mode b via a
third-order nonlinearity ga2b! + g* (&T)Ql} [44, 46, 47]. Alternatively, one can also stabilize

the two-component cat code by engineering an Hamiltonian of the following form [57, 58]

0 =-K(a")%® + (e,(ah)? + e5a?), (4.2)
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and then cooling the system to the ground-state manifold, which is given by the two-
component cat code (see Subsection 2.3.1 for more details).

Although the two-component cat code can be implemented in a relatively easier way than
the four-component cat code, it also has its own drawbacks. That is, the two-component
cat code is robust against only the bosonic dephasing errors, but not against the excitation
loss errors. This is certainly an issue if we want to construct a bosonic qubit with a low
error rate because excitation loss errors are ubiquitous in many realistic bosonic systems.
However, it has to be remembered that we will at some point need to concatenate a bosonic
code with a multi-qubit code to achieve a sufficiently low error rate for executing a non-
trivial quantum algorithm. Therefore, it is not essential to suppress all types of errors at
the bosonic QEC level, because errors that are left uncorrected during the cat code QEC
can later be taken care of by an outer multi-qubit code.

With this consideration in mind, let us now take a closer look into the error-correcting
capability of the two-component cat code. Recall that a single-excitation loss event causes

a logical bit-flip error (or a logical Pauli X error), i.e.,

alos) ) o a(la) + | — a) = afla) — | — a) o [15 1),

a1 ) o ala) — | — a) = afla) + | — a) oc [05)0). (4.3)

Such logical bit-flip errors should later be corrected by using an outer multi-qubit code. If

the excitation loss rate is given by &, the logical bit-flip error rate is given by
Tit-ip = Yx = Klal?, (4.4)

where 7,2 |ar|? is the average excitation number of the code [44]. On the other hand,
2—cat

the two-component cat code is robust against bosonic dephasing errors and therefore its

logical phase-flip rate decreases exponentially as we increase the size of the code a:

_ 2
Yphase-flip = VZ = 2/€¢’0[’26 2al y (45)
if the engineered dissipation rate is much higher than the bosonic dephasing rate k4. See
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Ref. [14] for more details. All these suggest that the cat qubits that are constructed using
the two-component cat code will have a highly biased noise towards the bit-flip errors (or
the Pauli X errors). Again, this clearly illustrates the inability of the two-component cat
code in correcting loss errors. On the other hand, the fact that the noise is biased is good
news as well because the outer multi-qubit code does not need to correct the Pauli Z errors
for most of the time. Instead, they can be more dedicated to correcting the Pauli X errors
on the cat qubits that occur due to the excitation loss errors.

In the past few years, there have been various proposals for taking advantage of the
special biased-noise structure of cat qubits [59-64]. For instance, In Refs. [59, 60], concate-
nation of the two-component cat code with the repetition code was explored. The repetition
code was chosen for the outer multi-qubit code because it can correct Pauli X errors and
there is no urgent need to correct Pauli Z errors due to the noise bias. Another approach
is to tailor the surface code to biased-noise models. For instance, it has been shown in
Refs. [61-63] that the fault-tolerance thresholds of the surface code can be relaxed if the
noise is biased and the decoder is tailored to the biased noise. In all these schemes, to
fully take advantage of the noise bias, it is very important to maintain the noise bias even
when logical gates (for implementing an outer multi-qubit code) are being applied to the
cat qubits. Indeed, Refs. [60, 64] provided schemes for implementing bias-preserving gates
on the cat qubits.

All these recent works on biased-noise cat qubits lead us to a very interesting point. That
is, reduction in the logical error rates may not be the only benefit that bosonic QEC provides.
The recent progress on the biased-noise cat qubits clearly suggests that bosonic QEC can
provide a unique advantage by imposing a special structure on bosonic qubits. In particular,
such a special structure can then be used to boost the performance of the outer multi-qubit
codes. Thus, bosonic QEC have a great potential in reducing the required resource overhead

associated with the use of conventional multi-qubit fault-tolerance schemes.

4.1.3 Concatenation of the GKP code with a multi-qubit code

It is clear by now that bosonic QEC is not just about reducing logical error rates, but also

about giving an additional structure to bosonic qubits that can be used to improve the
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performance of an outer multi-qubit code. This is precisely the case for the GKP codes as
well. Here, we will provide a detailed introduction to the concatenation of the square-lattice
GKP code with a multi-qubit error-correcting code. Most importantly, we will explain how
the additional information gained during the GKP error correction can be used to boost
the performance of the outer multi-qubit code [100-105, 131, 132].

Before moving on to any details, we emphasize that the GKP code shares many simi-
larities with multi-qubit stabilizer codes. For instance, the stabilizers of the GKP code are
given by displacement operators (analogous to Pauli operators for qubits). Similarly, stabi-
lizers of a multi-qubit stabilizer code are given by a string of Pauli operators. Moreover, any
logical Clifford operations on the GKP code can be implemented by using only Gaussian
operations (analogous to Clifford operations for qubits). Analogously, any logical Clifford
operations on a multi-qubit stabilizer code can be implemented by using only physical Clif-
ford operations. These structural similarities between the GKP code and the conventional
stabilizer codes allow them to work in concert very easily.

Throughout this chapter, we will restrict ourselves to the square-lattice GKP code (en-
coding a qubit-into-an-oscillator) and will simply refer to it as the GKP code. We will
also use the term “GKP qubit” to refer to a qubit that is made out of the GKP code. To
illustrate that the GKP code can be concatenated with a multi-qubit stabilizer code in a
natural way, we review the concatenation of the square-lattice GKP code with the [[4, 1, 2]]
code [131, 132]. Recall that the stabilizers and the logical Pauli operators of the GKP code

are given by

Q 124/7q 7 VL]
S, = e2V7a, ngpzefq

S'p = e*"2‘/ﬁ’, ngp = e WP, (4.6)
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Also, the stabilizers and the logical Pauli operators of the [[4,1,2]] code are given by

S[ZI] = 2122, ZL — 212&
S'[ZQ] 22324, XL:X1X27
S — X, X, Xs X 4.7)

The logical states of the [[4,1,2]] code are explicitly given by

1
10114,,2)) = —75(10000) + [1111)),

1

|1[[4,172”> = \/§(|0011> + |1100>). (48)

One can readily check that these logical states are stabilized by the stabilizers S[ZH, S[Zz},
5@, and are transformed in a desired way by the logical Pauli operators Zr, and X1. Note
that the [[4,1,2]] code encode one logical qubit as it consists of 4 physical qubits and has 3
stabilizers.

Now to concatenate the GKP code with the [[4, 1, 2]] code, we need four bosonic modes
to construct four GKP qubits. The stabilizers and the logical Pauli operators of these four

GKP qubits are given by

Aéj) = 2V 2g(i)p — VT
5§ = em2VERs - XY = eV (4.9)

where j € {1,2,3,4} and ¢; and p; are the quadrature operators of the 7 bosonic mode
hosting the j* GKP qubit. Then, the remaining three stabilizers of the concatenated
[[4,1,2]]-GKP code are given by

Sl = 20 5O) _ ivEti),

Gl _ 2B 54 _ V(G5 +aa)

z gkp ~gkp
) _ () 5@ 5B) x @) _ —iv/m(prtpatps o
Sy = Xy X X gip X grep = €V TPz EPstP), (4.10)
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corresponding to the three stabilizers of the [[4,1,2]] code. Thus, we need to measure all

the quadrature operators
¢; and p; mod /T (4.11)

for all j € {1,2,3,4} to stabilize each bosonic Hilbert space to the GKP code space. Then,

we also need to measure
G1 + G2, 3+ Ga, and p1 + P2 + P3 + P4 mod 2¢/7 (4.12)

to further stabilizer the four GKP qubits to the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code space. We discussed in
detail how to measure the quadrature operators ¢; and p; modulo /7 and what to do with
the measurement outcomes in Section 2.4. Later in the chapter, we will discuss in detail
how the multi-GKP-qubit stabilizers (e.g., S[Zl], g[;], 5@ for the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code) can be
measured when we discuss the surface-GKP code (see, e.g., Fig. 4.4). Here, we will focus
instead on what to do with the obtained measurement outcomes.

In the case of the usual [[4, 1, 2]] code, a stabilizer measurement yields a binary outcome

(i.e., +1 or —1)
sl — 41, S =41, S =41, (4.13)

~

because (S[ZI])2 = (5[22])2 = (5@)2 = I, where I is the identity operator. Note that in the
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case of the [[4,1,2]]-GKP code, these binary measurement outcomes correspond to

)

 fomod2ymr S =141

q1+ 42 = )
VT mod 2/ S[Zl] =-1
0mod 27 S2 =41

g3+ qa = ;
/7 mod 2/7 S'[ZI] =-1

\

S 0 mod 2/ S’Q] =+1
P1+p2+p3stps= . (4.14)

V7 mod 2/7 S”%] =-1

However in the case of the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code, the relevant quadrature operators may not
take a value that is an integer multiple of /7. This is especially the case if the measurements
are noisy. Nevertheless, we eventually assign a binary value to each stabilizer. To be more
specific, we assign +1 (or —1) to the stabilizer if the measurement outcome of the relevant
quadrature is close to an even (or odd) multiple of /7. For example, given a measurement
outcome of the quadrature operator ¢; + ¢ modulo /7, we assign the value of the stabilizer

S [ZI] as follows:

<01 +1 (n— VA <di+d < (n+1)y/m for an even n
S . (4.15)

-1 (n—=HVT <@ +d < (n+3)y/7 for an odd n

Thus, we can see that the multi-GKP-qubit stabilizer measurements are robust against
small shift errors, similarly as in the case of the Pauli measurements of the GKP qubits (see
Section 2.4).

To get some more intuition on the [[4,1,2]]-GKP code, let us consider an explicit error

instance. Suppose that the four bosonic modes are initially in the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code space.
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That is, the quadrature operators satisfy

gj = pj = 0 mod /7, for all j € {1,2,3,4},
41 + G2 = 0 mod 2/,
ds + Gu = 0 mod 24/7,

P+ P2 + 3 + pa = 0 mod 2y/7. (4.16)

Then, assume that an independent and identically distributed Gaussian random shift errors

are applied to the four bosonic modes, i.e.,

@ = +€,

P =p; + &Y, (4.17)

where j € {1,2,3,4}. Here, E(j ) and féj ) are the position and the momentum quadrature
noise added to the j*® mode that are drawn from the distribution (§q ,§(1), = ,fq ,§(4))
N(0,0?). Also, o is the standard deviation of the random noise.

To get the key idea, let us assume that all the stabilizer measurements are noiseless.
Noisy stabilizer measurements will be considered below when we discuss the surface-GKP
code. Then, consider a specific instance where all the random shifts are small but only the

position shift in the first mode is large, i.e.,

2 4 4 ﬁ
@ g el o VT (4.18)

ﬁ<§él)<3\2/7?and —ﬁ<§ 5

2 2

Then following the same reasoning given in Section 2.4, all the shift errors will be removed

except for the position shift in the first mode, which will be incorrectly estimated as

R -(€D) = €0 — . (4.19)

The definition of the function R4(z) is given in Eq. (2.149). Thus, this shift error will be
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under-corrected and thus we are left with a Pauli X error in the first GKP qubit:
exp [~ i(€) — Rs(e)pr] = eV = X, (4.20)

In the case of the usual [[4,1,2]] code, such an X error will be detected by measuring the
stabilizer S’[Zl] = 2122 because it anti-commutes with Xl. We show that the same thing
happens in the case of the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code as well. To do so, recall that after the GKP

error correction, we are left with

i =@~ Ryz(EM) =a+ Vm,

P =9 — Rz(&") = pr,

i =@ — R=(EP) = o,

Py =9y — R z(&Y) = pa. (4.21)

Then, if we measure the relevant quadrature operators for the [[4, 1, 2]]-code stabilizers, we

get
qi + ¢4 = +/m mod 2\/7 — S’[Zl] = VT@HE) —
G4 + @ = 0 mod 2/7 — 87 = VT = 1
Pl B+ B+ P = 0mod 2y — S = e WA HREHRER) — 4, (4.22)

Note that the terms like ¢; + ¢2 are not presented above because they are 0 modulo 2/
(see Eq. (4.16)). Thus, the [[4,1,2]]-GKP code can detect the logical Pauli X error on the
first GKP qubit X g(11<)p via the S’[ZH stabilizer measurement, similarly to the usual [[4,1,2]]
code.

Lastly, we discuss the unique advantage of the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code over the usual [[4, 1, 2]]
code. That is, we explain how the additional information from the GKP error correction
can help the outer [[4,1,2]] code perform better. Note that the usual [[4, 1,2]] code cannot

correct single-qubit errors although they can detect them: Suppose, for example, that the
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stabilizer measurement outcomes are given by
all al2 all
T R (4.23)

As shown above, this might be due to a Pauli X error on the first qubit X;. However,
it may as well be the case that this is due to a Pauli X error on the second qubit X, as
it produces the same syndrome measurement outcomes. Therefore, we cannot distinguish
these two error events especially when all the qubits are equally noisy. This is problematic
because if we had a Pauli X error on the first qubit X1 but believe it was an error on the
second qubit Xy and correct for it, we are causing a logical X error on the [[4,1,2]] code
space, i.e., X L = X 1X2. Therefore if we randomly guess between X 1 and Xg with an equal
probability, such a logical X error happens with 50% probability given the syndrome pattern
in Eq. (4.23). Hence, it is better to discard this specific error instance than to randomly
guess. However, such a non-deterministic error detection scheme is clearly not scalable as
the success probability decreases exponentially as we repeat the error detection cycles more
and more.

Let us now explain that we are in a better situation if we use GKP qubits instead of usual
bare qubits (i.e., the [[4, 1, 2]]-GKP code instead of the usual [[4, 1, 2]] code). This is because
Pauli errors on the GKP qubits are not just given to us from the environment. Instead, we
are participating in the Pauli error generation process and therefore get more information
about its inner workings. That is, the natural random shift errors do not immediately cause
a Pauli error on a GKP qubit. It is only after we incorrectly estimated a large shift error
(and then under-correct it) that we have a Pauli error on the GKP qubit. Below, we will
see why this is really crucial.

Recall the example where we have a large position shift error in the first mode, but all
the other shift errors are small enough to be corrected by the GKP code. To make the
discussion really simple, consider an extreme case where we have

¢ = 051y/7, and €2 = ... = ¢ =0, (4.24)
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Through the GKP stabilizer measurements, we can measure these shift errors only modulo
/7. Thus, we are given with the following error candidates that are compatible with the

GKP stabilizer measurement outcomes:

¢M € {z]z = —0.49y/7 mod v/7} = {--+, ~1.49/7, —0.49/7,0.51/7, L51/7, - -+ },
€@, €W e {2z =0mod 7} = {--+,—V/7,0,v/m, - }. (4.25)

Then, since we perform a maximum likelihood decoding (or a smallest shift decoding), we
incorrectly identify that the position shift error in the first mode is R \/;r(fél)) = —0.49/7
as marked in red above. Similarly, we correctly infer that all the other shift errors are 0.
Then, as explained above, this will results in a Pauli X error on the first GKP qubit X éll(i).
Of course in practice, we would not know this with certainty. Instead, we are given with the
[[4, 1, 2]]-code stabilizer measurement outcomes S'[Zl] = -1, 5’[22} =41, and 5@ = +1. Then,
as explained above, we know that either the first or the second GKP qubit experienced a
Pauli X error, and we need to determine which one to correct.

Again, in the case of the usual [[4,1,2]] code, there is no way for us to tell between the
two possibilities X, and X in an informed way. On the other hand, this is not the case in
the case of the [[4,1,2]]-GKP code because we are given with an additional information on
the shift errors, i.e., 5{51) = —0.49y/7 mod /7 and 5(52) == 184) = 0 mod /w. Given
this additional information, we can evaluate the conditional Pauli error probabilities. That

is, since each random shift noise follows a Gaussian distribution N(0,0?), we have

Pr[X(l) happens | R =( (gl)) = —0.49y/7]

gkp
-+ plo](—=1.49y/7) + p[o](0.51y/7) + - -
-+ plo](—1.49y/7) + p[o](—0.49y/7) + p[o](0.51y/7) + plo](1.51/7) + - - -
N plo](0.51y/7) 1 (4.26)
= Dl(~0.49/m) + plo] (051 ) 2 |
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and

Pr[f(g(ii) happens | R\/;r(@?)) = 0]

~ ~ 0. (4.27)

Here, plo](z) = \/ﬁ exp[—%] is the probability density function of the Gaussian distribu-

tion A(0,02). These conditional probabilities indicate that given the shift error information
R /( ((]1)) = —0.49+/7, it is quite likely that the first GKP qubit underwent a Pauli X error.
On the other hand, given the information R ﬁ(§§2)) = 0, it is extremely unlikely that the
second GKP qubit went through a Pauli X error. Thus, we should clearly correct for the

Pauli X error on the first GKP qubit X éll(i).

The chance that this inference is incorrect
is extremely low as the conditional probability that the second GKP qubit had a Pauli X
error nearly vanishes. This way, we can make a much more informed decision with the
[[4,1,2]]-GKP code, than in the case of the usual [[4,1,2]] code. It clearly illustrate the
unique advantage of the GKP qubits over the usual bare qubits.

Note that the reason why the first GKP qubit is more likely to have a Pauli error
is because the decision on the shift correction is made near the decision boundary :l:@.
Intuitively, we can expect that decisions that are made close to the decision boundary are
very sensitive to even slight perturbations. On the other hand, the second GKP qubit is
less likely to have a Pauli error because the decision on the shift correction is made deep
inside the bulk. In this case, we can intuitively expect that the decision is not significantly
influenced by small perturbations. These intuitions will be quantitatively justified below.

The implication of the above intuition in the context of the [[4,1,2]]-GKP code is as
follows: When we are given with multiple Pauli error candidates that are compatible with
the [[4,1,2]]-code stabilizer measurement outcomes, we should correct for the Pauli error
on the GKP qubit where the decision on the shift correction is made closest to the decision
boundary. Note that if the standard deviation of the shift errors o is sufficiently small (so
that the failure probability of the GKP code is tiny), most uncorrectable large shifts occur
near the decision boundary i@. Therefore, the corresponding erroneous GKP qubit will

be likely (and correctly) identified as the most unreliable GKP qubit. Thus, the [[4, 1, 2]]-
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GKP code can correct many single-GKP-qubit error events despite the fact that the usual
[[4,1,2]] code is not capable of correcting single-qubit errors. Later in the chapter, we will
demonstrate an analogous performance improvement using the surface code as an outer

multi-qubit code.

4.1.4 Conditional Pauli error probability on a GKP qubit

To quantitatively justify the intuition that decisions made closer to the decision boundary
:t@, we explicitly evaluate the conditional Pauli error probability given a shift error infor-
mation. To do so, let us consider a single GKP qubit subject to a Gaussian random shift

error channel Np,[0], i.e.,

P =D+ &, (4.28)

where &, and ¢, follow a Gaussian random distribution with zero mean and standard devi-
ation o, i.e., &,& ~ N(0,0). As discussed in Section 2.4, if the random shift &, (or &) lies
in the range |{, — n/7| < /7/2 (or |§, — ny/m| < \/7/2) for an odd integer n, the GKP
error correction protocol results in a Pauli X (or Z) error on the GKP qubit. Note that

this happens with probability pey (o), where per (o) is defined as

3
1 2)VT
perr(a) = Z / (4.29)
vey Vena? Jentd)vm
Now, consider a specific instance where, for example, the Sq stabilizer measurement (i.e.,
the position measurement modulo /7) informs us that ¢, is given by &, = z+n./7 for some
interger n and |z| < /7/2. Then, since odd n corresponds to a Pauli X error and even n
corresponds to the no error case, we can infer that, given the measured value z, there is a

Pauli X error with probability p[o|(z) where p[o](z) is defined as

lol(s) = Snez @RI = Gnt )Y/ (20%)
T Yoo/ ]

(4.30)
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Figure 4.1: [Fig. 2 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] plo](z) for ¢ = 0.2, 0.5, and 1. p[o](z) is
defined in Eq. (4.30) and represents the conditional probability of having a Pauli X (or Z)
error, given the measurement outcome §;, = z + n+/m (or §p=2+ n+/m) for some integer n.

As shown in Fig. 4.1, the conditional probability p[o](z) becomes larger as z gets closer
to the decision boundary ++/m/2. Therefore, if the measured shift value modulo /7 is
close to £4/7/2, we know that this specific instance of the GKP error correction is less
reliable. In other words, the corresponding GKP qubit is more likely to have experienced a
Pauli error. This way, the GKP error correction protocol not only corrects the small shift
errors but also informs us how reliable the correction is. Various ways of incorporating this
additional information in the next level of concatenated error correction have been studied
in Refs. [102-105, 131, 132]. In the rest of this chapter, we will show how this additional
information for the GKP qubits can be used to boost the performance of the surface code,

assuming a detailed circuit-level noise model [100].

4.2 Fault-tolerant bosonic quantum error correction with the

surface-GKP code

Here, we demonstrate that fault-tolerant bosonic quantum error correction is possible with

the surface-GKP code. Furthermore, we establish fault-tolerance thresholds assuming a
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detailed circuit-level noise model. The materials in this section are based on Ref. [100].

4.2.1 GKP qubit

A pedagogic introduction to the GKP code is provided in Section 2.4. Here, we recall
several facts about a GKP qubit that are essential for understanding the results presented
in this section. Note that we only consider the square-lattice GKP code in this section.
Therefore, we will simply refer to the square-lattice GKP code as the GKP code and drop
all the superscripts 9 that specify the square-lattice structure of the code. Also, we refer
to a qubit that is made out of the GKP code as a GKP qubit.

Stabilizers of the GKP code are given by
S, = expli2y/7g], S, = exp[—i2v/7h). (4.31)

Measuring these two commuting stabilizers is equivalent to measuring the position and
momentum operators ¢ and p modulo /7. Therefore, any phase space shift error exp[i(€,G—
£.0)] acting on the ideal GKP qubit can be detected and corrected as long as |,], |£,] <

/7 /2. Explicitly, the computational basis states of the ideal GKP qubit are given by

|Ogip) = Z |G = 2nv/T),

neL

Lgp) = 314 = (2n+ 1)v/). (4.32)

nel

Also, the complementary basis states |+£qip) = %(|ngp) + |1gp)) are given by

[+ekp) = Z = 2nv/T),

neL

|—akp) = Y [p=(2n+1)V/7). (4.33)

nel

Clearly, all these basis states have § = p = 0 modulo /7 and thus are stabilized by Sq and
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Figure 4.2: [Fig. 1 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] (a) Computational basis states (|Ogkp),
|1gkp)) and complementary basis states (|4+gkp), | —gkp)) of an approximate GKP qubit with
an average photon number 7 = 5. (b) Circuits for measuring the S’q and 5}, stabilizers. M,
and M, represent the homodyne measurement of the position and momentum operators,
respectively. Also, the controlled-@& symbol represents the SUM gate and similarly the

controlled-© symbol represents the inverse-SUM gate (see Eq. (4.35)). Note that the size of

the correction shifts exp[iﬁazéb)] and exp[—icjazl(ob)] in the S, and S, stabilizer measurements

are determined by the homodyne measurement outcomes ng) and z;(,b).

S'p. Pauli operators of the GKP qubit are given by the square root of the stabilizers, i.e.,

Xeip = (5,)7 = exp[—iv/j. (4.34)

Clifford operations [108] on the GKP qubits can be implemented by using only Gaussian

operations. More explicitly, generators of the Clifford group, Sgkp, ekp and CNOT;;;’g are

given by

N G?
Sekp = €xp [15},

ﬁgkp = exp [igcﬂd},

CNOTY 2! = SUM,_, . = expl—id;pl, (4.35)

The measurements of the GKP stabilizers Sq and Sp can be respectively performed
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by preparing an ancilla GKP state |+gkp) or |Ogkp), and then applying the SUMp_, 4 or
SUMJL1 _,p gate, and finally measuring the position or the momentum operator of the ancilla
mode via a homodyne detection (see Fig. 4.2(b)). Here, D refers to the data mode and
A refers to the ancilla mode. Note that the only non-Gaussian resources required for the

GKP-stabilizer measurements are the ancilla GKP states |Ogxp) and |+gkp)-

4.2.2 The surface code with GKP qubits

Recall that shift errors of size larger than /m/2 cannot be corrected by the single-mode
GKP code. Here, to correct arbitrarily large shift errors, we consider the concatenation of
the GKP code with the surface code [17, 18, 21], namely, the surface-GKP code. Specifically,
we use the family of rotated surface codes [20, 133] that only requires d? data qubits and
d?> — 1 syndrome qubits to get a distance-d code. Note that the distance-d surface code can
correct arbitrary qubit errors of weight less than or equal to L%J

The layout for the data and ancilla qubits of the surface-GKP code is given in Fig. 4.3.
Each of the d? data qubits (white circles in Fig. 4.3) corresponds to a GKP qubit. That is,

the distance-d surface-GKP code is stabilized by the following 2d> GKP stabilizers
S = expli2v/miy], SP) = exp[—i2v/mpi], (4.36)

for k € {1, ,d?}. These GKP stabilizers are measured by d? ancilla GKP qubits (grey
circles in Fig. 4.3) using the circuits given in Fig. 4.2(b). Moreover, the data GKP qubits
are further stabilized by the d? — 1 surface code stabilizers. For example, in the d = 3 case,

the 8 surface code stabilizers are explicitly given by

A1 (1) 2(4) 52l _ 5(2) 5(3) 5(5) 5(6)

Sz = ZgpZexp 57 = ZgpZekpZexpZekp:

A8l _ 5@ 505) 5 58)  aldl _ 5(6) 29)

S ANALN ALY AL S A AN (4.37)
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Figure 4.3: [Fig. 3 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] The surface-GKP codes with d = 3 and
d = 5. White circles represent the data GKP qubits and grey circles represent the ancilla
GKP qubits that are used to measure GKP stabilizers of each data GKP qubit. Green and
orange circles represent the syndrome GKP qubits that are used to measure the Z-type
and X-type surface code stabilizers of the data GKP qubits, respectively. In general, there
are d? data GKP qubits and (d? — 1)/2 Z-type and X-type syndrome GKP qubits. See
also Fig. 4.5 for the reason behind our choice of inverse-SUM gates in the X-type stabilizer
measurements.

and

&l 4 a2 7 8

H—(X()) X()X()(X())T, SH (X())TX(),

&3 o 3 4 (9

H—X()(X()), SH (X ())TX()X()(X())T’ (4.38)

where Zég) = expliv/7gx] and Xég) = exp[—iv/7Pk] (see Fig. 4.3).

As shown in Fig. 4.4, the Z-type surface code stabilizers are measured by the Z-type
GKP syndrome qubits (green circles in Fig. 4.3) by using the SUM gates SUM,_,¢, -+ , SUMy_,
and the position homodyne measurement M,. Similarly, the X-type surface code stabi-
lizers are measured by the X-type GKP syndrome qubits (orange circles in Fig. 4.3) by

using the SUM and the inverse-SUM gates sumMm! SUM._p, SUM,_,, SUMZ_M and the

e—a’

momentum homodyne measurement M,,. Note that all the Z-type and X-type surface code
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Figure 4.4: [Fig. 4 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Circuits for surface code stabilizer measure-
ments.

N

©

stabilizers can be measured in parallel without conflicting with each other, if the SUM and
the inverse-SUM gates are executed in an order that is specified in Figs. 4.3 and 4.4.

We remark that in the usual case where the surface code is implemented with bare

&[]

qubits (such as transmons [134, 135]), it makes no difference to replace, for example, S’ =
(XTI X XO(XONT by S'E] = XWX X®X6) since the Pauli operators are hermitian.
Similarly, the action of (X éﬁl)o)T on the GKP qubit subspace is identical to that of X éﬁl)o
o[l _

and therefore measuring 5’@ = (X ék;)TX g(ki)X g(k)p(X S(;)T is equivalent to measuring S’
X £@) ¢@) £06)

okp gkp okp gkp in the case of the surface-GKP code if the syndrome measurements are

noiseless.

It is important to note, however, that the actions of ( g(i)) and X g(g) are not the same

outside of the GKP qubit subspace. Therefore, it does make a difference to choose (X' éﬁ;)T
instead of X éﬁ; in the noisy measurement case, since shift errors propagate differently

depending on the choice. For example, we illustrate in Fig. 4.5 how the initial position

shift error in the fourth X-type syndrome GKP qubit (X4 qubit) propagates to the second
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Figure 4.5: [Fig. 5 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Noise propagation from the X4 qubit to the
72 qubit during surface code stabilizer measurements. The red lightening symbol represents
the initial position of a shift error on the qubit X4. During the propagation of the shift error
to the qubit Z2, the sign of the shift error is flipped by the inverse-SUM gate SUM} 4D5
This sign flip then results in cancellations of the propagated shift errors on the qubit Z2
(empty lightening symbol).
Z-type syndrome GKP qubit (Z2 qubit) through the fifth and the sixth data GKP qubits
(D5 and D6 qubits). Note that an initial random position shift in the X4 qubit (represented
by the red lightning symbol) is propagated to the D6 qubit via the SUM gate SUM x4, pg
and then to the Z2 qubit via SUMpg_z2. Additionally, it is also propagated to the D5
qubit via the inverse-SUM gate SUME( 4 ps With its sign flipped and then the flipped shift
is further propagated to the Z2 qubit via SUMps_,zs. Thus, the propagated shift errors
eventually cancel out each other at the Z2 qubit (visualized by the empty lightning symbol)
due to the sign flip during the inverse-SUM gate.

Note that if the SUM gate SUMx4_,p5 were used instead of the inverse-SUM gate
SUM; 45> the propagated shift errors would add together and therefore be amplified by

a factor of 2. In this regard, we emphasize that we have carefully chosen the specific pattern

of the SUM and the inverse-SUM gates in Fig. 4.3 to avoid such noise amplifications.

4.2.3 Circuit-level noise model

Here, we discuss the noise model that we use to simulate the full error correction protocol

with the surface-GKP code. To be more specific, the surface-GKP error correction protocol
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is implemented by repeatedly measuring the S’q and S’p GKP stabilizers for each data GKP
qubit by using the circuits in Fig. 4.2(b), and then measuring the surface code stabilizers
shown in Figs. 4.3 and 4.4. Note that the required resources for these measurements are as

follows:
e Preparation of the GKP states |Ogkp) and |+gip)-
e SUM and inverse-SUM gates.
e Position and momentum homodyne measurements.
e Displacement operations for error correction.

We assume that all these components can be noisy except for the displacement operations
since in most experimental platforms, the errors associated with the displacement operations
are negligible compared to the other errors. Moreover, note that displacement operations
are only needed for error correction. Thus, they need not be implemented physically in
practice since they can be kept track of by using a Pauli frame [74-77]. Below, we describe

the noise model for each component in more detail.

Finitely-squeezed GKP states

Let us recall that realistic GKP states have a finite average excitation number, or a fi-
nite squeezing. As discussed in Section 2.4, a finite-size GKP state can be modeled by
applying a Gaussian envelope operator exp[—AZ27] to an ideal GKP state, i.e., |1,/J§(p> o<
exp[—Asz]|1pgkp>. Expanding the envelope operator in terms of displacement operators

[136], we can write

20[ R .
whe) o [ Tl expl-A%1D (0)] Dle)ly)
o

x /d2aexp {— 2::2 ]ﬁ(a)]z/}gkp>, (4.39)

gkp

where aggkp =(1—e2)/(1+e 2 ELSN A?/2 (see Eq. (2.172)). That is, an approximate

GKP state can be understood as the state that results from applying coherent superpositions
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of displacement operations with a Gaussian envelope to an ideal GKP state. More details
about the approximate GKP codes can be found in [85, 96, 99, 137].

To simplify our analysis of the surface-GKP code, we consider noisy GKP states cor-
rupted by an incoherent mixture of displacement operations, instead of the coherent super-
position as in Eq. (4.39). That is, whenever a fresh GKP state |Ogkp) O |[+gkp) is supplied

to the error correction chain, we assume that a noisy GKP state

|0gkp) — NB, [0gkp] (10gkp) (Ogipl), oF

[+exp) = N, [0gkp] (|+gkp) (+eko ) (4.40)

is supplied. See Table 2.2 for the definition of Gaussian random shift error Np,[o]. Note
that M, [o] models an incoherent mixture of random displacement errors. We remark that
the noisy GKP states corrupted by an incoherent displacement error (as in Eq. (4.40)) are
noisier than the noisy GKP states corrupted by a coherent displacement error (as in Eq.
(4.39)), because the former can be obtained from the latter by applying a technique similar
to Pauli twirling [138] (see Appendix A in Ref. [100] for more details). In this sense, by
adopting the incoherent noise model, we make a conservative assumption about the GKP
noise while simplifying the analysis.

We define the squeezing sgxp, of a noisy GKP state Np, [0gkp|(|tgkp) (Vekp|) as Sgkp =
—1010g10(20§kp) (aligning our notation with those in Refs. [101, 103, 105]), where the unit
of sgp is in dB. We also assume that idling modes are undergoing independent Gaussian
random displacement errors Ng,[o},] with variance ag = rAt, during the GKP state prepa-

ration, where x is the photon loss and heating rate (see below) and At,, is the time needed

to prepare the GKP states.

Noisy SUM and inverse-SUM gates

We assume that photon loss errors occur continuously during the execution of the SUM or
the inverse-SUM gates. To be more specific, we assume that SUM gates are implemented
by letting the system evolve under the Hamiltonian H = gg;ps for At = 1 /g (the first mode

is the control mode and the second mode is the target mode), during which independent
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photon loss errors occur continuously in both the control and the target mode. That is, we
replace the unitary SUM gate SUM;_,2 = exp[—iGip2] (or the inverse-SUM gate SUM]; g =
expligip2]) by a completely positive and trace-preserving (CPTP) map [37] exp[L£4+At] (or
exp[L_At]) with At = 1/g, where g is the coupling strength and the Lindbladian generator

L4 is given by
L+(p) = Figlgipz, p] + #(Dla1] + Dlaa]) p- (4.41)

Here, D[A](p) = ApAT — %{fﬂfl, p}, and & is the photon loss rate.
In a similar spirit as above, we make a more conservative assumption about the gate
error to make the analysis more tractable. That is, we make the noisy gate exp[LiAt]

noisier by adding heating errors R(D[CALU + D[d;]) to the Lindbladian L4, i.e.,
' = L+ + x(Dlal] + Dlaj)), (4.42)

where the heating rate x is the same as the photon loss rate. This is to convert the loss errors
into random displacement errors (see Refs. [33, 113]). Indeed, the noisy SUM or the inverse-
SUM gate exp[L/. At] is equivalent to the ideal SUM or the inverse-SUM gate followed by
a correlated Gaussian random displacement error ¢p — §p + fék) and pr — pr + Ez(,k) for
k € {1,2}, where the additive shift errors are drawn from bivariate Gaussian distributions

(fél),fém) ~N(0,N7) and (51(,1), @(72)) ~ N(0, N3) with the noise covariance matrices

1 +1/2 4/3  F1/2
Ny =o; / , Nf =52 / / . (4.43)

+1/2  4/3 S E= T R
(See Appendix A in Ref. [100] for more details.) Here, the variance o2 is given by o2 =
kAt = k/g. The noise covariance matrices N (‘; and N ; are used for the SUM gate and N
and N, are used for the inverse-SUM gate. If there are idling modes during the application
of the SUM or the inverse-SUM gates on some other pairs of modes, we assume that the
idling modes undergo independent Gaussian random displacement errors Np,[o.] of the

same variance 02 = kAt = k/g, because they should wait for the same amount of time until
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the gates are completed.

Noisy homodyne measurements

Lastly, we model errors in position and momentum homodyne measurements by adding
independent Gaussian random displacement errors Np,[o,,] of the variance 02, = kAt,,
before the ideal homodyne measurements. Here, At,, is the time needed to implement
the homodyne measurements. Also, during the homodyne measurements, we assume that

idling modes are undergoing independent Gaussian random displacement errors of the same

variance 02, = KAt,.

4.2.4 Main results

Let us now rigorously analyze the performance of the surface-GKP code by simulating the
full error correction protocol assuming the noise model described so far. We focus on the
case 0, = 0. = Oy, = 0 where all circuit elements are comparably noisy. However, we
assume that the noise afflicting GKP states oy, is independent of the circuit noise. Since
we have two independent noise parameters oy, and o, the fault-tolerance thresholds would
form a curve instead of a single number. Therefore, instead of exhaustively investigating

the entire parameter space, we consider the following three representative scenarios:
Case I: ogp #0and 0 =0
Case II: oy, =0 and o # 0
Case I1I: ogp, =0 # 0

Then, we find the threshold values for oy, (Case I), o (Case II), and gy, = o (Case
I1I), under which fault-tolerant quantum error correction is possible with the surface-GKP
code. Specifically, we take the distance d surface-GKP code and repeat the (noisy) stabilizer
measurements d times. Then, we construct 3D space-time graphs based on the stabilizer
measurement outcomes and apply a minimum-weight perfect matching decoding algorithm
[139, 140] to perform error correction. Specifically, we use a simple method to compute the

renormalized edge weights of the 3D matching graphs, based on the information obtained
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during GKP-stabilizer measurements. Such graphs are then used to perform MWPM. A
detailed description of our method is given in Subsection 4.2.6. Below, we report the logical
X error rates, which are the same as the logical Z error rates. Logical Y error rates are not
shown since they are much smaller than the logical X and Z error rates.

In Fig. 4.6(a), we consider the case where GKP states are the only noisy components
in the scheme, i.e., 0 = 0 (Case I). We show the performance of the surface-GKP code
when both the additional information from GKP-stabilizer measurements is incorporated
and when it is ignored. When the additional information is incorporated, the logical X
error rate (same as the logical Z error rate) decreases as we increase the code distance d
if og)p is smaller than the threshold value ngp = 0.194 (or if the squeezing of the noisy
GKP state sgip is higher than the threshold value s3, = = 11.2dB). That is, in this case,
fault-tolerant error correction is possible with the surface-GKP code if the squeezing of the
GKP states is above 11.2dB. Note that if the additional information from GKP-stabilizer
measurements is ignored, the threshold squeezing value decreases and logical error rates can
range from one to several orders of magnitude larger for a given ogyy,.

In Fig. 4.6(b), we consider the case where GKP states are noiseless but the other circuit
elements are noisy, i.e., ogkp = 0 (Case II). In this case, if the additional information from
the GKP error correction protocol is incorporated, we can suppress the logical X error rate
(same as the logical Z error rate) to any desired small value by choosing a sufficiently large
code distance d as long as ¢ is smaller than the threshold value o* = 0.09. Note that since
0? = k/g the threshold value o* = 0.09 corresponds to (k/g)* = 8.1 x 1073 = 0.81%, where
k is the photon loss rate and g is the coupling strength of the SUM or the inverse-SUM gates.
That is, fault-tolerant error correction with the surface-GKP code is possible if the SUM
or the inverse-SUM gates can be implemented roughly 120 times faster than the photon
loss processes. Note that if the additional information from GKP-stabilizer measurements
is ignored, the threshold value becomes smaller and logical error rates can range from one
to several orders of magnitude larger for a given o.

Finally in Fig. 4.6(c), we consider the case where the GKP states and the other circuit
elements are comparably noisy, i.e., 0 = ogp, (Case III). In this case, fault-tolerant error

correction is possible if ¢ = oy, is smaller than the threshold value o* = ngp = 0.083. This
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Figure 4.6: [Fig. 6 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] The logical X error rate of the surface-GKP
code for various d when (a) o = 0 (Case I), (b) gxp = 0 (Case II), and (c) 0 = ogip, (Case
III), which is the same as the logical Z error rate. The solid lines represent logical error
rates when information from the GKP-stabilizer measurements is used to renormalize edge
weights in the matching graphs. The dotted lines correspond to the case when information
from GKP-stabilizer measurements is ignored. In all cases, given that og, and o are
below certain fault-tolerance thresholds, the logical X or Z error rates are suppressed to an
arbitrarily small value as we increase the code distance d.
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threshold value corresponds to the GKP squeezing sgkp = 18.6dB and k/g = 6.9 x 1072 =
0.69%. Similarly, as in the previous cases, if the additional information from GKP-stabilizer
measurements is ignored, the threshold value becomes smaller and logical error rates can
range from one to several orders of magnitude larger for a given noise parameter o = ogjp.

For all three cases, we clearly observe that fault-tolerant quantum error correction with
the surface-GKP code is possible despite noisy GKP states and noisy circuit elements,
given that the noise parameters are below certain fault-tolerance thresholds. Recent state-
of-the-art experiments have demonstrated the capability to prepare GKP states of squeezing
between 5.5dB and 9.5dB [81-84], approaching the established squeezing threshold values
Sgkp = 11.2dB.

In circuit QED systems, beam-splitter interactions between two high-Q cavity modes
have been implemented experimentally with x/g ~ 1072, where g is the relevant coupling
strength and x is the photon loss rate [141]. While the same scheme (based on four-wave
mixing processes) may be adapted to realize the SUM or the inverse-SUM gates between
two high-Q cavity modes [142], this scheme will induce non-negligible Kerr nonlinearities
and thus may not be compatible with the GKP qubits which should be operated in the
regime where Kerr nonlinearities are negligible [84]. On the other hand, by using three-
wave mixing elements [143], it would be possible to implement the SUM or the inverse-SUM
gates between two high-Q cavity modes in a way that is not significantly limited by Kerr
nonlinearities.

Let us now compare the performance of the surface-GKP code with the usual rotated sur-
face code implemented by bare qubits such as transmon qubits. Assuming a full circuit-level
depolarizing noise (both for single- and two-qubit gates), it was numerically demonstrated
that fault-tolerant quantum error correction is possible with the rotated surface code if the
physical error rate is below the threshold p* = 1.2% [144]. Note that such a high threshold
value was obtained by introducing 3D space-time correlated edges (see Figs. 3 and 4 in Ref.
[144]) and fully optimizing the renormalized edge weights based on the noise parameters.

Our circuit-level noise model (in terms of shift errors) is quite different from the depolar-
izing noise model considered in typical qubit-based fault-tolerant error correction schemes.

Moreover, we also introduce non-Gaussian resources, i.e., GKP states in our scheme. There-

167



fore, our results cannot be directly compared with the results in Ref. [144]. We neverthe-
less point out that we obtain comparable threshold values (r/g)* = 0.81% (Case II) and
(k/g)* = 0.69% (Case III) where x is the photon loss rate and ¢ is the coupling strength
of the two-mode gates. We stress that we do not introduce 3D space-time correlated edges
and provide a simple method for computing the renormalized edge weights. In particular,
3D space-time correlated edges are not necessary in our case with the surface-GKP code.
This is because any shift errors that are correlated due to two-mode gates will not cause
any Pauli errors to GKP qubits nor trigger syndrome GKP qubits incorrectly, as long as the
size of the correlated shifts is smaller than /7 /2, which is the case below the fault-tolerance
thresholds computed above.

We also point out that in general, topological codes without leakage reduction units [145]
are not robust against leakage errors that occur when a bare qubit state is excited and falls
out of its desired two-level subspace [145-148]. In the case of the surface-GKP code, leakage
errors do occur as well because each bosonic mode may not be in the desired two-level GKP
code subspace. However, the surface-GKP code is inherently resilient to such leakage errors
(and thus does not require leakage reduction units) since GKP-stabilizer measurements will
detect and correct such events. Indeed, in our simulation of the surface-GKP code, leakage
errors continuously occur due to shift errors, but the established fault-tolerance thresholds
are nevertheless still favorable since GKP-stabilizer measurements prevent the leakage errors
from propagating further.

We lastly remark that the logical X or Z error rates in Fig. 4.6 decrease very rapidly as
ogkp and o approach zero in the case of the surface-GKP code. This is again because the
GKP code can correct any shift errors of size less than /7 /2 and therefore the probability
that a Pauli error occurs in a GKP qubit (at the end of GKP-stabilizer measurements)
becomes exponentially small as o4, and o approach zero. More precisely, at the end of
each GKP-stabilizer measurement, a bulk data GKP qubit undergoes a Pauli X or Z error
with probability

59
perr( 5ngp + §JZ>’ (4.44)
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Figure 4.7: [Fig. 7 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Visualization of the function pe (o) (blue).
The asymptotic expression pasy(0) = (v/802/7) exp[—7/(802)] is represented by the yellow
dashed line. perr(0) and pasy(o) agree well with each other in the o < 1 limit.

where peyr(0) is defined in Eq. (4.29). Here, the variance 5U§kp + (59/3)0? was carefully
determined by thoroughly keeping track of how circuit-level noise propagates during stabi-
lizer measurements (see also Subsection 4.2.6). As can be seen from Fig. 4.7, perr(0) agrees
well with the asymptotic expression pasy(0) = (V802 /7) exp[—7/(80?)] in the o < 1 limit.
Thus, perr(0) decreases exponentially as o goes to zero.

Similarly, the probability that a bulk surface code stabilizer measurement yields an

incorrect measurement outcome is given by

116
pere ({703 + —5-0%), (4.45)

and decays exponentially as o4, and o approach zero. Therefore, if the circuit-level noise
of the physical bosonic modes is very small to begin with, GKP codes will locally provide
a significant noise reduction. In this case, the overall resource overhead associated with
the next level of global encoding will be modest since a small-distance surface code would
suffice. Therefore in this regime, the surface-GKP code may be able to achieve the same
target logical error rate in a more hardware-efficient way than the usual surface code. How-
ever, since this regime requires high quality GKP states, the additional resource overhead

associated with the preparation of such high quality GKP states should also be taken into
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account for a comprehensive resource estimate. We leave such an analysis to future work.

4.2.5 Comparison with previous works

Here, we compare the results obtained in our work with previous works in Refs. [101—
105]. Firstly, Refs. [102, 104] considered the toric-GKP code and computed fault-tolerance
thresholds for both code capacity and phenomenological noise models. In particular, the
phenomenological noise models used in these works describe faulty syndrome extraction
procedures (due to finitely-squeezed ancilla GKP states) in a way that does not take into
account the propagation of the relevant shift errors. More specifically, in Figs. 1, 2, and 7 in
Ref. [104], shift errors are manually added in the beginning of each stabilizer measurement
measurement and right before each homodyne measurement. Therefore, this phenomeno-
logical noise model can be understood as a model for homodyne detection inefficiencies
while assuming ideal ancilla GKP states. In other words, the fault-tolerance threshold val-
ues established in Ref. [104] (i.e., of = 0.235 and o} = 0.243; see Fig. 12 therein) do not
accurately represent the tolerable noise in the ancilla GKP states since the noise propaga-

tion was not thoroughly taken into account. Thus, these threshold values can only be taken

*

as a rough upper bound on Ogkp

and cannot be directly compared with the threshold values
obtained in our work. Note also that the threshold values in Ref. [104] were computed for
the toric code which has a different threshold compared to the rotated surface code [21].
On the other hand, in our work we assume that every GKP state supplied to the
error correction chain has a finite squeezing and we comprehensively take into account

the propagation of such shift errors through the entire error correction circuit. By doing

S0, we accurately estimate the tolerable noise in the finitely-squeezed ancilla GKP states by

*

okp- Related, we stress that when the noise propagation is taken into account,

computing o
detailed scheduling and design of the syndrome extraction circuits become very crucial and
we carefully designed the circuits in a way that mitigates the adverse effects of the noise
propagation (see Fig. 4.5).

Moreover, we also consider photon loss and heating errors occurring continuously during

the implementation of the SUM and inverse-SUM gates. Thus, we establish fault-tolerance

thresholds for the strength of the two-mode coupling relative to the photon loss rate and
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Case I (0 =0) Method O kep Sgkp Post-selection?
Ref. [101] Concatenated codes (MB) | 0.067 20.5dB NO
Ref. [103] 3D cluster state (MB) 0.228 9.8dB YES
Ref. [105] 3D cluster state (MB) 0.273 8.3dB YES
Refs. [102, 104] Toric-GKP code (GB) N/A N/A NO
Our work Surface-GKP code (GB) 0.194 11.2dB NO

Table 4.1: [Table 1 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Threshold values for the squeezing of
GKP states for fault-tolerant quantum error correction. Here, we compare the established
threshold values obtained by assuming that GKP states are the only noisy components in
the error correction circuit (i.e., Case I). MB stands for measurement-based and GB stands

for gate-based. d is the distance of the code. For the results on the toric-GKP code, ngp and

sgkp are not available because in the results were obtained by assuming a phenomenological
noise model that does not take into account the propagation of shift errors through the
entire error correction circuit. That is, the threshold values established in [Phys. Rev. A
99, 032344 (2019)] using the toric-GKP code (i.e., o = 0.235 and oj = 0.243 see Fig. 12
therein) do not accurately quantify the tolerable noise in the ancilla GKP states. Instead,

og can only be taken as a rough upper bound on O-;kp (see the main text for more details).

demonstrate that fault-tolerant quantum error correction with the surface-GKP code is
possible in more general scenarios. We also remark that Ref. [104] used a minimum-energy
decoder based on statistical-mechanical methods in the noisy regime whereas we provide a
simple method for computing renormalized edge weights to be used in a MWPM decoder.

Secondly, Refs. [101, 103, 105] considered measurement-based quantum computing with
GKP qubits and did establish fault-tolerance thresholds for the squeezing of the GKP states.
Assuming that GKP states are the only noisy components (i.e., Case I), Ref. [101] found the
squeezing threshold value s’g*kp = 20.5dB, and Refs. [103] and [105] later brought the value
down to sgkp = 9.8dB and sgkp = 8.3dB, respectively. Notably, the squeezing thresholds
found in Refs. [103, 105] are more favorable than the squeezing threshold found in our
work, ie., sy, = 11.2dB (see Fig. 4.6(a)). In this regard, we remark that the favorable
threshold values obtained in Refs. [103, 105] rely on the use of post-selection. That is, each

GKP measurement succeeds with probability strictly less than unity and thus the overall

success probability would decrease exponentially as the system size d increases. On the
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other hand, we do not discard any measurement outcomes and thus our scheme succeeds
with unit probability for any distance d. Therefore, our scheme with the surface-GKP code
deterministically suppresses errors exponentially with the code distance as long as oy, and
o are below the threshold values. The differences between our work and the previous works

are summarized in Table 4.1.

4.2.6 Simulation details

Here, we provide detailed step-by-step descriptions of the simulation of the surface-GKP

code that we used to obtain the main results in Fig. 4.6.

GKP stabilizer measurements

Consider the distance-d surface-GKP code consisting of d?> data GKP qubits. Each data
GKP qubit is stabilized by the two GKP stabilizers Sﬂgk) = expli2/7qx] and S’ng) =
exp|—i2y/7py] where k € {1,---,d?}. In the first step of GKP-stabilizer measurements
(left in Fig. 4.8), Ac(lk) (S}(}k)) stabilizers are measured for odd (even) k. In the second step
(right in Fig. 4.8), on the other hand, Sék) (S’ék)) stabilizers are measured for odd (even)
k. Note that we alternate between Sq and S’p measurements in a checkerboard pattern in
order to balance the position and momentum quadrature noise.

Let féj and f;? (5(‘14 and f;j‘) be the data (ancilla) position and momentum quadrature
noise, where

eD = (P ... ’g(ngQ))

)

51? = (é—[()Dl)’ e agl(ngQ))v

£A = (g(Al)v e 7€¢(1Ad2))7

A _ (glAD) .. (Ad2)), (4.46)

7 Sp
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Step 1: Sf,k) (S,(,k)) measurement for odd (even) k Step 2: Sl(,k) (Sf,")) measurement for odd (even) k

Figure 4.8: [Fig. 8 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Measurement of the GKP stabilizers for
d = 3. See also Fig. 4.2(b) and the caption for the definition of each graphical symbol.

In Step 1, we add random shift errors occurring during the GKP state preparation as follows:

(ng) « géDk) + randG(o?),

& g7 + randG(o?),

5(5‘4’“) — randG(agkp),

g« randG(od,), (4.47)
for k € {1,--- ,d*} where randG(V') generates a random vector sampled from a multivariate

Gaussian distribution N (0, V') with zero mean and the covariance matrix V. Then, due to

the SUM and the inverse-SUM gates, the quadrature noise vectors are updated as follows.

(679, €41 = (P 0+ € + randG (o

(€7, €M) (67 — €™, €M) + randG (o7

173

1 1/2)
12 4/3]7

4/3  —1/2
)

, (4.48)
~1/2 1



for odd & ( Aék) stabilizer measurement) and

4/3  —1/2
(EDR) LAYy ¢ (£(DR) _ g(an) g(ak)) +randG<02 / / )’
—12 1
112
(6629, 66M) (6P, €fM) + £{P) + randG (o / ). (4.49)
1/2 4/3

for even k (S'Z(jk) stabilizer measurement). Due to the noise before (or during) the homodyne

measurement, the noise vectors are updated as

&7 < &7 + randG(o?),
&7 g7 + randG(o?),
& < & + randG(o?),

f(Ak <—§Ak + randG(o?), (4.50)

for all k € {1,---,d?}. Then, through the homodyne measurement and the error correction

process, the data noise vectors are transformed as

(50, 152

Rs(z)=2z-—s {f + ,J. (4.53)

In Step 2, Sy k) (Sy (k )) stabilizers are measured for odd (even) k instead of S’(gk) (S’ék)).
Thus, the noise vectors are updated similarly as in Eqs. (4.47)—(4.52), except that Eqs.
(4.48) and (4.51) (Egs, (4.49) and (4.52)) are applied when k is even (odd) instead of when

k is odd (even).
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Surface code stabilizer measurements

Recall that there are d’ = (d? — 1)/2 Z-type and X-type syndrome GKP qubits that are
used to measure the surface code stabilizers. Let qu and fpz ({f and 55( ) be the position
and momentum noise vectors of the Z-type (X-type) syndrome GKP qubits, where

qu ( (SZl)7 T 75(3Zd,))7
gpz = (é’éZl)? e 7£;Zd,))7
£Z]X = (§¢(]X1)7 e aéngd/))7

g;( = ( I()Xl)j... (Xd')y (4.54)

7 Sp

Note that the SUM and the inverse-SUM gates for the syndrome extraction are executed
in four time steps (see Steps 3,4,5,6 in Fig. 4.9). Let Z1(k), -, Zs(k) (X1(k), -, Xa(k))
be the label of the data GKP qubit that the k" Z-type (X-type) syndrome GKP qubit is
coupled with in Steps 3,---,6. (If the syndrome GKP qubit is idling, the value is set to be

zero). For example when d = 3, Z;(k) and X, (k) are given by

Zi(1) =1, Z1(2) =3, Z1(3) =5, Z1(4) =0,

X1(1) =2, X1(2) = 0, X1(3) = 8, X1(4) = 6, (4.55)

representing the connectivity between the syndrome and the data GKP qubits in Step 3.
Due to the shift errors occurring during the preparation of GKP states, the noise vectors

are updated as follows:

&7 = &7 + randG(o?),
& < g7 + randG(o?),

§,§Z€) — randG(agkp),

fz(,ze) — randG(ang),

§§X2) — randG(02,),

gkp
51(7)“) +— randG(agkp), (4.56)

175



Step 3: Surface code stabilizer measurement (1/4)  Step 4: Surface code stabilizer measurement (2/4)

Figure 4.9: [Fig. 9 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Measurement of the surface code stabilizers
for d = 3.

for k € {1,---,d*} and ¢ € {1,---,d'}. In Step 3, the SUM gates transform the noise

vectors as
( gDzl(Z)),géze)) - (géDzl(Z)),&gZE) +£(gDZ1(€))) +randG(g2 1/2 )’
1/2 4/3
(éDZl(Z)),gz()ZZ)) - (gépzl(e)) _ Zgze),gl()zz))Jr]rade(az 4/3  —1/2 )7 (457)
-1/2 1
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for all £ € {1,--- ,d'} if Z1(¢) # 0 and

géZf) - géze) + randG(o?),

€70+ €079 4 randG(o?), (4.58)

if Z1(¢) = 0. Similarly,

4/3 1/2
(géDxl(f)),géxe)) « (S((IDXI(Z)) + (SC(IXK),géXf)) + randG (02 )>
1/2 1
1 —1/2
(EPX1(0) (X0 o (£(DX1(0) £(XO) _ e(DX1(0)) 4 randG (02 >, (4.59)
—1/2  4/3
for all £ € {1,--- ,d'} if X1(¢) # 0 and
50 €50 4 randG(o?),
51(7X€) - 5}())(@) + randG(0?), (4.60)

if X1(¢) = 0. Since there are idling data GKP qubits, the data noise vectors are updated as

470 ¢ P + randio),

E;Dk) — 51(,Dk) + randG(o?), (4.61)

only for k such that Z;(¢) # k and X1(¢) # k for all £ € {1,--- ,d'}.

In Step 4, the SUM gates between the Z-type syndrome GKP qubits and data GKP
qubits transform the noise vectors in the same way as in Eqgs. (4.57) and (4.58) except that
Z1(¢) is replaced by Z(¢). However, since the X-type syndrome GKP qubits are coupled

with the data GKP qubits through inverse-SUM gates instead of SUM gates, the noise
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vectors are then updated as

(EPX2(0) ¢(XO)  (¢(DXa(0) —§§X@,€§X©)+rand(}<g2 4/3  —1/2 )7
~1/2 1
1/2
(@(}DXQ(E)), 5}(7)“)) « (élgDXﬂ@))’ 1()XZ) + éf]gDXz(Z))) + randG (02 )’ (4.62)
1/2 4/3
for all £ € {1,--- ,d'} if Xo(¢) #0 and
{éXf) — §(§X£) + randG(o?),
€0 XD 4 randG(a?), (4.63)

if Xo(¢) = 0, instead of as in Egs. (4.59) and (4.60). Due to the idling data GKP qubits,
the noise vectors are further updated as in Eq. (4.61) only for k such that Z3(¢) # k and
Xo(l) £k forall ¢ € {1,---,d'}.

Note that in Step 5 and Step 6, the X-type syndrome GKP qubits are coupled with
the data GKP qubits via inverse-SUM gates and SUM gates, respectively. Therefore, in
Step 5, the noise vectors are updated in the same way as in Step 4, except that Z(¢) and
Z5(¢) are replaced by Z3(¢) and X3(¢). On the other hand, in Step 6, the noise vectors
are updated in the same way as in Step 3, except that Z;(¢) and X;(¢) are replaced by
Z4(¢) and X4(¢). Due to the noise before (or during) the homodyne measurement, the noise

vectors are updated as

§§Dk) — §éDk) + randG (o?),
PR (PR 4 randG(o?),
%9 « €29 4 randG(o?),
€79 « (%9 4 randG(o?),
XD+ €X9 4 randG(o?),

XD+ €lX0 4 randG(o?), (4.64)
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for all k € {1,--- ,d?*} and £ € {1,--- ,d'}. Then, through the homodyne measurement, we

measure &SZ‘Z) and 5,(,)“) modulo 2,/7 and assign stabilizer values as

,

Zl
1R (&) < Va2

SY :
7t
|1 R a( SN > V)2

+1 R 567 < v7/2

(X0)

St()?(— )
-1 |R5:(& ) > /2

(4.65)

for all £ € {1,---,d'}. Rs(2) is defined in Eq. (4.53).

Construction of three-dimensional space-time graphs

Now we construct 3D space-time graphs to which we will apply a minimum-weight perfect
matching decoding algorithm. The overall structure is as follows: Since each stabilizer
measurement can be faulty, we repeat the noisy stabilizer measurement cycle d times. Then,
we perform another round of ideal stabilizer measurement cycle assuming that all circuit
elements and supplied GKP states are noiseless. The reason for adding the extra noiseless
measurement cycle is to ensure that the noisy states are restored back to the code space so
we can later conveniently determine whether the error correction succeed or not. Then, the
Z-type and the X-type 3D space-time graphs are constructed to represent the outcomes of
d + 1 rounds of stabilizer measurement cycles. These space-time graphs will then be used
to decode the Z-type and the X-type syndrome measurement outcomes.

We first construct the Z-type and X-type 2D space graphs as in Fig. 4.10. Each bulk
vertex of the 2D space graph corresponds to a syndrome GKP qubit and each bulk edge
corresponds to a data GKP qubit. Note also that there are boundary vertices (squares
in Fig. 4.10) that do not correspond to any syndrome GKP qubits and the corresponding
boundary edges (blue lines in Fig. 4.10) that are not associated with any data GKP qubits.
Therefore, the boundary edge weighs are always set to be zero.

Then, we associate each 2D space graph with one round of stabilizer measurement cycle.

So, there are d + 1 2D space graphs and these 2D space graphs are stacked up together by
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Z-type graph X-type graph

Figure 4.10: [Fig. 10 in PRA 101, 012316 (2020)] Z-type and X-type 2D space graphs for
the surface-GKP code with d = 5. These 2D graphs will be stacked up to construct Z-type
and X-type 3D space-time graphs.

introducing vertical edges that connect the same vertices in two adjacent 2D space graphs
(corresponding to two adjacent stabilizer measurement rounds). Below, we discuss in detail
how the bulk edge weights are assigned.

We start by initializing the data position and momentum noise vectors to a zero vector:

2
g(JD:( (ng)a"' 7€¢§Dd )) - (0; 70);

5;? —( jgm), o (Dd2)) =(0,---,0). (4.66)

7 >p

These data noise vectors are fed into Step 1 of GKP-stabilizer measurement as described in
Eqgs. (4.47)-(4.50). Let w¥ (k) and w# (k) be the horizontal edge weights of the Z-type and
X-type graphs corresponding to the & data GKP qubit (k € {1,---,d?}). Then, while

updating the data position and momentum noise vectors as prescribed in Egs. (4.51) and

180



(4.52), we assign the horizontal edge weights as

,

—~log, (ply/02%, + 22| (R /(6"))) round 1

wi (k) 4 - log, (plo ¥ (k; d))] (Rﬁ(ﬁéAk)))) round 2 to round d

—logy (p[\/(JZ (k;d))? — gkp o2 (Rf(g(Ak)))) round d + 1

\

(4.67)
for odd k£ and
—logy (ply /o2, + 2o (R (&™) round 1
wi (k) ¢ - logy (plo ¥ (k; d)](Rf(g(Ak)))) round 2 to round d
~log, (p[\/(JX(k: )2 — 0%, — o2 (R (65)))  round d + 1
(4.68)

for even k if the additional GKP information is used. Here, we use ft(]A and §p ) that are
obtained after applying Eq. (4.50). per(0) and p[o](z) are defined in Eqs. (4.29) and (4.30)
and Rs(z) is defined in Eq. (4.53). On the other hand, if the additional GKP information

is not used, we assign the horizontal edge weights as

,

— log, (perr( gkp + 10 02)) round 1

wi (k) + 4§ - logy (Perr (07 (k3 d))) round 2 to round d»  (4.69)

—log, ( err(\/(az (k;d))? — gkp — %02)) round d + 1

for odd k and

—logy ( err( ngp + 13002)) round 1

wi (k) + ¢ - logy (Perr (0% (k; d))) round 2 to round d»  (4.70)

—log; ( err(\/(ax(k d))? — gkp —¥6?)) round d+1
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for even k. Here, of (k;d) and of(k;d) are defined as

402, + 5252 k-l coy
g T3 ¢ kedZ+1
4ngp 53802 % €27 +1
\
o} (ks d) = 402, + %02 Eeazi1 :
ke dZ
402+ 0% Leaz
5Jgkp 539 o2 otherwise
402, + 852 ke2Z+1
sk 3 ke{l,--,d}
55
4ngp 5 0?2 ke?2Z
o (k;d) = 402+ Bo? ke2Z+1 : (4.71)
he{d—d+1,-- ,d2)
52
4ngp + 30?2 ke2Z
5ngp 59 S 02 otherwise

We remark that we have carefully determined o (k; d) and & (k; d) by thoroughly keeping
tracking of how the circuit-level noise propagates

Then, moving on to Step 2 of GKP-stabilizer measurement, we update the noise vectors
as described in Eq. (4.47)—(4.50), except that Eqs. (4.48) and (4.49) are applied for even
and odd k (instead of odd and even k), respectively. Similarly as above, while updating
the data position and momentum noise vectors as prescribed in Egs. (4.51) and (4.52), we

assign the horizontal edge weights as

Jggklo + 2*??02} (Rﬁ(ftgAk)))) round 1

—logy (P

wi (k) 4 - logy (plo¥ (k; d)](R\/;r(&(,Ak)))) round 2 to round d s

—log, (p[\/(og(k‘; d))? — 2J§kp Do2] (Rﬁ( f,Ak)))) round d + 1

(4.72)
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for even k and

)
—logy (ply/202, + 2*3?02](R\/;(f;(f‘k)))) round 1

wi (k) - logy (plo (k; d)](R\/;r(fg(,Ak)))) round 2 to round d >

—log, (p[\/(ag(k:; d))? — 2U§kp — 252] (R x( ;,(,Ak)))) round d + 1

(4.73)

for odd k if the additional GKP information is used. Here, we use féAk) and §1§,Ak) that are
obtained after applying Eq. (4.50). If on the other hand the additional GKP information

is not used, we assign the horizontal edge weights as

p

—logy (Pert 20§kp + 2?7002)) round 1

wy (k) < — log, (perr (Jg(k:; d))) round 2 to round d»  (4.74)

—log, (perr(\/(ag(k:; d))? — 20§kp — 23—002)) round d + 1

for even k£ and

- log2 (perr( Qngp + 2:700'2)) round 1
w)h(r(k) — § —log, (perr (O')I}I(k; d))) round 2 to round d »  (4.75)

- 10g2 (perr(\/(g)}g(k?; d))2 - 20'2 - 23*00'2)) round d + 1

for odd k. This way, all the horizontal edge weights are assigned.

Vertical edge weights are assigned during surface code stabilizer measurements: We
follow Steps 3-6 of surface code stabilizer measurements and update the noise vectors as
described in Eqs. (4.56)—(4.64). Let w (£) and wY (¢) be the vertical edge weights of the
Z-type and X-type 3D space-time graphs corresponding to the /" Z-type and X-type

syndrome qubit. Then, after assigning the stabilizer values as in Eq. (4.65), we further
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assign the vertical edge weights as follows:

wy (0)  —log, (ploy (6;d)] (R (7)),

w¥ (0) + —logy (plok (6 d)] (R 7(£55M))), (4.76)

while in rounds 1 to d for all £ € {1,--- ,d' = (d*—1)/2}, if the additional GKP information
is used. Here, we use &ng) and §I(JXk) that are obtained after applying Eq. (4.64) and o (¢; d)

and o (¢;d) are defined as

4o+ Fo? Le2d"Z+1
702+ 1902 (e2d"Z+d" +1
o)=YV = :
4o+ G0 Le€2d"Z
702+ U652 otherwise
{ ngp 3 (o TWI1

402 4 36 € 2d"7 + d"

gkp

1
)
no

402 +Bo2 (ec2d'Z+d +1
o\ (0:d) = g 8 . (4.77)

Tol, + 150% (e2d'Z
7U§kp + %02 otherwise

Similarly as above, we have carefully determined o, (¢;d) and o (¢;d) by thoroughly keep-
ing track of how the circuit-level noise propagates. If on the other hand the additional GKP

information is not used, we assign the vertical edge weights as

%4
Z
w¥ (£) « —logy (per (X (£;d))). (4.78)

This way, all the vertical edge weights are assigned and thus we are left with the complete
Z-type and X-type 3D space-time graphs with all the horizontal and vertical edge weights

assigned.
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Minimum-weight perfect matching

Now, given the 3D space-time graphs, the correction is determined by using a minimum-

weight perfect matching decoding algorithm. More specifically, we do the following:

1. Simulate d rounds of noisy stabilizer measurements followed by one round of ideal
stabilizer measurements and construct the Z-type and X-type 3D space-time graphs

as described above.

2. Highlight all vertices whose assigned stabilizer value is changed from the previous
round. If the number of highlighted vertices is odd, highlight a boundary vertex.

Thus, the number of highlighted vertices is always even.

3. For all pairs of highlighted Z-type (X-type) vertices, find the path with the minimum
total weight. Then, save the minimum total weight and all edges in the path. Then,
we are left with a Z-type (X-type) complete graph of highlighted vertices, where
the weight of the edge (v, w) is given by the minimum total weight of the path that

connects v and w.

4. Apply the minimum-weight perfect matching algorithm [139, 140] on the Z-type (X-
type) complete graph of highlighted vertices. For all matched pairs of Z-type (X-type)
vertices, highlight all the Z-type (X-type) edges contained in the path that connects

the matched vertices.

5. Suppress all vertical edges and project the Z-type (X-type) 3D space-time graph onto
the 2D plane. For each Z-type (X-type) horizontal edge, count how many times it was
highlighted. If it is highlighted even times, do nothing. Otherwise, apply the Pauli
correction operator ngp (ngp) to the corresponding data GKP qubit. Equivalently,

update the quadrature noise as §éDk) — &ng) + 7 ( };Dk) — 51(,Dk) + /7).

(D1)

2
Once the correction is done, we are left with the data noise vectors 55 =& &ng ))
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and €0 = (&{PV, ... &lP)). Define

d2
1
total(ﬁé)) =—— ch(le)7
VTS
1 &
total(fll))) = —— §}(,Dk). (4.79)
VTS

Then, we determine that there is

,

logical X total(qu) =odd & total(pr) = even

logical Z  total(¢l’) = even & total(¢Y) = odd (4.80)

logical Y total(ff) =odd & total(ng) = odd

error. Otherwise if both total(éqD ) and total(ﬁl? ) are even, there is no logical error.

We use the Monte Carlo method to compute the logical X, Y, Z error probability. In Fig.
4.6, we plot the logical X error probability obtained from 10,000-100,000 samples, which
is the same as the logical Z error probability. The number of samples is determined such

that statistical fluctuations are negligible.

4.3 Open questions

Note that we modeled noisy GKP states by applying an incoherent random shift error
N[Bs](0gkp), similarly as in Refs. [101, 103, 105]. While we use this noise model for theo-
retical convenience and justify it by using a twirling argument (similar to the justification
of a depolarizing error model for multi-qubit QEC), we remark that it is not practical to
use the twirling operation in realistic situations. This is because the twirling operation
increases the average photon number of the GKP states, whereas in practice it is desirable
to keep the photon number bounded below a certain cutoff. Therefore, an interesting direc-
tion for future work would be to see if one can implement the stabilizer measurements in
Figs. 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 in a manner that prevents the average photon number from diverging

as we repeat the stabilizer measurements. It will be especially crucial to keep the average
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photon number under control when each bosonic mode suffers from dephasing errors and/or
undesired nonlinear interactions such as Kerr nonlinearities.

Given such stabilizer measurement schemes, it will be ideal to analyze the performance
of the surface-GKP code by assuming the noise model with a coherent random shift errors,

ie.,

[Vgkp) ¢ exp[—A%7][Ygi). (4.81)

A modular subsystem decomposition formalism [137] has recently been proposed as an
efficient way to analyze finitely-squeezed approximate GKP codes. While this formalism has
been used to analyze various single-mode schemes involving finitely-squeezed GKP states
[149, 150], it has not been applied to analyze large-scale and fault-tolerant concatenated
GKP codes. Thus, it will be interesting to see if the modular subsystem decomposition
formalism proves to be useful for analyzing fault-tolerance properties of the GKP codes at
scale.

We also remark that minimum-weight perfect matching is not as good as the maximum
likelihood estimation [18]. In fact, the work in Ref. [104] used the maximum-likelihood
decoding instead of the minimum-weight perfect matching decoding to analyze the perfor-
mance of the toric-GKP code. However, the maximum-likelihood decoding algorithm was
not applied to a full circuit-level noise model in Ref. [104]. In our work [100], on the other
hand, we have used a suboptimal minimum-weight perfect matching decoding algorithm
and considered a full circuit-level noise model. Thus, it will be interesting to see if the
maximum-likelihood decoding algorithm can be adapted to the surface-GKP code for a full
circuit-level noise model.

Lastly, recall that concatenating the GKP with a multi-qubit code is not the most
general approach. Instead, it is possible to define a multi-mode GKP code based on a
general symplectic lattice that cannot be decomposed into a single-mode GKP code and a
multi-qubit error-correcting code [78-80]. Hence, it will be an interesting research direction
to see if we can benefit from such a fundamentally different approach for scaling up the

GKP code.
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Chapter 5

Quantum capacity of (Gaussian

thermal-loss channels

In this chapter, I will present my contributions to the field of quantum communication
theory. The main quantities of interest are quantum capacities of Gaussian thermal-loss
channels. This chapter will be based on my works on upper [113] and lower [151] bounds of
the Gaussian thermal-loss channel capacity. The work in Ref. [113] was done in collaboration
with Dr. Victor Albert and Professor Liang Jiang, and the work in Ref. [151] was done in
collaboration with Professors Stefano Pirandola and Liang Jiang.

Recall the benchmarking results for various single-mode bosonic codes in Fig. 3.2 and
note that the advantage of using an error-corrected bosonic qubit disappears if the excitation
loss probability becomes too large (v 2 0.44). This shows a possibility that there may be
errors that are too noisy to be corrected no matter how good an error correction scheme is.
Even more generally, it indicates that there will be some fundamental limits on the efficiency
of quantum error correction schemes, which are determined solely by how noisy an error
channel is to begin with. The framework of quantum communication theory provides a way
to examine such fundamental aspects of quantum error correction. Specifically, the notion
of quantum capacity is particularly useful for understanding the fundamental performance
limits of quantum error correction.

The main goal of this chapter is to investigate the fundamental aspects of bosonic quan-
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tum error correction via quantum communication-theoretic tools. I will focus on Gaussian
thermal-loss channels because they are good models of realistic quantum communication
channels. In particular, I will study their quantum capacity.

In Section 5.1, I will review the close relation between quantum error correction and the
notion of quantum capacity. In Section 5.2, I will review previous results on the quantum
capacity of bosonic pure-loss channels, a subclass of Gaussian thermal-loss channels. In
Section 5.3, I will present an improved upper bound of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel
capacity using a data-processing argument [113]. In Section 5.4, I will provide the tightest
lower bound of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel capacity and show that higher quantum
communication rates can be achieved than previously believed [151]. I will conclude the

chapter by outlining related open questions in Section 5.5.

5.1 Quantum capacity and quantum error correction

Here, we will review several known quantum communication-theoretic results on the notion
of quantum capacity and its relation to quantum error correction. For a comprehensive and

pedagogic introduction to quantum communication theory, see Refs. [5-8].

5.1.1 Achievable quantum state transmission rate

Let us consider a general noisy quantum communication channel

Nap: ﬁ('HA) — ﬁ('HB), (5.1)

that transmits a quantum state of an information sender A (or Alice) to a receiver B (or
Bob). H 4 and Hp are the Hilbert spaces which Alice and Bob have access to, respectively.
We assume that Alice and Bob are far away from each other and therefore it is not possible
to directly implement an entangling quantum operation on the joint system of Alice and
Bob H4 ® Hp. Instead, we assume that these two systems are connected only via the noisy
channel N4_,g. On the other hand, we assume that Alice and Bob can implement any local

quantum operations on their own Hilbert spaces that they have access to.
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Note that a quantum state that Alice sends will be corrupted by the noisy channel A" and
thus Bob will receive a noisy state that does not faithfully carry the quantum information
Alice intended to transmit. Therefore, it is essential to use quantum error correction if
Alice and Bob want to achieve reliable quantum communication despite the channel noise.
To implement quantum error correction, Alice has to encode her quantum state through an

error—correcting code, or an encoding map
. QN
gAg—)AN . E(HAO) — E(HA ) (52)

Here, H 4 is the Hilbert space associated with Alice’s local quantum memory which hosts the
quantum states that Alice wants to faithfully transmit to Bob. Note that we are considering
a general encoding scheme where Alice encodes her quantum information collectively to NV
channel inputs ’H%N =Ha, @ ®@Ha, that she has access to. AN is an abbreviation for

Aj--- An. Thus, if Alice wants to send a state p € D(H 4), she inputs an encoded

Eayoran () (5.3)

to her channel inputs. Here, D(H) = {p € L(H)|p = p' = 0,Tr[p] = 1} is the space of
density matrices associated with the Hilbert space H.

Then, the encoded state €4, , 4~ (p) is sent to Bob through N noisy channels
NN an s LOHEN) = LHEY). (5.4)
Thus, Bob receives a noisy state
(NEN) an v - Eagan (D). (5.5)

To recover the quantum information that Alice intended to send, Bob has to perform a

recovery map

Rpn_p,  LHEY) = L(Hp,) (5.6)
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when he registers the received state in the N channel outputs /H%N to his local quantum

memory Hp,. Then, Bob is left with a state

RBN—>BO ! (N®N)AN—>BN : €A0—>AN (/5) (5'7)

o

Thus, through the encoding and the recovery maps £ and R, Alice and Bob perform quan-
tum error correction.

Ideally, the final state ¢ should be identical to the input state p for any p € D(Ha).
Suppose that this is indeed the case and assume dim(H4) = dim(Hp) = d. Then, we say

that Alice and Bob achieved a quantum state transmission rate
1

This rate quantifies the number of qubits per channel use that are reliably transmitted from
Alice to Bob. In general, however, the final state & is not exactly the same as the input
state p, and there is always some small residual error € for any finite number of channel
uses N < oo. If the encoding and recovery maps are well designed, this residual error
is suppressed to an arbitrarily small value by increasing the number of channel uses N.
Incorporating this general case, achievable quantum state transmission rate of a pair of an

encoding map and a recovery map (€, R) is defined as follows:

Definition 4 (Achievable quantum state transmission rate). Consider a noisy chan-
nel Nap : L(Ha) = L(Hp) from Alice to Bob, and a pair of an encoding map and a

recovery map (£, R) where

Epgsan + L(Hay) = LIHGN),

Rpy g, : LOHEY) = L(Hp,). (5.9)

Let d be the dimension of the Hilbert spaces Ha, and Ha,, i.e., d = dim(Ha) = dim(Hp).

Then, we say that the pair of the encoding and the recovery operations (€, R) is an (N, R —
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J,€) quantum communication code if the following conditions are satisfied:

1
Nlogzd:R—(S,

6= pli < e for all p & Ha, (5.10)

where & is defined as

o= RBNHBO ) (N®N)ANHBN ) gAOHAN (P)- (5.11)

Then we say the pair of the encoding and the recovery maps (£,R) achieves a quantum
state transmission rate R against a channel N, if § and € can be made arbitrarily small as
we increase the number of channel uses indefinitely, i.e., as N — oco. This way, the rate R

quantifies the number of qubits per channel use that are reliably sent from Alice to Bob.

5.1.2 Quantum capacity

Note that the achievable quantum state transmission rate R depends on the encoding and

the recovery maps £ and R, and the noisy channel N i.e.,
R=R(E,R;N). (5.12)

Given a noisy channel NV, we will achieve a higher rate if we choose a better pair of encoding
and the recovery maps, or a better quantum error correction scheme. Thus, the achievable
rate R(E,R; N') characterizes the efficiency of a quantum error correction scheme (€, R)
against a noisy channel A. Then, we define the quantum capacity of a channel N as

follows:

Definition 5 (Quantum capacity of a quantum channel). Let N be a quantum chan-

nel. The quantum capacity Q(N) of a quantum channel N is defined as

Co(N) Er?%g(R(é',R;N), (5.13)

the maximum achievable quantum state transmission rate by using an optimal choice of an
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encoding map and a recovery map. Note that the quantum capacity Q(N') depends only
on the channel N'. Thus, the quantum capacity of a quantum channel characterizes the

channel’s intrinsic information-transmission capability.

5.1.3 Coherent information and quantum capacity

While the operational meaning of the quantum capacity is clear, it is not yet clear how
we can evaluate this quantity. We can in principle compute the quantum capacity by
comprehensively optimizing the achievable rate R over all possible quantum error correction
schemes (£, R). However, such an optimization is not generally feasible in practice. Luckily,
however, it is possible to quantify the quantum capacity of a quantum channel without
having to optimize over all possible encoding and recovery maps. More specifically, it is
possible to characterize the quantum capacity based solely on an entropic quantity, i.e.,
regularized coherent information [152-154], which does not depend on the encoding and
recovery maps. It is one of the biggest achievements of quantum communication theory.
Generalizing the Shannon entropy in the classical information theory [155], entropy of

a quantum state is defined as

S(p) = ~Tr[plogs . (5.14)

S(p) is also called the von Neumann entropy of a quantum state p. Then, we define a

complementary channel V¢ of a channel N as follows:

Definition 6 (Complementary channel). Let N' = N4_,p be a quantum channel. The

channel Na_,g can be dilated as

Noaosp(pa) = Tre[Uappe(ia @ [0)012) T 4yl (5.15)

where E is an environment, |0)(0|g is a pure state, and Usp—pE is a unitary operation.

Then, a complementary channel N© = N§_, p of a channel N is defined as

N p(pa) = Trep[Uap—pe(pa © 0)(0|) 05 gl (5.16)
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Note that there may be multiple unitary operations Uap—pre that give rise to the
same channel AV 4_, g and thus complementary channels are not unique. However, any two
complementary channels of N4_,p are equivalent to each other up to a unitary operation
on the environment E. Therefore, the von Nuemann entropy of an output state of any
complementary channel of A is the same because the von Nuemann entropy is invariant

under a unitary operation. This means that

S(Nisp(pa)) (5.17)

is well-defined. Then, we define coherent information as follows:

Definition 7 (Coherent information of a quantum channel). The coherent informa-

tion of a channel N with respect to an input state p is defined as
1(N, p) = S(N(p)) — SIN(p))- (5.18)
Then, the one-shot coherent information of a channel N is defined as

QW) = max L(N, p), (5.19)

p

i.e., mazximization of the coherent information I.(N,p) over all input states p. Lastly, the

reqularized coherent information of a channel N is defined as

Qreg(N) = lim iQ(/\/@’N) im lna;mIC(J\/@N, 5). (5.20)
N N

=1
N—oo N—oo
Here, the state p should be optimized over all possible input states to the N channels N®V .

Remarkably, Refs. [152-154] established that the quantum capacity of a quantum chan-

nel equals the channel’s regularized coherent information.

Theorem 8 (Quantum capacity equals regularized coherent information [152—

154]). The quantum capacity Cq(N) of a quantum channel N equals the regularized coher-
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ent information Qreg(N') of the channel:

CQ(N) = Qreg(N)- (5.21)

Note that the regularized coherent information is a purely entropic quantity that does
not depend on any encoding and recovery operations. Nevertheless, it does provide a funda-
mental limit on the ultimate efficiency of quantum error correction schemes. On the other
hand, it is also important to realize that the evaluation of the regularized coherent informa-
tion involves optimization over all input state states p to the N channels. In particular, we
should take the limit of infinitely many channel uses, i.e., N — oo. Therefore, evaluation
of the quantum capacity is still intractable in the most general case [156, 157]. However,
if a channel satisfies a certain special property, evaluation of the channel’s quantum capac-
ity can be made tractable. For example, it is possible to efficiently compute the quantum

capacity of a quantum channel if the channel is degradable of anti-degradable [158-160].

Definition 9 (Degradability or anti-degradability of a quantum channel). A quan-
tum channel N = Na_.p is called degradable if there is a degrading channel Dg_.g such

that

Nig=Dp-E-Nass, (5.22)

i.e., if Bob can simulate the environment’s complementary channel output. Conversely, a

channel is called anti-degradable if there is a degrading channel Dp_,p such that

Nasp = Dgp-Nip, (5.23)

i.e., if the environment can simulate Bob’s channel output.
Then for degradable channels, we have the following desirable properties:

Theorem 10 (Additivity of the coherent information of degradable channels
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[158]). The coherent information of a degradable channel is additive, i.e.,

CoW) = Qreg(N) = QWN), (5.24)

and thus the regularization (i.e., N — c0) is not needed to evaluate the channel’s quantum

capacity.

Theorem 11 (Concavity of the coherent information of degradable channels
[159]). The coherent information of a degradable channel N is concave in the input states

p. That is, for any degradable channel N, we have

I, <N7 prﬁx) > prlc(-/v> ,536)7 (5'25)

for any py such that p, >0 and ) p, = 1.

Theorem 10 shows that evaluation of the one-shot coherent information suffices for
computing the quantum capacity of degradable channels. To evaluate the one-shot coherent
information, we still need to perform the maximization of coherent information over all input
states p (to a single channel). Theorem 10 shows that this a convex minimization problem
which can be solved efficiently [119]. This is because the set of density matrices is convex
and the objective function I.(NV,p) (to be maximized) is concave in the input state p.
Note that concave maximization is equivalent to convex minimization. Thus, the quantum
capacity of degradable channels can be efficiently evaluated. In the case of anti-degradable

channels, the situation is even simpler:

Theorem 12 (Quantum capacity of anti-degradable channels [160]). The quantum

capacity of an anti-degradable channel vanishes, i.e.,
CoWN) =0, (5.26)

for any anti-degradable channel N .
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5.1.4 Superadditivity of coherent information

It is possible that a quantum channel is neither degradable nor anti-degradable. In this
case, the one-shot coherent information does not necessarily equal the quantum capacity.
Indeed, it has been demonstrated that the coherent information may be superadditive for
many non-degradable channels and thus the regularization is essential [161—-170]. For these
channels, only lower and upper bounds of the quantum capacity are known. We remark that
such a superadditivity is a unique feature of quantum communication theory, not present
in its classical counterpart. In Section 5.4, we will demonstrate that similar superadditive
behavior is also observed for the practically relevant Gaussian thermal-loss channels. In
particular, we will show that the coherent information of Gaussian thermal-loss channels is

superadditive with respect to Gaussian input states [151].

5.1.5 Energy-constrained quantum capacity

In the rest of this chapter, we will focus on Gaussian thermal-loss channels which act on
bosonic Hilbert spaces. As previously discussed in the context of benchmarking various
bosonic codes (see Section 3.1), it is important to control the allowed average energy be-
cause bosonic codes with a larger energy generally perform better than the ones with a
smaller energy. This is also true in the context of quantum communication. As we allow
bosonic channels to support more energy (or excitations), the amount of information that
the channels can carry increase. In practice, however, realistic quantum communication
channels are only able to support states that have an average energy that is smaller than a
certain critical value. Thus, if we evaluate the quantum capacity of these channels without
imposing an energy constraint, we will overestimate the channel’s information-transmission
capability. Therefore, to understand the limitations coming from an energy constraint, it is
important to generalize the notion of quantum capacity to energy-constrained scenarios.
In essence, the energy-constrained quantum capacity of a quantum channel equals the
channel’s energy-constrained regularized coherent information. That is, one can compute
the energy-constrained quantum capacity by replacing the optimization over all input states

in the regularized coherent information with an optimization over all input states that satisfy
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a desired energy constraint. For more details see Ref. [171].

5.2 Quantum capacity of bosonic pure-loss channels

With all the necessary facts ready, let us now consider the quantum capacity of a bosonic
pure-loss channel A[n,0] (see Definition 26 for the definition of bosonic pure-loss channels
and Table 2.1 for their various other representations). Note that we used bosonic pure-
loss channels for benchmarking and optimizing single-mode bosonic codes in Chapter 3 due
to their experimental relevance. Note also that bosonic pure-loss channels are a subclass
of Gaussian thermal-loss channels N[, figy] (defined in Definition 25) with 7y, = 0. The
quantum capacity of a general Gaussian thermal-loss channel with 724, # 0 will be considered
in Sections 5.3 and 5.4. Here, we will review the known results on the bosonic pure-loss
channel capacity.

First, we show that a bosonic pure-loss channel is degradable or anti-degradable.

Lemma 13 (Degradability or anti-degradability of bosonic pure-loss channels
[160]). A bosonic pure-loss channel N, 0] with a transmissivity n € (3,1] (or n € [0,1])

is degardable (or anti-degradable).

Proof. A complementary channel A¢[n), 0] of the bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0] is given
by

Ne¢[n, 0] = N1 — n,0]. (5.27)

Thus for n € (%, 1], one can degrade the channel by a degrading map D = N [17777, 0] to get

the complementary channel, i.e.,
c 1— n
Nmm:MmezNPFﬂ]wa (5.28)

and thus the bosonic pure-loss channel [, 0] is degradable if n € (3, 1]. On the other hand

if n € [0, %], one can degrade the complementary channel by a degrading map N [&, 0] to
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get the channel, i.e.,

N, 0] :N[lﬁ—n,o} N1 —n,0], (5.29)

and thus the bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0] is anti-degradable if n € [0, %] [

For n € [0, 3], the quantum capacity of the bosonic pure-loss channel A'[n, 0] vanishes
because the channel is anti-degradable (see Theorem 12). Thus for any loss probability
y=1-n2> %, the bosonic pure-loss channel N[ = 1 —+, 0] does not have any information-
transmission capability. This is related to the fact that the single-mode bosonic codes stop
being useful as the loss probability approaches 50% (see Fig. 3.2).

Forn e (%, 1], the bosonic pure-loss channel is degradable so the one-shot coherent infor-
mation of the channel equals the channel’s quantum capacity (see Theorem 10). However,
we still need to maximize the coherent information I.(N[n,0],5) by optimizing the input

states p.

Lemma 14 (Optimality of Gaussian input states [172]). The coherent information

of a bosonic pure-loss channel N'[n,0] is mazimized by a Gaussian state.

Furthermore, by using the concavity of the coherent information for degradable channels,

we can show that a diagonal state in the Fock basis maximizes the coherent information:

Lemma 15 (Optimality of diagonal states in the Fock basis [113]). Let Nn,0]
be a bosonic pure-loss channel and p = 377F o pmn|m)(n| be an arbitrary bosonic state

represented in the Fock basis. Then, we have

1N, 00,9) < L(N[,0, Y punln) (] ). (5.30)
n=0

Thus, the coherent information of a bosonic pure-loss channel is mazimized by a diagonal

state in the Fock basis.

Proof. Define pg = U[0]p = " pe~" and let p(f) be a probability density function defined

over 6 € [0,2m). Since a bosonic pure-loss channel is degradable, its coherent information
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I.(N[n,0], p) is concave in the input state (see Theorem 11):

27 27
| aspO) LN, 01, ) < L (N0 [ dop(o))- (5.31)
0 0

The rotational invariance of bosonic pure-loss channels implies N1, 0](pg) = U[0]-N[n, 0](p)
and similarly N¢[n,0](pg) = U[A] - N¢[n,0](p). Since quantum entropy is invariant under a
unitary transformation (i.e., H(p) = H(UpU") for a unitary U), we have I.(N[n,0], pg) =
I.(Nn,0], p). The left hand side of Eq. (5.31) is then given by I.(N[n, 0], p) since f027r p(f) =
1. Choosing p(€) to be a flat distribution p(#) = 1/(27), we find

2w . 0 1 2w Bonn 0
/0 dop(0)pe = > 277/0 A0 prnIm) (n] = > paln)(nl, (5.32)
m,n=0 n=0
where we used f027r dfei®(m=n) = 275, to derive the last equality. Plugging Eq. (5.32) into
the right hand side of Eq. (5.31), the lemma follows. [

Putting all these facts together, we can finally determine the energy-constrained quan-

tum capacity of bosonic pure-loss channels.

Theorem 16 (Energy-constrained quantum capacity of bosonic pure-loss chan-
nels). The quantum capacity of a bosonic pure-loss channel N[n,0] subject to an energy

constraint Tr[pn] < 1 is given by

Co=" (N[, 0]) = max |g(nn) — g((1 —n)n),0|, (5.33)
where g(x) is the von Neumann entropy of a thermal state 7(x) =Y o0 #VO (n]:
g(x) = 8(7(z)) = (z + 1) logy(z + 1) — xlogy x. (5.34)

In the infinite-energy limit (i.e., n — 00), we have

n—00 1—

Co(N'[n,0]) = lim CH="(N[y,0]) = max [1og2 (Ln)o} (5.35)
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Proof. Forn € [0, 5], the quantum capacity of the bosonic pure-loss channel N[, 0] vanishes.
For n € (%, 1], combining the results in Lemmas 14 and 15, we find the optimal input
state that maximizes the coherent information of the bosonic pure-loss channel should be a
thermal state, i.e., a Gaussian state that is diagonal in the Fock basis. Thus, we have
n<n o ~
Co ' Win,0) = max I.(Nn, 0], 7(z))

= Oglggﬁ(g(nx) —g((1 =n)x)) = g(nn) — g((1 —n)n). (5.36)

See, e.g., Refs. [173, 174] for the second equality. The last equality follows from the fact
that g(nz) — g((1 — n)x) monotonically increases in z for any n € (3,1]. In the energy-

unconstrained case, by using g(z) = logy(ex) + O(1), we find

CoWn,0]) = lim CA="(Nn,0])

= lim [g(m‘l) —9((1— }
o ) o] ). o

Combining these results with the fact that the quantum capacity vanishes when 7 € [0, %],

the theorem follows. [ |

5.3 Upper bounds of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel ca-
pacity

As shown above, the quantum capacity of a bosonic pure-loss channel is analytically de-
termined thanks to the channel’s degradability or anti-degradability. However, a Gaussian
thermal-loss channel N[, figy] with gy, # 0 is neither degradable nor anti-degradable. Thus,
its coherent information is not necessarily additive and its quantum capacity has not been
analytically determined. Various upper bounds of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel ca-
pacity have been established [113, 174-177]. Here, we present the upper bounds obtained
by using variations of data-processing arguments [113, 176, 177].

A key step towards establishing the data-processing upper bounds is to decompose
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a Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[n, figy] in terms of a bosonic pure-loss channel and a
quantum-limited amplification channel. This decomposition is useful as it allows us to relate
the quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss channel (which we want to evaluate) with

the quantum capacity of a bosonic pure-loss channel (which we understand already).

Lemma 17 (Thermal-loss = Amplification + Pure-loss [113, 176]). A Gaussian
thermal-loss channel N'[n,fiy) can be decomposed into a bosonic pure-loss channel and a

quantum-limited amplification channel as follows:
N[n7 ﬁth] - 'A[G/’ O] ’ NW, 0]7 (538)

where G' and n' are given by

‘= (l—mag+1 and f = L= — T .
G'==nan+1 and n' = 7 T (5.39)

Then, a data-processing argument lets us to upper bound the quantum capacity of the
Gaussian thermal-loss channel N [n, fiy,] by the quantum capacity of the bosonic pure-loss

channel M/, 0].

Theorem 18 (Data-processing bound of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel ca-
pacity [176]). The quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss channel N'[n, fy) subject

to an energy constraint Tr[pn] < n is upper bounded by the following data-processing bound

QT[L)%E (7% ﬁth) 3

CE" (N, ianl) < Q5 (0, 7m) = C=" (N, 0)), (5.40)
where = (1*77)% More explicitly, Q%%ﬁ(n,mh) is given by
n<h,  — nn (1 —n)(hn + 1)
; = — =) . 41
Qpp (M) = max [9((1 T 1) g< =TS ),0] (5.41)
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In the energy-unconstrained case (i.e., n — o0 ), we have

CoWNn, ay)) < ﬁll_{go Q%%ﬁ(m Ny) = max [10g2 <(1 — 77)(777_%}1 ey > , O}. (5.42)

Proof. Since the quantum capacity Cq (N [n, 7ign]) is the maximum achievable quantum state
transmission rate, there exists a set of encoding and recovery channels, denoted by {€, R},
which achieves a rate R = Cg(N[n, 7)) for the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N [n, fig].
Since N'n,un] = A[G',0] - N1/, 0] (see Lemma 17), this implies that the following pair
of encoding and recovery maps {£,R - A[G’,0]} achieves a rate R = Cg(N[n, 7)) for the
bosonic pure-loss channel A[n/,0]. Since an achievable rate R is upper bounded by the
quantum capacity C’ggﬁ(/\/ [n',0]), Eq. (5.40) follows. Eq. (5.42) is derived by taking the

7 — 0o limit and using g(z) = logy(ex) + O(%). m

It has been realized in Refs. [113, 176, 177] that the data-processing bound in Theorem
18 can be improved by using another decomposition of Gaussian thermal-loss channels with

a twisted order or pure-loss and amplification channels.

Lemma 19 (Thermal-loss = Pure-loss + Amplification [113, 176, 177]). A Gaus-
sian thermal-loss channel N'[n, iy can be decomposed into a quantum limited amplification

channel and a bosonic pure-loss channel as follows:

N[n7ﬁth] = N[ﬁ/> O] ’ A[é/70]7 (543)

where G! and 7j' are given by
G=—1  andif =L =p—(1-n)anm 5.44
i ¢ - M= = (1 —n)nw, (5.44)

Note that this decomposition is only applicable if B’ > 0 < n > ﬁzt_’;l, i.e., when the

Gaussian thermal-loss channel N'[n, 7] is not entanglement-breaking [178].

Then using a data-processing argument, we can similarly relate the quantum capacity

of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[n, fiyy] with the quantum capacity of the bosonic
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pure-loss channel N[77, 0].

Theorem 20 (Improved data-processing bound of the Gaussian thermal-loss
channel capacity [113, 176, 177]). The quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss
channel N'[n, i) subject to an energy constraint Tr[pn] < @i is upper bounded by the follow-

ing improved data-processing bound Q?Dgﬁ(n,mh):

n<n _ n<n _ n<G~”ﬁ élf ~
CE=" (W mu)) < Qipp (n,7m) = C= "W 0)), (5.45)
where i =1 — (1 — )iy, and G' = m More explicitly, Q?Dég(n, Ni) 1S given by
n<ng _ _ (1 =)0+ 1) (0 + (1 = n)nm)
< - 1- - :
1op (1, up) = max | g(ni + (1 — n)ii) g( 7— (= M ),0}
(5.46)
In the energy-unconstrained case (i.e., n — o0 ), we have
CoWln ) < Tim Q55 (n,7in) = max [logy (A=Y o] - (5.47)
R—bo0 (L =)+ 1)

Proof. Let {E"=" D} be the set of encoding and decoding which achieves a rate R =
ngﬁ(j\f [n, 4n]) for the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[, 7y,]. Then, the encoding and
decoding set {A[G’,0] - E"<", D} achieves a rate R = C’ggﬁ(/\f [, ign]) for the bosonic pure-

loss channel N[i/,0]. Since the new encoding & = A[G'] - £"<" has an average photon

number

i’ = Tr[A[G",0](p)] = G’ + (G’ — 1), (5.48)
the rate R should be less than ngélﬁHG/*l) (N7, 0]). The result for the energy-unconstrained
case is obtained by taking 7 — oo and using g(z) = logy(ex) + O(1). [

Let us now compare the improved data-processing bound with the data-processing
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Figure 5.1: [Fig. 1 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] Bounds of the
quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[n, fig,] for (a) (ign,n) = (1,1)
and (b) (nw,n) = (1,10). The solid red lines represent a lower bound of the Gaussian
thermal-loss channel capacity which is obtained by evaluating the coherent information
with respect to a thermal input state (see Eq. (5.53)). The dashed yellow line and the
dashed grey line represent the improved data-processing bound and the data-processing
bound, respectively. The solid blue line represents the optimized data-processing bound
Qg%@(n,mh) = max[Q?DSl? (n,ﬁth),Q%%ﬁ(n, nn)]. The improved data-processing bound
Q?Dgl? (n, ngn) is identical to the optimized data-processing bound Q&%@(n,mh) in a wide
range of parameter space, and is very close to the optimal one even when it is not optimal.
The data-processing bound Q&%ﬁ(n, Nign) is optimal when 1 > n*(ngn, 7) for some n* (A, n)
(e.g., n*(1,1) = 0.8775---).
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bound. Note that in the energy-unconstrained case (i.e., n — c0), we have

Quop (7, 7n) < Qop(n, ) = lim QBE" (1, 7un) (5-49)

for all n € [0, 1), since
n—(L—=n)ign <. (5.50)

Thus, the improved data-processing bound Qpp(7, 74n) is a strictly tighter upper bound
of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel capacity than the data-processing bound Qpp (7, 71 ).
On the other hand in the energy-constrained case, the improved data-processing bound
Q?Dgg(n, Nitn) is not always tighter than Qg%ﬁ(n, Ntn) (see the insets in Fig. 5.1). Physically,
this is because the increased encoding energy due to the pre-amplification allows a larger
quantum capacity, which is crucial if the allowed average photon number in the encoding is
small, i.e., 7 < 1. Thus, we take the maximum between Q&%ﬁ(n, nn) and Q?Dsg(n,ﬁth) to

optimize the bound:

Qg]%? (777 ﬁth) = maX[Q?DSEfL (777 ﬁth)> Q%%’ﬁ (777 ﬁth)]' (551)
We numerically observe that

) QES"(n,n) 1 > 1 (Fgn, n)
QU (n,iin) = . (5.52)

QEs" (m,n) 1 < (7w, n)

for some n*(7tn,n). In the energy-unconstrained case (i.e., n — 00), we observe that
limy 00 7* (ign, @) = 1 and thus QESmh (1, in) = Qi (1, Awn) for all n € [0,1], which is
consistent with Eq. (5.49). We refer to Ref. [176] (e.g., Fig. 6 therein) for a more compre-
hensive comparison of the existing upper bounds, also including approximate degradability

bounds [179].
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5.4 Lower bounds of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel ca-
pacity

Let us now move on to lower bounds of the Gaussian thermal-loss channel capacity. Recall
that for a bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, 0], its quantum capacity can be found by evalu-
ating its one-shot coherent information with respect to an input thermal state 7(n). For a
Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[n, fy,] with g, # 0, however, the thermal state 7(7n) is
not necessarily an optimal input state that maximizes the coherent information. Neverthe-
less, the coherent information with respect to an input thermal state is a valid lower bound
to the quantum capacity of a Gaussian thermal-loss channel capacity subject to an average

energy constraint Tr[pn] <, i.e.,

ngﬁ(/\/[m ﬁth]) > IC(N[T'? ﬁth]af—(ﬁ)) = g(nﬁ + (1 - ﬁ)ﬁth)

(5.53)

where D is defined as D = \/((1 +n)n + (1 — n)ngn + 1)2 — 4npn(n + 1) [174]. This bound
has been the best known lower bound for the past two decades. Here, we present an
improved lower bound by showing that there is a non-trivial multi-channel strategy that

can outperform the single-channel strategy with a thermal input state [151].

5.4.1 Correlated multi-mode thermal states

We first construct a family of Gaussian multi-mode states, called correlated multi-mode
thermal states, which is the key ingredient for improving the lower bound of the Gaussian
thermal-loss channel capacity. Recall that 7(n) denotes the single-mode thermal state with

an average photon number Tr[n7(n)] = 7, i.e.,

AT

HOESY JWWTL" (5.54)
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Figure 5.2: [Fig. 1 in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] A correlated multi-mode
thermal state 7 (N, 7) with N = (Ny,---,N,) and 7 = (21, --- ,ft,) such that Y, _; Ny =

N. 7:(]\7 ,7) can be generated by applying the N-mode Gaussian Fourier transformation

(A]((;];)T to an uncorrelated thermal state {%(T‘Ll)}@v1 ® - ® {?(m)}@w.

where |n) is a Fock state. Uncorrelated multi-mode thermal states would then simply be
given by a tensor product of single-mode thermal states {%(ﬁ) }®N. Now we define correlated

multi-mode thermal states as follows:
TN, ) = UG {700} @ 0 {20} | (0G5) (5.55)

Here, N = (Ny,---,N,) such that Yo Nk = N and i = (R, -, iy). U((;]\F[)T is the N-

mode Gaussian Fourier transformation whose action on the ;' annihilation operator aj is

given by
. (N
(Uc(;F)T) a; ((}sz = \/» Z NUDEDg, (5.56)
for all j € {1,---,N}. Hence, the correlated multi-mode thermal state 7(N,7) is a collec-

tion of single-mode thermal states (where each of the first N; modes supports on average
n1 photons, each of the next No modes supports on average ng photons and so on) which
are uniformly mixed by the Gaussian Fourier transformation ngT (see Fig. 5.2). We re-

mark that each mode in the correlated N-mode thermal state 7'(]\7 ,7) supports on average

n = % > k-1 Nifu, photons.
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A simple non-trivial example of correlated multi-mode thermal states would be T(N, )

with N = (1, N — 1) and 7 = (N7, 0) and its covariance matrix is given by

(T_L‘F%)IQ nlo nlo
il n+ Iy - Al
nls nlo (T_L—F%)IQ

where Iy is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. As can be seen from the diagonal elements of the
covariance matrix, every mode supports on average n photons. Therefore, the reduced
density matrix of each mode is given by a single-mode thermal state 7(72). On the other
hand, the off-diagonal elements of the covariance matrix indicate that the position (or the
momentum) quadratures of every pair of modes are positively correlated: This is what dis-
tinguishes 7 (N, @) from the uncorrelated N-mode thermal state {#(n) }®N and why we call
it a correlated multi-mode thermal state. We remark that correlated multi-mode thermal
states can be efficiently prepared because the Gaussian Fourier transformation ngT can

be implemented efficiently by using a variant of the fast Fourier transform technique [180].

5.4.2 Superadditivity with respect to Gaussian input states

Now we present the main result:

Theorem 21. Consider a correlated N-mode thermal state T (N, @) with N = (M, N — M)
and 71 = (%ﬁ,O) and let x = %, where M € {1,--- ,N}. Then, the coherent information

with respect to the input state 7‘(]\7, ) is given by
. (N
LN )N TV, ) = oL, 7, 7( 2 ). (5.58)

Since x can be any rational number in (0,1] and the set of rational numbers is a dense

subset of the set of real numbers, we have the following improved lower bound of the quantum
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capacity of the Gaussian thermal-loss channels.

Cg" Wl mul) = max oL (N7l 7(2)). (5.59)

Proof. Let Z/{((;];)T(ﬁ) = ngTﬁ(ngT)T be the unitary quantum channel associated with the
N-mode Gaussian Fourier transformation. Then, L{((;];)T commutes with the tensor product

of Gaussian thermal-loss channels, i.e.,
N _
UGN T 2] ®N = N, 2V UG- (5.60)

This is a direct consequence of the fact that the N-mode Gaussian Fourier transformation
is a passive linear optical operation with an orthogonal transformation matrix 7. Now,
recall that the correlated multi-mode thermal state 7 (N, ) with N = (Np,---,N,) and

i = (n1,- - ,A,) is defined as
T, ) = ugn ({#)} Y @ - @ {7)}7™). (5.61)

Combining Eq. (5.60) and Eq. (5.61), one can see that sending the correlated multi-
mode thermal state 7’(]\7 ,7) to the N copies of Gaussian thermal-loss channels is equivalent
to sending a collection of thermal states {?(ﬁl)}(@Nl ®-® {?(ﬁr)}@)Nr to the Gaussian
thermal-loss channels and then the receiver performing the Gaussian Fourier transformation.
Since any local operations are assumed to be free, the achievable communication rates with
the correlated multi-mode thermal state 7'(]\7 ,7) is the same as the rates achievable with

®N1

the collection of thermal states {#(7i1)}" ' ® -+ ® {f'(m)}®N’”.

Recall that coherent information is an achievable quantum state transmission rate. Since

IC(N[U, thh]@N = 777 nth 7 7A-(ﬁl)}@Nl K- {%(ﬁr)}@)Nr)

Z N, ], 7)), (5.62)
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the correlated multi-mode thermal state 7:(]\7 ,7) can achieve the quantum state transmis-

sion rate
1 T
& 2 Nele (W 7 7)) (5.63)
k=1

per channel use. Specializing this to N = (M, N — M) and 7 = (£77,0), we get the rate

’)) = 2lo(Nn, iun], %(g)) (5.64)

Sk

M
WIC(N[TL ﬁthL 72(

as stated in Eq. (5.58) in Theorem 21, where 2 = M /N. Following the rest of the arguments
given in Theorem 21, the theorem follows.

Note that it might appear that the use of Gaussian Fourier transformation is not neces-
sary because as shown in Eq. (5.62), the coherent information of the correlated multi-mode

thermal state 7'(]\7 ,7) is the same as the coherent information of the uncorrelated multi-

}®N1 }®Nr

mode thermal state {7(7;) ® - @ {F(n,) . It is nevertheless essential to use the
Gaussian Fourier transformation because it uniformly spreads the excessive photons in the
uncorrelated multi-mode thermal state across all modes such that the energy constraint is

fulfilled (see also the discussion below Eq. (5.56)). [

Our new bound in Eq. (5.59) is at least as tight as the previous bound in Eq. (5.53) since
the previous bound can be recovered by plugging in £ = 1 to the objective function. To
demonstrate that our new bound can be strictly tighter than the previous bound, we take
a family of Gaussian thermal-loss channels N[n, ig,] with iy, = 1 and compute the new
bound in Eq. (5.59) for each = 1 —+, assuming that the maximum allowed average photon
number per channel is 7 = 1. In Fig. 5.3(a), we plot the quantum state transmission rates
achievable with the single-mode thermal state 7(7 = 1) and with the correlated multi-mode
thermal states 7 (N, 7). When the loss probability is low (i.e., v < 0.1775), the single-mode
thermal state yields the largest coherent information. However, when the loss probability
is higher (y > 0.1775), there exists a correlated multi-mode thermal state that outperforms
the single-mode thermal state. Thus, we established a tighter lower bound to the quantum

capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss channels than previously known [174]. In Fig. 5.3(b), we
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Figure 5.3: [Fig. 2 in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] (a) Quantum state trans-
mission rate of Gaussian thermal-loss channels N[n, 7y, = 1] as a function of the loss
probability v+ = 1 — 7 achievable with the single-mode thermal state 7(n) (blue, Eq.
(5.53)) and with a correlated multi-mode thermal state T(N,7) (red, Eq. (5.59)) sub-
ject to the maximum allowed average photon number 7 = 1 per channel use. For
the correlated multi-mode thermal states, the achievable rate was evaluated by taking
M/N = 2* = argmaxg, <21 (N[n, ], 7(n/x)), where N =(M,N=M)and i = (£7,0).
(b) The optimal value of * = M /N at each +, color-coded by the type of optimizer (blue:
single-mode thermal states; red: correlated multi-mode thermal states), that yields the
maximum quantum state transmission rate. We set 2* = M/N = 0 when all the states we
consider yield vanishing quantum state transmission rate (black).
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plot the optimal value of M/N as a function of v that allows such a higher communication
rate. It is important to note that only a finite number of modes is required if the optimal
value of x is a rational number. For example, z* = 3/8 corresponds to the correlated 8-
mode thermal state 7(N,#) with N = (M, N — M) = (3,5) and 7 = (87/3,0). On the
other hand, if x* is irrational, one needs infinitely many modes to accurately obtain the

rate xl.(N(n, ign], 7(7/2)) | p=a+ -

5.4.3 Convexity of coherent information and superadditivity

We now explain the non-trivial behavior shown in Fig. 5.3 (i.e., * < 1) in an intuitive way.
Specifically, we relate the observed non-trivial behavior with the convexity of the coherent
information I.(N[n,7n), 7(72)) in the allowed average photon number @ for fixed values
of n and ny,. For concreteness, we take the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[, fig,] with
n = 0.81 (or v = 0.19) and fig, = 1 and plot its coherent information I.(N[n, fign], 7(72)) with
respect to single-mode thermal states 7(n) as a function of 7. As can be seen from the solid
blue line in Fig. 5.4a, the coherent information I.(N[n, 4], 7(72)) is convex in 7 for small 7o
and concave for large n. Consider the region of rates achievable by the single-mode thermal

states A(l

)
n,n

th

= {(7, R)|n > 0 and R < I.(N[n, ], 7(7))} (shaded blue region in Fig. 5.4a)
)

and also its convex hull A,(ﬁ%zh = ComvexHull(Agﬁth

) (shaded red and blue regions in Fig.

5.4a). We observe that the region A,(;?Lzh is achievable by correlated multi-mode thermal
(1)

states: Consider a generic convex combination of r points in A, 7

i.e.,

Z)\k (ﬁkalc(-/v[nyﬁth]a%(ﬁk))» (5'65)
k=1

where A\, > 0 for all k € {1,---,r} and Y ;_; Ay = 1. Then, the rate in Eq. (5.65) can
be achieved by a correlated multi-mode thermal state 7'(N, n) with N = (Ny,---,N,) and
n = (71, ,f,) such that \y = Ni/N for all k € {1,--- ,r} where N = >, _, Ni. Note
that A\p should be a rational number. Similarly as above, however, by choosing a sufficiently
large N one can approximate any irrational A; to a desired accuracy which can be arbitrarily
small.

Importantly, due to the convexity of the coherent information I.(N[n, ], 7(72)) in the
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Figure 5.4: [Fig. 3(a) in Nature Communications 11, 457 (2020)] Achievable quantum state
transmission rate of the single-mode (blue) and correlated multi-mode (red) thermal states
as a function of i for the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N'[n = 0.81, 7, = 1]. Note that
the first-order contact point is given by n*(n = 0.81, g, = 1) = 2.458 which corresponds to
x* = 1/2.458 = 0.407. This value agrees with 2* = 0.407 which is independently obtained
in Fig. 5.3(b) for v = 0.19 and 74, = 1 (see also the main text).

(c0)

1,Mth

(1)

7,Mth?

small n regime, the region A properly contains the region A as indicated by the
shaded red region in Fig. 5.4. This is why correlated multi-mode thermal states outperform
single-mode thermal states in the noisy channel regime. In particular, the highest achievable
rate can be obtained by taking the convex combination of the origin (0,0) and the first-
order contact point (72*(n, fitn), L (N1, 7uen], 7(7* (1, gn))) with some weights A and 1 — A,
respectively (see the solid red line in Fig. 5.4). Note that the rate xI.(N[n, nn], 7(7/x)) in
Eq. (5.59) can be understood as the one that is derived from such a convex combination
with 1 — A = © = n/n*(n,ne). For example, in the case of the Gaussian thermal-loss
channel N[n, figy] with n = 0.81 (or v = 0.19) and 7y, = 1, the first-order contact point is
given by n*(n, iy,) = 2.458 (see Fig. 5.4) which corresponds to x = 0.407 for n = 1: This
agrees with the optimal value * = 0.407 in Fig. 5.3(b) for n = 0.81 (or v = 0.19), i, = 1,
and n = 1.

In a related work [181], it was shown that a global encoding scheme with a correlated

Gaussian input state can yield larger coherent information than a local encoding scheme

with an uncorrelated Gaussian input state for lossy bosonic channels with correlated en-
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vironmental noise. We remark that our work differs from this previous work in that we
show a correlated Gaussian input state can outperform its uncorrelated counterpart even
for the usual thermal-loss channels with uncorrelated environmental noise. Note that the
loss model with uncorrelated environmental noise which we consider here has greater prac-
tical relevance because noise in realistic optical and microwave communication channels is
well approximated by thermal-loss channels with uncorrelated environmental thermal noise

35, 182).

5.5 Open questions

Note that our result in Theorem 21 can be understood as the establishment of the su-
peradditivity of the coherent information of Gaussian thermal-loss channels with respect
to Gaussian input states: As shown in Ref. [174], the single-mode thermal state 7(n) is
the optimal single-mode Gaussian input state for the coherent information of Gaussian
thermal-loss channels. Since we show that multi-mode correlated thermal states (which are
Gaussian) sometimes outperform the single-mode thermal state, it means that the coherent
information of Gaussian thermal-loss channels is superadditive with respect to Gaussian
input states. On the other hand, it is still unclear whether the coherent information of
Gaussian thermal-loss channels is genuinely superadditive with respect to all input states.
This is because technically there is still a possibility that some non-Gaussian input state
may outperform all Gaussian input states. It will thus be interesting to see if this is the
case, and thus whether our result in Theorem 21 implies the genuine superadditivity of
Gaussian thermal-loss channels.

Another interesting open question is whether the convexity argument presented in Sub-
section 5.4.3 can be adapted to explain the known superadditivity behavior of the qubit
depolarization [161, 162, 164] and dephrasure [168, 170, 183] channels. To contrast, we
remark that the coherent information of a degradable channel is concave with respect to
input states and its quantum capacity is additive [158-160] (see also Ref. [184]).

We also remark that our improvement of the lower bounds is not strong enough to

close the gap between the lower bound and the best-known upper bounds of the energy-
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constrained quantum quantum capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss channels [113, 176, 177]. It
will thus be interesting to see whether it is possible to further improve the lower and upper
bounds to get a better understanding of the quantum capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss

channels.
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Chapter 6

Achievable quantum state
transmission rates with bosonic

codes

In this chapter, I will present results in Ref. [113] on the achievable quantum state transmis-
sion rates with bosonic codes against Gaussian thermal-loss channels. While the quantum
capacity is an achievable rate, evaluation of the quantum capacity does not lend explicit
error correction strategies that achieve the quantum capacity. The main goal of this chap-
ter is to provide explicit bosonic quantum error correction schemes that nearly achieve the
fundamental limits set by the quantum communication theory.

In Section 6.1, I will show that in the energy-unconstrained case, there exists a class
of multi-mode GKP codes that achieves the quantum capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss
channels up to at most a constant gap from the optimized data-processing upper bound
established in the previous chapter. In Section 6.2, I will apply the biconvex optimization
technique which I introduced in Chapter 3 to find optimal qudit-into-an-oscillator bosonic
codes. Then, I will compute the achievable rates of these numerically optimized codes and
demonstrate that the optimized single-mode codes achieve the energy-constrained quantum
capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss channels up to at most a constant gap which is smaller

than that of the energy-unconstrained case. I will conclude the chapter by outlining several
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open questions in Section 6.3.

6.1 Achievable rates of multi-mode GKP codes

Recall Section 2.4 and note that it is possible to increase the size of the correctable shifts
by using the hexagonal-lattice GKP code instead of the square-lattice GKP code. The
reason why the hexagonal-lattice GKP code outperforms the square-lattice GKP code is
because the hexagonal lattice allows more efficient circle packing than the square lattice.
Furthermore, we can improve the performance of the hexagonal-lattice GKP code by using
multiple (say N) modes collectively and using a 2/ N-dimensional symplectic lattice allowing
more efficient sphere packing than the 2-dimensional hexagonal lattice.

It is known that there exists a 2/N-dimensional lattice in the Euclidean space allowing
dmin > /N/(me) [185] and a stronger statement was proven in Ref. [186] that the same
holds also for symplectic lattices. Choosing such a lattice to define the GKP code, one can
correct all random displacement errors within the radius r < \/W . For the Gaussian
random displacement channel Np,|[o], the probability of a displacement with radius larger

than v2No occurring vanishes in the limit of infinitely many modes N — oo. Thus, if

/N/(2ed) > v/2No is satisfied, i.e.,

1

d<ds )
- 4eo?

(6.1)

encoded information can be transmitted faithfully with an asymptotically vanishing decod-

ing error probability as N — oo. Then, it follows that a communication rate

R = log,|dy] = log, L (6.2)

460‘2J

can be achieved for the Gaussian random displacement channel N, [o] (see Eq. (55) in Ref.
[79]; the floor function is due to the fact that d can only be an integer).

Note that the above estimation is overly conservative since we did not take into account
correctable displacements outside the correctable sphere. With an improved estimation of

the decoding error probability, the following statement was ultimately established:
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Lemma 22 (Eq. (66) in [79]). Let Np,[o] be a Gaussian random shift channel. Then,
there exists a family of symplectic lattices generated by symplectic matrices S such that
the corresponding GKP code family achieves the following rate for the Gaussian random

displacement channel Np,[o] in the N — oo limit.

R = max <log2 LéJ , O). (6.3)

Here, | x| is the floor function, due to the fact that the dimension of the GKP code space d

can only be an integer.

In Section 3.3, we showed that the GKP codes work well against excitation loss errors
because we can convert an excitation loss error via an amplification to a random shift error,
and then use the conventional decoding strategies for the GKP codes as described in Section

2.4. Here, we generalize this observation to the Gaussian thermal-loss channels.

Lemma 23 (Thermal-loss + Amplification = Random Shift [113]). Let N[, i)
be a Gaussian thermal-loss channel and A[%, 0] be a quantum-limited amplification channel

with gain % Then, we have

1
Nl - A[0] = Nl (6.4)

. . ~ 2 . .
where the noise standard variance (Gyn,,)° is given by

(Gnn)” = (L= ) (A + 1). (6.5)

Note that we have reversed the order of the amplification and the loss channel when
compared with the earlier channel conversion scheme in Theorem 3. Thus, the resulting
noise variance (G,7,,)> is smaller than the noise variance (o,,0)? obtained in Theorem 3

when nyp = 0, ie.,

@00 = (1= 1) < = = (00" (6.6)
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for all n € [0,1). The reason for the smaller noise variance is that we have applied the
amplification channel before sending a quantum state to the thermal-loss channel. This
way, the added noise from the amplification channel is reduced by a factor of  due to the
loss channel and the added noise from the loss channel is not amplified. On the other hand,
if we send a quantum state to the loss channel and then amplify it later on the receiver side,
the added noise from the loss channel is amplified by a factor of % due to the amplification
channel and the added noise from the amplification channel is not reduced.

In Section 3.3, we did not consider this twisted order of the amplification and the loss
channel because we restricted ourselves to situations that any decoding attempts have to be
made after the noisy channel is applied. However, in the context of quantum communication,
the encoder (or information sender) can pre-amplify the transmitted quantum state so the
channel conversion strategy in Lemma 23 is allowed. Now, based on this lemma, we establish
achievable quantum state transmission rates of the GKP codes against Gaussian thermal-

loss channels:

Theorem 24 (Achievable rates of the GKP codes against Gaussian thermal-loss
channels [113]). Let N'[n, ) be a Gaussian thermal-loss channel. Then, there exists a
family of symplectic lattices generated by symplectic matrices S such that the corresponding
GKP code family achieves the following rate for the Gaussian random displacement channel

Nn, ] in the N — oo limit.

1
R = Imax (10g2 LT
60'77

J,O) :max<log2 Le(l—n)tnth—Fl)J’O)' (6.7)

Tth

Here, |x] is the floor function, due to the fact that the dimension of the GKP code space d

can only be an integer.

Proof. Lemma 23 states that a Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[, fiz] can be converted via

a quantum-limited amplification A[1/7] into a Gaussian random shift channel Np, [5,2]777“]],
2
7,Mth

where & = (1 —n)(ngn + 1). Combining this with Lemma 22, the theorem follows. W
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Figure 6.1: [Fig. 3 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] Achievable quantum
state transmission rate of the GKP codes (Theorem (24); green) compared with a lower
bound (Theorem 16 and Eq. (5.53); red) and an upper bound (Theorem 20; blue) of the
quantum capacity of (a) the bosonic pure-loss channels N[n, iy, = 0] and (b) the Gaussian
thermal-loss channels N'[n, 74, = 1]. The red line in the (a) panel overlaps with the blue
line, since for the bosonic pure-loss channels, the lower and upper bounds coincide with
each other and the quantum capacity is analytically determined.

Recall Theorem 20 and note that Co (N[0, nun]) < Qe (7, fign) where

Quoe( ) = [0 (175 )1 0] <o 1o (55710

(6.8)
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Comparing this with the rate established in Theorem 24, we find
CoNn,un]) — R Slogy e =1.44269 - - -, (6.9)

where ~ is due to the floor function. Thus, a family of the GKP code defined over an optimal
symplectic lattice achieves the quantum capacity of Gaussian thermal-loss channels up to
at most a constant gap from an upper bound of the quantum capacity (see Fig. 6.1 for an
illustration).

The established rate in Theorem 24 relies on the existence of a symplectic lattice in
higher dimensions satisfying a certain desired condition (see Egs. (56) and (57) in [79]). In
this regard, we remark that the Fg lattice and the Leech lattice Agyq (both symplectic; see
appendix of [186]) were recently shown to support the densest sphere packing in 8 and 24
dimensional Euclidean spaces, respectively [187, 188], and can be used to define a 4-mode

and a 12-mode GKP code, respectively.

6.2 Achievable rates of the numerically optimized single-mode

codes

Here, we look for explicit bosonic codes that near achieve the quantum capacity of Gaussian
thermal-loss channels in the energy-constrained case. To do so, we apply the biconvex
optimization method developed in Section 3.2 to find an optimal qudit-into-an-oscillator
code with d € {2,3,4,5} for the bosonic pure-loss channel N[n, ng,] = N0.9, 0] and also for
the Gaussian thermal-loss channel N{n, 7] = N[0.9,1]. Then, we estimate the achievable
rates of these numerically optimized codes.

To represent the Gaussian thermal loss channel N[, 7] in the Fock basis, we use the
decomposition in Lemma 17, i.e.,

N, fign] = A[G')NTi,0], where G’ = (1 — )i, + 1 = (6.10)

17

and the Kraus representation of the quantum-limited amplification A[G](p) = >~ A, [’)A;f,
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Figure 6.2: [Fig. 5 in IEEE Trans. Info. Theory 65, 2563-2582 (2019)] (a) Wigner func-
tion of the maximally mixed code state pg¢ = (1/d)Try Xg of an optimized qudit-into-an-
oscillator code (d € {2,3,4,5}) for the bosonic pure-loss channel A[0.9,0] (top) and the
Gaussian thermal-loss channel N[0.9,1] (bottom), subject to an average photon number
constraint Tr[npe] < n = 3, obtained by the alternating SDP method (Section 3.2). (b)
Lower bounds of the achievable rates of the numerically optimized one-mode qudit-into-
an-oscillator codes (at n = 0.9) for the bosonic pure-loss channels N[n,0] (left) and the
Gaussian thermal-loss channels NV [n, 1] (right) for each d € {2, 3,4, 5}, compared with lower
(Eq. (5.53)) and upper (Eq. (5.51)) bounds of the energy-constrained quantum capacity of
the Gaussian thermal-loss channels.

where [189]
Ay = l(1 - é)g(eﬁ)g (E)T. (6.11)

Note that the photon gain parameter g can take any non-negative integer values even when
we consider a truncated bosonic space H, and thus we should also truncate g at some
sufficiently large gmax.

In Fig. 6.2(a), we took = 0.9, fig, € {0,1}, n = 30, d € {2,3,4,5}, gmax = 15

(for gy, = 1) and plot the Wigner function of the maximally mixed code state pg of the
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optimized qudit-into-an-oscillator codes, subject to an average photon number constraint
Trlnpg] < = 3. Similarly as in the qubit-into-an-oscillator case, the alternating SDP
method (starting from a Haar random initial code) yields a hexagonal-lattice GKP code
(up to an overall displacement) as an optimal solution of the biconvex optimization for all
values of d € {2,3,4,5} and 7y, € {0,1}.

To characterize the achievable rates of the numerically optimized codes, we take the ob-
tained codes (optimized at n = 0.9) for each (d, n,) and compute the optimal entanglement
fidelity F*(n) by optimizing the decoding map for bosonic pure-loss channels N[, 0] and for
Gaussian thermal loss channels N'[n, 1] for 0.5 <7 < 1 via a semidefinite program (see Eq.
(3.33)). Note that any bipartite state p € D(H' @ H') (dim(H') = d) with an entanglement

fidelity F. can be converted into an Werner state,

W(Fd) = Fjot) @]+ L= Fe)

(- ) (@), (6.12)

by an LOCC protocol based on the isotropic twirling [ dUU ® ﬁ*ﬁ(U ® U*)T, where U* is

the complex conjugate of U [190]. Thus, the coherent information of the Werner state

1-F,
R(F.,d) =logd + F.log F. + (1 — F.)log (d2 . 1) (6.13)

is a lower bound of the achievable rate of the state p with (®T|p|®*) = F..

In Fig. 6.2(b), we plot the lower bound of the achievable rate of the numerically op-
timized qudit-into-an-oscillator codes (obtained by evaluating R(F},d) for the optimized
entanglement fidelity F¥) for bosonic pure-loss channels N[, 0] and for Gaussian thermal
loss channels N[n, 1] and compare it with the lower and upper bounds of the energy con-
strained quantum capacity (with 7 = 3). The achievable rate deviates from an upper bound
of the quantum capacity at most by 0.923 and 1.141 qubits per channel use in the case of
N[n,0] and N[n, 1] respectively, which are smaller than the gap loge = 1.44269--- we
found in Section 6.1. This is because the amplification decoding we considered in Section
6.1 is not the optimal decoding. We remark that the gap between the achievable rate and

the upper bound in Fig. 6.2(b) may be further reduced if we use a qudit-into- N-oscillators
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encoding (such as the GKP code defined over an optimal 2/N-dimensional symplectic lattice

for N > 2), instead of qudit-into-an-oscillator encoding.

6.3 Open questions

Recall that we used the amplification decoding in Section 3.3 to establish the achievable rates
in Theorem 24 for the multi-mode GKP codes in the energy-unconstrained case. Similarly
as in Chapter 3, an immediate open question is whether a higher quantum communication
rate can be achieved if we use an optimal decoding strategy instead of the sub-optimal
amplification decoding scheme. It will be especially interesting to see if such an optimal
decoding can be used to make the GKP code achieve a higher quantum state transmission
rate than the lower bound of the quantum capacity given in Eq. (5.53). Note also that the
numerical biconvex optimization was applied only to single-mode bosonic codes. It will thus
be interesting to see if the gap between the achievable rates and the upper bounds of the
quantum capacity in Fig. 6.2 can be reduced as we apply the same analysis to multi-mode

bosonic codes.
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Chapter 7

Non-Gaussian resources for bosonic

quantum information processing

In this chapter, I will discuss the importance of non-Gaussian resources for continuous-
variable quantum information processing. This chapter is based on my work on oscillator
encoding in Ref. [191] and an unpublished negative result on cubic phase state distillation.
The work in Ref. [191] was done in collaboration with Professors Steve Girvin and Liang
Jiang.

Gaussian states, operation, and measurements can be efficiently simulated by using a
classical computer [192]. Thus, non-Gaussian resources [193, 194] are essential for realizing
any non-trivial quantum computation beyond the reach of classical computation. Exam-
ples of non-Gaussian resources include the single-photon Fock state and photon-number-
resolving measurements [195, 196], Kerr nonlinearities [55], cubic phase state and gate [78],
SNAP gate [53], Schrodinger cat states [39], and GKP states [78, 86]. Non-Gaussian re-
sources are also crucial for bosonic quantum error correction. This is due to the established
no-go results [104, 197, 198] which state that Gaussian errors cannot be corrected by using
only Gaussian operations. Since Gaussian errors are ubiquitous in many realistic bosonic
systems, these no-go results set a hard limit on the practical utility of the Gaussian QEC
schemes.

In Chapters 2, 3, 4, 6, it has been shown that GKP states are valuable resources for
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realizing error-corrected discrete-variable quantum information processing. Here, I will show
that GKP states are also a valuable non-Gaussian resource for implementing error-corrected
continuous-variable quantum information processing.

In Section 7.1, I will circumvent the no-go results on Gaussian QEC [104, 197, 198]
and provide a non-Gaussian oscillator-into-oscillators encoding scheme that can correct
practically relevant Gaussian errors such as random shift errors and excitation loss errors.
The only non-Gaussian resource needed in the scheme is preparation of the canonical GKP
states. I will also discuss adverse effects of the finite-squeezing in approximate GKP states.
In Section 7.2, I will discuss cubic phase states [78] which are analogous to magic states [107]
for the conventional discrete-variable quantum computation. In particular, I will present

some of my failed attempts on cubic phase state distillation.

7.1 GKP state as a non-Gaussian resource

7.1.1 Canonical GKP state and modular quadrature measurement

The canonical GKP state was introduced in Section 2.4. Here, we summarize the properties
of the canonical GKP states that are referenced in this section. The Heisenberg uncertainty
principle states that the position and momentum operators ¢ = (af + a)/v/2 and p =
i(a" — @)/v/2 cannot be measured simultaneously because they do not commute with each
other (i.e., [¢,p] = @ # 0). Despite the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, however, the

following displacement operators

Sq = V21 and S, = e~ iV2mh (7.1)
do commute with each other and therefore can be measured simultaneously [78]. Note
that measuring Sq = exp[iv/274] and S’p = exp|—iV/27p] is equivalent to measuring their
exponents (or phase angles) iv/27§ and —iv/2mp modulo 27i. Thus, the commutativity
of S’q and S’I, implies that the position and momentum operators can indeed be measured
simultaneously if they are measured modulo v/27. The canonical GKP state (or the grid

state) [78, 199] is then defined as the unique (up to an overall phase) simultaneous eigenstate
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Figure 7.1: [Fig. 1 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) An approximate GKP state with an
average photon number 17 = 5. (b) Measurement of the position or momentum operator
modulo v/27. The controlled-@ and © symbols respectively represent the SUM and the
inverse-SUM gates.

of the two commuting displacement operators Sq and Sp with unit eigenvalues. Explicitly,

the canonical GKP state is given by

GKP) x 3[4 = v2rn) o 3 [p = v2mn). (7.2)

nez neL

Clearly, the canonical GKP state has definite values of both the position and momentum
operators modulo /27, i.e., § = p = 0 mod /2.

Observe that the canonical GKP state has an infinite average photon number as it
is superpositions of infinitely many (3°,,.,) infinitely squeezed states (|§ = v/2mn) or
|p = v27mn)). Thus, the canonical GKP state is unphysical. However, one can define
an approximate GKP state with a finite average photon number (or a finite squeezing) by
applying a non-unitary operator exp[—AZ27] to the canonical GKP state and then normal-
izing the output state: |GKPa) o exp[—An]|GKP) [78]. In Fig. 7.1(a), we plot the Wigner
function of the canonical GKP state with an average photon number 7 = 5. Note that neg-
ative peaks in the Wigner function indicate that the canonical GKP state is a non-Gaussian
state [194]. In the interest of clarity, we only consider the ideal canonical GKP state when
we present our main results. Adverse effects of the finite squeezing will be discussed later
in the section.

Clearly, the ability to measure the position and momentum operators modulo /27

allows us to prepare the canonical GKP state. Remarkably, the converse is also true. That
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is, we can measure the quadrature operators modulo v/27 given GKP states and Gaussian
operations as resources: As shown in Fig. 7.1(b), one can measure the position (momentum)
operator modulo v/27 by using a canonical GKP state, the SUM (inverse-SUM) gate and
the homodyne measurement of the position (momentum) operator. The SUM gate is a
Gaussian operation and is defined as SUM,_,;, = exp[—i§;pi], which maps i to ¢i + ;.
The inverse-SUM gate is defined as the inverse of the SUM gate. The canonical GKP state
and the modulo simultaneous quadrature measurement are the key non-Gaussian resources

of our oscillator-into-oscillators encoding schemes which we introduce below.

7.1.2 GKP-two-mode-squeezing code

Here, we construct a non-Gaussian oscillator-into-oscillators code, namely the GKP-two-
mode-squeezing code. Let [¢) = [ dqy(q)|gi = ¢) be an arbitrary bosonic state which we
want to encode into two bosonic modes. We define the encoded state of the GKP-two-

mode-squeezing code as follows:

Y1) = TS12(G)[y) @ [GKP). (7.3)

Here, |GKP) is the canonical GKP state in the second mode and TS; 2(G) is the two-mode
squeezing operation acting on the modes 1 and 2 with a gain G > 1 (hence the name of the
code; see Fig. 7.2(a)). Since the logical information is encoded in the first mode before the
two-mode squeezing, we refer to the first mode as the data mode and the second mode as the
ancilla mode. In the Heisenberg picture, the two-mode squeezing operation TS 2(G) trans-
forms the quadrature operator ® = (g1, p1, G2, p2)? into ' = (§,p}, ¢, ph)* = Sts(G)x,

where the 4 x 4 symplectic matrix Sts(G) associated with T'S; 2(G) is given by

Srs(G) = Ve Ve-1zy| (7.4)

VG =12, VGI,

Here, Iy = diag(1,1) is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and Zo = diag(1l,—1) is the Pauli Z
matrix. Note that the gain G can be chosen at will to optimize the performance of the error

correction scheme.
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Figure 7.2: [Fig. 4 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) Encoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code subject to independent and identically distributed additive Gaussian noise
errors. (b) Decoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code. Note that the circuits
for the measurements of the position and the momentum operators modulo /27 (at the
end of the decoding) are defined in Fig. 7.1(b).

For the noise model, we consider the independent and identically distributed random
shift errors, i.e., NV, 1(312) (o] QN g; [0]. In the Heisenberg picture, N J(BIZ) [0] adds Gaussian random
noise f((]k) and 5}3’“) to the position and the momentum quadrature of the &* mode. Thus,
the quadrature operator &’ is further transformed via the additive Gaussian noise error
into 2”7 = 2’ + &, where £ = (gé”,g,(}),ggz’,g}f))if is the quadrature noise vector obeying
(€D, 6,67, 65) ~isa N'(0,0%) (see Fig. 7.2(a)).

The decoding procedure (shown in Fig. 7.2(b)) starts with an application of the inverse
of the encoding circuit (TS;2(G))T. Then, the quadrature operator is transformed into
2/ = (S1s(G)) 712" = & + 2z, where z = (zél), 21(71), zf), 21(72))T is the reshaped quadrature

noise vector which is given by

Vae!) - va=1e?| (4]
N e Tl B R
Ve - va—igh| |4
Vo 1 vaie| |

Il
—

n

(S
~

z = (S1s(G)) e =
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The role of the two-mode squeezing operations in the encoding and the decoding circuits is
clear by now: They transform uncorrelated additive noise £ into correlated additive noise z.

This means that after noise reshaping, we can extract useful information about the reshaped

data quadrature noise zél), zl(,l) by measuring only the reshaped ancilla quadrature noise

z(g2), zz(,2). Importantly, the encoded logical information in the data mode is not revealed

through this process because the data mode needs not be measured.

Note that we need to measure both the position and momentum noise in the ancilla
mode. This is precisely the reason why we measure both the position and momentum
operators of the ancilla mode modulo /27 at the end of the decoding circuit (see Fig. 7.2(b)).

Note that ¢o = ps = 0 modulo /27 holds because the ancilla mode is initialized to the

canonical GKP state. Thus, measuring the output quadrature operators ¢’ = g + z((IQ) and

A

A

Py = P2+
noise 232) and Zf) modulo v27.

modulo v/27 is equivalent to measuring just the reshaped ancilla quadrature

Based on the outcomes of the simultaneous measurement of the ancilla quadrature noise

(2) (2)

modulo v/2m, we estimate that the ancilla quadrature noise 2z, and zp2 are the smallest

ones that are compatible with the modular measurement outcomes, i.e.,

ZL(]Q) = R\/E(Z(EQ)) and 21()2) - R\/%(Z£2))7 (76)

where Rs(z) = z — n*(2)s and n*(z) = argmin, |z — ns|. More explicitly, Rs(z) equals a

displaced sawtooth function with an amplitude and period s and is given by Rs(z) = z if

z € [—s/2,s/2]. We then further estimate that the reshaped data quadrature noise z(gl) and

(1)
zp ' are

50 — _2YG(GE 1)

2G —1 T
~ 2./G(G—-1)_
= I, (1)

which are obtained from the maximum likelihood estimation as detailed in Subsection 7.1.4.
The decoding operation is simply to remove the estimated noise in the data mode by

(1)

applying the counter displacement operations explip;Z; '] and exp[—icjléz()l)] to the data
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mode (see Fig. 7.2(b)). As a result, we are left with the following logical position and

momentum quadrature noise

) 2. /GG 1)
_ 1 1) 1 2
. 2 /GG = 1)
=2V -5 =40 - QG(_lRm(Z;(f))- (7.8)

Then, the variance (0,4)% = (0,)% = (01)? of the output logical quadrature noise &, and &,

is given by

2

(00) = gz + ) ‘W%# % (o). (7.9)

(See Subsection 7.1.4 for the proof.) Here, ¢,(0) is defined as

(n+3)V2r
qn(0) = / dzp[V2G — 1o](2) (7.10)
(n—%)m

where plo](z) = \/ﬁ exp[—%] is the probability density function of the Gaussian normal
distribution N(0, 02).

Recall that we can freely choose the gain G to optimize the performance of the GKP-two-
mode-squeezing code. Here, we choose G such that the standard deviation of the output
logical quadrature noise o is minimized. In Fig. 7.3, we plot the minimum standard
deviation of the output logical quadrature noise o7 (see Fig. 7.3(a)) and the optimal gain
G* (see Fig. 7.3(b)) that achieves the minimum output standard deviation given an input
noise standard deviation o. These optimal values are obtained via a brute-force numerical
optimization. Note that in Fig. 7.3(b), we show the strength of the required single-mode
squeezing operations to achieve the optimal gain G* in the unit of decibel (i.e., 201log;y A*
where \* = /G* + v/G* — 1; see Subsection 7.1.4).

From the numerical optimization, we find that for ¢ > 0. = 0.558, the optimal gain
G™ is trivially given by G* = 1 and thus the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code cannot reduce
the noise standard deviation: o7 = 0. On the other hand, if the input noise is small

enough, i.e., 0 < o, = 0.558, the optimal gain G* is strictly larger than 1 and the minimum
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Figure 7.3: [Fig. 5 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) The minimum standard deviations of
the output logical quadrature noise o, = 0, = o0} as a function of the input standard
deviation o for the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code and (b) the optimal two-mode squeezing
gain G* that achieves o7, translated to the required single-mode squeezing in the unit of
decibel 201log;q A\* where \* = v/G* + +/G* — 1. The green dashed line in (a) represents

loge[i—/f] and the yellow dashed line in (b) represents G* = = (loge[%f])_l—k%.
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standard deviation of the output quadrature noise o7, can be made smaller than the standard

deviation of the input quadrature noise o: o7 < 0. Moreover in the o < 1 regime, we
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analytically find that the optimal gain G* is asymptotically given by

73/2

o o<l 8%(10&3 [T])fﬂé, (7.11)

and the optimal standard deviation of the logical quadrature noise o7 is given by

2 3/2
, o<l 20 ™ ]
— — :

gy, ﬁ loge [7‘4 (712)

(See Subsection 7.1.4 for the detailed derivation.) As shown in Fig. 7.3, these asymptotic
expressions agree well with the exact numerical results in the small o regime. Note that the
asymptotic expression in Eq. (7.12) implies that the minimum standard deviation of the
output quadrature noise o} decreases quadratically as o decreases (i.e., 0] o o2) modulo
a small logarithmic correction.

Excitation loss errors with external thermal noise are described by Gaussian thermal-
loss channels. In general, Gaussian thermal-loss channels can be converted via a quantum-
limited amplification to an additive Gaussian noise channel [33, 113]. For instance, the
bosonic pure-loss channel with loss probability v € [0,1] can be converted to an additive
Gaussian noise channel Np,[o] with o = /7. Hence, the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code
can also handle the excitation loss errors because we can simply convert the loss errors into
the additive noise errors and then apply the same decoding scheme presented above. (Note,
however, that this amplification decoding may not be the optimal decoding strategy. See
Chapters 3 and 6 for more details.)

Assuming the amplification decoding, the critical value of the standard deviation o, =
0.558 corresponds to the critical loss probability 7. = (0.)? = 0.311 in the case of the
pure-excitation loss channel. Thus, the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code helps when the
loss probability is below 31.1%. For example, consider the pure-loss channel with 1%
loss probability (i.e., v = 0.01 and 0 = /4 = 0.1). Then, the optimal gain is given by
G* = 4.806 which requires 20log;; A* = 12.35dB single-mode squeezing operations. Also
in this case, the resulting standard deviation of the output noise is given by o7 = 0.036

which corresponds to the loss probability 0.13%. This corresponds to a QEC “gain” for the
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protocol of 1/0.13 ~ 7.7 in terms of the loss probability and 0.1/0.036 ~ 2.8 in terms of

displacement errors.

7.1.3 Adverse effects due to finite GKP squeezing

Here, we discuss experimental realization of the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code and the
effects of realistic imperfections. Note that the only required non-Gaussian resource for im-
plementing the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code is preparation of the canonical GKP states.
While Gaussian operations are readily available in many realistic bosonic systems, preparing
a canonical GKP state is not strictly possible because it would require infinite squeezing. Re-
cently, however, finitely-squeezed approximate GKP states have been realized in a trapped
ion system [81-83] by using a heralded preparation scheme with post-selection [87] and in
a circuit QED system by using a deterministic scheme [84, 85]. Thus, the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code can in principle be implemented in the state-of-the-art quantum computing
platforms.

Imperfections in realistic GKP states such as finite squeezing will add additional quadra-
ture noise to the system. Therefore in near-term experiments, the performance of the GKP-
two-mode-squeezing code will be mainly limited by the finite squeezing of the approximate
GKP states. Indeed, we show below that a non-trivial QEC gain 02/(0%)? > 1 is achiev-
able with the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code only when the supplied GKP states have a
squeezing larger than 11.0dB. On the other hand, the squeezing of the experimentally re-
alized GKP states ranges from 5.5dB to 9.5dB [82, 84]. In this regard, we emphasize that
our oscillator encoding scheme is compatible with non-deterministic GKP state prepara-
tion schemes. This is because the required GKP states can be prepared offline and then
supplied to the error correction circuit in the middle of the decoding procedure (similar to
the magic state injection for the qubit-based universal quantum computation [107]). Thus
in near-term experiments, it will be more advantageous to sacrifice the success probability
of the GKP state preparation schemes and aim to prepare a GKP state of higher quality
(with a squeezing larger than the critical value 11.0dB) by using post-selection.

In general, the imperfections in GKP states may be especially detrimental to a GKP-

two-mode-squeezing code involving a large squeezing parameter. This is because such im-
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perfections may be significantly amplified by the large squeezing operations. Indeed, the
optimal gain G* is asymptotically given by G* o 1/0? in the o < 1 limit. Therefore, if the
standard deviation of the input noise is very small, we indeed have a huge gain parameter
G* > 1 (or \* = VG* +/G* — 1> 1). However, we explain in detail below that we have
designed the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code very carefully so that any imperfections in the
GKP states are not amplified by the large squeezing operations.

With these potential issues in mind, let us now analyze the adverse effects of the finite
squeezing in a rigorous and quantitative manner. Recall that an approximate GKP state
with a finite squeezing can be modeled by |GKPA) o exp[—A27]|GKP). As shown in Ref.
[100] (see also Section 2.4), one can convert the finitely-squeezed GKP state |GKPa) via a

noise twirling into
N, 0] (|GKP)(GKPY), (7.13)

i.e., an ideal canonical GKP state corrupted by an incoherent random shift error N, [ogip].
Here, ngp = (1—e2%)/(1+e 2% is the variance of the additive noise associated with
the finite GKP squeezing. The noise standard deviation o, characterizes the width of
each peak in the Wigner function of an approximate GKP state. The GKP squeezing is
then defined as sgip, = —IOloglo(Qagkp). The GKP squeezing s, quantifies how much an
approximate GKP state is squeezed in both the position and the momentum quadrature in
comparison to the vacuum noise variance 1/2.

In Fig. 7.4, we present the full circuit for the implementation of the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code. Note that the third mode (or the measurement mode) in the decoding
scheme is introduced to simultaneously measure the position and momentum operators of
the ancilla mode modulo v/27. That is, we consume one GKP state to perform the simulta-
neous and modular position and momentum measurements. We remark that we would have
consumed two GKP states for the simultaneous and modular quadrature measurements if
we were to use the measurement circuits in Fig. 7.1(b) (i.e., one for the modular position
measurement and the other for the modular momentum measurement). While this scheme

certainly works, it is not the most efficient strategy. This is because the measurement
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Figure 7.4: [Fig. 8 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) Encoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code subject to independent and identically distributed additive Gaussian noise
errors. The input GKP state in the ancilla mode is assumed to be a noisy canonical GKP
state with a noise standard deviation ogkp. (b) Decoding circuit of the GKP-two-mode-
squeezing code. Note that the simultaneous position and momentum quadrature measure-
ment modulo v/27 is implemented by using a third ancilla mode (i.e., the measurement
ancilla mode) initialized to a noisy GKP state with a noise standard deviation ogiyp.

circuits in Fig. 7.1(b) are for non-destructive measurements. While the first measurement
(e.g., the modular position measurement) has to be performed in a non-destructive way,
the following measurement (e.g., the modular momentum measurement) can be done in a
destructive way since we no longer need the quantum state in the ancilla mode and instead
only need the classical measurement outcomes 26(12) and Z[(,Q). This is the reason why we
simply measure the momentum quadrature of the second mode (i.e., the ancilla mode) in
a destructive way after the modular position measurement (see Fig. 7.4(b)). Such a non-
Gaussian resource saving is especially crucial in the regime where the finite squeezing of an
approximate GKP state is the limiting factor.

Thanks to the resource saving described above, we only need to supply two GKP states

to implement the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code (one in the input of the ancilla mode and
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the other for the simultaneous and modular ancilla quadrature measurements). We assume
that these two GKP states are corrupted by an additive Gaussian noise channel Nogkyp],
ie., ((5(5 ),5( ) (5(3) 5(3)) ~iid N(O,ngp) (see Eq. (7.13) and Fig. 7.4). Due to this additional
noise associated with the finite squeezing of the GKP states, the estimated reshaped ancilla

quadrature noise is corrupted as follows:

9 = o + €
Z1(92) =R /5= ( (2) +£(gkp)) (7.14)

Here, fqgkp = (5(2) + 5 and § (gkp) 5,(;,2) - 5;(;3) are the additional noise due to the finite
GKP squeezing and follow (ﬁqgkp), §pgkp )) ~iia N (0, 2a§kp). Such additional noise will then
be propagated to the data mode through the miscalibrated counter displacement operations
based on noisy estimates. In the presence of additional GKP noise, the sizes of the optimal

(1)

counter displacements exp[ip1Z, '| and exp|—ig; 21(,1)] are given by

2(1) _ 2 G(G — 1)0'2 2(2) G>1 72(2)
= 5 ,
7 (2G —1)o? + 207 a

~(1) _ 2,/G(G —1)0? £(2) G>1 21()2)

. 7.15
PTG -1+ 205,77 (7.15)

and do not explicitly depend on G in the G > 1 limit. Therefore, the additional GKP
noise §qg P) and & (ekp) i) simply be added to the data quadrature operators without being
amplified by the large gain parameter G > 1. This absence of the noise amplification
is a critically important feature of our scheme and is generally not the case for a generic
GKP-stabilizer code involving large squeezing operations.

In Subsection 7.1.4, we provide a through analysis of the adverse effects of the finitely-
squeezed GKP states. In particular, we derive the variance of the output logical quadrature
noise (07)? as a function of the input noise standard deviation o, the GKP noise standard
deviation ogyp, and the gain of the two-mode squeezing G. Similarly as above, we opti-
mize the gain G of the two-mode squeezing to minimize the output logical noise standard
deviation oy, for given o and ogyp,.

In Fig. 7.5(a), we plot the maximum achievable QEC gain 02/(0%)? as a function of
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Figure 7.5: [Fig. 9 in arXiv:1903.12615 (2019)] (a) The optimal QEC gain 02/(0%)? as a
function of input noise standard deviation o for various values of the GKP squeezing sgi, =
—-10 10g10(20§kp) ranging from 12.8dB to 30dB and (b) the optimal two-mode squeezing gain
G*, translated to the required single-mode squeezing in the unit of decibel 20log;, A* where
M = VG* + v/G* — 1. The non-trivial QEC gain ¢2/(c3)% > 1 is achievable only when
the squeezing of the supplied approximate GKP states is larger than the critical squeezing
11.0dB. The dashed black lines represent the asymptotic results for the infinitely squeezed

canonical GKP states which are shown in Fig. 7.3.

the input noise standard deviation o for various values of the GKP squeezing ranging from
10.9dB to 30dB. In Fig. 7.5(b), we plot the optimal gain G* of the two-mode squeezing,

translated to the required single-mode squeezing in the unit of decibel. We observe that
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the non-trivial QEC gain 0%/(0%)? > 1 can be achieved only when the supplied GKP states
have a squeezing larger than the critical value 11.0dB. Also, when the supplied GKP states
have a squeezing of 30dB, the maximum QEC gain is given by 02/(0%)? = 4.41, which is
achieved when ¢ = 0.1. For comparison, the QEC gain at the same input noise standard
deviation o = 0.1 is given by 02/(c5)? = 7.7 when the ideal canonical GKP states are
used to implement the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code (see above). The fact that these two
values (4.41 verses 7.7) are close to each other is an indicative of the fact that the additional

GKP noise is not catastrophically amplified by the large (12.3dB) single-mode squeezing

operations needed in this regime.

7.1.4 Detailed analysis of the GKP-two-mode squeezing code

(1)

Here, we first explain the underlying reasons behind our choice of the estimates z; ’ and

21(,1) in Eq. (7.7) for the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code. Note that the covariance matrix of

(1 (1) (2) (2))T

the reshaped noise z = (24 7, 2p *, 2 » 2p is given by

2G - 1)I,  —2G(G —1)2Zs

V, = o? : (7.16)

9 /GG —1)Zy (26—

For now, let us ignore the fact that we can measure 2(52) and z:,(?) only modulo v27 and

instead assume that we know their exact values. Note that zél) is only correlated with zf),

(1) (2) (1) (2)

whereas 2, ’ is only correlated with z,”. Consider the estimates of the form z; ’ = c42q
and 21(,1) = cpzz(,Q), where ¢, and ¢, are constants. We choose ¢, and ¢, such that the variances
of zél) - Zél) and 21(71) - 2}(}1) are minimized: Since Var(z(gl) - Zél)) and Var(zl(,l) - 21()1)) are
given by

Var(zzgl) — 20y = Var(2{) — 2¢, - Cov(2(V, 22 4 2Var(2?), (7.17)
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they are minimized when

B Cov(zél),z((f)) _2y/G(G 1)

Cq = - )
! Var(zéZ)) 2G -1

. Cov(zl(,l),zz(f)) _ 2¢/G(G-1) (7.18)
! Var(zl(,z)) 2G -1 .

Therefore, if both Zéz) and zz(f) are precisely known, the optimal estimates of zél) and zl()l)

are given by

A0 _2VG(GE ) g

2G -1 a

2/G(G 1) o)

_(1
5= 1

(7.19)

(2 (2) (2) (2

Since, however, we can only measure z,”” and 2, modulo 27, we replace z; and zj

= Rm(z((f)) and 2,&2) = Rm(zl(yg)) and get the estimates Eél) and 2,(31) in Eq. (7.7).

Yy
7%
Now we provide explicit expression for the probability density functions of the logical

quadrature noise &, and ¢, for the GKP-two-mode-squeezing code. Recall Eq. (7.8):

3 2/G(G 1)
g =2V — 2V =2V + 2(;7_11?\/%(252)),
N 2/G(G —1)
& =23 — 2V =20 - 26;7_13@(%52)), (7.20)

where z = (z(gl), zz(,l), z(gQ), z,()Q))T follows a Gaussian distribution with zero means and the

covariance matrix V. By using

RS(Z)EZ(Z—HS)-I{ZE [(n—%)s, (n—f—%)s]}, (7.21)
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we find that the probability density functions of the quadrature noise are given by

> > 2,/G(G 1)
— 1 2 1 2
Q(gq)_/_oodzf])/_oodzg )5(&725)7 eI %(ztg)))
1 (26 1) 22y 2VG(G 1) ) o
g [ S ) R

= / 220 / a5, — ) - AV o o)

neL
1 1
(2) 1 1
X I{Zq € [(n 2)\/%, <n+ 2)\/27?}}
RGNy, 2VEGE ) )2 1 (22
* ono2 P [ 202 (Zq 2G—1 4 ) @G 1)o2 ) }
(n+3)V2m 1 1
oyt /<n_;>m 4 on(2G — 1)o? eXp[ 502G —1)o2 V1 ) ]
2G — 1 (2G —1) 2,/G(G - 1)
2102 eXp[ 252 (5‘1 2G—1 ”) }
- %qn : [\/jJ (&g — #n), (7.22)
and similarly
2 —1)
P(&) = / dz 1)/ dzy 2)5 25! + \/71%@( (2 )))
(2G — 1) 2/G(G—1)
X 271'02 exp {— 552 ((%1))2 + (21(02)) )+ - Z}gl) (2)}
g
- nP| a1 \Sa T Hn)y 7.23
TLZG:ZQ p|:\/2G7—1:| (fq w ) ( )
where ¢,(= q_,) and p, are as defined as
(n+1)v2r 9 1
= [ BT Tole) and = AT o
(nf%)\/% 2G -1

We derive the asymptotic expressions for the optimal gain G* and the minimum standard

deviation ¢ given in Egs. (7.11) and (7.12). By assuming v2G — 1o < 1, we find

o? 8m\/G(G — 1) Vi
erfc<2ma). (7.25)

(1)~ 55— (2G —1)2

Assuming further that G > 1 (which is relevant when ¢ < 1) and using the asymptotic
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formula for the complementary error function, i.e.,

r—r0oQ 1
erfe(z) =2 NG exp[—z?], (7.26)
we can simplify Eq. (7.25) as
(01)? ~ oz + il exp {— ix] = f(x) (7.27)
N3 402 ’

where x = 1/(2G — 1). The optimum z* can be found by solving f’(z*) = 0. Note that

f!(z) is given by

/ _ 2 ™ 20 _ L
fllx)=0 <70\/3? + —\/3?3> exp [ 402;19}. (7.28)
Thus, z* should satisfy
. 4o? s 2
T —Tloge (0_3\/?"_0— (x*)3>
P 3/2 3/2
— L log6 ( T + T ) (729)
20%y/log,(--+)  do*y/(log.(---))?

where we iteratively plugged in the first equation into itself to get the second equation. Since
log.(--+) > 1, we can disregard the second term in the second line. By further neglecting

the logarithmic factor y/log.(---), we get

. do? 73/2

o~ %loge (W) (7.30)

Since G* = 5 + 3, Eq. (7.11) follows:

- 2z~

D_l +1 (7.31)

oK1 ™
G 802 ( log, { 2

204

The optimal value (0%)? = f(z*) is then approximately given by
N 404 w3/ 404 ™ -3
(1) = - toge [ 57 ]+~ (loge |57 ]) (7.32)
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Since log, (73/2/(206*)) > 1, we can disregard the second term and obtain Eq. (7.12):

3/2

e <R 2\;?(1 e [50])" (7.33)

[N

Let us now consider the case with noisy GKP states (see Fig. 7.4 and Eq. (7.14)). Then,

we have

R 5= (282) + ¢(8)), (7.34)

where the GKP noise & (&5P) 5 independent of zél) and z(g ) and follows ngkp ~ N(0,20%,)-

Then, the probability density function Q(&,) is given by

2/G(G — 1)o?
— (1) 7,,(2) 7¢(gkp) _ L _ (2) (gkp)
Q&) = /Rs dzg dzg" g 5<5q “q (2G — 1)o? + Qngp Rm( '+ & ))

1 2G=1)  ap2, onyy _ 2VG(G 1) 4y (g
X ————exp | — 5 ((z{")? + (2}?)?) - ——221>
/]_67'('30'40';1{1) |: 20—2 q q 0—2 q q i|
1 kp)\2
X exp 2 (f(g P )
% o2 }

2\/G(G —1)0?
— (gkp)5(¢ — (1) _ (2) 4 ¢(gkp) _ /9
nze:z/ dz dz df (f Zq (2G — 1)o? + 207, (2 + &4 7m)>

S QG- )y 2VGGE=1) oN\2_ 1 9
) fibroio?, exp | = (4 + 2 4) =)

com [ G+ e (o ) o0 V)

2
1 1 1
= dz df (kp) ____—  exp | — ————(212)?] exp | — ——(€(8kP))?
T;Z /167T3U4U§kp [ 2(2G —1)02 ™1 } [ 4U§kp 1 }
@G-y, 2VG(GE-1D e oo
xeXP{ 202 (q (2G—1)02—|—205k ( 2mn)
24/ G(G - 1)2U§kp 2(2))2]
(2G —1)((2G — 1)o? +202_)
1 1
< {2 +€f e [(n—3)Vor, (n+ 5 ) Ver|}. (7.35)

Thus, the variance of the output logical quadrature noise (o) = Var[¢,] = E[(&,)?] is given
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1

1
or)? = / dz(2)d§(gkp)d§ Y (=
) % Rz 1 ¢ /167730402kp [ 2(2G — 1)0?
2G —1 2/G(G—1)o
X (’fq)Q exp [ - 7( ) ( q— ( (gkp V27n)

202 2G — ) + Zng

2/G(G — Qngp (2)>2}

2G — 1)((2G “1)o? 207 )
coxp [~ o (PP e + e € [(n - 5)vam (n+ ) var] )

Tgkp

_Z/ dzP dgEPp[V2G = 10](2{)) - p[V2040) (SE)

ne”L

(=]

o? 2\/G(G —1)5?
¢lekp) _ /9
X [2G—1+<(2G1)02+20§k (& 2mn)
2\/ G(G — 1 2G§kp (2))2]

C(2G - 1D((2G - 1)o? + 2agkp)zq

I+ 60 € [(n— 1) vam (n+ 1) va] ) (7.3)

Fig. 7.5 was obtained by optimizing the gain G to minimize (¢7)? in Eq. (7.36).

7.2 Cubic phase state as a non-Gaussian resource

Here, we review the cubic phase state and gate [78] and discuss distillation of noisy cubic

phase states.

7.2.1 Cubic phase state and gate

The cubic phase gate V,, [78] is defined as

V, = expling’], (7.37)
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and is a non-Gaussian operation analogous to the T gate T' = |0)(0| + explim/4]|1)(1] for

the multi-qubit universal quantum computation. The cubic phase state |7y) is defined as

~ 1 o iva3 | A
=Tl =0) = <= / dge |G = g, (7.38)

and is analogous to the magic state |T) = T|+) o< |0) 4 explim/4]|1) for qubits.
We make the following important observation: The cubic phase state |y) is an eigenstate

of a Gaussian operator VvﬁVJ =p+ [i7§%,p] = p — 374>, i.e.,
(p = 3v4*)ly) = VapVi|y) = Vyplp = 0) = 0. (7.39)
Note that the displaced cubic phase state
v,p) = e®ly) =V, |p = p) (7.40)
is also an eigenstate of the Gaussian operator p — 374 with an eigenvalue p
(P — 3vG*) 17, p) = VAVl 1y, p) = Vaplp = p) = pV;1p = p) = plv, D), (7.41)

where p can be any real number (|v,p = 0) = |v)). Therefore, the set of displaced cubic
phase states {|v,p)|p € R} spans the entire bosonic Hilbert space. That is, any state p can

be expressed as
p= /dpdp/P(p,p')!%p><%p’!, (7.42)

where P(p,p') = (P(p',p))* and [ dpP(p,p) = 1.
Now, we introduce the magic twirling (consisting only of Gaussian operations) and show

that it can transform any state p into a mixture of displaced cubic phase states

p= /oo dpP(p, p)|v,p) (7, p|. (7.43)

—0o0

We define the magic twirling as a random application of Gaussian operations exp[i(p —
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3v¢?)x] with z ~ N(0,%? = ), i.e.,

o

T(p) = lim dz

2
~ox2 i (B—34%)w 5, —i(p—37q")x
gm \/ﬁe 2 e pe . (7.44)

Plugging in Eq. (7.42) to Eq. (7.44) and using (p — 3v4%)|7, p) = p|v,p) (see Eq. (7.41)), we

get the desired result:

) , oo 1
T(ﬂ)Z/dpdp’P(pm’)[Elgr;o/ dw\/ﬁe 27 ¢ PP)T | |y ) (o, 1|

. 22y
z/dpdp’P(p,p’)[Zlggoe (@ “ﬂl%pﬂ%p'l
= / dpdp' P(p, )0y |7, D) {7, D]

1
=— /dpdp’P(p,p’)5(p — )7, p) (7.1

5(0)
= 5(10) /_OO dpP(p,p)|v,p)(7,p|. (7.45)

Note that the normalization constant 1/6(0) is due to the fact that displaced cubic phase
states |y, p) are orthonormalized by the Dirac delta function (i.e., {(,plvy,p’) = d(p — p'),
yielding (v|y) = §(0)), whereas the state p is normalized to unity (i.e., Tr[p] = 1).

Since |, p) = exp[ipg]|7), one understand the mixture of displaced cubic phase states in
Eq. (7.45) as the ideal cubic phase state |y)(7y| corrupted by a random displacement error

in the momentum direction, i.e.,

oo

T(p) x Np(|v)(v]) where Np(p) E/ dpP(p,p)ePdpe=Pa. (7.46)

—00

The purpose of the cubic phase state distillation will then be to reduce, e.g., the variance of
the random displacement error N'p by using only Gaussian states, operations, and homodyne
measurements. Before moving on to the cubic phase state distillation, we will discuss the
cubic phase state injection procedure (in the presence of the random displacement noise
Np) in the next section.

Let us now show that the ability to perform a noisy cubic phase gate N p(V7 ° VJ )

is equivalent to the ability to prepare a noisy cubic phase state Np(]v)(7y|) if we assume
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(a) Cubic phase state injection

Cubic phase gate
Cubic phase state

(b) Cubic phase state injection

= ‘¢> V’Y Np |—

Noisy cubic phase gate

Noisy cubic phase state

Figure 7.6: Cubic phase state injection procedure (a) with an ideal cubic phase state |y) and
(b) with a noisy cubic phase state Np(|v)(v]). Us,. is given by U, . = exp[—3iv(24* + 224)].

Gaussian states, operations, and homodyne measurements are free.
It is clear that the ability to perform the noisy cubic phase gate N, p(f/'7 . VJ ) allows us to

prepare the noisy cubic phase state Np(|y)(7y|) because one can simply apply N, p(f/,y o VVT )

to the position eigenstate |p = 0)(p = 0|
Ne(]) = N (V16 = 005 = 0|V7f). (7.47)

Now, we show that the converse is also true. That is, we show that one can perform the noisy
cubic phase gate N p(f/7 . VJ ) via the cubic phase state injection procedure by consuming
a single noisy cubic phase state Np(|y)(7|). Below we recall the cubic phase state injection

procedure introduced in Ref. [78] (see also Fig. 7.6(a)) and show that it converts a displaced
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cubic phase state |7, p) into the cubic phase gate f@ followed by an unwanted shift e4:

Cubic phase state injection procedure

Input:

oo oo

N i3 il A
dgy(q)|lg1 = ¢) ® / dq' e e Gy = ¢')

—00

v o = [
—0o0
Step 1: Apply €412
o0 oo , s ) )
7 / dq/ dq'P(q)e” " e g1 = q) ® |G2 = ¢' — q)
—o0 —00
00 0o ] 5
N / dq/ dzp(q)e T D ) = ) @ |G = 2)
—0oQ —0o0
Step 2: Measure ¢
[e.e]
— / dqw(q)e”(zﬂ)?)elp(zﬂ)](jl =¢q) + classical side information 2z
—0oQ
Step 3: Apply U, . = e 3126 +220)

o0
5 / daib(q)e e &g, = q)
—o0

= PV 1)) (7.48)

Thus, the cubic phase injection procedure converts a noisy cubic phase state Np(|7)(v|)

into a noisy cubic phase gate ./\/'p(f/'7 . VJ), ie.,

CPS injection
—— N

pNp(M() p(VpVy). (7.49)

See also Fig. 7.6(b).

7.2.2 A general set up for cubic phase state distillation

Finally, we discuss distillation of noisy cubic phase states: We want to convert many noisy
cubic phase states into fewer but less noisy cubic phase states. In other words, we aim
to develop continuous-variable (CV) analog of magic state distillation introduced in Ref.
[107]. We present a general setup for cubic phase state distillation in Fig. 7.7. Our goal is

to consume n noisy cubic phase states and distill k(< n) less noisy cubic phase states by
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Noisy cubic
Encoding phase gate Decoding

( )

B
=
N
|)

. . Output cubic
phase states

. Error-

(UEr) T : extracting

[P = 0) — ﬁ ancilla

: : Idle ancilla

. J/ . J

Figure 7.7: A general setup for distilling & less noisy cubic phase states out of n noisier
cubic phase states.

using only Gaussian states, operations, and homodyne measurements.

Let us consider n bosonic modes where the first m modes are initialized to momentum
eigenstates [p1 = 0),---|pm = 0) and the last n — m modes are initialized to position
eigenstates |Gm+1 = 0),---, |G, = 0). Note that these initial states are Gaussian states.
Then, we apply an encoding Gaussian circuit Ugnc and then apply noisy cubic phase gates
N, p(fQ ° VJ ) transversally to all bosonic modes. Ideally, we want that the transversal cubic
phase gates interleaved with the encoding and the inverse of the encoding Gaussian circuit,

e., (Ug)t. (&), VASJ )) - UE™ to implement cubic phase gates to the first k& modes and
identity operations to the next m—k modes which were initialized to momentum eigenstates.

That is, we want

@ (V) - 08 (s = 0)( & 1 =0)

J=1 j=1 j=m+1
k m N
= (@71 =0)( & 1i=0)( @ I35=0), (7.50)
j=1 j=k+1 j=m—+1

where VA,(J ) is the cubic phase gate acting on the j* mode, i.e., VA,(J ) = exp[i’y(j?]. Note that
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in this desired case the first kK modes support cubic phase states ‘A/V(J ) |pj = 0), while the next
m — k modes are in the momentum eigenstates @, [p; = 0).

In the next subsection, we discuss under which condition (on the encoding circuit Agnc)
we have the desired property in Eq. (7.50). For now, we focus on what to do next: Since
the modes k + 1,--- ,m are supposed to be in the momentum eigenstates ®7jn:k+1 Ipj = 0)
if there were no errors, we can use these modes to detect momentum quadrature noises.
In particular, the inverse of the encoding Gaussian circuit ((A/'(E;HC)Jr transforms the uncor-
related momentum quadrature noises ®?:1 N, I(Jj ) into correlated momentum quadrature
noises (UG™)" (R, Nl(pj)) UERe where UE™ = UE o (UFP)T and ngj) is the momentum

quadrature noise channel acting on the j** mode, i.e.,

N = [ dpPop)erispe (7.51)
—o0

Therefore, the noises in the modes k + 1,--- ,m will be correlated with the noises in the
modes 1,--- , k. If the noise correlation is strong enough, we can infer noises in the output
cubic phase states in the modes 1,--- , k indirectly by extracting the noises in the modes
k+1,---,m via momentum homodyne measurements. This information can then be used
to reduce the noises in the modes 1, - - - , k£ and ideally we end up with less noisy cubic phase

states.
Note that the modes m + 1,--- ,n are in position eigenstates and therefore cannot be

used to detect momentum quadrature noises. Nevertheless these idle modes are essential to

ensure the desired property in Eq. (7.50).

7.2.3 'Triorthogonality and transversality

We now discuss under which condition (on ﬁgnc) the desired property in Eq. (7.50) holds.

For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to CSS-type encoding circuit, i.e.,

= : (7.52)
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where ¢ = (41, ,Gn)” and p = (p1,--- ,Pn)? are the input quadrature operators and ¢’ =
((UEnC) UEnc’ .. (UEmc)]L 4 U(E;HC)T and p/ = ((Ugnc)fﬁlfjgnc, - (Ugnc)fﬁnﬁgnc)T are
the output quadrature operators. The only constraint on the n xn matrix A is that it should
be invertible. Note that the transformation matrix (A?)~! for the momentum quadrature

operators was chosen to make the matrix § = diag(A, (AT)~1) symplectic, i.e.,
SQST = Q where Q = : (7.53)

and I,, is the n x n identity matrix.
Let us now recall the left hand side of the desired relation in Eq. (7.50). In particular,

we need to inspect (UEHC) (®, Vy(j)) . Ugnc' Note that

G (@ 00 = (OB exp [zmj} e

= exp [ Z z"y( Z Aj,aAj,bAj,c> (ja(jquc:| . (7.54)

a,b,c=1 Jj=1

If we act this operation on the state (Q'L; [p; = 0))(®—_,,11 14j = 0)), we get

n

(OE™) - (R V) UE“C(%M =0))( & I3 =0)

j=1 j=m+1
m m n
(oo | Y (S Ao ) uivid] @i = 0) (@ lis=0). (75
a,b,c=1 7j=1 7j=1 j=m+1
because ¢,GpG. = 0 unless 1 < a,b,c < m.
Let us consider a n X m submatrix

An Aim
A=|: - (7.56)

Anl Anm

of the n x n matrix A. We say that the submatrix A is (n,m,k)-triorthogonal if it is
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Figure 7.8: Cubic phase state distillation with a (n,m, k)-triorthogonal encoding circuit
[Ene,

Idle ancilla

full-rank and its elements satisfy

n 1 (a,bc)=(1,1,1), -, (k k k)
> AjadjpAje = : (7.57)

J=1 0 otherwise

for all 1 < a, b, c < m. Therefore, if we choose Ugnc such that the submatrix A is (n, m, k)-
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triorthogonal, we have the desired property in Eq. (7.50).
08 (@) - 05 (Rl =0)( @ 13=0)
(e[ S (S Ao )] @i - 0) (& lis—0)
j=1

a,b,c=1 j=1 j=m+1
k m n
. A311 A R R
= (el =) ( @ 1hi=0) ( @ li=0)-. (7.58)
Jj=1 j=k+1 j=m+1
Output cubic phase states Error-extracting ancilla Idle ancilla

Note that the triorthogonality we introduced in Eq. (7.57) is analogous to the triorthogo-
nality introduced in Ref. [200] (defined with respect to modulo 2 arithmetic) for magic state
distillation. Consequences of the triorthogonality is summarized graphically in Fig. 7.8.
We now give several examples of triorthogonal matrices inspired by the triorthogonal
matrices for magic state distillation introduced in Refs. [107, 200]. First, by carefully

modifying the triorthogonal matrix that corresponds to the 15-qubit Reed-Muller code
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originally considered in Ref. [107], we find

1
1

0
1

1
1

0

110 00

o O o o o O

%ARME

0

-1

0 0 O
1 0 0
-1 0 O
0 1 0
0 -1 0
-1 -1 0
1 1 0
0 0 1
0o 0 -1
-1 0 -1
1 0 1
0 -1 -1
0 1 1
1 1 1
-1 -1 -1

(7.59)

One can check that Ary is (15,5, 1)-triorthogonal. Similarly, by modifying the triorthogo-
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nal matrix constructed in Ref. [200], we find

0000 1 0 0 0 0 -1
00101 0 0 1 0 1
00011 0 0 0 1 1
00111 0 0 -1 -1 -1
11001 1 1 0 0 1
11101 1 1 -1 0 -1
AR Yk =2) = o — Apu(k=2) = B (7.60)
11111 11 1 1 1
10100 1 0 -1 0 0
10010 1 0 0 -1 0
10110 1 0 1 1 0
01100 0 1 1 0 0
01010 0 1 0 1 0
01110 0 -1 -1 -1 0

Similarly, one can check that Apy(k = 2) is (14, 5, 2)-triorthogonal.

7.2.4 Failed attempts on cubic phase distillation

Here, we analyze the performance of an error-correcting scheme with a (n, m, k)-triorthogonal
matrix A. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the k = 1 case. That is, we aim to consume
n noisy cubic phase states and distill one less noisier cubic phase state.

Recall that each cubic phase gate is corrupted by a random displacement channel
o . ~ . ~
Ne(p) = [ dpPlp.p)emipe i (7.61)

In the Heisenberg picture, this channel adds a random shift &, to the momentum quadrature,
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ie.,

= ]3 + fp’ (7.62)

where the random variable , follows a probability distribution PDF(&,) = P(&p,&,). Simi-

larly, the iid random displacement error @’_; N, I(Dj ) adds a random shift @gj ) to the 7" mode,

where the shifts £, = (§§1), e §,§n))T follow the probability distribution PDF(Q(?D, e I()")) =
Q1 P& &).
Let us now consider a specific instance where ®?:1 N, I(Dj ) generates shifts &, = ({181), cee ZE”))T.

These shifts are described by a displacement operator expli Z?Zl g}i )(jj]. Note that the dis-
placement error interleaved with the encoding and the inverse of the encoding circuit is

given by

(O - exp [ €004, ] - 08 = exp [ 3213 4069 )]
j=1 a=1  j=1

—oxp | Y (AT &p)adal, (7.63)

a=1

where we used ( A(E;nc)Tqu Ugnc =Y " Ajad,. That is, the encoding and the inverse of the

encoding circuit converts the noise &, into z, = AT &p = (zz(,l), e ,zz(,n))T.
Since the last n—m modes are initialized to the position eigenstates |Gpy+1 = 0), -+, |¢n =

0), the momentum shifts act trivially on these modes, i.e., exp[izf,j)q}]k}j = 0) = 0 for all

je{m+1,---,n}. In other words, the shifts zz(;mﬂ), S ,zl(,n) do not matter and we only

need to keep track of the shifts in the first m modes

= A
Zp=A &= (Y, )T, (7.64)
where A is a (n, m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix. Note that the shifts 21(71)’ Sy z;(,m) are generally

correlated. To see this, consider the covariance matrices of the original shift vector &, and
the reshaped shift vector Z,. Since the original shifts are not mutually correlated, the

covariance matrix Vg of the original shifts is proportional to the n x n identity matrix, i.e.,
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Vg = 021, where o2 is the variance of the probability distribution PDF(&,) = P(&p,&p).

Also, the covariance matrix Vz of the reshaped shifts is given by
s =AT . V.- A=52AT . A, (7.65)

and is generally not proportional to the m x m identity matrix.
The goal of the remaining distillation procedure is to extract information about the shift
in the first mode z,()l) based on the extracted shifts in the next m — 1 modes zz(?), " ,z,(,m).

Consider the estimate of the following form:
2N ="z (7.66)

The constants c; should be chosen such that the variance of the corrected shift zl(,l) — 2;,1)

is minimized. Note that

Var(zi(,l) z(1 )) Cov(z (1) anC z (1) 2 ))
a=2
— anCov Z cqcpCov z]g“), (b ))
a,b=2
=(Ve)u—c  (Va)u— (Ve)u e+ (Vo - c, (7.67)
where ¢ = (ca,- - ,cm)7,

‘/2: (‘/%)ul (VZ)ur ’ (768)

(Vs (Ve

and (Vz)ur = (Vg)a. Therefore, the optimal constant vector ¢* is given by

= (Va)p - (Va), (7.69)
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and the optimal output variance 2 = Var(zf,l) — 2](01)) is given by

22 = (Va)u — (Va)T - (Vo) b - (Vo). (7.70)

Recall the (15,5, 1)-triorthogonal matrix Agyy in Eq. (7.59). The covariance matrix Vz

is given by
(15 8 8 8 8]
8 8 4 4 4
24T 7 2
Vz:=0"AgmArM =0 | 8 4 4 4|, (7.71)
8 4 4 8 4
|8 4 4 4 8]
and thus
8 8 4 4 4
) 5 |8 , |4 8 4 4
(Vz2)u =150, (Vzhu=o0 , V=0 (7.72)
8 4 4 8 4
8 4 4 4 8
Unfortunately, the optimal output variance 2 is given by
~ - =1 ~ -
8 4 4 4 8
4 8 4 4 8 11
»? = 1502 — 02 [8 8 8 8] =02 (7.73)
44 8 4| |8 °?
4 4 4 8 8

which is strictly larger than the input variance o2. That is, the Reed-Muller code that works
well for multi-qubit magic state distillation does not work for cubic phase state distillation.
Therefore, we should search for another (n,m,1)-triorthogonal matrix A that can indeed

yield 2 < o2
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7.2.5 Partial no-go result on cubic phase state distillation

Here, we show that we cannot have a (n, m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix A that yields ¥? < o2.

Suppose that A is a (n, m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix. Consider the transformation
A A=A : (7.74)

where X is an (m — 1) x 1 column vector and A is an (m — 1) x (m — 1) invertible matrix.
One can see that the transformed matrix A’ is also a (n,m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix if A is.
Now, we show that the new triorthogonal matrix A’ performs identically to the old one A.

Recall that Vz = 02AT A and consider

V! =2 AT A

AT v Loof (1 AT H(Ve)a (Va)u| |10
0 AT A A 0 AT |(Va)n (Va)u| |[A A

Va2V A ATV (VAT +AT(VAD)A | (7.75)

AT ((Vz)n+ (Vz)iA) AT (VA

We used (Vz)ur = (Vz)T to get the last equality. The output variance ¥'? associated with

the covariance matrix V is then given by

22 = (Ve)u + 2(VE) i A + AT (V)i A
— (VT + AT V)T A (AT (V2 ) AT (Vo) + (Vi)
= (Vo)u — (Va)l (Vo) ' (Va)u

=x2 (7.76)

which is the same as the one associated with the original covariance matrix Vz. That is,
the new triorthogonal matrix A’ performs identically to the old one A.

Since the performance is invariant under the transformation given in Eq. (7.74), we can

260



restrict ourselves to (n, m, 1)-triorthogonal matrices of the form

T T
A= |7 %, |, where ¥l @, =0 forall a € {2,---,m}, (7.77)
1 \J

without loss of generality. (One can always transform a (n,m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix into
the above form by setting A = (Vz)ﬁl(Vg)n to eliminate the off-diagonal blocks in V). In

this case, the output variance is simply given by

2 =00t =0 ) (0h)2 (7.78)

> )i =1. (7.79)

One can then prove that any vector ¢ that satisfies > o, (¢1)3 = 1 should have >0 (¥)2 >

a

1. This implies that X2 > o2 for any (n,m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix and thus there cannot

be a (n,m, 1)-triorthogonal matrix that yields % < o2,

7.2.6 Magic variance

Here, we consider the magic variance of Gaussian states. Recall that we can convert any
state p into a magic-diagonal state T(p) = [ dpP(p,p)|7v,p)(7,pl, where P(p,p) is given
by

P(p.p) = {v,plplr.p)- (7.80)
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We define the magic mean and magic variance of a state p as the mean and variance of the

magic distribution P(p,p). That is,

[e.9]

Magic mean E/ dp - pP(p.p)

—00

-/ " dp-pTx[ply.p) (7.0

—0o0

o0 ~ GRS ~ ~ i~ A3
=/ der[pe”q plp = p){(p = ple ”q}

—0o0

=Tr {[)ei'ng ﬁe_m?g}

= (p—37¢%), (7.81)
and
Magic variance = / dp - p*P(p.p) — (magic mean)? = <(]§ — 37@2)2> — <13 — 37d2>2.
(7.82)

Apparently, displaced cubic phase states |v,p) have vanishing magic variance. Now, we
consider the minimum possible magic variance of single mode Gaussian states. To do so,

we need to compute

(), (&%), (@*p) = (ba*)", (@"). (7.83)

Note that a Gaussian state is fully characterized by its first two moments & and V.

Specifically, the characteristic function of a Gaussian state is given by
1
(&) =Tr /)exp[z'ceTng]} — exp [— SET@vane —ia)e|. (7.84)
We now make these expressions more explicit for single-mode Gaussian states. Note that

exp[ichﬂﬁ] — eiﬁp‘f—iﬁqﬁ — eifpﬁe—ifqﬁe—%ﬁqu’ (785)
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and
1 1
*igT(QVQT)S —i(QE)"¢ = b [V;?pgg — 2Vop&ep + quﬁf;] — ip&q + 1GEp. (7.86)

Thus, we have

875‘1 5q’§p=0 - <_Zp> - _Zp — <p> = p7
ax o -
B, e, 0 — 10 =10 —{d) =7,
0%y A i
T2 e oo = IV = V=P 2 () = Vi 7
q 'S15p=
0%x B B - o
08406y 1060 (@p) =5 =Vop+ a0 — (@) =Vop + P+ 3,
d*x A2 , ) )
92 le e o OV = V@ ) = Ve + T (7.87)
p 'SaSp=

and more importantly,

83X o L g - 9 A2 A - N
0E,0€2 le, =0 (6P + 54) = 1DVaq +21qVep +1q°p = (4°D) = Vg + 2Vapd + TP + 54,
d'x 4 2 2, 4 4 2 2, 4
et le, 60 (q") = 3Vyq +6Vaet" + 4 (%) = 3V2 4 6Vyd® + ¢*. (7.88)

Equipped with all these, let us now compute the magic variance for single-mode Gaussian

states:

. . . 9 . . . L\ 2
Magic variance = <p2 — 37v¢*p — 3vp§* + 972q4> — ((p) — 37(q2>)
= Vip + " = 67(Vigh + 2Vipd + 7°D) + 97° (3V + 6Vee@* + )

— PP+ 6v(Vog + @)D — 97> (Vi + 2V + T

= Vo + 1892V 4 3677 Vay | (4 - Var )2— Yoy
- 'pp qq
qq 67qu 36’72‘/(12(]
V2
> Vop = 372 + 1897V, (7.89)
qq

263



Note that Heisenberg uncertainty principle implies V4V, > Vq2p + i. Therefore, we have

; ; 1 21,2 L1 2r,2\3 _ 3(37\3
Magic variance > v, +18y7V,, > 3(8qu8qu18’y qu) = 5(7> . (7.90)
Note that the inequality is saturated when
i= Yy v, —( ! )é (7.91)
7= GV T YT \7292) :

Thus, it is impossible to have a cubic phase state distillation scheme that works for all

2

2 . . .
0? < o2 for some o2 > 2(3—7)5. This is because then we can start from the Gaussian

c = 3\72

state defined by the parameters in Eq. (7.91) and reach the ideal cubic phase state which is
non-Gaussian. However, it is still technically possible that there is a cubic phase distillation
scheme that works if 02 < %(377)%

7.3 Open questions

The biggest open question is whether there exists a family of noisy non-Gaussian states
that can be distilled indefinitely to a noiseless non-Gaussian state by using only Gaussian
operations. In Ref. [194], it was shown that noisy cubic phase states can be distilled to a
less noisy cubic phase state. However, the distillation scheme presented in Ref. [194] does
not reduce the noise in cubic phase states to an arbitrarily small value. The results given in
Subsection 7.2.5 show that the direct translation of the conventional magic state distillation
schemes to bosonic systems do not work either. Thus, it will be interesting to look for (with
optimism) a completely different approach towards cubic phase state distillation and see
if cubic phase state distillation is possible. Conversely, it will also be interesting to see if
(with pessimism) a resource-theoretic framework [201] can be used to provide an argument
against the possibility of cubic phase state distillation, or more generally distillation of
any non-Gaussian resources (e.g., GKP states and Fock states) by using only Gaussian

operations.
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Appendix A

Gaussian states, unitaries, and

channels

A.1 Bosonic modes

Let ‘H denote an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. Quantum states of IV bosonic modes are
in a tensor product of N such Hilbert spaces H®". Each bosonic mode is associated with
an annihilation and a creation operator a; and &L, satisfying the bosonic communication

relation
la, a;] = [a],al] = 0, a5, al) = a3, (A1)

where ¢;; is the Kronecker delta function and [A, B] = AB — BA. The Hilbert space
H is spanned by the eigenstates of the excitation number operator 7 = afa. That is,
H = span{|n)}>2, where n2|n) = n|n). In the excitation number basis (or the Fock basis),

the annihilation and creation operators are given by
oo o

a=>Y van—1)(nl, at=>"Vn+1ln+1)(nl. (A.2)
n=1 n=0

A coherent state |«) is an eigenstate of the annihilation operator @ with a complex

eigenvalue a, i.e., ala) = aja). In the Fock basis, |«) is given by |a) = e zlol? Yoo %|n)
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Note that the vacuum state |0) is a special case of coherent states with o = 0. The
displacement operator D(a) is defined as D(«a) = exp(aal — a*@), and a coherent state |

can be understood as a displaced vacuum state:
la) = D(a)|0). (A.3)

Quadrature operators are defined as

[~}

1 i
_ . Lt . JE T
= —(ax +a;), —(a; — ag), A4
and are called position and momentum operator, respectively. Note that we follow the
same convention as used for GKP codes [33, 78] which differs from Ref. [192] by a factor

of V2 in the definition of ¢ and pj. Define & = ({1, p1,--- ,4n,Pn)". Then, the bosonic

commutation relation reads [&;, &;] = i€2;;, where Q is defined as

Q= and w = . (A.5)
-1 0

Eigenvalue spectrum of the quadrature operators are continuous, ¢|q) = qlq), plp) = plp),
where ¢, p € (—00,00). The position and momentum eigenstates |¢) and |p) are normalized
by the Dirac delta function, i.e., (q|¢') = d(¢ — ¢') and (p|p’) = é(p — p). Also, |¢) and |p)
are related by a Fourier transformation |q) = \/% [ dpe®|p), |p) = \/% [ dpe'Plq).
Note that the position and momentum eigenstates are transformed via the displacement

operator as follows:

D(&/V2)lg) = e P)q) = |q+ &),

D(i&/V2)|p) = e®|p) = |p+&). (A.6)
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A.2 Gaussian states

Let L£(H) be the space of linear operators on the Hilbert space H. A general quantum
state (pure or mixed) is described by a density operator p € D(H), where D(H) = {p €
L(H)|pt = p = 0,Tr[p] = 1}. The expectation value of an observable E of a state  is given

by (E) = Tr[pE]. The Wigner characteristic function x(£) is defined as

X(€) = Tr[pexp(id” Q€)), (A7)

where p € D(H®N) and € = (&, -+, &n)T. The Weyl operator exp(i#T &) is of the form

of a displacement operator and satisfies the orthogonality relation
Trlexp(—i&T Q&) exp(izT Qe’)] = (2m)Vo(€ - ¢). (A.8)

The Wigner characteristic function x (&) is in one-to-one correspondence with a state p and

the inverse function is explicitly given by

p= (Q;W [ ex(@ exp(-iaT o). (A.9)

The Wigner function W () is the Fourier transformation of x(£), i.e.,

1 2N T
W(e) = Gy [ E¥ex(E expl—iaT ). (A10)
where = (z1,--- ,zy)7 is the eigenvalue of the quadrature operator .

A quantum state p is called a Gaussian state if its Wigner characteristic function and

Wigner function are Gaussian [192]:

X(€) = exp [~ €T (@VAT)E - i(2D)].

Wi(z) = exp [ — %(w —-2)Tv—l(x - :f:)] (A1)
(2m)NV/detV ' '
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Here, £ and V are the first and second moments of the state p:

= (&) =Tr[pz], V= ({2 -z, 2; —Z;}), (A.12)

DO =

where {4, B} = AB + BA. Thus, a Gaussian state is fully characterized by its first two

moments, i.e., p = pe(Z, V). The Heisenberg uncertainty relation reads
V4 %n =0 (A.13)

and implies V(Gx)V (pr) > L for all k € {1,--- , N}, where V (i;) = Vi;.

The vacuum state |0) (0] is the simplest example of a one-mode Gaussian state with £ = 0
and V = %, where I,, is defined as the n x n identity matrix. A coherent state |a)(c|
is also a Gaussian state: |a)(a| = pa(Za, %) with Z, = V2(ag,a7)? and a = ag + ia;.
Coherent states (including the vacuum state) saturate the uncertainty relation and thus
have the minimum uncertainty. A thermal state is an example of a Gaussian mixed state
and is given by

#(un) = fjo mw tnl = p6 (0, (mon+ 3 )12), (A.14)

in the Fock basis. Here, ng, is the average photon number, i.e., iy, = Tripp,,n|. The
quantum von Neumann entropy of a state p is defined as H(p) = —Tr[plogy p]. The entropy

of a thermal state 7(7y,) is given by
H(piy,) = 9(en), (A.15)

where g(x) = (z+ 1) logy(x 4+ 1) — zlog, z. Since a thermal state is a mixed state, we have

H(7(74n)) > 0 where the equality holds only when the state is the vacuum, i.e., g, = 0.

A.3 Gaussian unitaries

A unitary operation that maps a Gaussian state to another Gaussian state is called a

Gaussian unitary operation. A Gaussian unitary operation is generated by a second-order
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polynomial of & = (a1,---,ay)” and &' = (al,---,al)7, ie., Us = exp(—iH) with

H = i(aTa' + atFa + a'Ga') + hec., where aT = (o, ,ay) and F,G are N x N
complex matrices. In the Heisenberg picture, the annihilation operator a is transformed
into UédUG = Aa+ Ba' + a, where N x N complex matrices A, B (determined by F, G)
satisfy ABT = BAT and AAT = BBT + I'y. In terms of the quadrature operators, the

transformation reads

x — ULalUq = Sz + d, (A.16)
where d = (dy,--- ,dan)T = V2(af,af, - ,alt al)T and the 2N x 2N matrix S is sym-
plectic:

sQsT = q. (A.17)

A Gaussian unitary operation is thus fully characterized by S, d, and under U s.d the first

two moments of a Gaussian state pg(&, V') are transformed as
Z—8Sz+d, V —SVST (A.18)

The displacement operator ﬁ(a) is a one-mode Gaussian unitary operation with a = «
and F = G = 0, yielding A = 1,B = 0 and S = I, d = v2(ag,ar)”. The squeezing
operator S(r) = exp(§(a? — a?)) is a one-mode Gaussian unitary operation and transforms
quadrature operators by ¢ — e "¢ and p — €'p, i.e., S = diag(e ", e"). A quadrature
eigenstate can be understood as an infinitely squeezed state: For example, |§ = 0)
lim,—s 00 S(r)|0) and |p = 0) o lim,—_,_o S(r)|0), where |0) is the vacuum state. The phase
rotation operator is defined as U(G) = exp(ifa’a). Under the phase rotation, quadrature

operators are transformed as

cosf) —sind
& — R(0)& where R(0) = , (A.19)
sinf cosf

yielding, e.g., U(#)]a) = |ae®).
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The beam splitter unitary is a two-mode Gaussian unitary operation generated by a
Hamiltonian of the form H o i(di ag—aq d;). The beam splitter unitary B(n) transforms the
annihilation operators by a; — \/na1 + /1 —nas and az — —/T —nay + /Naz, where n €
[0,1] is called the transmissivity. In terms of the quadrature operator £ = (41, p1, G, p2)7,
the transformation reads

I v1-—nl
& — B(n)& where B(n) = Vil e : (A.20)

—1I—-nly /I,
Another example of the two-mode Gaussian operation is the two-mode squeezing, generated
by H i(ajag — &J{&T). Under the two-mode squeezing S’Q(G), the annihilation operators
are transformed as a1 — vVGa; + \/Cﬁdg and as — \/m&]; + \/édg, where G > 1 is
the gain of the two-mode squeezing operation. Under the two-mode squeezing SQ(G), the
quadrature operators are transformed as

VGI, JG-1Z
& — S2(G)& where Sa(G) = ? 1, (A.21)

VG =1Z4 VGI,

where Z9 = diag(1, —1).

A.4 Gaussian channels

A quantum channel N : D(H®Y) — D(H®N) maps a quantum state p € D(HEY) to
another state in D(H®Y) via a completely positive and trace-preserving (CPTP) map [37].

Gaussian channels map a Gaussian state to another Gaussian state and can be simulated

by
N(p) = Trp[Uc(p ® pr)UE)- (A.22)

Here, UG is a Gaussian unitary operation on the system plus the environmental modes, pg
is a Gaussian state, and Trg is the partial trace with respect to the environmental mode.

Let XT = (2T, 9T) be a collection of quadrature operators of the system mode & and the
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environmental mode ¢, and assume that the initial system and environmental states are
given by pa (&, V) and pg(y, Vy), respectively. Here, Z, § are the first moments and V,
V, are the second moments of the system and the environment. If the Gaussian unitary
operation Uc acting on the joint system is characterized by

Szz S, d
UM and D= | 7, (A.23)

Syw S’!J'!/ dy

S:

the first two moments of the system mode are transformed as  — Szo® + Spy¥y + dyp and
Ve — Smemem + SmyVyS;fy, as can be derived by specializing Eq. (A.18) to Eq. (A.23).
After tracing out the environment, the resulting effective Gaussian channel for the system

is characterized by

z—>Tz+d, V,—TV,TT +N, (A.24)
where
T = S:cwa
N = Sz, VST,
d = Sy + dg. (A.25)

Thus in general, a Gaussian channel is fully characterized by T, IN, and d. Below, we
introduce three important examples of Gaussian channels, namely, Gaussian thermal-loss

channels, noisy amplification channels, and additive Gaussian noise channels.

Definition 25 (Gaussian thermal-loss channels). Let B(n) be a beam splitter unitary
with transmissivity n € [0, 1], acting on the modes 1 and 2. Then, the Gaussian thermal-loss

channel is defined as

N

N, p)(p1) = Tra[B(n) (pr © 7(7an)) BT (n)], (A.26)

where Try is the partial trace with respect to the mode 2 which is initially in a thermal state

7(7gy) with an average photon number fy,. The Gaussian thermal-loss channel N [n, i) is
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characterized by
_ _ 1
N, 7un] < (T, N, d) = (i, (1 =) (7 + 5 ) 12,0), (A.27)

The above characterization can be derived by specializing Eq. (A.25) to the case of beam

splitter unitaries and the initial thermal environmental state.

Definition 26 (Bosonic pure-loss channels). Bosonic pure-loss channels are a special
case of Gaussian thermal-loss channels with g, = 0. That is, the bosonic pure-loss channel

with transmissivity n € [0, 1] is defined as
N, 0](p1) = Tr2[B(n) (1 @ [0){0]2) BT (n)]. (A.28)
The bosonic pure-loss channel N'[n,0] is characterized by

Nn,0] & (T,N,d) = (\/7712, %(1 — ), o), (A.29)

Now, we move on to the amplification channels.

Definition 27 (Noisy amplification channels). Let S5(G) be a two-mode squeezing
unitary operation with gain G > 1, acting on modes 1 and 2. Then, the noisy amplification

channel is defined as
AlG, 1) (p1) = Tra[Sa(G) (1 ® #(m))SY(G)]. (A.30)
The noisy amplification channel A[G, ] is characterized by
_ _ 1
AlG, ] ¢ (T, N, d) = (VGIy, (G = 1) (7un + 5)12,0). (A.31)

The above characterization can be derived by specializing Eq. (A.25) to the case of two-mode

squeezing unitaries and the initial thermal environmental state.
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Definition 28 (Quantum-limited amplification channels). Quantum-limited amplifi-
cation channels are a special case of noisy amplification channels with ny, = 0. That is, the

quantum limited amplification channel with gain G > 1 is defined as
ALG.0](p1) = Tra[52(G) (P ® [0)(012)S3(G)]- (A.32)
The quantum-limited amplification channel A[G,0] is characterized by

A[G,0] < (T, N,d) = (\/512, %(G — 1)12,0). (A.33)

(G=1)

Note that the noise N = 5

I5 is due to the variance of the ancillary vacuum state,
transferred to the system via the two-mode squeezing operation. Since the vacuum state
has the minimum variance allowed by the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, the quantum-
limited amplification incurs the least noise among all linear amplification channels [128].

Lastly, we introduce additive Gaussian noise channels which are also sometimes referred

to as Gaussian random displacement channels.

Definition 29 (Additive Gaussian noise channels). The additive Gaussian noise chan-
nel is defined as

Np,[0?)(p) = —5 | d*ae” o* D(a)pD'(«), (A.34)

where ﬁ(a) is the displacement operator and o2 is the variance of the random shifts. The
additive Gaussian noise channels belong to the class By channel [202, 205] (hence the sub-

seript) and is characterized by

NB,[0%] <+ (T, N,d) = (I,0%I5,0). (A.35)
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