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We construct a general family of quantum codes that protect against all emission, absorption,
dephasing, and raising/lowering errors up to an arbitrary fixed order. Such codes are known in the
literature as absorption-emission (AE) codes. We derive simplified error correction conditions for
a general AE code and show that any permutation-invariant code that corrects ≤ t errors can be
mapped to an AE code that corrects up to order-t transitions. Carefully tuning the parameters
of permutationally invariant codes, we construct several examples of efficient AE codes, hosted in
systems with low total angular momentum. Our results also imply that spin codes can be mapped
to AE codes, enabling us to characterize logical operators for certain subclasses of such codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

While the prevailing research theme in quantum infor-
mation processing focuses on encoding and manipulating
information in two-state of simple systems such as atoms,
photons, or electrons, recent technological developments
have supported devoting attention to storing quantum
information in more complex systems such as molecules,
beginning with diatomic molecules [1–5]. In particular,
[3] proposed information encoding that supports protec-
tion against noise that causes small changes in the angu-
lar position or momentum. However, it was later shown
in [6] that this noise model does not adequately describe
the real physical noise in more general systems. At the
same time, such systems are difficult to create experi-
mentally since they rely on complex superpositions and
require systems with high total angular momentum.

Pursuing this line of thought, [6] recently studied in-
formation processing in systems with error processes gov-
erned by photon absorption, emission, and the Zeeman
interaction, which represent common sources of noise in
molecular systems. They have further proposed to study
codes for protection against this type of noise, calling
them absorption-emission or AE codes ([6] uses the
ligature Æ as the code name). The theory put for-
ward in [6] applies to any system that admits multiple
(2J + 1)-dimensional irreducible representations of the
total SU(2) angular momentum J . The state space con-
sidered for such systems is spanned by the states of the
form ∣J,m⟩, where m varies from −J to J and represents
the z-axis projection of the spin. The noisy channel act-
ing on the system encoding information has the Kraus
representation formed by the operators that change the
values of J and m by one unit in both directions (or leave
them intact). See Eqns. (2)-(3) for a formal description,
which expresses the error operators as combinations of
the Kraus operators controlled by the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients.

The theory developed in [6] motivated its authors to
study constructions of codes that protect against the AE
noise. Subsequently, the authors of [4] studied implemen-
tation strategies for such codes in linear molecules as well

as an approximate version of AE codes. The explicit form
of the noise operators is technically involved and compli-
cates verifying the Knill-Laflamme (KL) conditions for
error correction. To overcome this difficulty, both [6]
and [4] considered codes with basis states separated by
several units of the z-component, so that unit steps of m
in either direction do not move codewords to codewords.
This ansatz “diagonalizes” the KL conditions, enabling
construction of explicit codes. At the same time, this
construction approach limits the search space for good
codes, often resulting in codes with higher total angular
momentum. Our examples below confirm this intuition.
To lift these restrictions, in this work we derive simplified
error correction conditions that do not rely on any sep-
aration between basis states, which leads us to make a
connection between AE codes and some other code fam-
ilies, notably permutation-invariant codes [7–9].

We take our motivation from a remark in [6], which
observed that their construction of AE codes can be rel-
evant to code families protecting against other types of
noise. To quote its authors, “Using the ansatz consist-
ing of identical spacing between any neighboring pair of
states [...] recovers [...] the permutation-invariant GNU
codes [8].” In this paper, we propose to construct AE
codes as images of permutation-invariant codes, whose
basis states are linear combinations of Dicke states, mak-
ing them invariant under all permutations of the qubits.
Our starting point is the set of necessary and sufficient
conditions for a code to be stabilized by the symmetric
group, expressed as a set of equation satisfied by the co-
efficients of the linear combinations of Dicke states (see
[9] or Theorems III.1 and A.1 below in this paper). Map-
ping the Dicke states onto ∣J,m⟩ systems suggests a way
of obtaining AE codes, although verifying the KL con-
ditions still presents a challenge. Taking up this task,
we work with explicit form of the Clebsch-Gordan co-
efficients coupled with the basis states of permutation-
invariant codes of [9]. Somewhat surprisingly, we are
able to show that if the KL conditions of [9] hold true,
then so do the KL conditions for AE codes. A priori
this is unexpected because we have moved from one type
of systems to a rather different kind, and there is little
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hope that the error-correcting conditions will transfer to
the new setting.

As a result, we are able to obtain a large class of
AE codes relying on available families of permutation-
invariant codes. These codes are relatively well re-
searched, and we can use existing proposals to construct
AE codes. In particular, relying on a large family of
permutation-invariant codes constructed recently in [9],
we obtain a general family of AE codes. Specific exam-
ples constructed in the paper yield codes hosted by sys-
tems with the lowest known angular momentum among
all codes with comparable noise resilience properties.
These results contribute to the practical utility of the
AE code constructions since molecules with lower an-
gular momentum are more stable and therefore easier
to manipulate. Moreover, since there exist permutation-
invariant codes that encode multiple qubits of informa-
tion [10], we are able to leverage these constructions to
obtain explicit AE codes of higher dimension. Along the
way, we also lift the spacing anzatz of [6], adding flexi-
bility to the AE code constructions.

We further develop the connection described above by
using the fact, established in [11, 12], that spin codes
of [13] can be mapped to permutation-invariant codes.
Combining this observation with our mapping from the
latter class to AE codes, we observed that spin codes
can be mapped to AE codes with similar error correction
properties. This connection enables us to construct AE
codes admitting specific subgroups of SU(2) as logical
unitary operators, as well as other new AE codes.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A quantum error correction code is a subspace of the
Hilbert space of a physical system. An n-dimensional
code is defined by its basis {∣ci⟩ ∶ i ∈ {0,1, . . . , n − 1}},
and a set of errors E = {Êa} is correctable if

⟨ci∣ Ê†
aÊb ∣cj⟩ = δi,jgab (KL conditions)

holds for all Êa, Êb ∈ E [14, 15]. Here, gab are complex
coefficients and δi,j is the Kronecker delta. Similarly, a
set of errors is detectable if

⟨ci∣ Êa ∣cj⟩ = δi,jga

holds for all Êa ∈ E. In this paper, we consider a system
with the total angular momentum J = n/2, where n is a
positive integer. The code space we examine is a subspace
of a Hilbert space spanned by the states {∣J,m⟩ ∶ m ∈
{−J,−J + 1, . . . , J − 1, J}}. Throughout this paper, we
will study two-dimensional codes with the basis

∣c0⟩ =
n

∑
j=0

αj ∣n/2, j − n/2⟩ , ∣c1⟩ =
n

∑
j=0

βj ∣n/2, j − n/2⟩ ,

(1)

where αj , βj are complex coefficients. We say that the
code can correct (detect) up to order-t transitions if it
corrects (resp., detects) the set of errors given by [6]

Et = {Êr,δJ
δm ∶ ∣δJ ∣ ≤ r ≤ t, ∣δm∣ ≤ r ≤ t}. (2)

Here the error operators have the form

Êr,δJ
δm ∝

J

∑
m=−J

CJ+δJ,m+δm
J,m;r,δm ∣J + δJ,m + δm⟩ ⟨J,m∣ , (3)

where CJ+δJ,m+δm
J,m;r,δm are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients

that express the coupled angular momentum in terms of
the uncoupled basis (see e.g., [16, Sec.3.6] or [17] for an
introduction to the theory of angular momentum). The
main challenge in constructing the codes lies in properly
assigning the coefficients αj , βj in the code construction
(1) to fulfil the KL conditions for the set of errors Et

defined above.

A. Spin codes

Spin codes are designed to protect the information en-
coded in a spin-J system [13]. To define it, denote by
∣J,m⟩ an eigenstate of the z-component of the angular
momentum operator Jz, where J an integer or a half-
integer. The Hilbert space of a spin-J system has the
basis {∣J,m⟩ ,m ∈ {−J,−J + 1, . . . , J}}. A K-dimensional
spin code is simply a K-dimensional subspace of a spin-J
system. Throughout this paper, we study 2-dimensional
codes that have a basis of the form

∣c0⟩ =
J

∑
m=−J

αm ∣J,m⟩ and ∣c1⟩ =
J

∑
m=−J

βm ∣J,m⟩ ,

where αm, βm are complex coefficients. Such codes
protect the encoded information against small-order
isotropic rotations. A convenient description of the er-
ror set is obtained relying on the Wigner-Eckart theorem
[16, Sec. 3.11] and can be written in terms of spherical
tensors [11]:

E′t = {Êr
δm ∶ ∣δm∣ ≤ r ≤ t}, (4)

where

Êr
δm ∝

J

∑
m=−J

CJ,m+δm
J,m;r,δm ∣J,m + δm⟩ ⟨J,m∣ .

We say that a spin code can correct (detect) random
rotation errors of order-t if it corrects (detects) the errors
from the set defined in (4). Note that an AE code can
be realized as a spin code since the error set in (4) forms
a subset of the error set defined in (2). In principle,
this error correction condition can be used to define the
distance of spin codes by postulating that the distance
should be greater than t in the definition of E′t, but we

https://errorcorrectionzoo.org/c/j_gross
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will not use this concept in our results. An analogous
remark could be also made for AE codes.

Spin codes were introduced in [13], which also con-
structed a family of codes correcting first-order random
rotations. The primary goal in [13] was to design codes
in which single-qubit Clifford operations are realized as
logical unitaries. Subsequently, the authors of [11] stud-
ied the problem of encoding a qubit into a collection of
spin systems, extending the result of [13] for single-spin
codes. Recently, [12] studied a subclass of spin codes
with binary dihedral symmetry.

B. Permutation-invariant quantum codes

The AE codes that we construct are obtained by a
mapping from permutation-invariant codes. We start
with the definition of this code family, which is due to
[7]. An n-qubit permutation-invariant quantum code C
is a multi-qubit quantum code that is stabilized by the
symmetric group Sn, i.e., for all ∣ψ⟩ ∈ C

g ∣ψ⟩ = ∣ψ⟩ , for all g ∈ Sn.

Such codes are conveniently described using Dicke states
[18–20]. A Dicke state ∣Dn

w⟩ is a quantum state that is
a linear combination of all n-qubit states with the same
excitation. In other words,

∣Dn
w⟩ =

1
√
(n
w
)
∑

x∈{0,1}n
∣x∣=w

∣x⟩ ,

where ∣x∣ is the Hamming weight of the binary string x.
In this paper, we will primarily study two-dimensional
permutation-invariant codes, which can be defined as fol-
lows:

Definition II.1. A two-dimensional permutation-
invariant code is a subspace defined by basis vectors of
the form

∣c0⟩ =
n

∑
j=0

αj ∣Dn
j ⟩ and ∣c1⟩ =

n

∑
j=0

βj ∣Dn
j ⟩ , (5)

where αj , βj ∈ C.
Permutation-invariant codes were introduced by Pol-

latsek and Ruskai in their works [7, 21]. The main
motivation behind these works was to construct quan-
tum codes that are resilient against spin exchange errors,
which occur due to the nature of many-body systems
formed of identical particles. Pursuing this goal, [7, 21]
introduced a family of 2-dimensional codes that can cor-
rect a single error. Subsequently, Ouyang [8] observed
that codewords of any permutation-invariant code form
ground states of a Heisenberg ferromagnet. Motivated
by this, he introduced the first family of permutation-
invariant codes capable of correcting arbitrary number
of errors. Ouyang’s codes are defined by three integer
parameters, g, n, and u, and are hence known as GNU

codes . Codes from this family encode a single qubit
into gnu physical qubits.
Thereafter, Ouyang studied permutation-invariant

codes in higher dimensions [10, 22]. He showed in
[10], Theorem 6.7 that there exists a k-dimensional
permutation-invariant code that can correct t errors and
has length (k − 1)(2t + 1)2. In the same paper, he intro-
duced an explicit method for constructing these codes.
More recently, the authors of [9] introduced necessary

and sufficient conditions for a permutation-invariant code
to correct t errors (this result is cited as Theorem A.1 in
the Appendix). They further introduced a new family
of codes that can correct an arbitrary number of errors.
The shortest code from this family has length (2t+ 1)2 −
2t, which compares favorably with previous construction.
Namely, the shortest t-error-correcting codes of [8] have
length (2t + 1)2 (and the shortest single-error-correcting
code in [7] has length 7).
In this paper, we show that permutation-invariant

codes with distance d = 2t+1 can be mapped to AE codes
that can correct up to order-t transitions. This enables us
to construct more efficient codes by using the previously
known permutation-invariant codes. We also use the cor-
respondence between spin codes and the permutation-
invariant codes, previously established in [11, 12]. Com-
bining this with our result, we conclude that any spin
code can be realized as an AE code with similar error
correction properties.

III. CODE CONSTRUCTION

A. Conditions for error correction

The error correction conditions for AE codes intro-
duced in [6] are based on the assumption of a suffi-
ciently large spacing between excitation levels. Its au-
thors only consider subspaces formed as superpositions
of basis states {∣J,m⟩} that are separated by at least
2t + 1 units in m (see Appendix D for the detais of their
approach). Due to this specific choice of the codespace,
the off-diagonal KL conditions are automatically satis-
fied. At the same time, as noted above, this restriction
on the excitation levels of the basis states may force us
to construct codes with larger total angular momentum.
The main technical result of this work yields generalized
and simplified error correction conditions that do not re-
quire any assumptions about basis states. It is stated in
the next theorem, whose proof is deferred to Appendix C.

Theorem III.1. Let C be an AE quantum error correc-
tion code with real coefficients αj and βj, j = 1, . . . , n as
given in (1). If equalities

(C1)
n

∑
j=0

αjβj = 0;

(C2)
n

∑
j=0

α2
j =

n

∑
j=0

β2
j = 1;

https://errorcorrectionzoo.org/c/gnu_permutation_invariant
https://errorcorrectionzoo.org/c/gnu_permutation_invariant
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(C3) For all 0 ≤ a, b ≤ t′,
n

∑
j=0

(n−2t
j
)

√
( n
j+a)(

n
j+b)

αj+aβj+b = 0;

(C4) For all 0 ≤ a, b ≤ t′,
n

∑
j=0

(n−2t
j
)

√
( n
j+a)(

n
j+b)
(αj+aαj+b − βj+aβj+b) = 0

hold for t′ = 2t, then code C corrects order-s transitions
for all s ≤ t. If they hold for t′ = t, then it detects up to
order-t transitions.

Remark: We assume by definition that αk√
(n
k
)
= βk√

(n
k
)
= 0

if k > n.
Solving the set of equations introduced in conditions

(C1)-(C4) we can construct AE codes that can correct
up to order-t transitions. In Appendix D we give details
of the AE code construction implied by Theorem III.1,
noting that this recovers the construction obtained earlier
in [6] as a particular case.

The following proposition is based on the connection
to permutation-invariant codes established by Theorems
III.1 and A.1.

Proposition III.2. Let ∣Dn
j ⟩ be a Dicke state. Define

the mapping

∣Dn
j ⟩

ez→ ∣n/2, j − n/2⟩ . (6)

Then, any k-dimensional t-error correcting permutation-
invariant quantum code with real coefficients and length
n is mapped by e to a k-dimensional AE code with total
angular momentum J = n/2 that can correct up to order-t
transitions, and can detect up to order-2t transitions.

This result leads to the following useful observation.
The authors of [6] noticed that the code family they con-
structed to correct up to order-t transitions recovers the
GNU codes of Ouyang [8]. Proposition III.2 implies that
any permutation-invariant code capable of correcting t
errors can be mapped to an AE code that corrects up
to order-t transitions. Therefore, leveraging the existing
literature on permutation-invariant codes, we can con-
struct more efficient AE codes than previously known.
With this in mind, using Construction A.1 along with
the mapping defined in (6), we introduce the following
family of AE codes.

Construction III.1. Let g,m, δ be nonnegative integers,
and ϵ ∈ {−1,+1}. Define an AE code Qg,m,δ,ϵ with the
logical computational basis

∣c0⟩ = ∑
l even
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣n/2, gl − n/2⟩ + ∑
l odd
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣n/2, n/2 − gl⟩ ,

∣c1⟩ = ∑
l odd
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣n/2, gl − n/2⟩ + ϵ ∑
l even
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣n/2, n/2 − gl⟩ ,

where n = 2gm + δ + 1, bl ∶=
√
(m
l
)/(n/g−l

m+1 ), and γ =
√
(n/(2g)

m
) n−2gm
g(m+1) is the normalizing factor1.

In the following theorem we explicitly state the error
correction properties of codes in Construction III.1.

Theorem III.3. Let m,g, δ, t be nonnegative integers. If
m ≥ t, δ ≥ 2t, and

(g ≥ 2t, ϵ = −1) or (g ≥ 2t + 1, ϵ = +1),

then the code Qg,m,δ,ϵ is hosted in a system with total

angular momentum J = 2gm+δ+1
2

and corrects up to order-
t transitions.

Proof. By combining Theorem A.2 with Proposition
III.2.

The following two examples are constructed using the
result of Theorem III.3.

Example 1. Let g = 2,m = 1, δ = 2, and ϵ = −1. Then the
code Q2,1,2,− defined via its basis

∣c0⟩ =
√

3

10
∣7
2
,−7

2
⟩ +
√

7

10
∣7
2
,
3

2
⟩

∣c1⟩ =
√

7

10
∣7
2
,−3

2
⟩ −
√

3

10
∣7
2
,
7

2
⟩

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

(7)

can correct a single transition error. Note that this re-
quires a system with total angular momentum J = 7/2,
which is less than required by the best code introduced
in [6].

Example 2. Suppose g = 4,m = 2, δ = 4, and ϵ = −1. Then,
the code Q4,2,4,− defined via its basis

∣c0⟩ =
√

5

68
∣21
2
,−21

2
⟩ +
√

7

12
∣21
2
,−5

2
⟩ +
√

35

102
∣21
2
,
13

2
⟩,

∣c1⟩ =
√

35

102
∣21
2
,−13

2
⟩ −
√

7

12
∣21
2
,
5

2
⟩ −
√

35

102
∣21
2
,
21

2
⟩

corrects single and double transition errors. Note that
this requires a system with total angular momentum J =
21/2, which again outperforms the best previously known
AE codes capable of correcting up to double transition
errors.

B. Our construction and prior results

Note that the code family defined in Construction III.1
has the property that the values of z-axis projection of
the momentum are symmetric about n/2. The authors

1 Binomial coefficients with non-integer entries are defined in
Eq. (B1) below.
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of [6] call such codes counter-symmetric. The most effi-
cient codes from this family that can correct up to order-t
transitions are obtained by setting g = 2t, m = t, δ = 2t,
and ϵ = −1. These codes can be hosted in a system with
total angular momentum J = (2t + 1)2/2 − t. Previously
known AE codes with comparable correction properties
(up to order-t transitions) require a total angular mo-
mentum of at least J = (2t + 1)2/2, which is t more than
for our code family. Furthermore, the code Qg,m−12 ,g−1,+
coincides with the counter-symmetric codes introduced
for higher-order transitions in [6] (See Proposition 5.4 in
[9]). Hence, our codes not only generalize the previously
known families of codes for higher-order transitions, but
also introduce many new AE codes that require a physi-
cal system with lower total angular momentum.

In [9], we also introduced another code family by gen-
eralizing Pollatsek and Ruskai’s single-error-correcting
permutation-invariant codes [7]. In particular, we found
a ((19,2,5)) permutation-invariant code by solving the
set of equations derived from conditions (C1)-(C4) for a
specific orientation of the support of the codewords. By
Proposition III.2, we conclude that there exists an AE
code capable of correcting up to double-transition errors,
with a host system of total angular momentum J = 19/2.
The best previously known code of this kind is hosted by
a system with total angular momentum J = 25/2, so our
construction yields a more efficient solution.

C. Encoding many qubits

Proposition III.2 also enables construction of AE codes
in higher dimensions. Noting this, we leverage known re-
sults on many-qubit permutation-invariant codes. One
such construction was obtained in [10, Thm. 5.2], which
introduced an explicit way to construct t-error correcting,
k-dimensional permutation-invariant code with length
n ≥ (k − 1)(2t + 1)2. By Proposition III.2, one can there-
fore construct k-dimensional AE codes that require a to-

tal angular momentum J = (k−1)(2t+1)
2

2
. As a proof of

concept, in the following example we construct an AE
code with more than two logical basis states: The AE
code with basis states

∣c0⟩ =
1

4
∣27
2
,−27

2
⟩ +
√
12

4
∣27
2
,−3

2
⟩ +
√
3

4
∣27
2
,
21

2
⟩,

∣c1⟩ =
√
3

4
∣27
2
,−21

2
⟩ +
√
12

4
∣27
2
,
3

2
⟩ + 1

4
∣27
2
,
27

2
⟩,

∣c2⟩ =
√
6

4
∣27
2
,−15

2
⟩ +
√
10

4
∣27
2
,
9

2
⟩,

∣c3⟩ =
√
10

4
∣27
2
,−9

2
⟩ +
√
6

4
∣27
2
,
15

2
⟩

encodes two bits of information into a system with to-
tal angular momentum J = 27/2. It corrects up to a
single transition error and detects up to order-two tran-
sitions. This result is obtained by applying the mapping

e to the permutation-invariant code from Example 6.5 in
[10]. To the best of our knowledge, all previously known
AE codes encode a single qubit of information, so this
example seems to be the first one of AE codes in higher
dimensions.

D. Other constructions

Reliance on permutation-invariant codes is not the
only possible way to construct AE codes: another way
to obtain them is starting from the known constructions
of spin codes. Paper [11] was the first to observe the re-
lationship between spin codes and permutation-invariant
codes (see their Section VII.). Subsequently, [12] pre-
sented a rigorous argument connecting spin codes and
permutation-invariant codes with the same distance. The
authors called the next lemma Dicke bootstrap.

Lemma III.4 ([12], Lemma 2). Define the mapping

∣J,m⟩ hz→ ∣D2J
J−m⟩ . (8)

Then a spin code with angular momentum J that corrects
random rotations of order (up to) t corresponds under
mapping h to a permutation-invariant code of length 2J
that corrects t errors.

Relying on this result, in the next proposition we es-
tablish a relationship between spin codes and AE codes.

Proposition III.5. Define the mapping f = e ○ h

∣J,m⟩ hz→ ∣D2J
J−m⟩

ez→ ∣J,m⟩ ,

where h is defined in (8) and e is the mapping in (6).
Then a spin code that corrects random rotation errors
of order-t with a spin-J system is mapped by f to an
AE code hosted in a system with the same total angu-
lar momentum J . This code can correct up to order-t
transitions and detect up to order-2t transitions.

Proof. Follows by combining Lemma III.4 and Proposi-
tion III.2.

As observed in [6], an AE code that corrects up to
order-t transitions can be viewed as a spin code [13] that
corrects the same order of isotropic rotations. We showed
in Proposition III.5 that a spin code can also be realized
as an AE code with similar error correction properties.
Hence, by Proposition III.5, we can use the previously
known single-spin codes to construct AE codes.

E. Logical operators for AE codes

To describe the action of the rotation operator R on
a spin-J system, recall that the group SU(2) admits a
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2J + 1-dimensional irreducible representation by Wigner
matrices Dj

m,m(R) with matrix elements

Dj
m,m(R) = ⟨j,m′∣ exp (

−iJ ⋅ n̂ϕ
h̵

)∣j,m⟩,

where n̂ and ϕ define the rotation [16, p. 196]. In other
words, an element g ∈ SU(2) acts on a spin-J system
via the operator Dj

m,m(R) = Dj
m,m(g). Let G be a sub-

group of SU(2). If the codespace of a large-spin system
is preserved under DJ(g) for all g ∈ G, the code is called
G-covariant [23]. Papers [12, 13, 24] studied G-covariant
spin codes, where G is a subgroup of SU(2). The spe-
cific subgroups considered there are the binary octahedral
group 2O, also called the Clifford group, and the binary
icosahedral group 2I.

In particular, the authors of [13] constructed is a J =
13/2, 2O-covariant spin code capable of correcting first-
order random rotations. They also constructed a J =
7/2, 2I-covariant spin code capable of correcting first-
order random rotations. Using our Proposition III.5 we
observe that the first of these codes is also a 2O-covariant
AE code that corrects order-1 transitions. The second
code turns to coincide with the code defined by Eq. (7).
Again referring to Proposition III.5, we conclude that it
can be viewed as an AE code in a single large spin 7/2
system that corrects a singe transition error and admits
the representatives from 2I as logical unitaries.
Another subgroup, considered in [12], is the binary di-

hedral group BD2b of order 2b, which is a non-abelian
subgroup of SU(2) defined as follows:

BD2b = ⟨X,Z,(
e−iπ/2b 0

0 eiπ/2b
)⟩ .

This paper further defined a family of BD2b-covariant
family of spin codes capable of correcting first-order ran-
dom rotations. We observe that this family is a partic-
ular case of Construction III.1 once we make a proper
assignment of the parameters. We obtain the following
statement.

Proposition III.6. For an integer r ≥ 3, the code
Q3,1,2r−4,+ is an AE code which is hosted in a system with

J = 2r+3
2

, is BD2r -covariant, correct a single transition
error, and detect up to double transition errors.

Proof. The proof is immediate by observing that apply-
ing f = e ○ h to the code defined in [12, Eqns. (35), (36)]
results in the AE code Q3,1,2r−4,+.

For example, the AE codeQ3,1,4,+, encoded in a system
with angular momentum J = 11/2, with its basis

∣c0⟩ =
√
5

4
∣11
2
,−11

2
⟩ +
√
11

4
∣11
2
,
5

2
⟩,

∣c1⟩ =
√
11

4
∣11
2
,−5

2
⟩ +
√
5

4
∣11
2
,
11

2
⟩

can correct a single transition, detect up to order-2 tran-
sitions, and realizes any representative from the group
BD8 as a logical unitary.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING
REMARKS

Our main results in this paper are as follows:

(1) We find a set of sufficient conditions for AE codes
to correct up to order-t transition errors for any t ≥ 1,
expressed in terms of the basis states of the code;

(2) We show that any permutation-invariant qubit code
[7] that corrects up to t errors can be mapped onto an
AE code that corrects up to order-t transitions. Coupled
with the general family of permutation-invariant codes
constructed recently in [9], this yields a large class of
AE codes. We also give examples of efficient AE codes
hosted in systems with low total angular momentum
compared to previous benchmarks.

(3) We further show that spin codes [11, 13] are nearly
equivalent to AE codes in terms of error correction. This
enables us to construct new families of AE codes that
implement logical unitaries from subgroups of SU(2).

We further note that the authors of [6] observed that
AE codes are closely related to binomial codes [25], which
form a certain class of bosonic codes. Uncovering the
details of this equivalence and its implications forms an
interesting direction for future research.
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Appendix A: A family of Permutation-Invariant Codes

Since the construction of AE codes proceeds by a transformation from permutation-invariant codes, in this appendix
we summarize results on them from [9].

We begin with recalling the construction of permutation-invariant codes.

Construction A.1 ([9], Construction 5.1). Let g,m, δ be nonnegative integers, and let ϵ ∈ {−1,+1}. Define a
permutation-invariant code Tg,m,δ,ϵ via its logical computational basis

∣c0⟩ = ∑
l even
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣Dn
gl⟩ + ∑

l odd
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣Dn
n−gl⟩ ,

∣c1⟩ = ∑
l odd
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣Dn
gl⟩ + ϵ ∑

l even
0≤l≤m

γbl ∣Dn
n−gl⟩ ,

where n = 2gm + δ + 1, bl =
√
(m
l
)/(n/g−l

m+1 ), and γ =
√
(n/(2g)

m
) n−2gm
g(m+1) is the normalizing factor.

The necessary and sufficient conditions for error correction with permutation-invariant codes parallel the results for
the AE codes established in Theorem III.1.

Theorem A.1 ([9], Theorem 4.1). Let C be a permutation-invariant code as defined in (5). The code C corrects
t errors if and only if the real coefficients αj,βj, j = 1,2, . . . , n satisfy Conditions (C1)-(C4) of Theorem III.1 with
t′ = 2t.

It is important to note that this theorem gives a full characterization of permutation-invariant codes, justifying
our claim that any such code can be converted into an AE code with easily described parameters as detailed in
Proposition III.2.

Using this theorem for Construction A.1 presented above, [9] derived the error-correction properties of the codes
Tg,m,δ,ϵ.

Theorem A.2 ([9], Theorem 5.3). Let t be a nonnegative integer and let m ≥ t and δ ≥ 2t. If

(g ≥ 2t, ϵ = −1) or (g ≥ 2t + 1, ϵ = +1),

then the code Tm,l,δ,ϵ encodes one qubit into n = 2gm + δ + 1 qubits and corrects any t qubit errors.

Appendix B: Combinatorial lemmas

Throughout the paper we use the following standard convention for the binomial coefficients: Let x be a real number
and k be an integer. Then,

(x
k
) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

x(x−1)...(x−k+1)
k!

k > 0,
1 k = 0,
0 k < 0.

(B1)

The following binomial identity will be used in the proof of Lemma B.4.

Lemma B.1. Let n, k, r, a be nonnegative integers such that n ≥ r ≥ a and n ≥ k ≥ a. Then,

(n−r
k−a)
(n
k
)
=
(n−k
r−a)(

k
a
)

(n
r
)(r

a
)
.

Proof. Rewriting the fractions, the lemma claims that

(n
r
)(n − r
k − a

)(r
a
) = (n

k
)(n − k
r − a

)(k
a
).

On the left we first choose r elements out of n, then a out of r, then k − a out of n − r. On the right, we first choose
k out of n, then r − a out of the remaining n − k, and then a out of k. Apart from the changing the order, both sides
seek to construct the same groups of subsets.
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In the next lemma we quote a combinatorial identity that plays an important role in our proof.

Lemma B.2 ([26]). Let a, b, c, d, e be nonnegative integers. Then

(a + c + d + e
a + c

)(b + c + d + e
c + e

) =∑
i

(a + b + c + d + e − i
a + b + c + d

)(a + d
i + d
)(b + c
i + c
). (B2)

Adjusting the notation to our needs, we obtain

Corollary B.3. Let n, l,m be natural numbers and r be an integer. Then,

(n +m + r
n + r

)(l +m
r
) =

m

∑
i=0
(n + l +m + i

i
)(n +m

n + i
)( l

r − i
). (B3)

Proof. Clearly, if r < 0, then both the LHS and RHS of (B3) are zero. If r ≥ 0, then (B3) is obtained from (B2) by
setting n↤ a, l ↤ b + c,m↤ d, r ↤ c, e↤ 0, and i↤ −i

Next we prove another combinatorial identity needed below.

Lemma B.4. Let n, q, z1, z2, t be natural numbers and let j be an integer such that 0 ≤ z1, z2 ≤ q ≤ 2t, n ≥ 2t, and
z1 ≥ z2. Define n̄ = n − 2t + q. Then,

( n̄
j+z1)(

n̄
j+z2)

(n̄+q
j+q)

=
z2

∑
u=0

q−z1
∑
v=0

z2−u
∑
w=0

fz1,z2(u, v,w)(
n − 2t

j − v −w + z2
), (B4)

where fz1,z2(u, v,w) does not depend on j.

Proof. Let us make a change of variables in (B4) by setting j ↤ j + z2 and q ↤ q − z2. Then we need to show that for
0 ≤ z1 − z2 ≤ q ≤ 2t − z2,

( n̄
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄
j
)

(n̄+q+z2
j+q )

=
z2

∑
u=0

q−(z1−z2)
∑
v=0

z2−u
∑
w=0

fz1,z2(u, v,w)(
n − 2t
j − v −w

).

Using Lemma B.1, we obtain

( n̄
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄
j
)

(n̄+q+z2
j+q )

=
( j+q
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄−j+z2
z1
)(n̄

j
)

(q+z2
z1
)(n̄+q+z2

q+z2 )
. (B5)

Using the Vandermonde convolution, we obtain

(n̄ − j + z2
z1

) = ( n̄ − j + z2
n̄ − j − (z1 − z2)

) =
z2

∑
u=0
(z2
u
)( n̄ − j
n̄ − j − (z1 − z2) − u

)

=
z2

∑
u=0
(z2
u
)( n̄ − j
u + (z1 − z2)

). (B6)

Substituting (B6) into (B5), we have

( n̄
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄
j
)

(n̄+q+z2
j+q )

=
z2

∑
u=0

(z2
u
)

(q+z2
z1
)(n̄+q+z2

q+z2 )
( j + q
j + (z1 − z2)

)( n̄ − j
u + (z1 − z2)

)(n̄
j
)

=
z2

∑
u=0

(z2
u
)( n̄

u+(z1−z2))

(q+z2
z1
)(n̄+q+z2

q+z2 )
( j + q
j + (z1 − z2)

)(n̄ − (z1 − z2) − u
j

). (B7)

Setting r = j, n = z1 − z2,m = q − (z1 − z2), and l = n̄ − q − u in Corollary B.3, we have the identity

( j + q
j + (z1 − z2)

)(n̄ − (z1 − z2) − u
j

) =
q−(z1−z2)
∑
v=0

(n̄ − u + v
v

)( q

(z1 − z2) + v
)(n̄ − q − u

j − v
). (B8)
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Using this relation in (B7), we obtain (remember the switch q ↤ q − z2)

( n̄
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄
j
)

(n̄+q+z2
j+q )

=
z2

∑
u=0

q−(z1−z2)
∑
v=0

(z2
u
)( n̄

u+(z1−z2))(
n̄−u+v

v
)( q
(z1−z2)+v)

(q+z2
z1
)(n̄+q+z2

q+z2 )
(n − 2t + (z2 − u)

j − v
). (B9)

Consider the Vandermonde convolution

(n − 2t + (z2 − u)
j − v

) =
z2−u
∑
w=0
(z2 − u

w
)( n − 2t
j − v −w

). (B10)

Combining (B9) with (B10), we have

( n̄
j+(z1−z2))(

n̄
j
)

(n̄+q+z2
j+q )

=
z2

∑
u=0

q−(z1−z2)
∑
v=0

z2−u
∑
w=0

fz1,z2(u, v,w)(
n − 2t
j − v −w

),

with

fz1,z2(u, v,w) =
(z2
u
)( n̄

u+(z1−z2))(
n̄−u+v

v
)( q
(z1−z2)+v)(

z2−u
w
)

(q+z2
z1
)(n̄+q+z2

q+z2 )
,

which completes the proof.

To verify the KL conditions for the error set defined in (2) and the codes given by Theorem III.1, we will need to

work with the explicit form of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C
n/2−t+q,j−n/2+t
n/2,j+a−n/2;r,t−a. Below their upper and lower indices

will always have this form, where n and t are fixed and r, a, q and j may vary, so to shorten the notation, we will write

Cq
r,a(j) ∶= C

n/2−t+q,j−n/2+t
n/2,j+a−n/2;r,t−a. (B11)

In the following lemma we transform the classic expression for Cq
r,a(j) to a form that enables the proof of the main

theorem in the next section.

Lemma B.5. Let n, a, q, t, r be non-negative integers such that 0 ≤ t − r ≤ a, q ≤ t + r ≤ 2t and n ≥ 2t, and let j be an
integer. Define n̄ ∶= n − 2t + q. The Clebsch-Gordan coefficient can be written as

Cq
r,a(j) =

q

∑
k=t−r

t−r
∑
k′=0

ha,r(k, k′)
( n̄
j+z)√

( n
j+a)(

n̄+q
j+q)

if −min(a, q) ≤ j ≤ n −max(a,2t − q),

Cq
r,a(j) = 0 otherwise,

where z = k − k′ and 0 ≤ z ≤ q, Here, the term

ha,r(k, k′) =

¿
ÁÁÁÀ

( n
t+r−q)(

2r
r+t−q)

(n+q+r−t+1
r+t−q )(

2r
a+r−t)

(−1)k(q − (t − r)
k − (t − r)

)(t + r − q
a − k

)(n̄ + (t − r)
j + k

)(t − r
k′
) (B12)

is a function of k, k′, independent of j, and it is zero unless z ≤ a ≤ 2t − q + z.
Proof. We start with an explicit expression of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient CJ,m

j1,m1;j2,m2
as a binomial sum (see, e.g.,

[27, Eq.27.9.1] or [17, p. 240]). For our values of the angular momentum, it is as follows:

Cq
r,a(j) =

¿
ÁÁÁÀ

( n
t+r−q)(

2r
r+t−q)

(n+q+r−t+1
r+t−q )(

n
j+a)(

2r
a+r−t)(

n̄+q
j+q)

q

∑
k=t−r

(−1)k(q − (t − r)
k − (t − r)

)(t + r − q
a − k

)(n̄ + (t − r)
j + k

). (B13)

By definition, Cq
r,a(j) is zero outside of the region −a ≤ j ≤ n− a and −q ≤ j ≤ n− (2t− q) [17, p.235]. Hence, it gives a

non-zero value only when −min(a, q) ≤ j ≤ n −max(a,2t − q). Write (n̄+(t−r)
j+k ) as a Vandermonde convolution

(n̄ + (t − r)
j + k

) =
t−r
∑
k′=0
(t − r
k′
)( n̄

j + k − k′
) (B14)

and substitute into (B13) to obtain the expression in (B12).
Recalling that t − r ≤ k ≤ q and −(t − r) ≤ −k′ ≤ 0, we have 0 ≤ z = k − k′ ≤ q. Furthermore, the term (t+r−q

a−k ) on
the RHS of (B12) equals zero unless k ≤ a ≤ t + r − q + k. Since k = k′ + z and 0 ≤ k′ ≤ t − r, we have z ≤ z + k′ ≤ a ≤
t + r − q + z + k′ ≤ 2t − q + z.
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Appendix C: Proof of Theorem III.1

Conditions (C1) and (C2) are required to ensure that codewords ∣c0⟩ and ∣c1⟩ form orthonormal states. For the
conditions (C3) and (C4), we will analyze the KL conditions for the error set defined in (2). In other words, our aim
is to show that relations

⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ = 0,

⟨c0∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ − ⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c1⟩ = 0

hold for all Êr2,δJ2

δm2
, Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∈ Et, −r1 ≤ δm1, δJ1 ≤ r1 ≤ t and −r2 ≤ δm2, δJ2 ≤ r2 ≤ t whenever conditions (C3) and (C4)

are satisfied.
Let us define parameters

a′ = t − δm1, q1 = t + δJ1, b′ = t − δm2, q2 = t + δJ2,

and make a change of variables j ↤ j − a, j′ ↤ j′ − b.
Note that acting by Er,δJ

δm on ∣J,m⟩ results in

Er,δJ
δm ∣J,m⟩∝ CJ+δJ,m+δm

J,m;r1,δm
∣J + δJ,m + δm⟩ .

Therefore, with the notation introduced above, the short form of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (B11), and the
definition of ∣ci⟩ , i = 0,1 in (1), we obtain

Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩∝∑

j

Cq1
r1,a′
(j)αj+a′ ∣n/2 − t + q1, j − n/2 + t⟩ ,

Êr2,δJ2

δm2
∣c1⟩∝∑

j′
Cq2

r2,b′
(j′)βj′+b′ ∣n/2 − t + q2, j′ − n/2 + t⟩ .

Hence, the inner product

⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ =∑

j

∑
j′
Cq1

r1,a′
(j)Cq2

r2,b′
(j′)αj+a′βj′+b′δq1,q2δj,j′ .

Setting q = q1 = q2, n̄ = n − 2t + q, using the Lemma B.5, and changing the summation index we obtain

⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ =

q

∑
k1=t−r1

t−r1
∑
k′1=0

q

∑
k2=t−r2

t−r2
∑
k′2=0

ha′,r1(k1, k′1)hb′,r2(k2, k′2)

×
⎛
⎜
⎝

n−max(a′,b′,2t−q)
∑

j=−min(a′,b′,q)

1
√
( n
j+a′)(

n
j+b′)

( n̄
j+z1)(

n̄
j+z2)

(n̄+q
j+q)

αj+a′βj+b′
⎞
⎟
⎠
. (C1)

Hence it is sufficient to show that for all z1, z2 ≤ q ≤ 2t, z1 ≤ a′ ≤ 2t − q + z1, and z2 ≤ b′ ≤ 2t − q + z2, the sum inside
the parentheses is zero whenever condition (C3) is met. W.L.O.G we can assume that z1 ≥ z2. Using Lemma B.4 and
changing the index of the summation, we obtain

n−max(a′,b′,2t−q)
∑

j=−min(a′,b′,q)

1
√
( n
j+a′)(

n
j+b′)

( n̄
j+z1)(

n̄
j+z2)

(n̄+q
j+q)

αj+a′βj+b′ =

z2

∑
u=0

q−z1
∑
v=0

z2−u
∑
w=0

fz1,z2(u, v,w)
⎛
⎜
⎝

n−max(a′,b′,2t−q)
∑

j=−min(a′,b′,q)

( n−2t
j−v−w+z2)√
( n
j+a′)(

n
j+b′)

αj+a′βj+b′
⎞
⎟
⎠
. (C2)

Make a variable change j ↤ j − v −w + z2. Then the sum inside the parentheses in (C2) becomes

∑
jmin≤j≤jmax

(n−2t
j
)

√
( n
j+a′+v+w−z2)(

n
j+b′+v+w−z2)

αj+a′+v+w−z2βj+b′+v+w−z2 , (C3)
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where

jmin = −min(a′, b′, q) − v −w + z2 and jmax = n −max(a′, b′,2t − q) − v −w + z2.

We claim that it is possible to set jmin to 0 and jmax to n without changing the value of the sum. Let us begin with
jmin. Since a′ ≥ z1, b′ ≥ z2, and v,w ≥ 0, we conclude that jmin ≤ max(0, z2 − z1, z2 − q). Since z1 ≥ z2 and z2 ≤ q,
this implies that jmin ≤ 0. Finally, since the negative values of j do not contribute to the sum, we can replace jmin

with 0. Turning to jmax, recall that v ≤ q − z1, w ≤ z2 − u ≤ z2, a′ ≤ 2t − q + z1, and b′ ≤ z2 + 2t − q. Therefore,
jmax ≥ n−2t+min(0, z2, z1 − z2) ≥ n−2t. Since the values of j in excess of n−2t do not contribute to the sum, we can
set jmax = n.

Next let a = a′ + v +w − z2, then

0 ≤ z1 − z2 ≤ a ≤ 2t − q + z1 + q − z1 + z2 − u − z2 = 2t − u ≤ 2t.

Similarly, let b = b′ + v +w − z2, then

0 ≤ b ≤ 2t − q + z2 + q − z1 + z2 − u − z2 ≤ 2t − (z1 − z2) − u ≤ 2t.

Collecting this information, we have for the inner sum in (C2)

n−max(a′,b′,2t−q)
∑

j=−min(a′,b′,q)

( n−2t
j−v−w+z2)√
( n
j+a′)(

n
j+b′)

αj+a′βj+b′ =
n

∑
j=0

(n−2t
j
)

√
( n
j+a)(

n
j+b)

αj+aβj+b, (C4)

where a and b are some integers such that 0 ≤ a, b ≤ 2t. Combining (C1), (C2), and (C4), we can write (C1) as

⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ =
q

∑
k1=t−r1

t−r1
∑
k′1=0

q

∑
k2=t−r2

t−r2
∑
k′2=0

z2

∑
u=0

q−z1
∑
v=0

z2−u
∑
w=0

ha′,r1(k1, k′1)hb′,r2(k2, k′2)fz1,z2(u, v,w)

×
⎛
⎜
⎝

n

∑
j=0

(n−2t
j
)

√
( n
j+a)(

n
j+b)

αj+aβj+b
⎞
⎟
⎠

(C5)

for some values 0 ≤ a, b ≤ 2t. Engaging condition (C3) of the theorem, we now claim that

⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ = 0

for all Êr2,δJ2

δm2
, Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∈ Et.

Following the same sequence of steps, one can show that, assuming condition (C4) of the theorem,

⟨c0∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c0⟩ = ⟨c1∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣c1⟩ (C6)

for all Êr2,δJ2

δm2
, Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∈ Et. Indeed, it is by now clear that the expression for ⟨ci∣ (Êr2,δJ2

δm2
)†Êr1,δJ1

δm1
∣ci⟩ , i = 0,1 takes

the form similar to the one derived above in (C5), except for the fact that in the sum in the parentheses we will obtain
αj+aαj+b for i = 0 and βj+aβj+b for i = 1. These expressions will coincide, and thus (C6) will be fulfilled, if condition
(C4) holds true.

Finally, to prove the error detection conditions, we need to show that

0 = ⟨c1∣ Êr,δJ
δm ∣c0⟩ ,

0 = ⟨c0∣ Êr,δJ
δm ∣c0⟩ − ⟨c1∣ Êr,δJ1

δm ∣c1⟩

for all r ≤ t. This follows upon making a change of variables 2t→ t.

Appendix D: Offset supports and the construction of [6]

The proposal in [6] is designed around eliminating the off-diagonal terms in the inner products appearing in the KL
condition. Starting with the code definition (1), define the supports of the basis vectors as supp(∣c0⟩) = {j ∶ αj ≠ 0}
and supp(∣c1⟩) = {j ∶ βj ≠ 0}. Assume that they are staggered in the sense that

∣jk − jl∣ ≥ 2t + 1 for all jk, jl ∈ supp(∣c0⟩) ∪ supp(∣c1⟩).



12

We quickly observe that now condition (C3) is satisfied trivially since αj+aβj+b = 0 for all j = 1,2, . . . , n and 0 ≤ a, b ≤ 2t.
To verify condition (C4), it is sufficient to examine the diagonal terms a = b. We obtain that it holds if

n

∑
j=0

(n−2t
j
)

( n
j+a)

(α2
j+a − β2

j+a) = 0

for all 0 ≤ a ≤ 2t. Rewriting the left-hand side based on Lemma B.1, we further obtain

1

(2t
a
)(n

2t
)

n

∑
j=0
(j + a
a
)(n − j − a

2t − a
)(α2

j+a − β2
j+a) = 0.

Upon the variable change j ↤ j + a, both conditions (C3) and (C4) are satisfied if and only if

n

∑
j=0
(j
a
)(n − j

2t − a
)(α2

j − β2
j ) = 0 for all 0 ≤ a ≤ 2t.

The term term (j
a
)(n−j

2t−a) is a polynomial in j of degree 2t. Hence, if

n

∑
j=0
(α2

j − β2
j ) ji = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2t (D1)

conditions (C3) and (C4) hold true. Thus, if we manage to solve this system of equations for αj , βj , this will yield
an AE code with the basis given in (1). This recovers the construction strategy of AE codes in [6], see esp. their
Eq. (C25).

We note that, while finding solutions to system (D1) is not too hard, it becomes a difficult task once we attempt
to construct more efficient codes. Eliminating the off-diagonal conditions gives a way of approaching this, which here
is achieved by inserting gaps between the excitation levels. See also [9] for other ways of addressing this issue.

Appendix E: Proof of Proposition III.2

Let C be a k-dimensional permutation-invariant code with basis {∣c0⟩ , ∣c1⟩ , . . . , ∣ck⟩}, and Q be the corresponding
AE code defined by the basis {e ∣ci⟩) ∶ i = 1,2, . . . , k}. Let us choose two arbitrary basis vectors

∣cl⟩ =
n

∑
j=0

αj ∣Dn
j ⟩ and ∣cm⟩ =

n

∑
j=0

βj ∣Dn
j ⟩ ,

where αj , βj are reals for all j = 1,2, . . . , n. Then the corresponding codewords of Q has the form,

∣c̃l⟩ = e (∣cl⟩) =
n

∑
j=0

αj ∣n/2, j − n/2⟩ ,

∣c̃m⟩ = e (∣cm⟩) =
n

∑
j=0

βj ∣n/2, j − n/2⟩ .

Suppose C corrects t errors, so the coefficient vectors of any pair of basis codewords must satisfy the conditions of
Theorem A.1. This implies that the coefficient vectors α = (α0, α1, . . . , αn) and β = (β0, β1, . . . , βn) also satisfy them
in the sense that these conditions hold for any choice of pairs of α’s and/or β’s. Now recall that the conditions on
the coefficients in Theorem A.1 are the same as in Theorem III.1. Referring to Theorem III.3, we conclude that the
code Q corrects up to order-t transitions and detects up to order-2t transitions.
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