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Abstract

For every integer r > 2 and every € > 0, we construct an explicit infinite family of quantum
LDPC codes supporting a transversal C"~'Z gate with length N, dimension K > N'~¢, dis-
tance D > N'/"/ poly(log N), and stabilizer weight w < poly(log N). The previous state of the
art construction (in most parameter regimes) was the r-dimensional color code, which has only
constant dimension K = O(1), and otherwise has the same parameters up to polylogarithmic fac-
tors. Our construction provides the first known codes with low-weight stabilizers that are capable
of magic state distillation with arbitrarily small yield parameter v = log(N/K)/log(D) > 0.

A classical analogue of transversal C" ! Z gates is given by the multiplication property, which
requires component-wise products of classical codewords to belong to another similar code. As
a byproduct of our techniques, we also obtain a new construction of classical locally testable
codes with such a multiplication property.

We construct our codes as products of chain complexes associated to classical LDPC codes,
which in turn we obtain by imposing local Reed-Solomon codes on a specific spectral expander
that we construct. We prove that our codes support the desired transversal C"~1Z gates by
using the multiplication property to combine local circuits based on the topological structure.
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1 Introduction

It is a major challenge in fault-tolerant quantum computation to efficiently perform non-Clifford
gates, such as CCZ or T. An ideal object for this task is a quantum LDPC (qLDPC) code
of large rate and distance supporting transversal CCZ (or T') gates. Such codes are defined to
permit a constant-depth circuit of physical CCZ (or T') gates that induces logical CCZ gates
on the encoded message. However, such codes have proven difficult to construct, with existing
constructions suffering from poor dimension and/or distance.

Our main result in the theorem below addresses this question. In fact, we consider the more
general r-qudit gate

crlze = Z 2mitEg rp (@) /P N (2 (1)

21,..,2r€Fg

for r € N and a € Fy, where [F, is a finite field of characteristic p, and we let cr—1z =cr1z%
This gate lies outside the Clifford group for r > 3.

Theorem 1.1 (Informal statement of Corollary 6.2). For every fized real number € > 0, every fized
integer r > 2, and every fized prime power q (including q = 2), there exists an explicit infinite
family of*

[N, K > N'"¢, D> N""/poly(log N)]l,,

quantum LDPC codes of locality (i.e. stabilizer weight) w < poly(log N') that support a transversal
C™1Z gate in the following sense: There exists a depth-1 physical circuit consisting of C"~1Z¢
gates acting across r code states that induces logical C"~*Z gates on N'~¢ disjoint r-tuples of logical
qudits.

Previously, the best known parameters in most regimes for gLDPC codes with transversal non-
Clifford gates were achieved by the r > 3-dimensional color code [BMD07a, BMDO07b, Bom15],
which has only constant dimension K = O(1), and otherwise matches our parameters in Theo-
rem 1.1 up to polylogarithmic factors. Thus we improve this dimension K from constant to almost
linear, at the cost of a polylogarithmic loss in locality and distance.

Remark 1.2. We emphasize that our transversal gates induce logical C"~'Z gates on an almost
linear number of disjoint tuples of logical qudits. This condition is useful in applications to fault-
tolerance, such as magic state distillation (see below), as it provides high (almost linear) logical
gate parallelization without inducing undesired entanglement (due to the disjointness condition).

Some prior works [ZSPT 23, SPW24] have constructed qLDPC codes of linear or almost linear
dimenston with transversal T gates. Howewver, these codes have only logarithmic distance, and
furthermore, the transversal T gates induce logical CC'Z gates on wvarious overlapping triples of
logical qubits. As a result, it remains an open question to determine how such codes perform in
fault-tolerance applications, including magic state distillation.

Applying the techniques of [BH12] to our codes in Theorem 1.1 with fixed r (e.g. » = 3) and
arbitrarily small € > 0 gives a magic state distillation protocol with arbitrarily small yield parameter
v = log(N/K)/log(D) = re + o(1), meaning that M copies of the magic state C"~1Z |+)®" with
some constant noise rate can be used to distill M/log”(1/d) copies of the magic state with noise

'Recall that an [N, K, D], (resp. [[N, K, D]],) code is a classical (resp. quantum) code of length N, dimension
(i.e. message length) K, distance (i.e. error tolerance) D, and alphabet size gq.



rate §. To the best of our knowledge, these codes from Theorem 1.1 are the first to achieve v — 0
with low-weight stabilizers.? Indeed, the first known magic state distillation protocols with v — 0
were only recently constructed by [WHY24, GG24, Ngu24], building on the work of [KT19]. These
works used codes supporting transversal CCZ gates with linear-weight stabilizers, and left it as
an open question to construct similar codes but with low-weight stabilizers. Theorem 1.1 helps
address this question, and provides progress towards the larger goal of constructing asymptotically
optimal qLDPC codes with transversal CCZ gates.

While magic state distillation yield provides a useful metric for evaluating code parameters,
we emphasize that qLDPC codes of close-to-linear dimension and polynomial distance supporting
transversal CC'Z gates present the opportunity for alternative protocols for universal fault-tolerant
quantum computation, which perform CCZ gates directly on qLDPC code states and hence do
not require magic state distillation. It is an interesting question to determine how our codes in
Theorem 1.1 would perform in such a protocol.

A classical analogue of transversal quantum C'CZ gates is given by the multiplication property,
which requires the component-wise product of classical codewords to belong to another code of
similar parameters. Using similar techniques as in our qLDPC construction, we also construct
classical locally testable codes (¢LTCs) with such a multiplication property:

Theorem 1.3 (Informal statement of Corollary 7.2). For every fized € > 0, it holds for every
sufficiently large prime power q that there exist explicit

[N = ¢*V@ K > N, D > N/ poly(log N)]

classical LTCs of locality w < poly(log N) and soundness p > 1/poly(log N), which exhibit the
multiplication property.

CLTCs are classical LDPC codes for which the distance of a given string to the code can be
approximated (up to a multiplicative error of p) by querying a small number (< w) of random
components of the string. The construction of cLL.TCs with the multiplication property is in part
motivated by applications to complexity theory, such as for probabilistically checkable proofs (PCPs;
see e.g. [DLZ23] for more details on such motivation).

The parameters of our cLTCs described above are comparable to known constructions (up
to polylogarithmic factors), such as Reed-Muller codes with the derandomized low-degree test of
[BSSVWO03], as well as the codes of [DLZ23]. In fact, our cLTCs contain Reed-Muller codes,
from which they inherit many properties. However, Theorem 1.3 highlights the flexibility of our
techniques, as we are able to obtain both qLDPC codes and cLTCs with desirable fault-tolerance
properties, analogously to how the work of [PK22a| provided a unified construction of asymptoti-
cally good qLDPC codes and cLTCs.

1.1 Owur Techniques

In this section, we outline our techniques for proving our main results described above. At a
high level, our qLDPC codes in Theorem 1.1 are constructed as tensor products (also known as
“hypergraph products” [TZ14] or “homological products”) of chain complexes associated to classical

2 The recent work [SPW24] claimed to construct qLDPC codes supporting transversal T’ gates with K = ©(V)
and D = O(log N), so that log(N/K)/log(D) — 0. However, the optimal overhead for a magic state distillation
protocol using the codes of [SPW24] is unclear due to the discussion in Remark 1.2. In particular, to the best of our
knowledge no such protocol with yield parameter v — 0 has been constructed.



LDPC codes exhibiting a multiplication property, which helps ensure the resulting quantum codes
support transversal C"~1Z gates. Our cLTCs in Theorem 1.3 are constructed as balanced products
[BE21] (or equivalently in our case, lifted products [PK22b, PK22a]) of related chain complexes.
Therefore we face two main challenges in proving our results:

1. Construct classical LDPC codes with an appropriate multiplication property.

2. Prove that quantum codes from products of such classical LDPC codes support transversal
C™1Z gates.

To address item 1 above, our key result is a new spectral expander graph construction with an
appropriate embedding into a high-dimensional vector space. To address item 2, our main idea is
to view the product of classical LDPC codes as a cubical complex with an associated system of
local coefficients (i.e. local codes). Within each (r-dimensional) cube in this complex, we use known
techniques for performing C"~!1Z gates on topological codes, and then we use the multiplication
property to ensure that these local gates assemble to a global circuit with the desired logical action.

Specifically, we construct our classical LDPC codes in item 1 using the Sipser-Spielman paradigm
[SS96]. In a standard code from this paradigm, codewords consist of assignments of elements of a
finite field F, to edges of a low-degree expander graph, such that the values on edges incident to
each vertex form a codeword of some “local code.” We choose the local codes to be Reed-Solomon
codes, which satisfy the multiplication property; this multiplication property then naturally lifts to
the global code as well.

However, there is a known barrier for this approach: the local codes will typically only satisfy a
nontrivial multiplication property if they have (encoding) rate < 1/2, whereas the global code will
typically only have good dimension of the local codes have rate > 1/2. To circumvent this barrier,
we construct expander graphs that embed into the vector space IF‘Z for t = poly(q), in such a way
that when the local codes are Reed-Solomon (even of low rate < 1/2), the resulting global code will
contain a large “planted” Reed-Muller code. At a high level, our graphs arise from affine lines in IF‘Z
pointing in directions sampled from a pseudorandom (or more specifically, low-bias) distribution, in
a manner reminiscent of the derandomized low-degree tests of [BSSVWO03]. We prove expansion of
our graphs using the trace power method (see e.g. [MOP21, JMO*22, Par22]), and we specifically
adapt the derandomization technique of [JMO™22] to obtain an explicit construction.

This “planting” approach is inspired by the works [DLZ23, GK24], which used related ap-
proaches for planting codewords in LDPC codes that may otherwise have vanishing dimension.
Similar constructions are also sometimes called “lifted codes” (see e.g. [GKS13, FFGW17]). We
remark that we construct classical Sipser-Spielman codes containing planted Reed-Muller codes,
instead of directly using ordinary Reed-Muller codes, to ensure that the resulting product construc-
tion of quantum LDPC codes has good distance (see the discussion of “transpose code” distance
in Section 2.1.2).

To address item 2 above, we view the product of Sipser-Spielman codes as a system of local
coefficients on a product of the underlying graphs. This graph product can be viewed as a cubical
complex, where for instance the product of r edges is an r-dimensional cube. Therefore this complex
locally consists of r-dimensional cubes, i.e. manifolds with boundaries. There are known techniques
for performing transversal C"~'Z gates on such manifolds, such as by using r-dimensional color
codes [BMDO7b]. We use related ideas to construct local C"~!Z gates within the cubes of our
complex (though for simplicity, we do not use color codes).

We then combine these local C"'Z gates into a global circuit. We use the multiplication
property of the local Reed-Solomon codes to show that the resulting circuit preserves the code



space of our quantum code. Meanwhile, we use the multiplication property of the planted Reed-
Muller codes to show that the logical action induced by this circuit consists of C""1Z gates on
many disjoint tuples of logical qudits.

A related approach based on gluing together local color codes was studied in the recent paper
[SPW24], building on prior works including [BMDO07b, VB22, ZSP*23]. Our techniques allow for
more general complexes and local codes, resulting in parameter improvements (see Remark 1.2 for
a comparison).

In a companion paper, [Lin24] shows that our approach to constructing transversal C"~!Z
gates generalizes to a broad class of complexes based on local coefficient systems. In contrast, in
the present paper, we focus on our instantiation with cubical complexes, and hence provide a less
general (but more concrete) presentation.

We remark that we prove the distance and soundness bounds for the classical balanced product
codes in Theorem 1.3 by applying the results of [PS94, DLV24] (the latter of which builds upon
[PK22a, DHLV23, LZ22]). We are not able to also obtain near-linear distance quantum LDPC
or locally testable codes with transversal C"~'Z gates using balanced products because as shown
in [KP23], the product-expansion bound of [PS94] (see Definition 7.3) is too weak to show good
quantum code distance using existing techniques. It is an interesting open question to address this
challenge.

2 Technical Overview

In this section, we provide an overview of our qLDPC codes with transversal C"'Z gates. Our
construction of cLLTCs with the multiplication property uses related techniques.

As described in Section 1, we construct our qLDPC codes with transversal C"~'Z gates as the
tensor product (also called a “hypergraph” or “homological” product) of r 2-term chain complexes
associated to classical LDPC codes. We construct these classical LDPC codes using the well-known
Sipser-Spielman paradigm [SS96], by imposing parity-checks (i.e. linear constraints) from small local
codes according to the incidence structure of a low-degree expander graph. We specifically construct
these classical LDPC codes to possess the multiplication property, which as described in Section 1,
requires component-wise products of codewords to belong to similar codes. We then show that
products of such classical codes yield quantum codes with transversal C"~!Z gates.

Therefore we must perform the following;:

1. Construct classical LDPC codes with good parameters that have the multiplication property.

2. Show that tensor products of chain complexes associated to classical LDPC codes with the
multiplication property yield quantum codes with transversal C"~1Z gates.

Section 1.1 provided a brief overview of our approach to addressing the two problems above;
the following two sections provide more details.

2.1 Classical LDPC Codes with the Multiplication Property

In this section, we describe how we construct classical LDPC codes with the multiplication property
using the Sipser-Spielman paradigm [SS96]. Our key result here is a construction of spectral
expander graphs with an appropriate linear-algebraic structure, which interacts well with local
Reed-Solomon codes.



For a classical code C' = ker(H) with specified parity-check matrix H, we define the transpose
code by C'T := ker(H"). In order to ultimately construct quantum LDPC codes with transversal
C"~'Z gates via products, we want to construct classical codes C' for which the following hold:

1. C satisfies an appropriate multiplication property.

2. C and C'T have large distance and small locality (meaning that the rows and columns of H
have small Hamming weight).

3. C or C has large dimension.

As described above, we will use the multiplication property of C construct transversal C"~'Z gates
on the resulting product quantum codes. The distance, dimension, and locality of the quantum
codes will follow from the respective properties for C' and C'T, as was shown in [TZ14]. Though we
will ultimately need to be able to ensure that either C' or C'T has large dimension, in the remainder
of this section for simplicity we focus on ensuring that C' has large dimension, and refer the reader
to Section 5 and Section 6 for more details.

The requirement that the transpose code C'T has good distance is perhaps unnatural from
a classical coding theoretic perspective. However, the Sipser-Spielman paradigm naturally yields
LDPC codes with good distance for both C' and C'T, as long as the local codes and their duals have
good distance (see e.g. [PK22b, BE21]). For this reason, we use the Sipser-Spielman paradigm to
construct construct our desired codes achieving the properties outline above.

2.1.1 Known Obstruction to Achieving Positive Dimension

Unfortunately, there is a known obstruction to achieving such a construction of Sipser-Spielman
codes with positive dimension supporting the multiplication property. Recall that (the most basic
form of) a Sipser-Spielman code is defined by a A-regular expander graph I' = (V, E) with an
assignment of a length-A local code C,, (over some field F,) to each vertex v € V, whose components
are labeled with the A edges incident to vertex v. The global Sipser-Spielman code C' then consists
of all elements c € Ff such that for each vertex v, the assignment to the edges incident to v lies in
the local code C,. [SS96] showed that if the local codes C, have large enough distance relative to
the expansion of I'; then the global code C will have large distance.

Assume that each C, satisfies the multiplication property, so that for instance C, x C, lies inside
some appropriate C] C FqA, where * denotes component-wise multiplication. Then the global code
C satisfies the multiplication property C'x C C C’, where C” is the Sipser-Spielman code with local
codes C). Therefore Sipser-Spielman codes naturally lift local multiplication properties to global
multiplication properties.

Perhaps the most natural choice of a local code with a multiplication property is a Reed-
Solomon code evg(F,[X]<¢), whose codewords are evaluations of degree < ¢ polynomials over F,
on points in a set S C Fy; here we take |S| = A. Indeed, by definition we have evg(F,[X]<¢)*2 =
evs(F,[X]<2~1). However, this equality is only nontrivial when ¢ < |S]/2 = A/2, as otherwise
evg(Fg[X]<%71) = evg(Fy[X]|<4) = FZ, because every element of F2 is the evaluation of some
degree < A polynomial.

However, the only known general lower bound on the dimension of the Sipser-Spielman code
Cis dim(C) > |E| = ) e (A — dim(C,)), which follows from counting linear constraints. When
C, = evg(F,[X]<Y), this bound is positive precisely when ¢ = dim(C,) > A/2. That is, for the
Sipser-Spielman construction with local Reed-Solomon codes, we obtain a positive dimension bound



under the precise condition £ > A /2 that the multiplication property becomes trivial and therefore
not useful.

Note that the only property of Reed-Solomon codes we used in the reasoning above is that
the dimension (approximately) adds under component-wise multiplication, so that dim(C;?) >
min{2 - dim(C,) — 1, A}. Although this inequality does not hold for some edge cases such as
C, = Ff; X {O}A_g, it tends to hold for local codes with the properties we want, such as good
distance.

2.1.2 Initial Attempt to Circumvent Barrier: Reed-Muller Codes

In this section, we describe an initial attempt at circumventing the apparent incompatibility of
positive dimension and the multiplication property described in Section 2.1.1, namely, that Reed-
Muller codes appear to solve our problem. However, we will see that if we try to directly instantiate
C as a Reed-Muller code, we will be unable to ensure good distance of the transpose code C'T.
Instead, as described in Section 2.1.3 below, we will need to let C' be a carefully constructed
Sipser-Spielman code that contains a planted Reed-Muller code.

Recall that a codeword of a Reed-Muller code evg(F,[X1, ..., X;]<*) consists of the evaluations
of a multivariate polynomial of degree < ¢ on points in some set S; here it is convenient to think
of S = Ffl. Therefore Reed-Muller codes satisfy the multiplication property by the same reasoning
that Reed-Solomon codes do, as the product of two degree < ¢ polynomials has degree < 2¢ — 1.
Furthermore, Reed-Muller codes are LDPC when the number of variables ¢ is large relative to q.
Specifically, if £ < g, then the Reed-Muller code evg(F,[X1,. .., X;]<%) has parity-checks of weight
q, as the restriction of a multivariate polynomial of total degree < ¢ to an affine line is a univariate
polynomial of degree < ¢.

However, a naive choice of parity-check matrix H for a Reed-Muller code, such as one that
places checks on all affine lines in [, will have many (Q(q")) checks touching each code component,
and thus C' = ker(H ") will not even be LDPC. This issue is mitigated by instead choosing a
parity-check matrix H associated to a derandomized low-degree test, such as that of [BSSVWO03],
which only queries a much sparser set of affine lines in FZ. However, the associated transpose code
CcT = ker(H T) may still have poor distance. For instance, inside an appropriate 2-dimensional
subspace of Ff], the test of [BSSVWO03] queries all 2¢ affine lines pointing in two different directions
within the subspace; using this fact, we may construct a codeword in ker(H ') of weight O(q?),
which is much smaller than the block length |S| = ¢'. Despite this challenge, as described in
Section 2.1.3 below, our ultimate construction will draw on related ideas as in [BSSVWO03].

2.1.3 Circumventing the Barrier by Planting Reed-Muller Codes

We now describe how we circumvent the problems described in Section 2.1.1 and Section 2.1.2
to obtain classical LDPC codes C' = ker(H) with the multiplication property that have good
dimension, such that both C' and C'T have good distance. Our solution is to construct a specific
A-regular graph I' on which we can ensure that an associated Sipser-Spielman code C contains a
large “planted” Reed-Muller code, when the local codes are Reed-Solomon of dimension ¢ < A/2.
As described above, the Sipser-Spielman paradigm yields good distance for both C' and C'T as long
as the local codes and their duals have good distance, which is indeed the case for Reed-Solomon
local codes (as Reed-Solomon codes are self-dual).

Our approach is inspired by [DLZ23], who used similar ideas to construct cLTCs with the
multiplication property, and by [GK24], who showed how to plant codewords (though in their case,



only the all-1s codeword) in quantum product codes. However, [DLZ23] use a high-dimensional
expander (HDX) constructed by [KO18] in the place of I'; which makes it difficult to obtain good
distance for the associated transpose codes. As a related note, the codes of [DLZ23] are constructed
using chain complexes and hence have a natural quantum analogue with good Z distance, but it
is unclear if they also can be made to have good X distance given the “one-sided” nature of their
construction from HDXs. Indeed, prior constructions of qLDPC codes from HDXs have been limited
by poor distance in one of the two bases (e.g. [EKZ20, KT21]).

We therefore instead construct a new graph I' = (V,E), which we show has good spectral
expansion and yields Sipser-Spielman codes with the desired planted Reed-Muller codes. At a
high level, we construct I' as follows. For some small constant 7 > 0, we choose an integer
t ~ ¢ = poly(q). We then let the vertices in V correspond to certain affine lines in IE‘Z“, and we
let the edges in E correspond to points in Fflﬂ. Each edge ¢ € E = IF'Z“ connects two vertices
whose associated affine lines intersect at the point €. (In fact E may be a subset of IE‘Z“, but the
distinction is not important for this overview.)

Our construction of I' shares similarities with the derandomized low-degree test of [BSSVWO03],
which is also based on choosing parity-checks of Reed-Muller codes associated to certain affine
lines in FZ; both our work and [BSSVWO03] also choose such lines using a low-bias distribution (see
Setion 3.4). However, we only associate two affine lines to each point in Ffl, whereas [BSSVWO03]
associates a growing number of affine lines to each point; this difference ultimately allows us to
obtain Sipser-Spielman LDPC codes, whose transpose codes therefore have good distance.

We remark that our construction I' can be viewed as a “coset complex,” as vertices of I' corre-
spond to affine lines, which are simply cosets of 1-dimensional subspaces. The HDXs of [KO18] used
by [DLZ23] can also be viewed as coset complexes, though with a more involved group theoretic
structure.

Formally, to construct ', we first define a smaller “base graph” I' = (V, E = [F,), whose edges
are each associated with a unique element of F, (in fact we may take E C Fy, but for simplicity
in this section we assume E = ;). It will in fact suffice to take I' to be a A-regular complete
bipartite graph with multiedges allowed, where A = poly(q). For each v € V', we choose a random
label Ly (v) € F!. (Following [JMO™22], we are in fact able to derandomize this construction using
the low-bias distributions of [JM21].)

We then define the vertex set of I' to be the set

V= |_| Fit!/span{(1, Ly (v))}
veV

of affine lines in F5H! that point in the direction of (1, Ly (v)) € Fy x F! for some v € V. We define
the edge set

E=Fi,
where an edge € = (ég,...,€) € Fffl connects the unique two vertices associated to respective
affine lines € 4 span{(1, Ly (vo))} and € + span{(1, Ly (v1))} passing through the point €, for which
the associated vertices vg,v1 € V are connected by edge ég in I'.
Recall that a Sipser-Spielman code has large distance if the local codes have large distance, and

if the graph has good (i.e. small) spectral expansion, defined as the second largest eigenvalue of the
adjacency matrix. Therefore we show the following:

Theorem 2.1 (Informal statement of Corollary 4.4). For every fived 6,n € (0,1), there exists a
sufficiently small 7 > 0 such that for every sufficiently large prime power q, the graph I' defined



above is an nA-spectral expander of degree A = ¢°, for an appropriate choice of the vertex labels
(Ly (v))yev that can be found in poly(|V]) time.

Recall that the spectral expansion of a A-regular graph is at most A. For our application, we will
want spectral expansion < nA for a sufficiently small constant 1 > 0, as is provided by Theorem 2.1.
Note that as |V, |E| = ¢®® with t = poly(q), the degree A = poly(q) is polylogarithmic in the
size of T.

To prove Theorem 2.1, we apply the trace power method, as mentioned in Section 1. This
technique has previously been used (e.g. [MOP21, JMO*22, Par22]) to bound the expansion of
certain random abelian lifts of graphs (see Section 3.3) by counting walks on the graph. Our graph
I is by definition a lift of I' by the abelian (additive) group IFZ, though we place random labels
Ly (v) on vertices v of the base graph I', whereas prior works typically considered random labels
placed on edges of the base graph. Fortunately, we show that the trace power method be extended
to our setting. This approach gives a randomized construction of I' that has good expansion
with high probability. We obtain an explicit (i.e. polynomial-time computable) construction in
Theorem 2.1 by adapting the derandomization techniques of [JMO™22], specifically using the low-
bias distributions of [JM21].

Given some ¢ < A, we can then define a Sipser-Spielman code C on I' as follows: we let the
local code Cy for vertex o € V be a Reed-Solomon code of degree (i.e. dimension) ¢ on the affine
line associated to ¥, where the Reed-Solomon evaluation points are those points on the affine line
associated to edges € that are incident to vertex o in the graph I.

In particular, recall that the Reed-Muller code eVFZ+1(Fq[XQ, .., X¢]<%) has codewords given

by evaluations of (¢ + 1)-variate polynomials on all points in IFZH. Because the restriction of a
degree < ¢ multivariate polynomial to an affine line is a degree < £ univariate polynomial, all such
Reed-Muller codewords lie in our Sipser-Spielman code C'. Thus C' has dimension

C+t

K = dim(C) = dim(F,[Xo, ..., X/]<) = <t o

> > (f/t)t-i-l ]

In particular, given an arbitrarily small constant € > 0, if we choose 6 = 1 —€/4, 7 < €/4, and
¢ < A/2 with £ > Q(A) so that £/t > ¢'=¢ (for ¢ sufficiently large), the resulting code C has
parameters

[N=|E|=¢""", K>N'"¢, D> N/poly(logN)]q,

and the transpose code C'" also has distance DT > N/poly(log N), where the distance bounds
follow from [SS96]. By construction, C' and C'T are LDPC of locality O(q) = poly(log N). Thus C
satisfies the desired properties outlined at the start of Section 2.1 above.

We remark that we actually use the local codes C, described above for our cLTC construc-
tion, and we use slightly different Reed-Solomon local codes for our qLDPC construction; see
Definition 5.1 for these alternative local codes. At a high level, the difference arises because in
the quantum case, it is more convenient to work with a multiplication property for the transpose

codes C'T.

2.2 Quantum LDPC Codes with Transversal C"'Z Gates

In this section, we describe the main ideas behind our proof that the product of r classical LDPC
codes with an appropriate multiplication property yield quantum LDPC codes with transversal
C™—1Z gates. In this paper, we consider products of chain complexes associated to Sipser-Spielman



codes similar to those defined in Section 2.1.3 above, and leverage the cubical nature of the under-
lying graph product. The companion paper [Lin24| applies similar ideas to present a more general
framework for transversal C"~'Z gates on a large class of chain complexes. Our presentation here
is less general but more concrete, leading to more explicit expressions for the relevant circuits of
C"'Z gates on our codes.

Throughout this section, we fix an arbitrary integer » > 2 and an arbitrary finite field F, of
characteristic p. Prior constructions of qLDPC codes with transversal C"~'Z gates were primarily
r-dimensional toplogical codes based on manifolds. Our high-level approach is to generalize such
ideas to more general complexes based on Sipser-Spielman codes by leveraging the local topolog-
ical structure of such complexes, and ensuring these local structures fit together globally using a
multiplication property of the local codes. A similar idea of gluing together local topological codes
was also used in the recent work of [SPW24], though with less general complexes and local codes,
resulting in poor (i.e. logarithmic) distance.

2.2.1 Transversal C"~1Z Gates Preliminaries

We first briefly describe some necessary notation for discussing transversal C"~1Z gates on quan-
tum CSS codes (see Definition 3.20). If we have r code states of length-N codes, which form
a superposition of length-rN strings z = (21, ... 2(") ¢ (FX)", then by definition (see (1)), a
C" 174 gate acting on qudit ij, of 2" for each h € [r] simply induces a phase on |z) with exponent
(1) (r)

proportional to a - z; * ---z; ’. That is, such a C™=17% gate maps

|z) — 2T g /7 (@aiy =) /p |2) .

Therefore if we apply many C"~1Z% gates to different r-tuples of length-N code states, where
each gate acts on one qudit from each of the r code states, the resulting unitary U¢ acts on a basis
element |z) = |z(1), . ,z(r)> by

Us - |2) — e2mitrr, /i, (C(2)) /P 12)

for some r-multilinear form
¢: (FN)" = F,.

Specifically, ¢ can be expressed as homogeneous degree-r polynomial in the N variables (zi(h))?ee[%,

ORI

which is defined to have a term a - z;,” -+~ z; ’ associated to every C=1Z% gate acting on qudits

Y

We are interested in the case where we have r quantum CSS codes (QW) = (Q%), Q(Zh)))he[r},
for which a basis of code states is given by the equally weighted superpositions ) co* |z + x)
Te

zi(:) > respectively.

L i
over the elements of cosets z + Qg?) € Q(Zh) / Qg?) . In order for the unitary U¢ defined above to
preserve the code space (i.e. map code states to code states), we therefore need ¢ to be invariant
on cosets, meaning that

CW +2M 20 My = (W 20 (2)

(h) (h) (h) (h)+ . L
for every (2\") € Q" )pep) and every (z'") € Q7 )pepy- We call this condition in (2) coboundary-
muariance.



If coboundary-invariance holds, then ¢ naturally induces a well-defined multilinear form ¢’ on
cosets

¢ QPIQY ) X x (@) /Q% )~ F,

given by applying ¢ to arbitrary coset representatives. The number of logical C"~1Z gates on
disjoint triples of logical (message) qudits that can be extracted from the circuit US is precisely
the subrank of ', which essentially measures the largest identity tensor contained within ¢’ (see
Definition 3.39).

2.2.2 Background on Transversal C"~'Z Gates on Topological Codes

We now briefly describe the (well known) intuition behind transversal C"~1Z gates on topological
codes obtained by tiling r-dimensional manifolds. Fix such a manifold (such as an r-dimensional
torus). Consider r CSS codes QW, ..., Q") associated to some tilings of this manifold, such that
the physical qudits (i.e. code components) are associated to (r — 1)-dimensional faces in the tilings.

Assuming for simplicity that our local qudit dimension is ¢ = 2, then a codeword in Q(Zh) can be
intuitively viewed as a set of tiles that collectively form a closed (r — 1)-dimensional submanifold.

L
Meanwhile, a codeword of Qg?) can be viewed as such a submanifold that is the boundary of some
r-dimensional volume within the manifold.

Now we define the multilinear form ¢ to contain a nonzero term (corresponding to a phys-
ical C"~1Z gate) for each r-tuple of tiles (with one tile associated to a qubit from each of the

r codes) that collectively intersect at a point. Then for codewords AN Q(Zh), we can interpret
¢ (z(l), ceey z(r)) as the parity of the number of collective intersection points of the (r—1)-dimensional

submanifolds 21, ..., 2("),

The coboundary-invariance condition (2) can then be enforced by showing that the intersection

number is a topological invariant. That is, adding elements of Qg?)L can be interpreted as perform-
ing local perturbations of the submanifold z(*). However, in a manifold such as an r-dimensional
torus, one can visually see (at least for » = 2 or r = 3) that such local perturbations will never
change the parity of the number intersections of r different (r — 1)-dimensional submanifolds. Here
we must assume that the intersections are “generic,” so that for instance no two submanifolds are
tangent to each other at some point, though this condition can be enforced by choosing different
tilings for each of the r codes Q).

Thus we obtain transversal C"~!Z gates on codes associated to tilings of such manifolds. Indeed,
the standard r-dimensional color code (see e.g. [BMDO07b]) is based on the reasoning above for the r-
dimensional torus. We remark that the intuition described above can be formalized and generalized
using the notion of a cup product from algebraic topology.

2.2.3 Extending to More General QLDPC Codes

We now describe how we extend the techniques outlined in Section 2.2.2 to products of Sipser-
Spielman codes. We can view a Sipser-Spielman code as a graph with an associated system of local
coefficients (i.e. local codes). The tensor product of the chain complexes associated to r Sipser-
Spielman codes can then be viewed as an r-dimensional cubical complex given by the product of
the r underlying graphs (where the product of r edges is an r-dimensional cube), with a system of
local coefficients given by tensor products of the local codes. For more details, see Example 3.37 in
Section 3.7.
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Now we construct our desired multilinear form ¢ (corresponding to our circuit of physical
C"1Z gates) on the associated product code as the sum of local multilinear forms within each
r-dimensional cube of the cubical complex. Each such local form is obtained as described in Sec-
tion 2.2.2, and simply computes an intersection number within the r-dimensional cube, viewed as an
r-dimensional manifold with boundary. However, these boundaries pose an additional challenge to
proving the coboundary-invariance property (2), which we address with the multiplication property
of the local codes.

1
Specifically, if we interpret elements of Qg?) as local perturbations of submanifolds as described
in Section 2.2.2 above, then to prove coboundary-invariance, we now must ensure that when we
perturb a submanifold across a boundary between r-dimensional cubes, we preserve the desired

intersection numbers. As the elements of Qg?)L correspond to parity-checks of Qg?), which are
simply parity-checks of the local codes, the local codes (at a high level) dictate the rules for how
submanifolds transform across boundaries. It turns out that if the local codes satisfy an appropriate
multiplication property, then these local transformations behave in a way amenable to coboundary-
invariance. We therefore obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.2 (Informal statement of transversal C"~'Z property in Theorem 6.1). The product of
r chain complexes associated to classical Sipser-Spielman LDPC codes whose local codes satisfy an
appropriate multiplication property yields a quantum LDPC code supporting a transversal C"~1Z
gate.

We have intentionally stated Theorem 2.2 informally, as there are many technical details re-
garding the local codes and the structure of the product that we have omitted in this intuitive
overview.

While Theorem 2.2 provides a circuit of physical C"1Z gates that preserves the logical code
space, we also must show that the induced logical circuit consists of C"~1Z gates on many disjoint
r-tuples of logical qudits, as stated in Theorem 1.1. That is, as described in Section 2.2.1, we must
show that the multilinear form ¢’ associated to the physical circuit U¢ has large subrank.

For this purpose, we again use the planted Reed-Muller codes in our Sipser-Spielman codes
described in Section 2.1.3. Specifically, we are able to show that the qLDPC codes we obtain
inherit large planted Reed-Muller codes from the underlying classical Sipser-Spielman codes, and
that the multiplication property of these planted Reed-Muller codes directly translates into a good
bound on the subrank of ¢’. See Lemma 6.11 for more details (where ¢’ is denoted ().

3 Preliminaries

This section presents preliminary various preliminary notions, results, and notation that we will
use throughout the paper.

3.1 Notation

We use standard “big-O” notation O, o, (), w, O, and use subscripts to denote variables on which
the hidden constants may depend. For instance, O, (1) describes any function bounded above by a
value depending only on a.

For a prime power ¢, we let F, denote the finite field of order ¢, and we let F; = F,\ {0}. We let
[n] = {1,...,n}, and for an element x € Iy, we let |z| = [{i € [n] : z; # 0}| denote the Hamming
norm of z. For vectors z,y € Fy, we let z -y = Zie[n} z;y; € IFy denote the standard bilinear form,

11



and we let = *y = (2;yi)ic[n) € Fy; denote the component-wise product. We extend this notation to
subspaces, so that for C,C" C Iy, then C' + C' = span{z x 2’ : v € C,2’ € C'} C Fy. For a matrix
M € F**™, the locality refers to the maximum number of nonzero entries in any row or column.
For an event E, we let 1 denote the indicator random variable for £ occurring. We often also
use this notation for deterministic events. For instance, for variables ¢, j, then 1,—; equals 1 if ¢ = j
and 0 if 4 # j. For a set S and an element s € S, we let 1, € Ff denote the indicator vector for

element s. In particular, for i € [n], we let 1; € IF‘L"} = Fj denote the ith standard basis vector.

For a complex-valued square matrix M, we spectrum(M) denote the multiset of eigenvalues of
M, counting multiplicities.

We let S,, denote the symmetric group on n elements, that is, the group of permutations of [n].

3.2 Graphs and Expansion

This section presents preliminary notions pertaining to graphs and graph expansion. To begin, we
present our basic terminology and notation for graphs.

Definition 3.1. A directed (multi)graph is a pair I' = (V, E,v) consisting of a vertex set' V and
an edge set E with a function v : E —V x V. We let vo,v1 : E — V be the projections of v onto
the two components respectively, so that v(e) = (vo(e),vi(e)).

An undirected (multi)graph is a pair I' = (V, E,v) consisting of a vertex set V. and an edge
set E with a functionv : E — V xXV/ ~, where ~ denotes the equivalence relation (vg,v1) ~ (v1,v0).
We denote elements of V- x V/ ~ as unordered pairs {vg,v1} = {vi,v0}. We define vo,vy: E —V
such that v(e) = {vg(e),vi(e)}; thus vo, vy implicitly define an arbitrary but fized orientation of
each edge.

For simplicity, we restrict attention to graphs with no self-loops, meaning that every e € E has
vo(e) # vi(e).

We sometimes abuse notation and use the same symbol v for different graphs, and rely on
the argument to disambiguate the graph at hand. We then write I' = (V, E) as a shorthand for
I'=(V,E,v).

An undirected graph T = (V, E,v) has a naturally associated directed graph T = (V, Bdir ydir),
where B = E x {0,1}, such that v : BT — V s given by vi(e,0) = (vo(e),vi(e)) and
v (e, 1) = (vi(e), vo(e)).

IfT is directed, then for subsets S, T CV, we let E(S,T) =v (S xT) C E. IfT is undirected,
we let E(S,T) C E denote the projection of (vi")™1(S x T') onto the first coordinate. For directed
or undirected I, we also let E(S) = E(S,V). In particular, E(v) denotes the set of edges containing
verter v € V.

For an undirected graph T', the degree of a vertex v € V equals |E(v)|, and T' is said to be
A-regular if every v € V has degree A. We say that T is simple if I' has no self-loops and if
every pair {vg,v1} is the image under v of at most one edge.

An (undirected or directed) graph is bipartite if there exists a partition V. = Vy U Vy such that
every edge contains one vertex in each of Vo and V. The graph is balanced if |Vy| = |Vi|. If T is
undirected, we slightly abuse notation and assume for every e € E that vy(e) € Vi, and we write
(v, v1) to denote a pair {vg,v1} of vertices for which vy € Vi and vy € V4.

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we allow arbitrarily many edges between the same two ver-
tices, and for notational convenience call such objects “graphs” as a shorthand for “multigraphs.”
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We will also explicitly say when a graph is directed, and otherwise it can be assumed to be undi-
rected.

Definition 3.2. The adjacency matriz Ar of an undirected (resp. directed) graph T' = (V, E) is
the matriz Ar € ZEOXV C RV given by (Ar)wywy = | v {vo, v1})| (resp. (Ar)ug,e, = | v~ H(vo,v1)])-

The (onesided) spectral expansion \o(T') of an undirected graph T' equals the second largest
eigenvalue of the adjacency matriz Ap. If T' is an undirected A-regular graph, then equivalently

! Arz

A(T) = max ——,
2(l) reT\{o} |72

3)

where 1+ C RY denotes the orthogonal complement of the all-1s vector 1 € RV .

As an undirected graph I' = (V, E)) has a symmetric adjacency matrix Ap, there are |V| eigen-
values of Ap (counting multiplicites), all of which are real. Therefore A(I") is well-defined. If T is
A-regular, then the largest eigenvalue equals A, corresponding to the all-1s vector. Thus as the
sum of the eigenvalues tr(Ar) > 0, we have \y(T") € [-A/(|V]| — 1), A].

In this paper, we say “spectral expansion” or simply “expansion” to refer to onesided spectral
expansion Ao. Note that other works sometimes use this phrase to refer to twosided spectral
expansion, which equals the second largest absolute value of an eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix.
However, we will rarely need to consider twosided expansion.

The following property of spectral expanders is well known; a proof can for instance be found
in [HMMP24, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.3 (Expander Mixing Lemma). Let I' = (V, E,v) be a A-regular undirected graph. For
every set S CV,
B4 (5.5)| = 2185, 5)] < 18] (NalD) +2- ).

3.3 Abelian Lifts of Graphs

Below, we present the notion of the lift of a graph by an abelian group. A similar definition exists
for non-abelian groups, but we will not need such generality.

Definition 3.4. Let G be an abelian group, and let I' = (V, E,v) be an undirected graph with a
G-valued labeling Luig; : E — G. Then the G-lift of I' with labeling Lyg is the graph I' = (V, E,¥)
with vertex set V =V x G and edge set E = E x G such that

vo(e, 9) = (vo(e), 9)
vi(e,g) = (vi(e), g + Lu(e)).
Below, we state a well-known lemma showing that the spectrum of Ay is the union of the spectra

of certain signed (or more precisely, phase-adjusted) versions of Ap. We first must formally define
these signings.

Definition 3.5. A character of a finite abelian group G is a homomorphism x : G — {z € C:
|z| = 1}, meaning that x(z +vy) = x(z)x(y) for every x,y € G. The trivial character xg is given
by xo(z) =1 for every z € G.

The following fact is well known:

13



Lemma 3.6. A finite abelian group G has precisely |G| distinct characters. In particular, if G is
the additive group ¥y, then the characters are indexed by elements of Fy, where for a € F we have
Xa(x) — e27ri(a-m)/p_

We now define signings of adjacency matrices by characters:

Definition 3.7. Let I' = (V,E,v) be an undirected graph with labeling Lyg : E — G. For a
character x : G — C, we define the x-signed adjacency matrix Ar, € CV*V by

(Ar,x)vo.o1 = > X((=1)" L e)). (4)
(e,b)eEdirv(e,b)=(vo,v1)

We let A(Ar ) € R>q denote the largest absolute value of any eigenvalue of Ar .

The following lemma is well known; we provide a proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.8. The matriz Ar, in Definition 3.7 is Hermitian.

Proof. By definition

(AL Dvown = (A3
= > X((=1)" Lige (e))*

(e,b)e Ediry(e,b)=(v1,v0)

_ Z X((=1)'° Ly (e))

(e,b)eEdiriv(e,b)=(v1,v0)

_ Z X((—=1)% Lyig(e))

(evb,)EEdir:V(evb,):(UO 77-}1)
= (AF,x)vo,vm

where the third equality above holds beacuse x is a homomorphism, and the fourth equality follows
by letting ' =1 — b. O

As mentioned above and stated in the lemma below, the spectrum of Ay is the union over all
characters x of the spectrum of Ar ,. For completeness, we provide a proof, which is based on the
fact that the (appropriately normalized) characters of G form an orthonormal basis for CC.

Lemma 3.9 (Well known). Let T = (V,E,¥) be a G-lift of T = (V, E,v) with labeling Lyg. Then

spectrum(Af) = |_| spectrum(Ar ). (5)

characters x:G—C

Proof. For every character x : G — C and every vertex v € V, define a unit vector x;y € CV =CVx@

by
A/ G 5 = /
(ZE%()(UZQ) = {g(g)/ ! z# z/‘

Then for every vg,v1 € V and for every pair of characters xo, x1,

Xot X1 _ .
‘T’U() ‘Tv1 - ]1U0=U1 ]lXO:XI’
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Therefore by Definition 3.4, for every e € E, letting (v, v1) = v(e), then

2X0T A gx1 § : Xo(g 1(9 + (=1)" L (e))
vo vy — /—
(e,b)eEdir:v(e,b)=(vo,v1) 9EG ‘G‘

=Typ=yy - Z Xo((—l)b Luigs(€)).

(e,b)e Ediry(e,b)=(vg,v1)

That is, when expressed in the orthonormal basis {a73 },, of (CV, the matrix Aj is block diagonal,
with |G| blocks given by the matrices Ar, in Definition 3.7 for all |G| characters x : G — C.
Thus (5) holds. O

Lemma 3.11 below provides a well-known means for bounding the spectrum of Ar , in terms of
walks on I'; we provide a brief proof for completeness. We first need the following definition.

Definition 3.10. Let I' = (V, E,v) be an undirected graph. We say that a sequence of 2k directed

edges ((e1,b1), ..., (e2k, bax)) € (EY™)2k s o length-2k walk on T if it holds for every i € [2k] that
v (ei, b;) = v (€41, biv1), where we let (eapy1,baps1) = (€1,01).

Lemma 3.11 (Well known). Let I' = (V, E,v) be an undirected graph with labeling Lyg : E — G.
Then for every character x : G — C,

(A )% < tr(A2 ) = 3 H X((=1)" L (e)).

walks (e1,b1),...,(€2x,b2k) =1

Proof. Lemma 3.8 implies that all eigenvalues of Ar, are real, so all eigenvalues of A%’fx must be
nonnegative real, one of which by definition equals A(Ar,)?*. Therefore A\(Ar )% < tr (A%kx)
Now by definition,

(AF,X> = Z ﬁ(AF,x)vi,le’

(V1,0 098 ) EV 2R i=1
where we let v9r11 = v1. Expanding each matrix element in the product above using (4) then gives
the second inequality in the lemma statement. O
3.4 Pseudorandomness

We will consider abelian lifts with labelings chosen according to some random distribution. To
make these lifts explicit, we want to ensure that the distribution has at most polynomially large
support in the size of the lifted graph, so that we can deterministically loop through all of elements
in the support. For this purpose, we will use the following notion of low-bias distributions.

Definition 3.12. Let G be an abelian group. The bias of a probability distribution D over G is
the mazimum value of |Eguc(x(g)]| over all nontrivial characters x : G — C.

By definition the uniform distribution is 0-biased, but has support size G. We follow [JMO™22]
and use the following result of [JM21].
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Theorem 3.13 ([JM21]). Given 8 > 0, t € N, and a generating set of an abelian group G, there
is a poly (|G|, 1/B)-time algorithm that outputs a multiset S C G of size

tlog(|G)°)
S| <O (W

for which Unif(S) has bias < B. Here the O’s hide absolute constants, and o(1) — 0 as B — 0.

3.5 Classical Codes

In this section we describe relevant basic notions from classical coding theory.

Definition 3.14. A classical linear code of length n and dimension k over alphabet I, is
a k-dimensional linear subspace C C Fy. The distance of C is d = min.cc\foy |c|. We summarize
these parameters by saying that C is an [n,k,d], code. The dual code of C is C+ = {x € Fy
x-c=0Vee C}.

In this paper we restrict attention to classical codes that are linear, and call them “classical
codes” or simply just “codes” when clear from context.

We will make use of classical codes given by evaluations of polynomials. To begin, we present
some basic notation for polynomials and their evaluations.

Definition 3.15. Fort € N, L C Z%,, and Z C F,, we let Fy[X1,...,X:]5 denote the space
of t-variate polynomials over F, that lie in the span of the monomials of the form Xfl ---Xft for
(i1,...,it) € L, and that have roots at all points in Z. If L = {(i1,...,it) € ZLy 1 i1+ +1iy < m},
we write F[X1,..., X)L =F, [Xq,... JXe)5™ If L =7%,, we may omit L f;om the notation, and
if Z =0 we may omit Z. Thus Fy[X1,...,X:] denotes the space of all t-variate polynomials over
F,. FO’I;E CF and o € (F})%, we define evpo : Fo[X1,..., Xi] = FE by evpo(f) = (aef(e))eek-
If a =1 is the all-1s vector, we may omit o from this notation.

In this paper, we refer to codes of the form evg o(F,[X]5;™) as Reed-Solomon codes. Note

that sometimes in the literature, the bare term “Reed-Solomon” is reserved for the case where
E=F, a= I, and Z = 0. The term “punctured Reed-Solomon” codes is often used for the case
where E C F,, and the term “generalized Reed-Solomon” is often used when a # 1. [KT19] use
refer to codes with Z # () as “shortened Reed-Solomon codes.” However, in this paper we will
simply refer to all of these codes as “Reed-Solomon.”

In the multivariate case, we refer to codes of the form evg o(Fy[ X1, ..., X:|<™) as Reed-Muller
codes.

We now describe some basic properties of Reed-Solomon codes and their duals.

Lemma 3.16 (Well known). For every E CFy, a € (F;)F, 0 <m < |E|, then evp o(Fg[X]<™) is
an [|E|,m,|E| —m + 1], code. Furthermore, there exists B € (F:;)E such that ev g o(F [X]<™)+ =
evp,g(F[X]<1FI7m).

Note that in Lemma 3.16, 3 is chosen as some nonzero element of the 1-dimensional space
evpa(Fq[X]<IFITH 5

Lemma 3.16 does not characterize the properties of the code evg o(F,[X]|3™) for Z # (. For

this purpose, we use the following basic fact, a proof of which can for instance be found in [GG24,
Proof of Theorem 3.1].
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Lemma 3.17 (Well known). For a classical code C' C Fy and a subset A C [n], letting A° = [n]\ A,
then it holds that
(C {0} X Fy)lae)™ = O e,

It follows from the above lemmas that by choosing appropriate coefficients 3, we can always
assume that Z = (), as shown below.

Corollary 3.18. For every E CFy, a € (F})F, Z CF,\ E, |Z] < m < |E|, there exists § € (F})¥
such that evp o(Fq[X]|5™) = eVE75(Fq[X]<m_|Z‘),

Proof. Let o/ € (F})¥Y% be any vector with o/|p = o. Then by Lemma 3.17, evp o(F [X]5")* =
eviuz,a (Fg[X]™)*| . By Lemma 3.16, there exists v/ € (F}) 2% such that ev g7 o (Fg[X]<™)+ =
ev Lz~ (Fy[X]<IFIFIZI=m) - Combining these equalities and letting v = +/|p € (F;)E gives that
evEo(Fg[X]5™) = evp,(F [X]<IFIHZI=m) Now again applying Lemma 3.16, there exists 8 €
(F%)E such that evp  (F[X]<IFHZImm)L = ey o(F [ X]<m7121). Thus evg o(Fo[X]5™) = evp g(Fy[X]<m~I2]),
as desired. ]

Reed-Solomon codes by definition satisfy the following multiplication property. Recall from
Section 3.1 that for ¢, ¢’ € Fy, then ¢ x ¢ = (¢ic})iejn) € Fy denotes the component-wise product.

Lemma 3.19. It holds for every prime power q, every set EE C F,, and every m,r € N that
evp(F[X]=M)"" = evp (F[X]=).

Proof. For f,g € Fy[X], by definition evg(fg) = eve(f) *x evg(g). Therefore evg(F,[X]S™)* C
evg(Fy [X]="™) because deg(fg) = deg(f)+deg(g), and evg(F,[X]=™)*" D evg(F,[X]="™) beacuse
every polynomial of degree < rm can be expressed as a linear combination of monomials X* for
i < rm, and each such monomial is by definition a product of  monomials of degree < m. O

3.6 Quantum Codes
In this section we describe relevant notions from quantum coding theory.

Definition 3.20. A quantum CSS code of length n and dimension k over alphabet I, is
a pair Q = (Qx,Qz) of subspaces Qx,Qz C Fy such that Q% C Qz (so that also Q% C Qx ) such
that k = dim(Qz) — dim(Qx). The distance of C is

d= min |e|.
ce(@x\Q%)U(Q2\Q%)

We summarize these parameters by saying that Q is an [[n, k,d]], code.

In this paper we restrict attention to quantum codes given by the CSS framework described
above, and call them “quantum codes” or simply just “codes” when clear from context.

3.7 Chain Complexes

We will use the language of chain complexes with systems of local coefficients similarly to [PK22a]
(also called “sheaves” in [FK22, DLV24]) to describe the codes we study. To begin, we define chain
complexes below. Note that here we only provide definitions that are sufficiently general for our
purpose.

17



Definition 3.21. For r € N, an r-dimensional chain complex C, over a ring R is a free
R-module C. = @._,C; with an R-module homomorphism ¢ : C, — C, satisfying (0°)%> = 0
and 0°C; C Ci—q1. We call C; the space of i-chains, O° the boundary map, and E?Z-C = 8C\ci the
i-boundary map. Fori ¢ {0,...,r}, we write C; =0 and O = 0. We also define

Z;(C) = ker(8%) the space of i-cycles
Bi(C) = im(@fﬂ) the space of i-boundaries
H;(C) = Z;(C)/B;(C) the i-homology group.

The cochain complex C* associated to C, is the chain complex with free R-module C* =
@D._,C" for C' = Hompg(C;, R), with boundary map ()T : C* — C*. We call C' the space of
i-cochains, 0¢ = (0°)" the coboundary map and 6¢ = (6%,)" : C' — C*™! the i-coboundary
map. We also define

Z(C) = ker(6Y) the space of i-cocycles
©
C

BY(C) = im(6% ;) the space of i-coboundaries
H'(C) = Z'(C)/B*(C) the i-cohomology group.

When the (co)chain complex is clear from context, we write 0 = ¢ and § = 6. We restrict
attention to chain complexes over R = Z and R = F, in which C, is finite-dimensional, and we
assume each C; has some fized basis C(i). Therefore C; = RCW) = C' and hence we can write
C=|]_,C(i) and C, 2C* =C := R".

The locality w® of C, refers to the locality of the matriz & € REXC (see Section 3.1).

We will consider chain complexes obtained by imposing some local structures over F, on top of
an incidence chain complex over Z, as defined below.

Definition 3.22. An incidence chain complex is a chain complex X over Z such that every
entry of the coboundary map matriz 6° € Z¥*% lies in {—1,0,1}. Forz € X (i) : and 2’ € X (i+1),
the matriz entry 6% € {—1,0,1} is called the incidence mnumber of 2’,2’'. We write ' >z if
6:?(,71, #0. Then for zy € X(i') and x; € X (i) with ' > i, we write xy = x; if there exist v; € X (j)
for i > j > such that xj41 > x; for each i’ > j > i. We also write X<, = {2’ € X : 2/ < x}.
Remark 3.23. The precedence relation in Definition 3.22 endows X = | |;_; X (i) the structure of
a rank-r graded poset. Specifically, define rank : X — Z by rank(z) = i for every x € X(i).
Then the following conditions are by definition satisfied:

1. If x < 2/ then rank(z) < rank(a’).
2. If v < 2’ and there is no 2’ with x < 2" < 2/, then rank(z) 4+ 1 = rank(z’).

For such posets, we often say “dimension” instead of “rank,” as in the constructions considered in
this paper, rank-i elements will have a natural interpretation as i-dimensional hypercubes.

Graphs provide a particularly simply class of incidence complexes:
Definition 3.24. For an undirected graph T' = (V, E,v), the associated 1-dimensional incidence
cochain complex X* is given by X(0) =V, X(1) = E, and
v = vo(e)
551, =q-1, v=vq
véEv

e).



We will later obtain higher-dimensional incidence complexes by taking products of graphs.

Definition 3.25. A system of local coefficients F over alphabet I, for an r-dimensional
incidence complex X consists of an assignment of an IF -vector space F, to each x € X, along with
a linear map Fpryp : Fr — Fu to each ' = x with the property that Fump 0 Fyreg = Furres for
every " = x' = .

We then define an associated r-dimensional cochain complex F3 with i-cochain space Fi =
D.cx(i) Fes and with i-coboundary map given by G7* () = Y e 5§7xfx/<_xfx.

We also define an X-Hamming norm |- |x : Fy — Z>o by |f|x = [{x € X : fo #0}].

We typically assume each F, has some fixed basis with respect to which we can define Hamming
norm, but the choice of basis will not affect our results.

We now describe how classical and quantum codes are naturally associated to (co)chain com-
plexes of dimension > 1 and > 2, respectively.

Definition 3.26. Let C* be a cochain complex. The classical code associated to level i of
C* is Z'(C) C C', and the classical code associated to level i of C. is Z;(C) C C;. These two
respective codes are said to be low-density parity-check (LDPC) of locality w if the maps 0;
and 0; respectively have locality w (see Section 3.1).

Similarly,the quantum code associated to level i of C* is (Z;(C), Z*(C)), and the quantum
code associated to level i of C. is (Z(C), Z;(C)). These codes are said to be LDPC of locality
w if both maps 6; and J; have locality < w.

The quantum CSS codes above are well defined because the coboundary map condition §;0;_1 =
0 implies (and in fact, is equivalent to) the CSS orthogonality condition ker(d;)* = im(&;_1) C
ker(d;). The quantum codes associated to level ¢ of C* and C, by definition have dimension equal
to dim H*(C) = dim H;(C).

Naturally, if we are given codes with chosen parity-check matrices, we can also recover chain
complexes:

Definition 3.27. Let C be a length-n classical code with chosen parity-check matriz H € F'*",
so that C = ker(H). Then the associated 1-dimensional cochain complex is given by C° =
Fys ct =Fy', do=H.

Let Q = (Qx,Qz) be a length-n quantum CSS code with chosen parity check matrices Hx €
Fgx>", Hz € F'2%", so that Qx = ker(Hx), Qz = ker(Hyz). The associated 2-dimensional
cochain complezx is given by C° = Fyx, Ccl = Fys C? = Fy'%, 60 = H)Tc 0 =Hy.

We now define the analogue of code distance for chain complexes, along with a notion of
testability.

Definition 3.28. Let C be a chain complex. The i-systolic distance d;(C) and i-cosystolic
distance d'(C) are defined as

d;(C) = min ||
ceZ;(C)\B;(C)
d'(C) = min |c|.

c€Zi(C)\B*(C)
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The i-cycle expansion p;(C) and i-cocycle expansion p'(C) are defined as

. 10i(c)]
() =
pi(C) ccCAZI(C) CEZAC) o — &
p(C)= min  max 9:(c)

ceCi\zi(C) ceZi(C) |c — (|

If C = Fx is the chain complex associated to a system of local coefficients over an incidence complex,
we let di(Fx; X),d(Fx; X), pi(Fx; X), p"(Fa; X) denote the expressions above with the standard
Hamming norm | - | replaced by the X -Hamming norm |- |x.

If C is r-dimensional, then the distance of the classical code associated to level 0 of C* is d°(C),
and the distance of the classical code associated to level r of C, is d,.(C). Similarly, the distance of
the quantum code associated to level i of C* or Cy is by definition min{d;(C),d*(C)}. The following
definition shows that this analogy extends to a property called local testability, which quantifies
how well local queries can measure distance to the code.

Definition 3.29. Let C be a chain complex. We say that the classical code associated to level
i of C* (resp. Cy) is locally testable with soundness p'(C) (resp. p;(C)). Similarly, we say
that the quantum code associated to level i of C* (and of Cy) is locally testable with soundness

min{p;(C), p(C)}.

The following definition shows how the Sipser-Spielman classical LDPC codes [SS96] can be
described as a 1-dimensional chain complex obtained by imposing local coefficients from a classical
code on the incidence complex of an expander graph.

Definition 3.30. Let I' = (V,E,v) be an undirected A-regular graph with associated incidence

complex X (see Definition 3.24). Given m € [A] and an assignment (h, € FZ”XE(U))UE‘/ of m x A
full-rank matrices to the vertices in V', we define a system of local coefficients F on X as follows:
For everyv eV ande € E, let F, = IF‘Z”, Fe=Fy and Feryy = 1;rhj.

We typically consider the 1-dimensional chain complex Fy from Definition 3.30 in the regime
where A = |E(v)] < |V|. In this case, [SS96] showed that the classical code Zy(Fx) C FF
associated to level 1 of Fy, has good distance if I" is a good spectral expander, and the matrices
h, are such that the “local codes” ker(h,) C FqE(v) have good distance. A similar proof also implies
that the classical code Z%(Fy) associated to level 0 of F% has good distance if T' is a good spectral

expander and the dual local codes im(h,) = ker(h,)* C Ff @ have good distance. Below we
formally state and prove this result for completeness.

Lemma 3.31 ([SS96]). Define I', X, F as in Definition 3.30. Let d (resp. d*) denote the minimum
over allv € V of the distance of ker(h,) (resp. of im(h, ) = ker(h,)*) Then

d

B(Fr) = d) (Fai X) 2 (d = Xa(0) - S V] (©
P(Fx) 2 d(Fai X) 2 (@ = X(0)) 5 V] @

Proof. First observe that di(Fx) = d1(Fa; X) because |z| = |z|x for x € X(1) = E, and d°(Fx) >
d°(Fx; X) beacuse |z| > |z|x for z € X(0) = V.
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We first prove (6). Consider an arbitrary nonzero f € Z;(Fx) C Ff . Let S C V denote the set
of vertices incident to an edge in the support of f. Then
dls| < |E¥(s.9)] < 18] (har) +a- 1) ®
where the first inequality above holds because every v € S must have (fe)ccp(v) € ker hy of weight
> d, and therefore |EY (v, S)| > d; the second inequality in (8) above holds by Lemma 3.3. By
definition we have |S| < 2|f|/d; applying this fact in (8) and rearranging terms then gives that | f]|
is bounded below by the RHS of (6), as desired.

We now prove (7). Consider an arbitrary nonzero f € Z°(Fx) C (F7")V. Now let S =
supp(f) € V. Then (8) again holds, as now the first inequality in (8) holds because every v € S
must have h, f, € imh, of weight > d*, and all > d* edges in the support of | f, must have their
other vertex also in S in order for 53: * f = 0 to be satisfied, which implies |E4* (v, S)| > dt. Now
rearranging terms in (8) gives that |f|x = |S| is bounded below by the RHS of (7), as desired. [

We will construct higher-dimensional chain complexes as tensor or balanced products of lower-
dimensional chain complexes. We now define balanced products, of which tensor products are a
special case. Balanced products are taken with respect to a group action on the complexes’ chain
spaces. In this paper, we restrict attention to abelian groups that act freely on basis elements. In
this setting, balanced products [BE21] are also called “lifted products” [PK22b, PK22a]. Note that
tensor products of chain complexes are also sometimes called “homological products” or “hyper-
graph products.”

Definition 3.32. Let C be a chain complex over F,. We say that a group homomorphism o : G —
Sc from G to the symmetric group on the set of basis elements C' of C is a free action of G on
C if the following conditions are satisfied:

1. (Preserves dimension) For every g € G and i € Z, we have o(g)C(i) = C(i). Hence we can

extend o(g) to acting on C; = Fqc(i) by permuting the basis elements.

2. (Free) For every g € G\ {0} and ¢ € C, we have o(g)c # c.

3. (Respects boundary maps) For every g € G, we have o(g)0¢ = 9o (g).

Definition 3.33. For an abelian group G and a ring R, we let R[G| denote the group algebra,

whose elements are formal combinations deG rqg with each ry € R, and where multiplication is

given by (3 ,ec799) - (Xyea rg9) = D ogec 2gea ryTg—g9.->

Suppose we are given actions o : G — Sy and o : G — Sp of an abelian group G on sets
A, B, which then naturally endow R* and RB the structure of R[G]-modules. We let R4 @ RP
denote the tensor product over R[G] of RA and R®. Equivalently, R* ®g R® = RA*¢B | where

AxgB=AxB/~ with (a,b)~ (c?(g)a,c(—g)b)Ya e A, be B, g€ Q. (9)

denotes the balanced product of sets A,B. Welet a xgb € Axg B denote the equivalence class
of (a,b) in (9).

3 An unfortunate consequence of our notation here is the in the group algebra R[G], we have (1g1)-(1g2) = 1(g1+92);
that is, multiplication in the group algebra performs the group operation, which we denote by addition as we work
with abelian groups. We will ultimately set G to be the additive group Ffl, and we will separately use the scalar
multiplicative structure in this vector space, so the notational clash here is difficult to avoid. For this reason, we will
almost never explicitly write expressions involving addition and multiplication in the group algebra outside of this
section.
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Note that the choice of 04, o® is implicit in the notation ®p and X g, and will always be made
clear from context.

Definition 3.34. Let A* and B* be cochain complezes of dimension r* and rB respectively over
F,, each of which respects a free action of an abelian group G. The balanced product of cochain
complexes A,B is the cochain complex C* = A* @g B* of dimension ¢ = 4 4+ 18 given by

C=PA B
JEZL
and '
5 =P @c T+ (-1 I®¢ 67 ;).
JEZL
If G = {0}, the balanced product is called a tensor product, and is denoted A* @ B*.

Note that when G = {0}, the group action is trivial and ® = ® is simply the ordinary tensor
product over the ring at hand (which in Definition 3.34 is R = ;). Hence tensor products of chain
complexes are well defined without a group action.

Tensor products obey the following well-known formula.

Lemma 3.35 (Kiinneth formula). Let A* and B* be cochain complexes over Fy, and let C* =
A* ® B*. Then fori e Z,
H'(C)= P HI(A) ® H(B).
JEZ
Furthermore, the isomorphism above is given by
a®b+ B'(C) +i (a+ BI(A) @ (b+ B™(B))
fora € Zi(A), be Z:71(B).

The Kiinneth formula shows how to bound the cohomology dimension of a product of cochain
complexes. In a similar vein, the following known result shows how to bound the cosystolic distance
of a product of cochain complexes. [TZ14] proved the result below for the product of two 1-
dimensional complexes. For completeness, we provide a proof of the general case, which is based
on a proof given in [BH14] of a similar result.

Lemma 3.36 (Similar to [TZ14, BH14]). Let A* and B* be cochain complexes over Fy, and let
C* = A*® B*. Then fori € Z,
dc) > Ijnei%l max{d’ (A),d" 7 (B)}.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that there exists some ¢ € Z(C) \ B'(C) such that || <
min;ez max{d’(A),d"7(B)}. Recalling that C* = D,z Al ® B we write ¢ = (¢)jez, where
each ¢/ € AV ® B"J. By Lemma 3.35, H;(C) is spanned by elements of the form a ® b + B;(C) for
pairs (a € Z;(A)\ Bj(A), b € Z;_;(B) \ Bi—;(B)) for j € Z. Because the natural bilinear form
(-,-) + H;y(C) x HY(C) — F, given by (¢ + B;(C),c + B*(C)) = ¢ - ¢ is nondegenerate, it follows
that there exists some j € Z and some (a € Z;(A) \ B;(A), b € Z;_;j(B) \ Bi—;(B)) such that
(a@b)-¢d =(a" @b")cI #0.

By assumption, either |¢| < d’(A) or |¢|] < d*7(B); assume the former, as the proof for the
latter is analogous. Then a - (I ® b")¢?) = (a" ®b")ed # 0, where (I ® b))/ € A’ denotes
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the vector whose entries are the dot products of the rows of the matrix ¢/ with the vector b. In
fact, because ¢ € Z*(C), we have (534 R I + (1) (I ® 526_j_1)cj+1 =0,50 AT @b =
(-1)(I ® bTézB_j_lch =0, as bT(SZB_j_l = (aﬁjb)T = 0 beacuse b € Z;_;(B) by assumption.
Thus we have shown that (I ® b")c? € Z/(A). Then because a - (I @ b")c? # 0 as shown above,
and the natural bilinear form (-,-) : H;(A) x H/(B) — F, is well defined, we must have that
(I®b")e! + BI(A) is cohomologically nontrivial, meaning that (I ®b')c¢! € Z7(A) \ B/(A). Thus
by definition |(I®b")c?| > d/(A), so at least d’(A) rows of the matrix ¢/ are nonzero, which implies
that |c| > |¢/| > d?(A), contradicting the assumption above that |¢| < d/(.A). Thus we indeed must
have |¢| > minjez max{d’ (A),d" 7 (B)}, as desired. O

By dualizing the complexes involved, we see that Lemma 3.35 and Lemma 3.36 apply to chain
complexes analogously to cochain complexes.

In this paper, we take tensor and balanced products of the chain complexes from Definition 3.30
arising from placing systems of local coefficients F on incidence complexes Z of graphs. In this
case, if the graph respects a group action, and the local coefficient spaces and maps are the same
within each orbit of the group action, then the associated chain complex Fy also respects the group
action. Hence we will be able to take balanced products of such chain complexes. The following
example provides more details regarding such products.

Example 3.37. Fiz some r € N and some abelian group G. For h € [r], let TM) = (V(7) = Vo(h) U

Vl(h), EW), V(h)) be an undirected A-regular bipartite graph with associated (1-dimensional) incidence
complex XM that respects a free action o) of G. Let FM) by a system of local coefficients on XM
as given by Definition 3.30 such that the local matrices hy for v e VW satisfy* hz(,h) = h((;@z)(g)v for

every g € G. Recall here that h e IF';”XEUL)(U) and h((;@z)(g)v € IF‘Z”XE(M(UW (9)) for some m € [A],

where we use the isomorphism EM (v) = EM) (M) (g)v) given by o (g).

Then the free action o™ of G naturally extends to act on .F/,(,?()}L). Therefore we have a well defined

balanced product .7:/,(,(1()1) Rq-- '®G]-"(T)

pAR This product is an r-dimensional chain complex, which can be
described as the associated chain complex Gy to a product system of local coefficients G on a product
incidence complex Y. Formally, the product incidence complex is given by Y = XD @g---@gx™,
and for y = x1 Xg - Xg ¥ € Y with each zp, € XM, then we have local coefficient space
Gy = Fuy @ -+ Q@ Fy,. Furthermore, given some h € [r] and some x}, € X ) with zh >y, (so that
), is an edge in W) that contains vertex xy,), then letting y' = 11 X -+ XG T XG *++ XG Ty, we
have y' >y, and we let the local coefficient map Fyy =1® -+ ® fx;lﬁmh ® -+ ® I simply apply

Fat ey, = (hﬁf,?)T in the hth direction of the local r-tensor space F.

The r-dimensional product incidence complex Y described above with associated graded poset
Y = ||l_oY (i) can be viewed as a cubical complex, in which elements of Y (i) are i-dimensional
cubes. Specifically, every y = x1 Xg -+ Xg x, € Y (i) must have xp, € X(h)(l) = EW for ezactly i
values h € [r], and we have z, € XM (0) = VW for the other r — i values h € [r]. Therefore we
can define the type T'=T(y) € {0,1,*}" of y to be the length-r tuple T given by

0, zp € Vo(h)

_ (h)
Th = 1, =z € Vl

*, ITp € EM,

AThere is a slight clash of notation here: h, refers to local parity-check matrices as described in Definition 3.30,
while h is an index in [r].
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As T(y) € Y (i) has exactly i x’s in its type, T(y) can be viewed as an i-dimensional face of the
r-dimensional boolean hypercube. Hence the elements y € Y (i) can be interpreted as i-dimensional
faces within the entire cubical incidence complex Y. This perspective is indeed used in [DLV2}] to
obtain quantum locally testable codes from balanced product complezes of the form Gy.

To provide slightly more detail, define a “local” 1-dimensional incidence complex X'°¢, which
has X'°¢(0) = {0,1}, X'°°(1) = {x}, and has §'°¢ € ZUOY defined by 6% = (—1)° for b € {0,1}.
Let Y'°¢ = (X1°9)®" " Then Y'°¢ is the incidence complex of an r-dimensional boolean hypercube.
The elements of the associated graded poset Y'°° are precisely the type vectors in {0,1,%}". Thus
V¢ can be viewed as describing the local structure of Y, or alternatively, as a projection of Y
obtained by collapsing all global information except for types.

3.8 Transversal C""'Z Gates

In this section, we present the necessary definitions and basic results for transversal C"~!Z gates on
quantum codes. It will be convenient to present these definitions with the chain complex language,
which is equivalent to the ordinary CSS formalism by Definition 3.26 and Definition 3.27. Note
that despite its name, the C"~1Z gate is symmetric with respect to the r qudits that it acts on.

Definition 3.38. Given r € Z>3, cochain complexes (C(h)*)he[r] over Fy, an integer i, and an -
tuple of i-cohomology subspaces H' = (H(h)/ - Hi(C(h)))he[r], we say a multilinear form ¢ : (CV) x
- (€M) — F, is coboundary-invariant on H' if it holds for every (:(M+B'(CM) € H(h)/)he[r}
that
C(Z(h)/)he[r]

has the same same value for every (z(h), S Bi(C(h)))he[r]. If ¢ is coboundary-invariant
on H', z't/natumlly z'nd/uces a multilinear form on the cohomology subspaces H', which we denote
Crr HY x - x H' — Fy. Formally, for every (z") + B{(CW) € H(C™M))pep, we let

Crr (2 + BHC™M))epy = €M) nepm-

Here the coboundary-invariance of ¢ ensures that (g is well defined, regardless of the choice of
cohomology class representatives ).

We also define the locality w® of ¢ to be the mazimum number of nonzero entries in any
azis-aligned (r — 1)-dimensional hyperplane of the representation of ¢ as an r-tensor with the bases
CM (i) for h € [r]. More formally, we can define locality using a connectivity graph T¢ =
(VOC U Vf,EC,VC) for ¢ defined as follows. Let T be the simple bipartite graph with left vertices
VOC =CW@)U---uCM (), right vertices Vf = CW(i) x - x C"(i), and with an edge connecting
left vertex a™) € CM) (i) with right vertez (b, ..., b)) e Vf if o™ = b and ¢OM, ... b)) £ 0.
Then the locality wS of ¢ equals the mazimum degree in TS of any left vertex a™ VOC.

Definition 3.39. For I -vector spaces v, V) the subrank of a multilinear form C : v x

- x V) 5 F, is the mazimum s € Zxq such that there exist vectors (v](-h))?ee[[;}

satisfying
1) )y —q. , ; ; r
Clug,svsv;’) =1j=zj, for every  (ju,...,Jr) € [s]".

Below, we relate the above definitions to transversal C"~!Z gates in the traditional sense.

* .
Specifically, we show that if cochain complexes (C") helr] @admit a multilinear form ¢ : (cWyi x
.- x (C")" = F, that is coboundary-invariant on some H’, then there exist subrank(Cg) r-tuples
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of logical qudits in the quantum codes associated to level i of (C (h)*) nelr] (Where each tuple contains
one logical qudit from each code) such that a logical C"~!Z gate on all tuples can be induced by a
physical circuit consisting of C"~1Z gates, with each physical qudit involved in at most w¢ of these
physical gates.

We first formally define the C"~1Z gate.

Definition 3.40. For a finite field Fy of characteristic p and an element a € Fy, the gate
C’T_IZ;” (CH®T - (C1)®T

is a quantum gate (i.e. a unitary operator) acting on r qudits of local dimension q, such that for
(21,---,2r) € Fy then

CT2Z8 02 -+ |2y = XM Rasmp (@2 2)/P ) gy

When the field is clear from context, we often omit the q subscript. When a = 1, we write C™1Z' =
cr1z.

Remark 3.41. For a € [y, the gate Cr_lZg can be performed using a CT_IZ(} gate along with two
Clifford gates. Specifically, for an input state |z1)---|z,), if we apply the Clifford gate |z) — |az)
to the first qudit |z1), then apply C”"_lZ(} to all v qudits, and then apply the Clifford |z) — |a_1z>
to the first qudit, the resulting state is precisely C" 1 Z% |z1) - - |2).

The lemma below formally relates our chain complex language to transversal C"~1Z gates, as
described above. Below, for a set S C Fy, we let |S) = (1/ VISDSS > yes y) € (CH)®™ denote the
uniform superposition over elements of S. Also recall that for a cochain complex C* over [Fy, the
quantum CSS code associated to level ¢ of C* corresponds to the subspace of the Hilbert space
(C2)®dim(C) given by span{|z + B(C)) : z € Z*(C)}.

Lemma 3.42. For some r € Z>o, let (C(h)*)he[r] be cochain complexes over a finite field F, of
characteristic p, and for some integer i let ¢ : (CM) x --- x (CM) — F, be a multilinear form
that is coboundary-invariant on some H' = (H(h)/ C Hi(C(h)))he[r]. Let s = subrank((g), and let

(z](-h) + Bi(cM) e H(h),)?ee[[;}] be cohomology classes satisfying

CHf( ) 4+ Bi(cW), .. ,z](-:) +B(CY) =1j—..j.  for every (ji,-.-,4r) € [5]",

as given by Definition 3.39. For h € [r], let N = |CM(§)| = dim(CM)" be the length of the
quantum code at level i of C™, and define an encoding isometry

Enc® : (C)®* — (Ce)®N™

Enc®™ |y;, ... y) = Zy] —i—BZ C(h))>

JEls]

where we index the N physical qudits in ((Cq)®N(h) by the basis elements in C)(i). Also define

a unitar
Y r—1r7C . \@N ") \@N ™)
CT1z¢ Q) (C)ENT - Q) (C)
he(r] he(r]
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that applies the gate C"~1Z% to every r-tuple of physical qudits (u(l), . ,u(r)) € C(l)(i) X o 'XC(T)(i)
for which C(uM, ..., u") = a. Then it holds for every (yV,...,y")) e (F3)" that
128 (EncW - - - @ Encl” (‘y > .. ‘y(s>>>

where CT—17®s (‘y(1)> . ‘y(8)>) above applies a C"~1Z gate to ‘y](-l)> e ‘y§s)> for every j € [s].

Proof. In this proof, to simplify notation we work with unnormalized quantum states, so that we
write |z) = (|z) for every positive real number 5. Then by definition,

Cr_lZC(Enc(l) . ® Enc'” <‘y > ‘y(8)>)

(e o) fpronel)

JEls] JEls]

R T e ) )

(B, b)) BI(CD) x- X BI(CM) jels =
— Z o 2mi/P) by i, (G e 952+ 3 g w87 27 40())

W), b EBI(CW)x--x B (C(M)

Zy] Ve Zy —I—b(r>

JEls] JE[s]
_ 3 o 2mi/p) iy e, (e i ul)
D ... b)) eBI(CD)x---x Bi(C()

Zyj +b(1 Zy z +b(7’>

JE€ls j€Els]
= (Enc®W @ - - - @ Enc(M)e@mi/P) treq/my (Cjers) Y y) (‘y > ‘y s >)

— (Enc®) @ --- @ EncM)Cr—1 285 (‘y<1>> - ‘y >) ,

where the third equality above holds by the definition of C"71Z¢, and the fourth equality above
holds by the coboundary-invariance of ¢ on H'. O

In light of Lemma 3.42, we make the following definition regarding transversal gates in the
ordinary colloquial sense.

Definition 3.43. For some r € Z>s, let (C(h)*)he[r} be cochain complexes over F,, and for some
integer i let ¢ : (CM) x --- x (CM)* — F, be a multilinear form that is coboundary-invariant on
some H' = (H(h)/ - Hi(C(h)))he[r}. If ¢ has locality w® = 1, then letting s = subrank(Cp), we say

that the quantum codes at level i of (C(h)*)hem support a transversal C"~'Z gate inducing s
logical C"~'Z gates.
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The condition that ¢ has locality 1 ensures that by permuting the physical code qudits, we
can make the physical C"~1Z¢ circuit defined in Lemma 3.42 simply perform the following: for
each j € min{N(l),...,N(T)}, for some a; € F, we apply a C™=17% gate to the r-tuple of jth
physical qudits in the r codes. Indeed, the term “transversal gates” is often used to refer to such
a depth-1 physical circuit that applies at most one gate to each physical qudit. Also recall that by
Remark 3.41, the C"~1Z% gate is equivalent to C""1Z = C"~'Z! up to Cliffords.

While the condition that ¢ has locality w® = 1 may seem restrictive, in Lemma 3.45 below we
show that there is always a basic procedure that reduces the locality down to 1, while preserving
the other code properties up to a small loss in parameters.

However, we first present the following basic lemma, which shows that the coboundary-invariance,
locality, and subrank of a multilinear form, as well as quantum code length, dimension, and dis-
tance, are preserved under passing to subfields, up to a small loss in parameters. As a consequence,
we can for instance obtain chain complexes over Fo from chain complexes over Fom, while preserv-
ing the properties of interest to us. We remark that a more sophisticated such alphabet reduction
technique, with a smaller loss in parameters, is given in [GG24, Ngu24], though the basic result
below suffices for our purposes.

Lemma 3.44. For a prime power q and for m,r,i € Z with m,r > 2, let (C(h))he[r} be cochain
complexes over Fym with a multilinear form ¢ : (C) x - x (CM)' — Fym that is coboundary-
invariant on some H' = (H(h)/ - Hi(C(h)))he[r].

Let (CN(h))hem, H' equal the respective objects (C(h))hem, H' viewed over the subfield Fy C Fgm,
so that each C™) is a chain complex over F, with basis ch = C(h) x [m]. Fiz an arbitrary Fq-linear
map ¢ : Fgm — Fy such that ¢|r, = id, and let ¢ : (CVY x - x (CM)Y — F, be the multilinear
form over Fy defined by C ¢po(. Then C is coboundary-invariant on H', and we have

dimg, (CM)" = m - dimg,, (CM)’
dimp, H(CW) =m. dimg, Hi(CW)

d'(C") > d'(c™)

d;(C") > d;(c™) (10)
) 2WC™

v

c<h

IN

-1

d;
m -
wS <m"

b

IA

subrank(z,) > subrank(Cp).

Proof. The coboundary—ilavariance of ¢ on H' follows directly from the coboundary-invariance of ¢
on H', as BY(C™) = B{(C™) and H' = H'. The first two equahtles in (10) also follow by definition.
The two distance bounds in (10) hold because every ¢ € Z/(CM) \ B/(C™) can also be viewed as

an element ¢ € Z*(C™)\ B} (C™), where |c| < |¢] < m-|c| because C") = CM) x [m], so that every

~ (h)
nonzero component of ¢ corresponds to a nonzero m-tuple of components of ¢. The bound on w®

in (10) also holds beacuse Ch =M x [m], as for (z,7), (z/,5") € C™ x [m)], the matrix element
(6¢")

7 @)@, € Fq can only be nonzero if (5f(h))x,x/ € Fym is nonzero The bound on w¢ in (10)

holds by similar reasoning, as for (M, 50, .. (@™, 50)) e (CD () x [m]) x - - x (C)(3) x [m]),
we can only have ((1,0) ;1)) L jo0)) # 01 (L), 1,m) # 0. The subrank bound
in (10) holds because 0,1 € F, C Fym, so if there exist (v§h (HMY = (HM)Y )?66[[5]} with

CH/( v ,... Y )) = 1;,—..—j,, then by definition CH,( oV 71)) = ¢(1;,

Y gt g w=jr) = Ljr=mjy O
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The following lemma shows that the locality of a coboundary-invariant multilinear form can
always be reduced to 1, at the cost of increasing the associated quantum code length.

Lemma 3.45. For a prime power q and an integer r > 2, let (C(h))hem be 2-dimensional’ cochain
complexes over By with a multilinear form ¢ : (CM) x---x (C")" — F, that is coboundary-invariant
on some H' = (H(h)/ - Hl(C(h)))hem.

Then there exist 2-dimensional cochain complexes (é(h))he[r] over Fy with a multilinear form
C: (CN x - x (C)YE — F, that is coboundary-invariant on some H' = (H™)' C Hl(CN(h)))hem,
such that the following hold:

dim(C™)! = wC - dim(CM)?
dim H*(C™)) = dim H' (™)
dl(é(h)) — wb . dl(C(h))
di (€M) > d; (™M) (11)
W™ < max{w® - wc(h), W+ 2}
w® =1
subrank(¢ ) = subrank(Cg).

Proof. At a high level, we let each C(" be the cochain complex associated to the concatenation of
a classical repetition code with the quantum code associated to C™. This concatenation with a
classical repetition code ensures that each 1-cochain of C(") has every value repeated many times,
so we can obtain f by “decongesting” the terms of the multilinear form (, meaning that we use
different copies of a given value in different terms. The formal details are presented below.

Let T e IF'}I”C denote the all-1s vector of length w¢, and let §*P € F
ith row equals 1; — 1,43 € F;”C, so that ker(6"P) = 1. Let 0" = (6"P) T, so that im(9™P) = It is
the set of all vectors in IF'}I”C whose entries sum to 0.

Then for h € [r], we define C) by

(€0 = ey
(é(h))l _ (C(h))l ® FZUC
5 wle
)2 = (W) & ()} o B
i = o

E" = (" @17) @ (I @ 6°P).

C_1)xws
((Iw X" 16 the matrix whose

Then C™ is a well-defined cochain complex because
505 = (0" 1) o (o) )
= (67755 ) @ (66" © 67P1)
=020
=0,

SFor chain complexes of arbitrary dimension with a coboundary-invariant multilinear form on i-cochains, we can
always truncate the complex to levels ¢ — 1,4,7 + 1 and then relabel these three levels 0,1,2 in order to obtain a
2-dimensional complex wtih the multilinear form ¢ acting on 1-cochains. Furthermore, the quantum code associated
to level 7 of the original complex is equal to the quantum code associated to level 1 of the truncated complex.
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where the third equality above holds because C(" is a cochain complex and T € ker(6"P).

Now the expression for dim(C™)! in (11) holds by the definition of (C(™)!. By definition,
Z1(CM) is the space of all dim(C™)! x wS matrices for which the first column lies in Z*(C"),
and all values within each row are equal. Similarly, B'(C(") is the space of all dim(C"™)' x w¢
matrices for which the first column lies in B'(C(")), and all values within each row are equal. Thus
the mapping

¢ (€M) = (c™M)!

P(c) =c®1, (12)

which simply copies each component if its input w® times, induces isomorphisms Bl(C(h)) >
BYC™) and Z*(C™) = Z1(C™). Tt follows that dim H'(C(") = dim H*(C™) and that d'(C(M) =
w€ - d'(C™), which are precisely the equalities in (11).

Consider some ¢ € Z;(C™) \ B;(C™). Then because 8?“1) = 0f(h) ® 1T by definition, it
follows that (I ® 17)é € Z;(C™). Furthermore, if (I ® I")é = 8S(h)c for some ¢ € (C™)?, then
¢ — (ag“” ® 1;)c is a dim(C™)! x w¢ matrix in which each row sums to 0, which means that
this matrix lies in im(I ® 9"P). Hence there exists some b € (C(")! @ Ffl”c_l with (I ® 0"P)b =
¢ — (85“” ® 17)e, which implies that ¢ = 8g(h) (¢,b) by the definition of ag(h). But this equality
contradicts the assumption that & ¢ B;(C™), so the assumption that (I ® 11)é = ag(h)c for some
¢ was false. Thus we have shown that (I ® 17)é € Z;(C™)\ By (C™), so |(I @ 17)e > dy(CM).
Then as (I ® I7)é is simply the vector whose entries are the sums of the rows of ¢, it follows that
l&| > |(I @17 )¢| > dy(C™). Thus di (C™) > d; (C™), which is precisely the bound in (11).

By definition the locality of the matrix 5g(h) = 58“” ® 1 is at most wS times the locality of the

matrix 6g(h), which in turn is at most wC" . Thus 5g(h) has locality < w® - we™. Meanwhile, the
locality of the matrix 5?“” ® 1] equals the locality of (5f(h), which is at most wC", and the locality
of the matrix I ®§™P equals the locality of §*°P, which is 2. Thus 5(1’;(]1) = (5?“” ®1])® (I ®6™P) has
locality at most wC" +2. Thus we have shown that C(") has locality at most max{w¢ -wc(h), w4
2}, as stated in (11).

We now define the multilinear form ¢. Let T = (VOC L Vf, E¢,vS) be the connectivity graph of

¢ from Definition 3.38. Let U C Vf be the subset of right vertices of strictly positive degree. Then
by definition

(W, ey = S ¢l (13)

u=(u® .. ul))eU

Note that above we let ¢(u) denote the evaluation of ¢ on the basis elements (uV),... u() €
CM(1) x --- x C")(1), while we let c(}z,)l) denote the u(™-component of ¢® ¢ (C(M)! = Fqc(h)(l)

u

when expressed in the basis C(")(1).

By the definition of w¢, each left vertex vy € VOC has degree < w®, so we may construct a
labeling L : B¢ — [w¢] such that all < w¢ edges incident to each vy € VOC have distinct labels. For

a vertex u = (uM, ..., u(M) € U, for every h € [r] there is a unique edge from vertex u® ¢ VOC to
vertex u € U C Vf, so we let Lp(u™, u) € [w¢] denote the label of this edge. Then we define
(1 ~(r)y ~(1) ~(r)
C(C( )7 s 76( )) - Z C(u) ’ C(u(l),LE(u(l),u)) T C(u(’!")’LE(u(T')’u))7 (14)

u:(u(l)’,,,7u(”"))€U
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where similarly as above we let & denote the (u™ Lg(u™, u))-component of &M

(u™,Lp(ul™ u))

(cnt = Fqc(h)(l)x[wq expressed in the basis C" (1) x [w€].
By definition, for every h € [r] and every (u™, (") € C™ (1) x [w€], there is at monst one
vertex u = (u),...,u(")) € U incident to u™ with edge label Lg(u™,u) = j®). Therefore the

. _(h)
(u™, jh))-component C(u(h),j(h)zec(h)(l)x[wC]

It follows that ¢ has locality w® = 1, as desired in (11).
Recalling that the map ¢ defined in (12) induces 1somorphisms Bl(C(h)) =~ BYC™) and
zZHe™)y = z1(CM), we may define H' by lettlng (H(h) = ¢((HM™)') for each h € [r]. By

of &M appears in at most one term of the sum in (14).

definition, for every (¢,... &) e zMW(CM) x Z(C1), if we let M) = ¢|Z1(C(h))( &)y for
h € [r], then we have

o (r)y Fe) &)

4(6(1), R 76( )) - Z C(’LL) (u(l) LE(u(l) )) (u(r) LE(u(T) w))

u=(u) .. ,u(M)eU

= > e

u=(u® .. ul)eU
— C(c(l), .. ,c(r)),

where the second equality above follows by the definition of ¢, and the third equality follows
from (13). Thus under the isomorphism ¢| 21y the multilinear forms ¢ and ¢ act identically on
1-cocycles (and as a consequence, also on 1-coboundaries) in their respective cochain complexes.
Thus because ¢ is coboundary-invariant on H', . it follows that ¢ is coboundary-invariant on H’, and
that subrank(¢ ) = subrank(Cg), as desn‘ed. O

4 Expander Construction

In this section, we present a family of spectral expander graphs that embed nicely into a high-
dimensional vector space. Our expanders are lifts of a small expander by the abelian (additive)
group Ffl, where we will typically choose t = ¢" for a small 7 > 0.

4.1 Construction

Here we present the details of the expander construction. The construction takes as input a prime
power ¢, positive integers t,A € N, and an undirected A-regular bipartite graph I' = (V =
Vo UV4, E,v) with an Ffl-valued vertex labeling Ly : Vo u 'V — Ffl, where the edge set £ C IF,.
This latter condition can be viewed as giving an injective Fy-valued edge labeling £ < F, (which,
unlike the edge labelings Ly in Section 3.3, will not be used to directly take an F,-lift). We refer
to I' as the base graph, and for simplicity we will assume that I" is balanced. Note that we allow
multiple edges in E to connect the same two vertices, but these edges must all have distinct values
in F,.

We then construct our desired graph I' = (V = V, U V4, E,¥), which we refer to as the lifted
graph (see Lemma 4.1 below), as follows. For i = 0,1, we define the vertex set

Vi = || P&/ span{(L, Ly (v))},

veV;
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where (1,Ly(v)) € IF‘ZH denotes the vector whose first component is 1 and whose remaining ¢
components are given by Ly (v) € IE‘Z. We then define the edge set £ = F x Ffl, and for every e € F,
S Fz, and b € {0,1}, we let

Vo(e, ) = (e,x) + span{(1, Ly (vs(e)))}.

In words, the vertices of I’ correspond to affine lines in F!, pointing in the directions (1, Ly (v))
for vg € Vo and (1, Ly (vy1)) for v1 € V4. The edges of T' correspond to pairs of such affine lines that
intersect, such that the first component of the intersection point equals the value e € [, of the
associated edge e in the base graph I, so that v(e) = (vo, v1). Therefore for every e € E, each point

in {e} x F! is associated to a unique edge in E connecting a vertex in IE‘t“/span{(l Ly (vo(e)))}

to a vertex in F5H! /span{(1,Ly (vi(e)))}.
The following lemma shows that I is an Ffl—lift of I" in the sense of Definition 3.4.

Lemma 4.1. The graph T = (V, E,¥) is isomorphic to the Ffl—lift I = (V,E,%) of T with labeling
L : B — IF'Z given by
Liiti(e) = e - (Ly(vo(e)) — Ly (vi(e))).

Proof. By Definition 3.4, V =V x IF'Z and E = E x FZ.
Define set isomorphisms ¢y : V =3 V and ¢p : E = E by

¢v (v,2) = (0,2) + span{(1, Ly (v))}
¢E(e,x) = (e;x +e- Ly (vo(e))).

Then by definition for every (e, ) € E,

ov(Vo(e,z)) = ¢v(vo(e), )
= (0,7) + span{(1, Lv(vo(e)))}
= (e,z + e Ly(vo(e))) +span{(1, Ly (vo(e)))}
= vo(e,x +e-Ly(vo(e)))
= Vo(¢r(e, 1))

and

pv(¥i(e,x)) = dv(vole), z + Lig(e))
= (0,z+e- (Lv(vo(e)) — Lv(vi(e)))) + span{(1, Ly (vi(e)))}
= (e,z + e Ly (vo(e))) +span{(1,Lv(vi(e)))}
=vi(e,x +e- Ly(vo(e)))
= V1(¢r(e, ).

Thus the images under ¢y of the vertices of every (e, z) € E equal the vertices of ¢p(e,z) € E, so
¢v, ¢p provide an isomorphism between I' and TI'. O

It also follows by definition that T' = T’ naturally respects a free action of the additive group Ft'

Lemma 4.2. The 1-dimensional incidence complex associated to T (see Definition 3. 24) respects
a free action o of the additive group IF' , defined so that for y € IF‘ v €V, and e € E we have
o(y)v = (0,y) + 0 and o(y)e = (0, y)—l—e

Proof. By the definition of T, for y € F}, € € E, and b € {0, 1}, we have v,((0,y)+€) = (0,y)+7(€),
so the result follows. O

31



4.2 Spectral Expansion Bound

We now show that appropriate instantiations of the construction I' in Section 4.1 have good spectral
expansion. In particular, we will choose the base graph I' to be a complete bipartite (multi)graph
with multiple edges between every pair of vertices, and then we will choose the vertex labeling
Ly :V=Wuv; — IF‘Z at random from a low-bias distribution. Our main expansion bound is
stated below.

Theorem 4.3. Define all variables as in Section j.1. Let T' = (V. = Vo U V1, E,v) be a A-regular
complete balanced bipartite (multi)graph, for some A € [|Vol,q/|Vo|] that is a multiple of |[Vo| = |V1].
Specifically, let E C Fy be an arbitrary subset of size |E| = |Vp| - A, and choose v : E — Vo x Vj
such that for every (vo,v1) € Vo x Vi, there are precisely A/|Vp| edges e € E with v(e) = (vo,v1).

Also for some k € N, let D be a 8 = 1/|V[**!-biased distribution over (F.)"". Then for every
ne(0,1),

L) > ol ——— ) .

We will prove Theorem 4.3 in Section 4.3 below. However, we first present the following corollary
of Theorem 4.3, which shows how to instantiate parameters to obtain the explicit expanders that
we will ultimately use to construct codes.

Corollary 4.4. For every v € (0,1/2), 6 € (v,1 —v], and n € (0,1), there exists T = 7(v) €
(0,v/32) and qo = qo(v,d,n) € N such that the following holds for every prime power q > qq.

Let A = |¢”] - |¢°77], and let T = (V = Vo UV, E,v) be a A-regular complete bipartite
(multi)graph with |Vo| = |Vi| = |¢”] and with E C F,, as defined in Theorem 4.3.

Then there exists a deterministic |E|°M) -time algorithm that computes a labeling Ly : V — IF‘Z
for some integer t € (q7,q"/3%) such that the lifted graph T = (V, E, %) defined in Section 4.1 with
base graph I has A2(I") < nA.

To obtain an explicit (i.e. polynomial-time computable) labeling Ly in Corollary 4.4, we instan-
tiate the distribution D in Theorem 4.3 with the explicit low-bias distributions of [JM21] described
in Theorem 3.13, and then perform a brute force serach over all Ly, in the support of D. This tech-
nique of obtaining explicit abelian lifts from such low-bias distributions is adapted from [JMO™22].
However, whereas [JMO™22] applied this idea to low-degree base graphs with random edge labels,
we consider complete bipartite base graphs I' with random wvertex labels (see the discussion in
Section 4.3 below).

Proof of Corollary 4.4. Let k = |¢"] for k = 1v/32, and let 7 = v/64. Let

2k
L(n-[VI"*
AT e

Then by definition

+o(1) = 2¢" (% kit on(l)) (15)
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where here o(1) denotes a positive or negative function that approaches 0 as ¢ — co. Because v €
(0,1/2), it follows that indeed for all sufficiently large ¢ we have t < ¢ = ¢*/32, and t > ¢"/> = ¢".
Thus it remains to give an efficient algorithm to construct some Ly for which Ay(I") < nA.

For this purpose, by Theorem 4.3 along with the definition of ¢, we have

_ 1

Pr [M(T) > nA] < =.

P () 2 04 < 5

Therefore for every [-biased distribution D over Ffl, there exists some Ly € supp(D) for which

Xo(T) < nA. By Theorem 3.13, there exists a poly(q’, 1/3)-time algorithm that outputs a subset

of IF”; of size O(tqo(l) / 62+°(1)) on which the uniform distribution has bias < 3; we will set D to be
this distribution. Note that because |E| € [¢?, ¢'T!], it follows from (15) that

1/,8 — ’V’2k+1 — q®(uq"‘) — q®(t) — ‘E_‘G(l)

Thus our algorithm to construct the desired Ly will simply loop through all O(tqo(l) / 62+°(1)) =
|E|90) elements Ly of the 3-biased set supp(D) from Theorem 3.13, construct T to compute \a(T)
for each such Ly, and then output whichever Ly yields the smallest \o(T).

It is well known that the spectral expansion of a graph (i.e. the 2nd largest eigenvalue of
the adjacency matrix) can be computed in polynomial time with respect to the number of edges.
By Theorem 3.13, each of the ]E\O(l) elements Ly in the support of D can be computed in time
poly(|E|,1/8) = |E|°M). Thus the algorithm’s overall running time is |E|°(), and for all sufficiently
large ¢ we have shown that it must output some Ly for which A\o(I') < nA, as desired. O

4.3 Proof of Spectral Expansion Bound

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.3. Our proof is based on the trace power method, which
bounds the spectrum of a matrix by bounding the trace of a high power of the matrix. For a signed
adjacency matrix with random edge labels, this trace can in turn be bounded by counting walks
in the underlying graph. Such techniques have been used to bound expansion of graph lifts in the
past (see e.g. [MOP21, JMO122, Par22]).

Our analysis is similar to arguments in such prior works. However, such prior results bounding
the expansion of abelian lifts typically considered a random edge labeling Ly : F — G (with
G = IF”; in our setting). In contrast, we obtain an edge labeling Ly from linear combinations of
random vertex labels (see Lemma 4.1). Fortunately, we find that the trace power method applies
naturally in our setting as well.

We remark that [JMOT22] also gave an alternative method for showing expansion of explicit
abelian lifts (Section 6 of their paper), based on applying an expander-Chernoff-like bound. It is
an interesting question whether this technique also extends to our setting with edge labels obtained
as linear combinations of vertex labels.

Proof of Theorem /.3. For Ly ~ D, define T to be the Ffl-lift of I' with labeling Ly as given in
Lemma 4.1. Then by Lemma 3.9,

spectrum(Af) = spectrum(Ar) L |_| spectrum(Ar,y ). (16)

nontrivial characters X:Ffl —C

By definition the the spectrum of the adjacency matrix Ar of the A-regular complete bipartite
graph T" consists of A, —A (each with multiplicity 1), and 0 (with multiplicty |V| — 2). Thus
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it remains to be shown that if x is nontrivial, then all eigenvalues of Ar, are < nA with high
probability.
For this purpose, fix a nontrivial character x : IF'Z — C. By Lemma 3.11,

(A )* < tr( A3 ) = Y H X((—1)" L (e:)), (17)

walks (e1,b1),...,(e2r,b2x) i=1

where we recall from Definition 3.7 that A(Ar ) denotes the largest absolute value of any eigenvalue
of ARX‘

By Definition 3.10, a length-2k walk (e1,b1), ..., (eak, box) visits a sequence of vertices vy, ..., vops1 €
V with v; = vopy1, where v; = vi(e;, b;) and vi1 = v{¥(e;, b;) for i € [2k]. Then letting ey = eay,
the RHS of (17) can be expressed as

HX (" Lan(en)) = Hx (=10 e+ (L (volen) = L (va(e)) )
= HX (ei (L (v§™ (e, b)) — Ly (v (e, bi)))) (18)

—Hx i —ei1) - Ly(v),

where the first equality above holds by the definition of Ly, and the third equality above uses
the fact that that y is a homomorphism and that vy = v9r 1. The above equation motivates the
following definition of a redundant walk:

Definition 4.5. A length-2k walk ((e1,b1), ..., (e, bar)) € (EY)?* is said to be redundant if
the sequence of vertices (vy,...,vor) € V¥ that it visits satisfies the following: for every i € [2k],
either there exists some j € [2k]| \ {i} with v; = v;, or else e;_1 = e; (where we denote ey = egy).

The following claim explains the importance of this definition. Recall below that we assume
X : Ffl — C is a nontrivial character, and Ly € (IE‘Z)V is sampled from the §-biased distribution D.

Claim 4.6. Let ((e1,by), ..., (ear, bor)) € (EY")2% be o length-2k walk that is not redundant. Then

Ev,~p [HX " Lgy ez))]

Proof. The function x : (F%)" — C given by

< pB.

Hx i —ei-1) - Ly (v))

is by definition a character of the group (IF”;) . Non-redundancy implies that there exists some
i € [2k] where v; # v; for every j € [2k] \ {i}, and e;—; # e;. Therefore x'(Ly) only depends
on Ly (v;) through the factor x ((e; — e;—1) - Ly (v;)), and this factor is itself a nontrivial character
because e; — e¢;_1 # 0. It follows that y’ is nontrivial, so by (18) we have

Ev,~p [Hx " Liige ez))]

= |EL,~pX (Lv)| < 6.

34



Applying Claim 4.6 in (17) yields the following simpler inequality:
Er,~p[AAr)?] < [{length-2k redundant walks on T'}| + |V|A% . 5. (19)

Here we have used the fact that there are at most |V|A%* walks of length 2k on T, as such a walk
is specified by the starting vertex v; € V', along with 2k values in [A], the ith of which is used to
specify the choice of e; from the A edges incident to v;.

The following claim gives a bound on the RHS of (19).
Claim 4.7. The number of length-2k redundant walks on " is at most

A — .
|V|1/4
Proof. We first show that for a length-2k redundant walk (ej,b1),..., (eax, bor), the sequence of
vertices (vy,...,uvgr) € V2F that it visits consists of < 3k/2 distinct vertices. Specifically, let
I C [2k] be the set of indices of vertices that appear exactly once in the sequence vy, ..., vo,. Then

by the definition of redundancy, for every i € I we have v;—; = v;11 (where as usual we denote
vg = vok and vy = vok1), S0 that v;_1,v;41 ¢ I. Thus I C [2k] contains no pair of consecutive

integers, so |I| < k. It follows that the number of distinct vertices in {v1,..., v} is at most
[[2k] \ I| 2k — |I| Il 3k
|I| + 5 |I| + 5 k+ 5 =3

Now there are (L?J/i//g J) choices of a subset S C V of size |S| = |3k/2]. For each such set S, the
number of walks on I' that only visit vertices in S is at most

s (2)" < (22"
Vol —\2 [Vl

as there are |S|?* choices for the vertex sequence (v1,...,va) € S?*, and then for every i € [2k]
there are at most A/|Vy| choices for the edge e; connecting the pair of vertices v;, v;41 (as I' is a
complete bipartite (multi)graph of degree A). Thus the total number of length-2k redundant walks
on I' is at most

V| 3k A 2k< N L 2k< A, 3k 2
se2) 2 omer) SV Uwr) <& )
as desired. ]

Applying Claim 4.7 in (19), along with the fact that 8 = 1/|V|***! by definition, gives that

3k 2k A 2k Ak 2k
b= (2 )+ () < ()

EL ND[A(AF )2k:] 4k 2k
> pA] < 2L = n V7))
L\E\I:D[/\(AF’X) > UA] < (nA)2k < n - |V|1/4

Therefore

Union bounding over all nontrivial characters y : Ffl — C and applying (16), we obtain the desired
inequality

> | — .
P () 2 5A] < g (n , \vw)
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Remark 4.8. For our purposes in this paper, we will just need expansion \o(T) < nA for a suf-
ficiently small constant n > 0 as A — oo. Therefore we emphasized simplicity in the proof of
Theorem 4.3, and did not attempt to optimize the expansion bound. However, if the walks in Def-
wnation 3.10 are replaced with non-backtracking walks, which are not allowed to traverse backwards
along the previous edge, tighter bounds can be shown. The reader is referred to [JMOT22] for an
example application of such non-backtracking walks to prove tight expansion bounds, albeit for dif-
ferent base graphs than the I' we consider. We believe that such techniques could improve the factor
of [V[Y/* in the bound in Theorem 4.3 to roughly |V /2, by allowing the sets S is Claim 4.7 to have
size roughly k instead of 3k/2. However, such improvements are not needed for the purpose of our

paper.

5 Classical LDPC Codes on the Expanders

In this section, we construct classical LDPC codes following the Sipser-Spielman paradigm [SS96],
in which we will impose local Reed-Solomon codes on the expanders given in Section 4 (specifically
Corollary 4.4).

Definition 5.1. Fiz real numbers v € (0,1/2), 6 € (v,1—v], n € (0,1), and define 7,q0, A, t, I' =
(V,E,v), T' = (V,E,7v) for some prime power q > qo as in Corollary 4.4. Let X be the incidence

complex associated to T (see Definition 3.24). Also let £ € [0,A] be an integer. We now consider
the 1-dimensional chain complex Fx for local coefficient system F defined as in Definition 3.30,

with three different choices of the parameters m and (hy € IF';”XE(@))@EV. Specifically, we will define
hy € FZ"LXE(U) for v eV, and then we let hy = hy for every v € FL*! /span{(1,Ly (v))}, using the
isomorphism E(v) = E(v) given by projection onto the first coordinate.

1. Let m=A—{. ForveV, leth, € IE‘ZnXE(v) be a matriz with ker(hy) = evp(y) (F,[X]<9).0

2. Letm=4{. ForveV,leth, € IF'ZLXE(U) be a matriz with im(h,) ) = ev () (Fq[X]<5).

3. Letm=A—{. ForveV,leth,¢€ IF';”XE(U) be a matriz with im(h) ) = evp(,) (Fq[X]zﬂ@(_vi)
We call the complex F % arising from the three instantiations above a 1-dimensional RM-planted
complex of type 1, 2, 3, respectively, with parameters v,9,n,q,£.

We will ultimately obtain our qLDPC codes in Section 6 from tensor products of type-2 and type-
3 RM-planted cochain complexes, and we obtain our cLTCs in Section 7 from balanced products
of type-1 RM-planted chain complexes.

The name “RM-planted” comes from the fact that certain cycle and cocycle spaces of these
complexes contain “planted” copies of a Reed-Muller (RM) code, as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Define all variables as in Definition 5.1. The RM-planted complexes F3 of type 1,
2, 8 respectively satisfy the following properties:

1. evpers (FolXo, ., Xi]<0) € Z3(Fy).

SHere there is a slight clash of notation: the polynomial indeterminate variable X is distinct from the graded
poset X associated to I'.
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2. Define ° : Fy[Xo,..., Xe]<F — ]-"% as follows. For every f € Fy[Xo,...,Xs]<¢ and every
vertex v = x + span{(1,Ly (v))} € V = X(0) for z € {0} x F{, v € V, we let °(f)5 € F. be

the unique vector satisfying

hy (1°(f)s) = evpg) (f(Xo, 1 + Ly (v)1Xo, ... , 2 + Ly (v):X0)).

Then im(:°) C Z%(Fy). Furthermore, L0|Fq[X17___7Xt]<z is injective.

3. B (Fy) C evus (Fo[Xo, ..., X, ]S D+HEI=),

Proof. 1. By definition Z;(F¢) consists of those elements of Ff <Fa whose evaluation the inter-
section of every affine line v € V with E x F;—l agrees with a univariate polynomial of degree
< £. But by definition the restriction of every polynomial in F,[Xj, ..., X;]<¢ to an affine line
is a univariate polynomial of degree < ¢, so the desired inclusion follows.

2. Consider an arbitrary f € Fg[Xo,...,X;|<* andé € E = X(1) = ExF.. Let e = ¢ € E.
Also, for b € {0,1} let B, = v4(€), and define z® € {0} x F., vy € V} so that 7, = x® +
span{(1,Ly(v))}. Then by definition,

(3% (e = 085, - (i (C(F o)) +5§‘m (hdy (" (F)an))e

f(e, xl + Ly (vo)ie, ... ,xt + Ly (vo)te) — f(e, :17% + Ly (vy)1e, ... ,:17% + Ly (vg)ee)
f(e) - f(e)

0,

where the third equality above holds because T is defined so that € € E x Fg equals the unique
point in both the affine lines 7y and in 3 whose first (i.e. index 0) component equals e. Thus
im (%) C ker(5}—)‘)

To see that ¢ |1Fq[X1,...,Xt}<‘f is injective, consider some nonzero f € F,[Xi,..., X;]<. Because
¢ < q, there exists some € € FE X Ffl such that f(e) # 0. Then defining e, vy, vy as above, we

have (B}, (:°(f)5,))e = f(€) # 0, s0 12(f) # 0, as desired.

3. Consider an arbitrary v € V and ¢ € Fp = FJ' = IFqA_Z. Let v = x + span{(1,Ly(v))}
for x € {0} x Fl and v € V. Also let f(Xo) € F,[Xo]</FI=¢ be the unique polynomial for

which hlc = evp (f). We may view c as an element of t]:% = @y Fo supported on
oo Gl ExF . .
F5 = Fy'. Then by definition, 507 *(c) is an element of F, %4 consisting of evaluations of f

placed on points on the affine line v, and with Os elsewhere. Formally, define g(Xo,...,X;) €
F,[Xo, ..., X;|SHa~ by

9(Xo,... . Xo) =[]0 = (X¢ = 2 — Ly (v): Xo) "),

=1

so that for every x € F X IF‘Z we have g(xg,...,2:) = Lzep. Then by definition

85 % () = evix (f(X0)g(Xo, - ., X))

Now the polynomial on the RHS above has degree < t(q — 1)+ |E|—¢. Asevery ¢ € ]-")1? can
be written as a linear combination of ¢ € F5 for v € V' as considered above, it follows that
m(d ) C evpxr (Fqg[Xo, - .. , Xy <Ha=DHEI=6) " as desired.

O
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These planted RM codes will help us in two regards. First, the planted RM codes allow us
to bound the dimension of the associated codes codes (Definition 3.26) of the chain complex Fy,
when naive counting of linear constraints fails to show positive dimension. Second, the planted
RM codes provide explicit codewords that can be multiplied component-wise to give codewords of
higher-degree RM codes; this property will be important for the transversal C"~'Z behavior.

This idea of planting Reed-Muller codes in a Sipser-Spielman construction with local Reed-
Solomon codes was used in [DLZ23], and more generally in the classical literature on “lifted codes.”
In the quantum setting, [GK24] showed how to plant the all-1s vector (which can be viewed as a
degree-0 Reed-Muller code) in qLDPC codes; our results will provide one way of obtaining higher-
dimensional planted qLDPC codes.

Note that by Lemma 3.16 and Corollary 3.18, the local codes ker(h,) and dual local codes
im(hI ) in Definition 5.1 will have good distance for appropriate choices of ¢. Hence the global
codes Z°(Fy) and Z;(Fy) will also have good distance by Lemma 3.31.

6 Quantum LDPC Codes with Transversal C"~!Z via Tensor Prod-
uct

In this section, we take tensor products of the classical LDPC codes from Section 5 to obtain quan-
tum LDPC codes, which we show in appropriate parameter regimes have almost linear dimension,
polynomial distance, polylogarithmic locality, and support transversal C"~1Z gates.

Theorem 6.1. For every fived v € (0,1/2), § € (v,1 —v], r € Z>2, the following holds for every
sufficiently large prime power q. Let n = n(r) = 1/50r, and define 7, A,t,T',T' as in Corollary 4.4.
Let £ = |A/2] and ¢' = [¢/10r|. Let F% be a I-dimensional type-3 RM-planted complex with
parameters v,0,m,q, £, and let ]:;2 be a 1-dimensional type-2 RM-planted complex with parameters
v,0,m,q,0'. For h € [r], define the tensor products

h ®h—1 ®r—h
c = FLE @ Fp @ F.
Then the quantum codes at level 1 of C™) for h € [r] are
e —v r Ou.s,r
[N =W, K > N, D> N'"/log(N)%r V)],

codes of locality W™ < log(N)O”"“(l). Furthermore, there exists an r-tuple H' = (H(h)/ -
H 1(C(h))) helr] of 1-cohomology subspaces on which there is a coboundary-invariant multilinear form

C: (- x (™) 5 T,
of locality w® < log(N)O”"“'(l), and such that subrank(Cyr) > N°7.

Before proving Theorem 6.1, we present the following corollary.

Corollary 6.2. For every r € Z>2, every € > 0, and every prime power q (including ¢ = 2), there
exists an infinite family of r-tuples of 2-dimensional cochain complexes (C(h))he[r] for which the
associated quantum codes at level 1 are

[N = dim(€™)!, K > N'=¢, D > N7 /log(N)%=" V],

codes of locality wC" < log(N)O”(l), which support a transversal C"~1Z gate inducing N'=¢ logical
C"™1Z gates (in the sense of Definition 3.43). Furthermore, there exists a poly(N)-time algorithm
to construct (C(h))he[r].
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Proof. Set v =¢€/4 and § = 1 —¢/4. Then for an arbitrary sufficiently large power ¢’ of ¢, we obtain
(C(h)) helr] by truncating the complexes from Theorem 6.1 with parameters v, 4,7, q to levels 0,1, 2,
and then applying Lemma 3.44 followed by Lemma 3.45 to these complexes to reduce the alphabet
size to ¢ and the multilinear form locality w® to 1. As Lemma 3.44 and Lemma 3.45 both preserve
the code length, dimension, distance and locality, as well as the multilinear form subrank, up to
factors of log(IN )0”(1), the resulting construction has all parameters as stated in the corollary.

Meanwhile, Corollary 4.4 ensures that the graph I' underlying the complexes from Theorem 6.1
is constructable in polynomial time. As the local Reed-Solomon codes used to construct these
complexes are explicit, the complexes from Theorem 6.1 are constructable in polynomial time. The
transformations given by Lemma 3.44 and Lemma 3.45 can also by definition be performed in
polynomial time, so we have a poly(N)-time algorithm to construct (C(")) helr], as desired. O

Remark 6.3. The complezes C") for h e [r] in Corollary 6.2 are by definition all isomorphic,
with isomorphisms given by appropriate permutations of the basis elements of the cochain spaces
(or equivalently, permutations of the qudits of the associated quantum codes).

We now prove Theorem 6.1 in the sections below. Throughout these sections, we define all
variables as in Theorem 6.1.
6.1 Proof of Basic Code Parameters
In this section, we bound the length, dimension, distance, and locality of the codes in Theorem 6.1:

Lemma 6.4. The quantum codes at level 1 of C for h € [r] as defined in Theorem 6.1 are
[N = g0 0| K > N, D > NV /log(N)O»sr (D],

codes of locality wC™ < log(N)O”"”(l).

Proof. By definition, for every h € [r] the quantum code at level 1 of CM has length

N = dimC’(h)1
= (r — 1) - dim(F%") - dim(FS) - dim(F%°) 2 + dim(FL) - dim(F5")
=(r=1)-[E|- (A= QV]- (C[V])" =2+ |E]- (V)
— |- 0.(a7 ) 7! (@)
= O,(E]")
= 0,(1E["q")

— qrt—l—Or(l) 7

where the final equality above holds because 1 < |E| < ¢.”

"As a point of notation, here we let O-(1) be positive or negative, as long as its absolute value is bounded by a
value depending only on 7.
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By the Kiinneth formula (Lemma 3.35), this code has dimension

K = dim H'(c™)
> dim(H' (F)) - dim(H"(F))" ™"

> <€:t> . (5/—tl+t>’“—1
(£/t)t - (¢ ) =D

(A/21rt)™
5—1//2)7‘1&

§ (21)
>

v

(g
> N(s—l/

The second inequality in (21) follows from Lemma 5.2. Specifically, the bound on type 3 complexes
in Lemma 5.2 gives that

B'(Fz) € evpxrt (Fq[Xo, - .. | X<t DHIEI=G)

which implies that the evaluations on E x F! of the (‘") monomials XJ)E'_le_l_jl XA

for (j; € {0,...,£})icy with Zle ji < £ generate linearly independent cohomology classes in

HY(Fz) = Ff “Fa /BY(F¢). Similarly, the bound on type 2 complexes in Lemma 5.2 implies that

dim(H(F%)) = dim(Z°(F%)) > dim(Fy[X1, ..., X;]<) = <€ - 1 i t)-

The fifth inequality in (21) follows because by definition, for fixed v,d,r we have A = ¢@—°M and
t < ¢¥/32. The sixth inequality in (21) then follows from (20).

By Lemma 3.36, the quantum code at level 1 of C") has distance

D= min{d1 (C(h)), dy (C(h))}
> min{d’(Fg),d(F), di (Fz), di (F)}.

By Lemma 3.16 and Corollary 3.18, all of the local codes ker(hy), ker(h) and dual local codes
im(h]),im(h, ") used to define F and F' have distance at least min{f+1, A—(+1,¢'+1, A—'+1} =
¢+ 1> A/21r. Therefore because n = 1/50r, it follows by Lemma 3.31 that

A 1
> — L
D_<21r ”A> A VI
A 1 2
>

= . —_.Z.\E
—50r A A 2l
¢’
25r

N/r
= log(N)Ou,(S,r(l) ’

v

where the fourth inequality above holds by (20), so that in particular log(N) >t > ¢" = qOrsr),
and thus every polynomial poly(q) = ¢?»s+(1) is bounded above by log(N)O”"“(l).

By the definition of a chain complex tensor product, we have the locality bound
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Meanwhile, by definition we have
w'@ whE < 2A. (22)

Specifically, each basis element of ]:% or of F /{?0 lies within F5 or FJ respectively for some vertex
v € T', and hence such a basis element can only be incident to (i.e. have a nonzero coboundary

matrix element with) the A basis elements of ]:)1? = Ff = ]:/%1 corresponding to the A edges
incident to vertex v. Similarly, each basis element of .7-"}2 = Ff = ]-}1 corresponding to some edge
€ € E can only be incident in Fy or F% to the < A basis elements of F; or JFj respectively for the
two vertices v in the edge €. Thus

wC™" <r-2A < 2rgd < log(N)O”"“(l),

as desired. O

6.2 Definition of Multilinear Form

In this section, we define the multilinear form ¢ in Theorem 6.1, and we bound the locality w¢ of C.
Here we provide a formal presentation; for more intuition regarding the definition of (, the reader
is referred to Appendix A.

As described in (the G = {0} case of) Example 3.37, our complex C'® for h € [r] is equal to
Q&h) for Y = X®" and

G, =FL @ ® F

Th—1

® Fap, @ Frppy ® @ Fy,

Th41
with the local coefficient maps gf/fiy for ¢/ >y defined as in Example 3.37. The reader is also
referred to Example 3.37 for an interpretation of ) as a “cubical complex.” In particular, we will
sometimes refer to elements of Y(0) as “vertices,” edges of Y(1) as “edges,” and elements of Y (i)
for ¢ € [r] as “i-dimensional faces/cubes.”
To begin, let
a=[£/10rt], (23)

and fix arbitrary sets A9 C £\ {0} and A; C F} for i € [t] such that [Ag| = 1 and |4;| = a. Recall
here that £ C I, is the edge set of the graph I' as defined in Section 4.1. Let

A=Ay x Ay X -+ X Ay. (24)
)

We now use this set A to define a linear functional a : F;/(T) — I, as follows. Given c € IE‘}; r ,

because Y (") = (E x IFZ)’" where E C [, there exists a unique polynomial Q(Ui(h))?ee{[g___J} €
IE‘q[(UZ.(h))Z.LEe {[6}___ t}] that has degree < |E| in each variable Uéh), has degree < ¢ in each variable Ui(h)

)hG[T}
1€{0,....,t}

obtained from g by removing (i.e. zeroing out the coefficient of) every monomial Hi7h(Ui(h))

in g such that for some h € [r], it holds that S _}_, ji(h) >tqg—1)+|E| — ¢+ (r—1)¢. Then

define a(c) = > ,c4r ¢'(u). By construction o : F}I/(T) — [F, is a linear functional, so it has the

form a(c) = >, cy () aycy for some coefficients o, € Fq for y € Y(r). Thus we can also view

. Y (r)

a = (ay)yey(r) as a vector in Fg /.
We let

for i € [t], and has g(u) = ¢, for every u € Y. Let ¢’ € Fq[(U-(h)

7

| be the polynomial
:(h)
J;

COrY, L fy = alg(fW, . M) (25)
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for a multilinear function

Gy % x (G - Fy )
that we will now define. This function £ will bear some resemblance to the cup product from
algebraic topology. More topological intuition is given in Appendix A.

To define £, we first define a “local” r-multilinear form over Z
éloc . (ylocl)r N ylocr _ ZYIOC(T) -7

which acts on 1-cochains of the O,(1)-sized “local” boolean hypercube incidence complex Y'°
defined in Example 3.37. We will then define & globally by applying ¢°¢ locally within each r-
dimensional cube in Y (r).

For an edge e € Y'°¢(1), we define the direction Dir(e) € [r] to equal the position of the unique
*"in T'(e), so that T'(e)pire) = * and T'(e); € {0,1} for every i € [r] \ {Dir(e)}. Similarly, for
e € Y (1), we let Dir(e) = Dir(T'(e)).

For a permutation 7 € S, let (e!(n),...,e"(7)) € Y'°°(1)" denote the unique length-r path in
the r-dimensional boolean hypercube starting at vertex 0" and ending at vertex 17, such that the

ith edge e’(7) points in direction Dir(e?(r)) = 7(i). Then for (f1), ..., f()) e (ylocl)", we define
goe(FW L #0)y = Z sign (m el(ﬂ) ... fe(fzﬂ)' (26)
7'('687‘

Note that by replacing Z¥® with F}lf(i) for i = 1,7, we may also view £°° as a bilinear form over
F,, and £1°¢ commutes with the natural ring homomorphism Z — F,.
Given f ¢ (gg,h))i and y € Y(j) for i < j, we define fM|, € (g )Y<y by (f™1],), =
(h)
Gyey v
FARI= F, =v(1) assigns the value Q(h) ,f(fl) € F, to each edge v in the r-dimensional cube y.
Y y=y'ly q

, f;fl) In particular, for a I-cochain f(*) € (g§,"))1 and an r-dimensional cube y € Y (r), then

The type function T': Y — {0,1,%}" = Ylo¢ from Example 3.37 induces a natural isomorphism
Tly,, : Y=y — V¢ which we can apply component-wise to f)|, to obtain T(f")|, € (3'°)*.

We also let e}, (m) = T\;,ljy(ei(y)). Then for y € Y(r) and (f0),..., f")) ¢ (gg}))l X e X (ggj"))l,
we define

goe(f W1y, ..., fO) = go((fD,),.... T(f7],))
= Z Sign(ﬂ') ’ (f(l)|y)e;(7r) T (f(r)|y)e§(7r)a

TES,

and we let
(W )y = 62 (f Wy FOL)- (27)
Now that we have defined ¢, we may bound its locality (in the sense of Definition 3.38).
Lemma 6.5. The multilinear form ¢ has locality w¢ < ¢ < log(N)O”"“'(l).

Proof. For some h € [r], let (") € C")(1) be a 1-cochain basis element of C(") = gg,h), meaning

that 8™ is one of the < A"! basis elements of the local coefficient space Qg‘}?) for some edge
e®) € Y(1). Then for (b ¢ C’(i)(l))ie[r}\{h}, we can only have ¢(b™),... b)) #£ 0 if each b for

42



i # h corresponds to one of the < A™~! basis elements of ggz) for some edges (el € Y (1)icpr\{ny
that satisfy e, ... e(") <y for some y € Y (r). As there are A"~ faces y € Y (r) with yy > e®, and
there are - 2"~! edges e < v, it follows that there are < A7 . (r.27=1. A7=1)7=1 < 4Or(1) choices
of (b € C)(1));4, that could possibly yield ¢(b™), ..., b(M) # 0, where here we recall that A < q.
Hence ws < ¢ (1. Meanwhile, as observed previously, (20) implies that @ < log(N )O""”(l),
which yields the desired bound on w¢ in the lemma statement. O

6.3 Definition of 1-Cohomology Subspaces

In this section, we define the r-tuple H' = (H W' c H I(C(h)))he[r} of 1-cohomology subspaces in
Theorem 6.1. In the subsequent sections, we will show that ¢ is coboundary-invariant on H’, and
we will bound the subrank of (g.

Define a monomial M € F,[Uy, ..., U] by
MU, ..., Uy) = UFI-ya- i a2, (28)

Recalling from (23) that a = |¢/10rt], we then define sets of monomials L°, L' C F,[Uy, ..., U;] of
size |L| = |L'| = a® by

LO={U ..U} 0<ji<a—1Vielt]}

L'={M-M":M eL.

Define i : Fy[Up, ..., U<t — .7-"% as in Lemma 5.2 (with the variables U; replacing X;), and define
L F U, Uy — ]:)12 by (M (f) = evExyé(f). For h € [r], we then define

H®' = span { Q) r=i(f;) + BYGY) : f; € L= Vi € [r]

1€lr]

For h € [r], to see that H (W' is a well-defined subspace of H 1(c™), it suffices to show that
®i€[r] Je=i(f;) € Zl(gg,h)) for every (f; € Lﬂh:i)iem. For this purpose, for every i # h, then
fi is a monomial of total degree < ta < ¢, so item 2 of Lemma 5.2 implies that (°(f;) € ZO(]-}).
Meanwhile, for i = h by definition .'(f;,) € Z'(F), as Z'(Fz) = F3 because Fy is a 1-dimensional

complex. Therefore )¢, Ir=i(f;) must lie in the space Z l(gg,")) of 1-cochains of the product
complex, as desired; this conclusion follows directly from the definition of tensor products of chain
complexes, and can alternatively be seen from the Kiinneth formula (Lemma 3.35).

6.4 Proof of Coboundary-Invariance

We now show that ¢ is coboundary-invariant on H':

Lemma 6.6. The multilinear form ( defined in Section 6.2 is coboundary-invariant on the tuple
H' defined in Section 6.3.

The following lemma is the key result for proving Lemma 6.6

Lemma 6.7. Let S C [r] be an arbitrary nonempty subset. Let (g, ... ¢") e (QS))l X .x(g(”)l
be a tuple satisfying the following:
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1. For every h € S, there exists some f() € (gg,h))o supported on a single 0-dimensional face
vy, € Y(0) such that g = 5g;h)(f(h)).
2. For every h € [r]\ S, there exists some (fi(h) € Lﬂh:i)iem such that gW) = i Lﬂh:i(fi(h)).
Then there exists some h* € S such that

f(g(l), o ’g(r)) c (F(IIE'XFq)®(h*—1) ® eVEXIFfI (Fq[Um e Ut]<t(q—1)+\E\—Z+(r—1)£’) ® (FfXFq)@)(T_h*).
(29)

Remark 6.8. An equivalent way to state the condition (29) is that there is some polynomial in
Fq[(U-(h))he[r} | that agrees with £(gM), ..., ¢")) at all inputs in Y (r) = (E x F!)", and such that

i /ie{0,...,t}
every monomial Hi7h(Ui(h))jz'(h) with nonzero coefficient has 3 i, ji(h*) <tlg=1)+|E|—Ll+(r—1)¢.

We first prove coboundary-invariance assuming Lemma 6.7, and then we subsequently prove
Lemma 6.7.

Proof of Lemma 6.6 assuming Lemma 6.7. By the multilinearity of (, it suffices to show that for
every choice of (fi(h) € L'=1), ;e and (b ¢ Bl(gg,h)))he[r] then letting z(") = Ricrr L]lh:i(fi(h))v
we have

W, 20) = (W 50,20 b)), (30)

Indeed, such z(® of this form by definition comprise a generating set of H (h),, so (30) immediately
implies the sufficient condition for coboundary invariance described in Definition 3.38. But we may

h
express each b(®) € Bl(gg,h)) as a sum of coboundaries of the form (50g§’ )f(h) for some f(") € (Gy)°
supported on a single vertex vy € Y(0). Then by multilinearity, the RHS of (30) equals the
LHS ¢(zM,...,2() plus a sum of terms of the form ¢(g™M,...,g™) for ¢, ... ¢(") satisfying
the conditions in the statement of Lemma 6.7; namely, every ¢(®) either equals some z(") or some

(h)
(50gy f® for some fM € (Gy)° supported on a single vertex v, € Y(0), with the latter being

the case for at least one h € [r]. Thus to proven (30), it suffices to show that every g™, ..., ¢(")
satisfying the conditions in Lemma 6.7 has C(g(l), e ,g(r)) = 0. But (25) along with the definition
of a : F;/(T) — I, implies that ¢ must vanish on every g, ..., ¢") for which (29) holds. Hence
Lemma 6.7 implies (30), so ¢ is coboundary-invariant on H’, as desired. O

Proof of Lemma 6.7. Iff(g(l), e ,g(r)) = 0, the result holds trivially. Therefore we will fix gV, ..., ¢(")
such that £ (g(l), e g(’")) # 0. Under this assumption, we begin by showing the following claim,
which characterizes the structure of the vertices vy, for h € S, and provides a simpler expression for
6(9(1)7 A 7g(r))'

Below, we say that elements h,h’ € S are consecutive if there does not exist h” € S with
h < W' < K. Also, we let Y°%% denote the |S|-dimensional boolean hypercube, and we let
g : Y'°© — yloo5 denote the projection given by IL(3'°¢) = y'°°|g, so that IIg collapses all
directions in [r] \ S.

Claim 6.9. Assume that £(g1), ... g(")) #0. Then for every y € Y (r) with £(g™), . .. ,g(’"))y #£0,
it holds that v, <y for every h € S. Also, for every consecutive h,h' € S, the Hamming distance
TIs(T (vpr)) — g(T (vy))| < 1. Furthermore, there exists some permutation ™ € S, depending only
on (vp)hes such that w(h) = hVh ¢ S, and such that for every y € Y (r),

(r)

5(9(1)7 s ,g(r))y = Sign(ﬂ-) : (9(1)|y)e§(n) T (g |y)eg(7r)-
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Specifically, © € S, is the unique permutation with w(h) = h Vh ¢ S such that T'(vy) < e"(x) for
every h € S.

Proof. For y € Y (r) with £(g™, ..., ¢™), # 0, by definition

&M, )y = &2y 971y)

= (T (gW]y),.... T(gM1,)) (31)
= > sign(m) - (9 ]y)em) -+ (97 ]y )eg(m)-
’7T€S'r

For h € S, as ¢ is by definition supported on edges containing the vertex vy, then by the
assumption that the RHS of (31) is nonzero, we have for some 7 € S, that vy, < 62(7‘() < y. Thus
we have shown the first statement in the claim, namely that if £(g(), ..., g(r))y # 0 then every
h € S has v, < y.

For h € [r]\ S, by definition g™ is supported on edges e € Y (1) pointing in direction Dir(e) = h.
Therefore if w(h) # h for h ¢ S, the RHS of (31) vanishes, so we can write

&g, ..., g, = > sign(r) - (g ly)et (- (g(r)|y)e;(n)- (32)
w€Srm(h)=h Vh¢sS

Assume that y € Y(r) is such that the sum on the RHS of (32) is nonzero, and consider
some m € S, with m(h) = h Yh ¢ S whose associated term in this sum is nonzero. As observed
previously, by the definition of g™ for h € S, it follows that for every h € S, we have v;, < 62(71’).
Then Mg(e"(7))nes forms a length-|S| path from 0% to 1% in Y'°%5 for which each edge IIg(e”(r))
contains vertex IIg(T(vy)). Therefore if h, i’ € S are consecutive elements (meaning Ah” € S with
h < h" < h') , then we must have the Hamming distance [ILs(T (vj/)) — (T (vp))| < 2, as these
two vertices lie in consecutive edges in a path.

However, if |TIg(h') — s(h)| = 2, then £(g™), ..., ¢™), = 0. To see that this statement holds,
assume for a contradiction that £(g™1), ... ,g(r))y # 0 and that [IIg(h') — g (h)| = 2 for consecutive
h,h' € S. Consider the involution W = W), ;s acting on permutations = € S, : m(h) = hVh ¢ S
that simply swaps the values of w(h) and m(h'). By definition sign(7) = —sign(W(x)). Now for
every ¢ € S, it holds that

(Q(i)\y)eg(w) = (00t (m.us Gi,, (f§0) = (6 )ei, (W ()02 G (FD) = (g(i)\y)e;(vv(w)) (33)

Indeed, the paths elll(ﬂ), -y ey(m) and elll(W(ﬂ)), .., ey(W(m)) agree except for the segment from
edge h through edge h/, where they take different subpaths from vertex vy, to vertex v,,. Hence for
every i € S\ {h, '}, we have e} (r) = e}, (W(n)), and (33) holds. For i € {h,h'}, (33) holds because
(58))62(@,% = (58))63(‘4,(@)7% = +1 and (58))65(@7%, = ((58))65(W(7r))’vh/ = —1, as by Definition 3.24
and Definition 3.34, for e € Y (1) and v € Y (0) with v < e, then (6))c., = (—1)7(*)oi). Projecting
down to the (2-dimensional) square in directions S’ = {m(h), 7(h')}, then (ILg (e (x)), ILg: (e (7))
and (ILg: (e"(W (7)), g (" (W (r)))) are the two length-2 paths from 00 = IIg/(T(vy,)) to 11 =
HS/(T(Uh/)) in the square YIOC’SI. Hence T(Uh)Dir(eh(w)) = T(Uh)Dir(eh(W(w))) = 0and T(Uh')Dir(eh'(w)) =
T(vn ) pyig(et’ (W(nyy) = L s0 (33) holds for i € {h, R'}. Similarly, for every i € [r]\ S, writing
y=y1 XXy € (ExFL)" =Y(r) so that each y; € E x Fl = X(1), we have

(99)eym = 117 1) - 10 0) = (0] eg w - oy
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where in the middle expression of (34) we recall that each f](i) € Fy[Uo,...,Us]. Specifically, the
equalities in (34) hold because by definition ¢(*) = ®je i (f (i)), so for every direction-i edge
e=x1 x -z, €Y (1), e <y (so each z; € X(1;—;)), then the definition of 1%, ¢! ensures that

(9D1)e = G2 g = I 7, N =P T FPw). 635)
gElrN\i} gElrN\ i}
Setting e = e} () and e = e}, (W(n)) in the above equation yields (34). Thus we have shown that
for consecutive h,h' € S with |IIg(T(v},)) — IIs(T'(vp))| = 2, then for every i € [r],
(g(l)|y)e§(7r) = (" |y)ez (W ()

Hence because W' is an involution on {7 € S, : m(i) = i Vi ¢ S} with sign(W(w)) = —sign(n), it
follows from (32) that

5(9(1)7 e 7g(r))y
= Z ((9(1)|y)egj(n) e (Q(T)|y)eg(7r) —(gW]y)er

Y
meSrm(i)=1 Vi¢ S, sign(m)=+1
=0,

w97 g w)

contradicting the assumption that £(g(M, ... ,g(r))y # 0. Thus indeed for every consecutive h,h’ €
S, we must have |IIg(T(vy)) — Hg(T(vy))| < 1.

Now assume for a contradiction that there exist two distinct permutations m, 7’ : (i) = /(i) =
i Vi ¢ S for which T'(v;) < €'(w), e'(7") Vi € S (which, as shown previously, is a necessary condition
for having the terms associated to m, 7’ on the RHS of (32) to be nonzero). Letting h € S be
the least element such that w(h) # w(h'), then applying the projection Ilg, we see that the paths
(HS( i(m)))ies and (ILg(e(')))ies from 0° to 19 first diverge at the unique shared vertex of
g (e (7)) and TIg(e”(n")). Therefore this shared vertex must be IIg(7(vy)). Letting A’ € S be the
least element greater than h, so that h, h’ € S are consecutive, then because T'(vy) < e (), " (7',
the paths must converge at vertex IIg(7(vp/)), which must be the unique shared vertex of edges
g (e (7)) and g (e (7')). But then |[g(T (vy)) — Hg(T(vy))| = 2, which contradicts the bound
|TLs(T (vpr)) — s (T (vp))| < 1 we showed above. Thus there is a unique 7 € S, with 7(i) =i Vi ¢ S
such that T'(v;) < e'(w) Vi € S. This 7 also gives the unique term with a nonzero contribution to
the sum in (32), so

5(9(1)7 s ,g(r))y = Sign(ﬂ') ’ (g(l)|y)e?1!(7r) T (g(T) |y)eg(7r),
as desired. O

The following claim chooses the desired element h* € S described in the lemma statement.

Claim 6.10. Assume that {(g(l), . ,g(’")) # 0. Then there exists some h* € S and some leC, €
Ye(r — 1) with b := T (4" )= € {0,1} (so that T(y¢) = " ~1bx"=h" ) such that y'°" = T(vy)
for every h € S. Furthermore, the set Y' C Y (r — 1) defined by

Y ={yeY(r—1):T(y) =y y =wvhe s}

is nonempty, and every y € Y (r) with y > vy Vh € S lies above a unique element y' € Y', which is
. _ /
given by y' = TI5 ().
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Proof. By Claim 6.9, (ILs(T'(vn)))nes is a sequence of |S| points in the |S|-dimensional boolean hy-
percube Y1°¢9 such that each consecutive pair of points has Hamming distance < 1. Furthermore,
letting 7 be the permutation given by Claim 6.9, then I1g(7'(vy,)) lies on the edge ITg(e” (7)) of the
length-|S| path (T'(e"(7)))pes from 0° to 1°.

Letting h = min S and h = max S, it follows by the triangle inequality that |IIg(vy) — g (vs)| <
|S|—1. Therefore because [1°—0°| = |S|, it follows that either ILg(T(v3)) # 0° or that ILg(T(vy)) #

15. Let
e = [7) = Dir(eh(m),  TIs(oy) 2 0°
w(h) = Dir(e" (), Is(vp) = 0.

Then h* € S, every T(vy,) for h € S lies inside some (r — 1)-dimensional face y'°’ € Yo¢(r — 1)
with T(y°)s- € {0,1}. Indeed, if h* = h, then every vj, for h € S has T(vp)p- = 1, so we can

let y'°¢" = " ~11+"="" If instead h* = h, then every vy, for h € S has T (vp)p = 0, so we can let
loc! h*—1n,r—h*
Y°oC =% 0x .

By assumption there exists some y € Y (r) with f(g(l),...,g(r))y # 0, which by Claim 6.9
implies that y = vy, for every h € S. Therefore Ty, ! ( 1OCI) €Y', so Y’ is nonempty. Furthermore,

for distinct 3/, y” € Y, there cannot exist y € Y (r) such that y = 3/, y as then we would have the
isomorphism T\yjy(y’) = yloc’ = Tly.,(y"), so applying T‘Ym gives iy = y. O

Fix 7 to be the permutation given by Claim 6.9. Then by Claim 6.9 and Claim 6.10,

§g g™ = D D Ly EleM g,

y/ GY/ y[>y/

=sign(m) - > Y 1y (0 eyim - (07 ey m-

y' ey’ ypy’

By definition, for ¢’ € Y and y> 1/,

(g(l)|y)ei(7r) e ( eT(n H gy%eh(ﬂ g h(ﬂ )
:H(%@m%'ﬂ% ") (A 1P ).
hes he[r\S

where we write y = y1 X -+ X y, € (E x F)*" = EX" = X(1)*" = Y (r). Note that the second
equality above holds by the definition of the ¢\ along with (35). Observe that

loc
H(é(%})eZ(w),vh =TT )er i) ) € {1}

hes heS

does not depend on y. Therefore letting s € {£1} be the value above, then the innermost sum on
the RHS of (36) becomes

Zl 1(7r) ( T’y ey () =S Zl H gS(—U;L H (fl yl fqgh)(yr)>a

Yy’ y>y’ heS hel[r]\S
(37)

where above we used (35) to express (g?gh))ez(w) = fl( )(yl) f(h)(yr) for h € [r]\ S. Now we
);

may write each vy, = vp1 X -+ X v, € VX7 = X(0)*" = Y(0), and for y € Y’ we write y/ =
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Yh X - Xyl € EXPTL 5 Vo X7 Because y' = vy, for each h € S, we must have y}. = vj, -
for very h € S. Thus the A different r-dimensional faces y >y’ all have yj, = y;, Vh # h*, and then
have any of the A choices of yp+ € E (Y},e)-

Let IIy denote the natural projection from I' to I', so that IIy : £ = E x IE‘Z — FE denotes
projection onto the first coordinate, and Ily : V = | ], F5™/span{(1,Ly(v))} = V maps cosets
of span{(1,Ly(v))} to v. Then by definition, for every h € S, we have®

gy<—vh <® Yi$sVhi ® ]:ym—vh h ® ® yﬁ—vh Z) (fzg;}f))

i=h+1
=1, (@h; @h}hh@g ® Ry ) ")y
= i=h+1
T T h
_11'[” <®hno (Vh,:) ®hﬂo(vhh ® ® hHo(th) >(f1gh))
i=h+1

Now by definition, for every v € V, we have im(h,) = evp,) (FQ[UO];\%(;?)’ while im(h,") =
evg () (Fq [Uo]<Y). Therefore the vector

h
<® hHo(Uh ® hHo (Vh,n) ® hHo (VR > 5h))

i=h+1

/ E Z !/
€ ® eV (t1o(un. ) FalU0] =) @ e¥ 5wy, 1)) (FalUo] 5 it v ) ® eV By (. ) (FglUo] <*).
= 1=h+1

(h)

satisfies ¢ y<—Uh (f oh ) for every y >y’. Therefore for some n € N, there exist polynomials

)
(fi%) € Fy[Uo))iclr),jepn) such that f}(Lh]) € FQ[UO]E‘\%(_lfo(vh,h)) and fiﬁf;) € F,[Uy]<Y for i # h, and such
that for every y >3 we have
h
Gy, (£5) = > A Mo) - 41 (To(yy)- (38)
JE€[n]

Also for h # h* let Iy) € F,[Uo, ..., U] be some polynomial (of arbitrary degree) with Iéfl) (u) =
Lyey s and let Iy ) ¢ F,[Uo,..., U;]="a=1 be the polynomial with Iy )(u) = Luey, - Specifically,

recalling that y},. is an affine line in F, ™! given by y},. = 2’+span{(1,Ly (v"))} for some 2’ € {0} xF!,
and v’ € V, then

h* _
13 (Us,... . U) = [T (1 = (Ui = Ly (v))ilg — )77,
1€lr]

Then for every y € Y (r) = (E x F,)", it follows that ¢(gM, ..., gM), equals the evaluation of the

8Recall that for vertices v, here the variables h, and h, denote the matrices from Definition 5.1 used to define
local codes within F and F’ respectively, and in particular are distinct from the variables h, h* € [r].
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r(t + 1)-variate polynomial G(U.(h))he[r] [(U(h))he[ '] }] given by

v /ie{0,...,t } i /ief{0,..
GUME L =signm) s Y S 1IQ@W)- 1D @)
Y'EY’ (j(M)hes€mn)®
h r
H <f1 ](h)( )) T ff’j)(h)(UO ))> (39)
heS
H <f(h UW)y... )(U(T))) .
[F\S

at U = (U(l), e U(T)) = (y1,...,Yr) =y, where we let Uh = (Ué ), . ,Ut(h)). Specifically, given
y' €Y', then Ié,l)(U(l)) . IZST)(U(”)) is the indicator function for the affine line 3" in (FL*!)", and
for every j € [n] by definition f}(ﬁjj)(U(gh*)) vanishes at every Uéh*) € E\ E(Iy(y},+)). Therefore the
sum on the RHS of (39) can only have a nonzero term at ' € Y’ for evaluation points U = y such
that y € ¥ and o(yp+) € E(o(y),+)), or equivalently, such that y>g'. Thus (39) with U = y is
equivalent to

G(y) = sign(m Z Ty - Z H (f (h) 1_[0 1) f( o (Ho(yr))>

y ey’ G PN pes€ln)’ heS

H (f1 () P () -

The fact that £(g(V),...,¢(")), = G(y) then follows directly by applying (36), (37), and (38) with
the above equation.
)he[ 7]
1€{0,..

k(h)

k(()h*) + -+ k,gh*) over all monomials Hi’h(UZ-(h)) i with a nonzero coefficient in F'. Then (39),
implies that

deg(h*)(G) < max deg )+ Zdeg h* (h) Z deg(ff(zg))
y'eY’, (j(M)peseln]® hes helr]\S

<tlg-D)+ (Bl ==+ (S| =D = 1)+ (r =S| = D)t(a - 1)
<tlg—1)+|E|— L+ (r—1),

Now for a polynomial in F' € F,[(U; (R)

; }], let deg®)(F) denote the maximum value of

where the second inequality above holds because by definition f .. (h*) eF [Uéh*)]<‘E =t f (il)j(h) €

Fq[Ué )]dl for h € S\ {h*}, and f Y e LV for h € [r]\ S; the thlrd inequality above holds because
by definition a — 1 < ¢//t. Thus the desired bound (29) follows by Remark 6.8. O

6.5 Proof of Subrank Bound

In this section, we bound the subrank of (5 for ¢ defined in Section 6.2 and H' defined in Section 6.3.
Recall below the definitions of a and A from (23) and (24), respectively.

Lemma 6.11. subrank(Cyr) > |A]" = a™ > NO77.
Proof. For h € [r], we define a linear map

o0 B = (BT O
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as follows. For j € {0,...,t}, the map eva; : F,[U; <l =y &9 is an isomorphism, so letting

A= spn(1)" = @ QF, L C RS

=1 j=0
denote the span of all r(t + 1)-variate monomials whose degree in each U J@ is < |A;|, then
evar: A IF:;V

is an isomorphism. Therefore given ¢ € F?T, recalling the definition of M (Uy,...,U;) from (28), we
define ¢/M ™) ¢ IE‘;;‘T by (¢/M™), = ¢, /M(yp) for y = (y1,...,y-) € A7; the quotient c,/M(yy) €
[F, is well defined because by assumption 0 ¢ A; for each 0 < i < ¢, so M(yp) # 0 for every y;, € A.
Now we define

FM () = M(Uéh), . ,Ut(h)) ev i ( (¢/M™) ® span{L'n=i} (40)

i€[r]

(@W ) (FM () € 2'(Gy")

1€[r]

6% () = oM (c) + B Gy e HP.

ANAR
U ))kﬂ , then

To clarify the notation in the definition of ¢(" (c) above, for each monomial [] il ](

<®L““) (Hw“ ) Q= (W ).

icr] 1€lr]
The following claim implies that (g diagonalizes in the basis {gbgl,) (1) : y € A"}, which in turn
implies that subrank((gs) > |A"|.
Claim 6.12. It holds for every (cM),... ¢M) ¢ (F?T')T that
Cr (@ (€M), 85 e) = 3 o).

yeA”
Proof. Because ( is coboundary-invariant on H’, it suffices to show that

eV (D), 6N () = T el el (41)

yeAT

For y € Y (r), by definition

§0V(),... o () = 3 sign(m) - (0 )y (87 )y )ey -

7'('687‘

By definition ¢ (c(h)) is supported on direction-h edges, so the only nonvanishing term in the sum
above is given by the identity permutation = = it, and for y = (y1,...,%,) € Y(r) we have

@ (), 60 () = (6D Mly)eyay - (07 )y )ey

42
= FO()(y) - FO(o)(y). )
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Here the second equality above holds because for every h € [r| and every ( fi(h)(Uéi), VN Uti))
L'n=i),c1, we showed in (35) that g = icpr Lﬂh:i(fi(h)) satisfies (g ‘y)e?’}(id) = fl(h)(yl) L (yr) =
( fl(h) e fT(h))(y). As ¢ (cM) is by definition a linear combination of such 1-cochains g(*), where
F®(c) is the associated linear combination of polynomials fl(h)(U ®y... f,gh)(U (")) with each U =
(Uéi), e Uti)), it follows that (¢ (c(h))|y)ez(id) = FM(¢)(y), and hence (42) holds.

Now because each F’ (h)(U](Z));EE[{% € Qicpy span{L'"=1}, we have

FWD(e). . FO(e ®span{f( @y.. )(U(Z ) : fi(h) € Ll»=ivh € [r]}
i€[r]
= @ span{M(UD) - fHWD) . fUD) 2 i e L0vh e [r]).
1€[r]
The RHS above is precisely the span of all monomials [, ;(U. ](Z))kﬂ(l) where for every i € [r]|, we have
k(()i) |E| — 1 and k;(.i) €lqg—14/2t], q— |¢/2t] + r(a —1)] for j € [t]. Therefore if the monomial

JAQ)
Hj’i(U( )) has nonzero coefficient in F((¢)--- F(")(c), then for every i € [r], we have

ST € [|Bl —1+tq — [4/2t)), |E| - 1 +t(q— [£/2t] +r(a—1))]

7=0 (43)
[t(g—1)+ |BE| —1—1¢/2, t(g—1) +|E| — 1 — £/2 + trd]

[tla—1) + Bl =€+ (r— 1), t(q— 1)+ |BE| - 1],

N 1N

where the third inclusion above holds assuming ¢ is sufficiently large because by definition ¢ = |A /2|
with A = [¢”] - [¢°7¥| and t € (¢7,¢"/3%), ¢’ = [£/10r], and a = [£/10rt|. Now it follows that

V()60 (e)) = ale(@D (D), ..., 60 (7))
alevy( )(F( )( )--- FD(c))
= 3" FOE ) - FO )
yeA"

= Z cél) cg"),
yeA"

where the first equality above holds by the definition of ¢ in (25), the second equality holds by (42),
the third equality holds because (43) implies that a(evy () (F M (c)--- F")(c))) computes the poly-
nomial ¢ = F)(¢)--- F(")(¢) (see the definition of o above) and then outputs > year 9'(y), and

the fourth equality holds because (40) implies that F(")(c)(y) = M(yn) - ¢y/M(ys) = ¢, for every
h € [r]. Thus (41) holds, as desired. O

Claim 6.12 implies that for every (y™1),...,y™) e (A7),

Car (@) (Lym), - 5 (L)) = Ly .y
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It follows by Definition 3.39 that subrank((g+) > |A|". Therefore we obtain the desired bound

subrank(Cgr) > a”
= [£/10rt|"™
> (A/21rt)"™
> (q5—1//2)7"t
2 N&—V’

where the third inequality above holds because A = ¢®°W and t < ¢*/32, and the fourth inequality
holds by (20). O

6.6 Putting it All Together

Combining the results in Sections 6.1-6.5 immediately yields Theorem 6.1:

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The result follows directly from Lemma 6.4, Lemma 6.5, Lemma 6.6, and
Lemma 6.11. O

7 Classical LTCs with Multiplication Property via Balanced Prod-
uct

In this section, we take balanced products of the classical LDPC codes from Section 5 to obtain
classical LDPC codes, which we show in appropriate parameter regimes have almost linear dimen-
sion, nearly linear distance, polylogarithmic locality, inverse polylogarithmic soundness, and exhibit
the multiplication property. Recall that this multiplication property, which requires products of
codewords to belong to a larger code with similar paramters, is in some sense a classical analogue
of transversal C"~!Z gates on quantum codes.

Theorem 7.1. There exists a sufficiently small constant n > 0 such that for every fired v € (0,1/2),
§ € (v, 1—v], the following holds for every sufficiently large prime power q. Define 7, A,t,T,T as in
Corollary 4.4. For { € [A], let ]:g) be a 1-dimensional type-1 RM-planted complex with parameters
v,6,m,q,£. Define the balanced product

O = 7Y @p FY

using the natural free action of Ffl on ]:/,(é) given by Lemma 4.2 and Example 3.57. If { < A/4,
then the classical code Zy(CY)) at level 2 of ¢ isa

]V:qt-i-O(l)7 KZ <(€_1)+(t+2)>7D2 NO 1
t+2 log(N) v,5(1)

code of locality wC" < log(N)O”"S(l) that is locally testable with soundness pa(C)) > log(N)_O”"S(l).
Furthermore, for every r,¢' € N with r(¢ — 1) < ¢ — 1, we have

q

Zo(COYT C Zy(c™)). (44)

In Theorem 7.1, we typically think of taking ¢ = ©(A), which yields the following corollary.
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Corollary 7.2. For an arbitrary fixed constant rq € N, define all variables as in Theorem 7.1 and
set by = |A/drg|. Then for every sufficiently large prime power q and every {y < € < A/4, the
code Zo(CY) is a

N = qt-i-O(l)7 K > N6_V, D > -
[ log(N)O”"S(l)

q

code of locality wC"” < log(N)O”"S(l) that is locally testable with soundness po(C0) > log(N)_O”"‘(l).
Furthermore, (44) holds for every r, 0,0 with r(¢{ —1) < ¢ — 1.

Proof. The corollary follows immediately from the fact that

K> <(£ — 172 _—I'_—ét + 2)> > (g/t)t > (A/5T0t)t > (q6—u/2)t > JV(S—V7

where the fourth inequality above holds because A = ¢®—°(1) and t < ¢*/32. O

Note that for an arbitrarily small constant € > 0, setting v = €/2 and § = 1 — ¢/2 ensures that
the codes in Corollary 7.2 have close-to-linear dimension K > N'7¢. As described in Section 1,
Corollary 7.2 achieves similar parameters (up to polylog factors) as previously known constructions
of qLTCs with the multiplication property, such as Reed-Muller codes with the derandomized
low-degree test of [BSSVWO03], as well as the codes of [DLZ23]. Therefore rather than achieving
new parameters, Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 highlight the generality of our techniques, as we
are able to obtain classical codes (complementing the quantum codes in Section 6) with desirable
fault-tolerance properties.

We now turn to proving Theorem 7.1. To prove the distance and soundness bounds, we will
apply the results of [PS94, DLV24], as described below. To begin, we will need the following
definition.

Definition 7.3. A pair of classical codes C1,Co C Fy is said to be p-product-expanding if for
every c € Cq ®IE‘Z—|—IE‘Z®C’2, there exists a decomposition ¢ = c1+co with cq € C ®IE‘Z‘, co € FZ®C'2
such that

lc| = pn(lerl + [ez2l2),

where |c1|1 (resp. |cal2) denotes the number of nonzero columns (resp. rows) in the n x n matriz ¢y
(resp. c2).

As stated below, [PS94] showed that Reed-Solomon codes have good product-expansion, though
to the best of our knowledge [KP23] were the first to translate their result to the language of
product-expansion.

Theorem 7.4 ([PS94]). There exists an absolute constant p > 0 such that for every prime
power q, every Ei1,Ey C F, with A := |Ei| = |Es|, and every £ < A/4, the pair of codes
evp, (Fg[X]<Y), ev, (F [X]<Y) is p-product-expanding.

[DLV24] showed the following result bounding the distance and local testability (i.e. soundness)
of codes obtained from balanced products of 1-dimensional chain complexes given by Definition 3.30.
The presentation in [DLV24] is fairly general, but we only state the case that is relevant to this

paper.
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Theorem 7.5 ([DLV24]). For every p > 0, there exists a sufficiently small n = n(p) > 0 such
that the following holds. Let G be an abelian group, and let X be the 1-dimensional incidence
complex associated to some A-regular bipartite graph I' = r=r@ = (V,E,v) with A2(T") < nA
that respects a free action o of an abelian group G. Let }')((1),}')((2) be 1-dimensional complexes from

Definition 3.30 such that for everyi € {1,2}, v € V, and g € G, the local code parity-check matrices
R FZ”’XE(U) and h(i() € FZnXE(U(g)v)
v o(g)v

by o(g). (This setup is precisely the r = 2 case of Example 3.37.) Also assume that for every

are equal, under the isomorphism E(v) = E(o(g)v) given

v v e V| the pair of local codes ker(h(l) ),ker(h(Z) ) is p-product expanding. Then the classical

ey v(2)

code at level 2 of the balanced product complex C = .7:5,(1) Ra .7-")((2) has distance

E|
and is locally testable with soundness
1
p2(C) >

(A-[E]/|IGHOM

Remark 7.6. While [DLV2}] proves a significantly more general result than the statement in
Theorem 7.5, they make two minor (and fortunately, unnecessary) assumptions that we needed
to relaz to make Theorem 7.5 applicable to proving Theorem 7.1. First, [DLV24] assume that
the bipartite graph T' is the double cover of a non-bipartite graph (see the assumption in [DLV24,
Section 3] that the permutation sets A; are closed under inverse). Second, [DLV24] assume that for
each i € {1,2}, the local code parity-check matrices hg,l) are the same for each v € V. Fortunately,
the proof of [DLV24] applies equally well without these assumptions, and hence implies Theorem 7.5.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. As described in the G = IE‘Z case of Example 3.37, our complex C) for
¢ € [A] is equal to g§f) for Y = X ®¢ X and
(0 _ ¢
gxl XGgre — ‘7:921) ® ]:55‘2)
)

Yy
By definition, the classical code Zy(C\¥)) = Z2(g§f )) at level 2 of ggf) has length

with the local coefficient maps G for 3/ >y defined as in Example 3.37.

N = dim(Gy))s = [V (2)] = [X(1) x¢ X(1)| = |E* x Fy| = ¢+, (45)
where we use the fact that 1 < |E| < ¢, and that
(ExF,) xqg (ExF,) = ExExF,, (46)

with the isomorphism above given by (e,z) X (¢/,2') — (e, €', x+2’). We will use this isomorphism
throughout this proof below.
(£) (0)
By the definition of the boundary map 82g Y | the code Z2(g§f)) = ker 82g Y is the space of all

E?xF! — s . . .
¢ ' whose restriction to components within certain affine lines agree with

polynomials of degree < ¢. Formally, g € Zg(gg )) if and only if the following two constraints hold

for every © = (0,2) 4+ span{(1,Ly (v))} € V for € F, and v € V, and every & = (e, &) € E:

elements g € Fg(z) =F
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1. There exists some polynomial f(U) € F,[U]<* such that for every u € E(v),
I(ua+Ly () u)x e = Yu,cor+Ly W) utey) = f (W)

2. There exists some polynomial f/(U) € F,[U]<¢ such that for every u € E(v),
Jex 6 (watLy (w)u) = (o watLy w)utey) = (0)-

Note that the first equality in each of the two equations above simply applies the isomorphism (46).

Now by definition, for every multivariate polynomial ¢’ € F,[Xp,... . Xi41]<¢, and every affine
line L(U) = (LoU, ..., Liz1Ups1) for (Lo, ..., Lit1) € FEF2, then ¢/ (L(U)) € Fy[U]<*. Therefore
g = evpxpy (¢') satisfies the conditions 1 and 2 above, and thus lies inside Z5 (ng)). Furthermore,

if ¢’ # 0, then beacuse |E| > A >/, we have ev E2xF (¢'). Thus the classical code at level 2 of ng)
has dimension

K = dim(Zy(G))) > dim(F,[Xo, ..., X;111]<) = (“ - 12 i 2<7f + 2)>.

For some r € N and ¢ € [A], consider some g1, ...,g, € Zg(ggf)), so that conditions 1 and 2
hold for g = g; for each i € [r]. Fix any ¢ € N with (¢ — 1) < ¢/ — 1. Then because the product
of r polynomials of degree < ¢ — 1 is a polynomial of degree < r(¢ — 1) < ¢ — 1, it follows that
conditions 1 and 2 with £ replaced by ¢ must hold for g = g1 * -+ * g, SO g1 * -+ - * g, € Z2(g§f,)).
Thus (44) holds.

¢ () .
c® <2uw'x . Meanwhile,

(0)
by definition w”x < 2A; such a bound was shown for type-2 and type-3 RM-planted complexes
n (22) the proof of Theorem 6.1, and the same reasoning applies to the type-1 complexes we
consider here. Thus we obtain the desired locality bound

By the definition of a chain complex tensor product, we have that w

wC <4A < 4¢° < log(N)O”"S(l),

where the final inequality above holds because t € (¢7, ¢*/32), so by (45) we have log(N) = tq°(1) =

qgu,é(l).

Now by the definition our type-1 RM-planted complex ]:g), every local code ker(hg)) is a Reed-
Solomon code of length A and dimension < A/4. Therefore Theorem 7.4 with Theorem 7.5 implies
that there exists some absolute constant 7 > 0 such that as long as \o(I') < nA, then the classical
code at level 2 of ggf) has distance

0) E| N
D = d2(gy ) = AO(D) = log(N)OV'é(l)

and soundness

1 1 1

) > _ > >
P9 2 EIBFDOT = 00 = jog(n 00

as desired. Note that the final inequality in each of the two equations above follows by (45) and
because log(N) = ¢®»¢(1) | as described above. O
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A Toplogical View of the Coboundary-Invariant Form

In this section, we provide some topological intuition for the definition of the multilinear form ¢ in
the proof of Theorem 6.1.

Recall from (25) that ( = a o &, where « is a linear functional and £ is a multilinear function

taking values in FZ(T). We first briefly comment on the definition of «, before turning to provide
intuition for the definition of &.

The functional a views the output of £ as the evaluation of a polynomial, so that a simply
interpolates this polynomial, zeroes out all low-degree monomials, and then outputs the sum of
the evaluations on a certain set of points. Therefore in the language of quantum codes, a enforces
a sort of systematic encoding of the underlying logical (i.e. message) qudits, meaning that the
logical qudits correspond to evaluation points of polynomials. Similar techniques using systematic
encodings have been previously used in constructions of (non-LDPC) quantum codes supporting
transversal CC'Z gates [KT19, WHY24, GG24, Ngu24|. However, these prior works did not need to
zero out low-degree monomials after the polynomial interpolation step. This additional step in our
setting ultimately stems from the fact that the LDPC condition makes it more difficult to control
the structure of the polynomials whose evaluations correspond to coboundaries.

We now discuss the definition of &. Recall from (27) that for (f),..., ") ¢ (g§}’)1 X e X

(Qg))l, the value of £(f(1, ... (") at a given point y € Y (r) equals the value of a local multilinear
form £'°¢ applied to the restrictions of f&), ..., f(") to edges within the r-dimensional cube y. The
definition of £1°° is given in (26), and consists of a sum of terms corresponding to length-r paths in
the r-dimensional boolean hypercube from 0" to 1". Below, we provide a topological view of this
definition of £1°°; here we focus on intuition, and do not make any rigorous claims.

Consider a chain complex associated to an oriented, closed r-dimensional manifold. We can
often obtain a coboundary-invariant r-multilinear form ¢(f™1), ..., ¢(f() on 1-cocycles f) of this
manifold by taking the cup product fM U---U f() which is a well-known operation from algebraic
topology. Informally, the resulting multilinear form can be viewed as a sum of terms corresponding
to points in the manifold, where the term at a given point is nonzero if the Poincaré duals of
FO 0 viewed as (r — 1)-dimensional submanifolds, all intersect at that point. Indeed, this
approach is taken in [ZSP23] to obtain qLDPC codes with transversal non-Clifford gates, albeit
with low (at most logarithmic) distance.

To extend this approach to chain complexes from cubical complexes, which are more general than
manifolds, we use a similar local multilinear form £!°¢ within each r-dimensional cube y € Y (r) that
counts (signed) intersection points, and then sum up these local forms over all y € Y (r). Specifically,
fix some values 1 > s; > --- > s, > 0. For each h € [r], consider the r hyperplanes P(""1) . P
of dimension r — 1 in the r-dimensional cube [0,1]" C R" (parametrized by v = (u1,...,u,)), such
that P9 = {u € [0,1]" : u; = s;}. For a given i € [r], by definition the hyperplanes P("7) for
j # i hyperplanes cut P9 into 271 pieces, where each piece touches a unique direction-i edge in
the boolean hypercube given by the boundary of [0,1]". Thus for each direction-i edge e € Y1°°(1)
in the r-dimensional boolean hypercube, we have a piece Pe(r) of an (r — 1)-dimensional hypercube
intersecting edge e, so that UeGYIOC(l):Dir(e):i P — plri),

Now given (f,...,f") e (ylocl)’“ = (Zyloc(l))r, for every sequence of edges (e1,...,e,) €
Y'°¢(1)" such that Pe(ll)ﬂ- . -ﬂPe(:) # (), we add a term of the form ife(ll) e fe:) to gloe(fM . f),

Note that we must have {Dir(ey), ..., Dir(e,)} = [r], as for h, 1, i € [r] with h # K/, the hyperplanes
phii) P are parallel and do not intersect. To see that the resulting £°¢ will have the form (26),
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consider that if ey is not incident to the vertex 0" in the r-dimensional boolean hypercube, then
in some directon ¢ # Dir(e;) € [r], we have that the projection of Pe(l1 ) to the ith coordinate lies
inside [s1,1]. But as s; > sa > -+ > s,, for whichever h € {2,...,r} has Dir(ey) = i, then the
projection to the ith coordinate of Pe(,}f) c P") s {s,} & [s1,1], and hence Pe(ll) N Pe(,}f) = 0.
Thus °°(fM, ..., f()) only has a term of the form :l:fe(ll) e fe(:) if ey is incident to the vertex 0".
Inductively applying this reasoning to f,..., (") on the restriction to the (r — 1)-dimensional
subcube with upj.(,) = 1, we find that £1°C(f(1), ceey f(r)) only has a term of the form :l:féll) e e(:)
if e1,...,e, forms a path from 0" to 1", as indeed is the case in (26). The sign sign(mw) € {£1}
in (26) is then chosen to make the analysis go through; note that if IF, has characteristic 2, the sign
becomes meaningless and the above description provides a complete definition of £'°¢.

Our approach described above can be viewed as expressing a cubical complex as a gluing of
individual r-dimensional cubes. We then view each such cube as a manifold with boundary, and
endow it with a local multilinear form based on intersecting submanifolds within the cube. A
similar view was taken in [SPW24], who also expressed certain cubical-like complexes as a gluing
of individual cubes, in order to obtain chain complexes with a coboundary-invariant multilinear
form. However, the quantum LDPC codes obtained in [SPW24] are similar to those of [ZSP*23]
in that their distance remains low (i.e. logarithmic). In contrast, by applying these techniques to
more general cubical complexes, we are able to obtain qLDPC codes with polynomial distance and
almost linear dimension, albeit with polylogarithmic locality.
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