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Abstract

This thesis presents results in quantum error correction within the context of finite dimensional

quantum metric spaces. In classical error correction, a focal problem is the study of large codes of

metric spaces. For a class of finite metric spaces that are also metric association schemes, Delsarte

introduced a method of using linear programming to compute upper bounds on the size of codes.

Within quantum error correction, there is an analogous study of large quantum codes of quantum

metric spaces and, in the setting of quantum Hamming space, a quantum analog of Delsarte’s

method was discovered by Shor and Laflamme and independently by Rains. Later, Bumgardner

introduced an analogous method for single-spin codes, or quantum codes related to the Lie algebra

su(2). The main contribution of this thesis is a generalization of the results of Shor, Laflamme,

Rains, and Bumgardner to a class of finite dimensional quantum metric spaces analogous to metric

association schemes of the classical case. This arguably gives a quantum analog of Delsarte’s linear

programming bounds for association schemes.

In Chapter 1, we first review classical error correction through metric spaces. We then review

the mathematical framework of quantum probability, quantum operations, and quantum error cor-

rection. In Chapter 2, we review the notion of quantum metrics introduced by Kuperberg and

Weaver, which play a role in quantum error correction analogous to metrics in classical error cor-

rection. Mathematically motivating examples of quantum metrics arising from the representation

theory of Lie algebras are presented. We also present examples of new quantum codes for some of

these quantum metrics. In Chapter 3, we present our main result, which is a method of using linear

programming to compute upper bounds on the dimension of quantum codes. This method is valid

for a class of finite quantum metric spaces that satisfies the conditions of being multiplicity-free and

2-homogeneous. We also present a secondary result that strengthens the bounds when the quan-

tum metric exhibits the property of self-duality. This result is a generalization of Rains’ quantum

shadow enumerators for binary quantum Hamming space. Lastly, we derive formulas for different

families of discrete orthogonal functions needed to compute the linear programming bounds for the

quantum metrics presented in Chapter 2.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction and Background

Error correction is the study of reliable information processing within noisy systems. Math-

ematically, error correction can be formulated through metric spaces, which represent limits of

certain noise models. Codes, which are subsets of the given metric space, can be used in practice

to mitigate the effects of noise. Two important aspects of codes are the notion of size and the

minimum distance, which is the smallest distance between distinct elements of the code. The size

of the code corresponds to how much data can be encoded using the code, while the minimum

distance corresponds to error mitigation capabilities. Intuitively, the larger the minimum distance

a code has, the smaller the code must be hence a naturally arising problem is finding the largest

code for various designated minimum distances. There are two sides to this problem, finding lower

bounds on the size of codes (which usually entails explicitly constructing codes) and finding up-

per bounds on the size of codes. Knowing upper bounds is useful since it may prove a code to

be optimal (by meeting this bound), and otherwise gives hints for possible codes. For a class of

finite metric spaces exhibiting strong symmetry properties, specifically finite metric spaces that

form metric association schemes, Delsarte introduced a method of computing upper bounds using

linear programming [Del73,CS98]. In the case of the binary Hamming metric, Delsarte’s method

provably implies many known elementary upper bounds. Similar methods for certain error models

in quantum error correction are also known.

As the name suggests, quantum error correction is the study of reliable information processing

within quantum systems. The study of quantum error correction has been of interest for the

purpose of mitigating the effects of noise in quantum computers and quantum communication

systems. Analogous to the classical case, quantum metrics, as introduced by Kuperberg and Weaver

[KW12], represent certain limits of quantum noise models, and quantum codes in quantum metric

spaces can be used to mitigate noise. There is also an analogous notion of size and minimum

distance of quantum codes, which leads to the problem of finding the largest codes for various
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designated minimum distances. For qubit codes (or codes in quantum Hamming space), Shor and

Laflamme [SL97] and independently Rains [Rai99a] introduced a method of computing upper

bounds using linear programming. Later, for single-spin codes (or quantum codes of the su(2)

quantum metric), Bumgardner [Bum12] introduced an analogous method.

The main contribution of this thesis is presented in Chapter 3, which is a generalization of the

linear programming methods of Shor, Laflamme, Rains, and Bumgardner to a class of quantum

metric spaces that exhibit strong symmetry properties. Namely, these (finite dimensional) quan-

tum metric spaces satisfy the conditions of being multiplicity-free and 2-homogeneous, which is

analogous to finite classical metric spaces that form association schemes. We provide examples of

such quantum metric spaces arising from representation theory. In particular, our list of examples

includes q-ary quantum Hamming space, the su(2) quantum metrics, and quantum metrics aris-

ing from the symmetric power representations of su(q) for q ≥ 3, the exterior representations of

su(n) for n ≥ 3, quantum metrics related to the Clifford algebra, the spinorial representation of

so(2n + 1), and the semispinorial representations of so(2n). For these types of quantum metric

spaces, we prove that a method of computing upper bounds using linear programming exists and

give explicit methods of computing the upper bounds for our list of examples of quantum metric

spaces. We refer to the upper bounds as the quantum linear programming bounds. This formu-

lation of the quantum linear programming bounds for finite dimensional quantum metric spaces

is arguably a quantum analog of Delsarte’s linear programming bounds. A secondary result we

contribute is a generalization of Rains’ shadow enumerators [Rai99c] to certain multiplicity-free,

2-homogeneous quantum metric spaces that we call self-dual. The shadow enumerators sharpen the

quantum linear programming bounds for binary quantum Hamming space and, generalizing this,

our result sharpens the quantum linear programming bounds for self-dual quantum metric spaces.

We give a few tables of numerically computed upper bounds on quantum codes and derive formu-

las for upper bounds on the size of quantum codes of minimum distance 2 for each of our listed

quantum metric spaces. Lastly, the formulations of the quantum linear programming bounds are

dependent on certain invariants of the quantum metric spaces that we call the Wt(j) coefficients.

We give explicit formulas on how to compute these invariants for our list of examples.
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This thesis is roughly divided into two parts consisting of the first two chapters and the third

chapter of the main results. In this first chapter, we give a review of relevant background topics.

We first review definitions and concepts from classical error correction in metric spaces. For more

in-depth mathematical references, we recommend [CS98, Chapter 3] and [Lin98]. Secondly, we

review quantum probability, which serves as a mathematical foundation for quantum information.

Lastly, we review the mathematical foundation of quantum error correction and motivate quantum

metrics as a way to approach quantum error correction. In Chapter 2, we formulate quantum error

correction in quantum metric spaces, analogous to how classical error correction can be formulated

through metric spaces. The first two sections on the fundamental aspects of quantum metrics

and quantum codes are a combined review of material from [KW12] and [KLV00]. In Section

2.3, examples of quantum metrics are presented, some of which have been studied previously in

the context of quantum error correction. Each of the examples presented is finite-dimensional,

multiplicity-free, and 2-homogeneous and will be relevant in Chapter 3 for the quantum linear

programming bounds. In the last two sections, we present two new families of quantum codes for

the su(2) quantum metrics and the Clifford quantum metrics. Finally, as stated earlier, our main

contributions are presented in Chapter 3.

1.1. Classical Error Correction

A fundamental part of classical error correction is the study of error correcting codes. One

setting for error correcting codes is in metric spaces, where we interpret points of the space as

messages to be transmitted over a communications line or data to be stored. The distance between

messages represents the likelihood that noise may transform the messages into each other. More

specifically, a smaller distance represents a higher chance of two messages being confused with one

another, while messages with a larger distance have a smaller chance of being confused. A strategy

to mitigate the effects of noise is to restrict usage of messages to some chosen subset of the metric

space, which gives a way to introduce error detection and correction processes. In this context, a

subset of the metric space is called a code and elements of the code are called codewords.

The motivating example from classical error correction is binary Hamming space [CS98, Chap-

ter 3] [Lin98] where the metric space is the set of length n binary vectors, Fn
2 , for some fixed n ≥ 1
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with the Hamming metric d defined as

d(x, y) = |{i | xi 6= yi}|.

Binary Hamming space arises directly from a noise model called the binary symmetric channel. In

this noise model, a real number 0 < p < 1/2 is fixed and each separate component of a transmitted

or stored binary vector has a chance of flipping with probability p. For x, y ∈ Fn
2 , a calculation

yields that this noise turns x into y or y into x with probability

(1.1) pd(x,y)(1− p)n−d(x,y)

which directly illustrates that a smaller distance between messages relates to a higher likelihood

of the messages being confused with each other. If p is sufficiently small, then the most likely

transitions from any given x would be to those y’s where d(x, y) is small. This motivates the

strategy of using codes that have large distances between codewords.

A binary code C of length n is simply a subset of C ⊆ Fn
2 . The minimum distance of C is

defined as

d(C) = min
x,y∈C
x 6=y

d(x, y)

i.e. the smallest distance between any two distinct codewords of C. The minimum distance generally

conveys how well a code may detect and correct errors. For example, suppose we have transmitted

a codeword and noise has flipped t of the components of the codeword where 1 ≤ t ≤ n. A general

error detection process is to check if the resulting binary vector is a codeword and if it is not then

we may deduce that an error has occurred. If t < d(C) then the resulting vector is not a codeword,

so the error will be detected. A general error correction process is to replace the resulting binary

vector with the nearest codeword with respect to the Hamming metric. If t < ⌊d(C)−1
2 ⌋, then the

original codeword is the unique nearest codeword and hence this process will correct the errors. The

reasoning behind this process can be illustrated geometrically in that the balls of radius ⌊d(C)−1
2 ⌋

centered at each codeword are disjoint and hence form a ball-packing. Thus, geometrically binary

error correcting codes are exactly ball-packings of binary Hamming space. Again through equation

(1.1), the larger the minimum distance of a code is, the more reliable these error detection and
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correction processes will be on average. Of course, optimizing the minimum distance of a code will

necessarily decrease the size of the code and hence decrease the number of possible initial messages.

One of the focal problems involving binary codes is thus to find the largest codes for each minimum

distance and length.

More generally, for some given concrete metric space, a focal problem of error correction is

finding the largest codes for each minimum distance. As binary codes are designed for a certain

error model, studying different metric spaces corresponds to studying error correction methods

for different error models. Below are a few examples of metric spaces that are relevant in error

correction, and some also happen to be relevant to classic packing problems in geometry.

Example 1.1.1 (q-ary Hamming Space). Let n ≥ 1, q ≥ 2, and Q a set of q elements. q-ary

Hamming space is the metric space M = Qn with the q-ary Hamming metric d(x, y) = |{k | xk 6=
yk}|.

Example 1.1.2 (Johnson Space). Let 1 ≤ w ≤ n. M ⊆ Fn
2 is the set of vectors with w ones

and d is the binary Hamming metric restricted to M . Codes of M are called constant weight codes.

Example 1.1.3 (Lee Metric). Let n ≥ 1, q ≥ 2, and M = (Z/qZ)n. Let d be the metric on M

given by

d(x, y) =

n
∑

k=1

min(|xk − yk|, q − |xk − yk|).

Note that each component can be viewed as the metric space with q points evenly arranged on a

circle, and the total distance is given by the sum of the distances of each component. Intuitively,

this metric can be described as the “combination lock” metric.

Example 1.1.4 (n-Sphere). Let M = Sn ⊆ Rn+1 be the unit n-sphere and d the arclength

distance (or equivalently the angular distance between unit vectors). Codes ofM are called spherical

codes. Spherical codes of nontrivial minimum distance correspond to a packing of spherical caps

on M . In particular, given a spherical code C of minimum distance t where t = π/3 or t = 60◦, we

may arrange unit n-spheres tangent to M at the points of C. Such an arrangement of spheres is

called a sphere kissing arrangement, and the problem of finding the largest minimum distance set
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is called the kissing number problem. Note that although M is an infinite set, spherical codes with

positive minimum distance must be finite.

Example 1.1.5 (Sphere Packings in Rn). Let M = Rn and d be the Euclidean distance. A

code of minimum distance 2t is equivalent to a packing of (n − 1)-dimensional spheres of radius t

in M . In this case, codes with positive minimum distance can be countably infinite sets, and hence

the notion of a code being “larger” than another must be refined. The packing density, which is

roughly the ratio of the volume of space covered by the spheres in the packing, is used instead.

The problem of finding the densest sphere packings is a classic problem in geometry, which also is

related to error correction for analog signals [CS98].

1.2. Quantum Probability

In this section, we review quantum probability. Classical information systems are mathemati-

cally formulated in terms of classical probability, while quantum systems are formulated in terms of

Hilbert spaces and operators. Quantum probability is a formulation that includes classical, quan-

tum, and mixed classical-quantum systems. As such, quantum probability is said to be a quantum

generalization of classical probability. Our motivation for introducing these notions is partially due

to how quantum metrics are also a quantum generalization of classical metrics on sets.

In quantum probability, to each probabilistic system, we assign an operator algebra called a

von Neumann algebra. When this operator algebra is commutative, the system can be realized

as a classical probabilistic system. When this operator algebra is the least commutative, meaning

that the center is trivial, the system can be realized as a quantum system. There is also the hybrid

or semiquantum regime, where the operator algebra is neither commutative nor has trivial center.

For a reference on quantum systems in the context of quantum information, see [NC11]. For a

reference on quantum probability, see [Kup, Chapter 1].

1.2.1. Quantum Probability Systems. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and B(H) the

algebra of bounded operators on H. A ∗-subalgebra of B(H) is a complex subalgebra closed under

the adjoint operation. A von Neumann algebra is a ∗-subalgebra M ⊆ B(H) that contains the

identity operator and is closed under the weak operator topology. Although the definition of a von

Neumann algebra is partially topological, there is a completely algebraic characterization. Given a
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subset S ⊆ B(H), the commutant of S is defined as the set

S′ = {X ∈ B(H) | XY = Y X for all Y ∈ S}

i.e. all operators in B(H) that commute with S. The von Neumann double commutant theorem

implies that any ∗-subalgebra M containing the identity is a von Neumann algebra if and only if

M = M′′. A von Neumann algebra can also be characterized as an abstract C∗-algebra that has

a predual space [Sak56]. This gives a definition of von Neumann algebras (or more specifically, a

W ∗-algebra) without having to realize M as an algebra of operators.

The elements of M represent measurable quantities of a given system and are called observ-

ables, measurables, or even random variables. Observables have a classification reflecting

the type of quantity being measured. x ∈ M is real or self-adjoint if x = x∗ which represents

real-valued measurements. The subset of self-adjoint elements forms a real vector subspace of M.

Observables are often defined to be the self-adjoint elements and not general elements of the von

Neumann algebra. x ∈ M is positive if x = yy∗ for some y ∈ M which represents nonnegative

real-valued measurements. p ∈ M is a projection or event if p = p∗ and p2 = p. These elements

represent boolean-valued (0 or 1) measurements.

The other important elements related to M are states. As the name suggests, states represent

information about the system in various situations. For example, if our von Neumann algebra repre-

sents a classical system storing some message, then for each message there should be a corresponding

state. If the message is somehow randomized with respect to some probability distribution, then

there should also be a corresponding state that represents this scenario. Mathematically, states are

elements of the predual of M that satisfy certain properties. Every von Neumann algebra M has

a predual, meaning that M is the dual space of some Banach space. Elements of the predual can

also be naturally identified as elements of the dual space. If ρ is in the predual then for any x ∈ M
we may identify ρ as a linear functional on M by ρ(x)

def
= x(ρ). If ρ is an element of the dual space,

then we say ρ is positive if ρ(x) ≥ 0 for positive x ∈ M. ρ is normalized if ρ(IH) = 1. A state is

an element of the predual of M that is positive and normalized.

The predual of the von Neumann algebra M = B(H) is isometrically isomorphic to the space of

trace-class operators, i.e. ρ ∈ B(H) such that tr(|ρ|) is finite. By properties of trace-class operators,
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each ρ is identified as an element of the predual by ρ(x) = tr(ρx). If ρ is positive, then ρ is a positive

operator. If ρ is furthermore normalized, then tr(ρ) = 1. If H is finite dimensional, then ρ is just a

positive semi-definite matrix of trace 1 and may be referred to as density matrix. For a general

von Neumann algebra M ⊆ B(H), the predual can be realized as the space of trace-class operators

quotient by the trace-class operators ρ such that tr(ρx) = 0 for all x ∈ M.

The set of all states is, geometrically, a convex set called the state space. A state is called

pure if it is not a nontrivial convex combination of two states (i.e. pure states are extreme points).

Otherwise, states are called mixed. In error correction for classical systems, pure states correspond

to transmittable messages, while mixed states correspond to randomized messages (possibly due

to noise). In quantum systems, pure states additionally exhibit quantum randomness, while mixed

states exhibit both classical and quantum randomness.

The case whereM is finite dimensional gives a limited but concrete view of quantum probability

being a generalization of classical probability. If M is a finite dimensional ∗-subalgebra of B(H),

then M is automatically closed under the weak operator topology and hence is a von Neumann

algebra. The Artin-Wedderburn theorem furthermore implies that M is isomorphic to
⊕r

k=1Mnk
,

where each Mnk
is the algebra of complex nk × nk matrices. The center of this algebra is the span

of Ink
∈ Mnk

for 1 ≤ k ≤ r hence M is commutative when each nk = 1 and the center is smallest

when r = 1 (i.e. M is a full matrix algebra). From this, we may identify examples of cases when

M is classical and when M is quantum.

Example 1.2.1 (Classical Bit). Let H = C2 and M = D2(C) be the diagonal matrices. M is

the von Neumann algebra for a classical bit. M has two nontrivial projections P0 and P1 given by

P0 =





1 0

0 0



 , P1 =





0 0

0 1





and we may interpret these as the events that the bit is 0 and the bit is 1 respectively. Since

M is finite dimensional, the dual space of M is isomorphic to the predual. There exists linear

functions we call [0] and [1] such that [0](P0) = 1, [0](P1) = 0, [1](P0) = 0, and [1](P1) = 1. [0]

and [1] form a basis of the dual space and are also pure states which represent when the system

is 0 with probability 1 and 1 with probability 1 respectively. As elements of D2(C), they are the
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same matrices as P0 and P1. A general state is therefore of the form ρ = p[0] + (1− p)[1] for some

0 ≤ p ≤ 1, and represents when the bit is 0 with probability p and 1 with probability 1 − p. In

other words, a classical state is exactly a probability distribution.

Example 1.2.2 (Qubit). Let H = C2 and M =M2, the algebra of 2× 2 complex matrices. M
is the von Neumann algebra for a two-state quantum system or qubit. The nontrivial projections

are rank one projections, i.e. matrices of the form |ψ〉〈ψ| for some normalized |ψ〉 ∈ C2. The three

Pauli matrices

(1.2) σx =





0 1

1 0



 , σy =





0 −i
i 0



 , σz =





1 0

0 −1





along with I2 form a real basis of the space of Hermitian matrices, hence any state is of the form

ρ =
I2 + aσx + bσy + cσz

2

where a, b, c ∈ R. It turns out that ρ is a state if and only if a2 + b2 + c2 ≤ 1, so the state space

is geometrically a 3-dimensional ball called the Bloch ball. The pure states by definition form the

boundary sphere called the Bloch sphere. By the spectral theorem, every positive semi-definite

matrix of trace 1 is of the form p|ψ1〉〈ψ1|+ (1− p)|ψ2〉〈ψ2| where 0 ≤ p ≤ 1 and |ψ1〉, |ψ2〉 ∈ C2 are

orthonormal. We may see then that the pure states correspond to matrices of the form |ψ〉〈ψ| for
some normalized |ψ〉 ∈ C2. As random variables (or projections) we may interpret |ψ〉〈ψ| as the

event that the state is |ψ〉〈ψ|.

More generally, we may say quantum systems correspond to von Neumann algebras with center

equal to the span of IH. Such von Neumann algebras are called factors. All finite dimensional

factors are of the form B(H) where H is of course also finite dimensional. Concretely, we may have

H = Cd and M = Md gives a d state quantum system called a qudit. Although the geometry of

the whole state space is more complex, the pure states are still characterized by matrices of the

form |ψ〉〈ψ| for some normalized |ψ〉 ∈ Cd. There are factors other than just B(H) if H is infinite

dimensional. However, this is beyond the scope of this thesis.

Lastly, we mention that given two von Neumann algebras, M and N , the weak operator

topology completion of the algebraic tensor product M⊗N is also a von Neumann algebra. The
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tensor product represents viewing two systems as one joint system. As one can consider a collection

of bits in classical information theory, a joint system of n qubits can also be considered. For n

qubits, we have H = (C2)⊗n ∼= C2n and M =M⊗n
2

∼=M2n(C).

1.2.2. Quantum Operations. Metric spaces in classical error correction are motivated in

part by probabilistic noise models given by stochastic maps. In Section 1.1, we saw that the binary

symmetric channel provides a motivation for the study of the Hamming metric and the minimum

distance of binary error correcting codes. In quantum systems, evolution is formally described

by quantum operations and thus quantum metrics in quantum error correction are motivated in

part by noise models given by quantum operations. As such, in this section, we review quantum

operations and various related mathematical results.

As quantum probability generalizes classical probability, quantum operations generalize sto-

chastic maps. There are two different but essentially equivalent ways of viewing how quantum

operations give change to systems. In the first way, we may view quantum operations as linear

maps on the predual of linear functionals that transform states. In the second way, we may view

quantum operations as linear maps on the von Neumann algebra that transform measurables. The

relation between these two is that every valid linear map in the latter case is the transpose of a

valid linear map in the former case. In our review, we will take the first view of quantum operations

transforming states. We also restrict to the setting where H is finite dimensional and M = B(H)

(i.e. the case of finite dimensional, completely quantum systems).

Consider H a finite dimensional Hilbert space and the von Neumann algebra M = B(H) =

L(H), so a state of the system is any positive operator with trace equal to 1. We define a quantum

operation (also called a quantum channel or quantum map) as a completely positive, trace-

preserving superoperator. In general, a superoperator is a linear map Φ : L(H) → L(H) on

operators. A superoperator Φ : L(H) → L(H) is positive if Φ(X) is positive when X is positive.

Φ is completely positive if the superoperator

Φ⊗ IdMn(C) : L(H)⊗Mn(C) → L(H)⊗Mn(C)

is positive for all n ≥ 1. We refer to completely positive superoperators as just completely positive

maps. Φ is trace-preserving if tr(Φ(X)) = tr(X) for all X ∈ L(H). For Φ to describe the
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evolution of a quantum system, positivity is necessary since we would like a state to map to

another state, but it is not sufficient. If the system appears as a part of a larger composite

system, the smaller system may transform under the effects of Φ. This also gives a superoperator

transforming the whole system, but this superoperator is not positive in general. Thus, we must

assume that Φ is completely positive to give a valid transformation of the whole system. The trace-

preserving property ensures that the normalization of states is preserved. From another viewpoint,

one may start with a map on just the state space and assume reasonable properties such as complete

positivity and convex linearity [NC11, Sec. 8.2.4]. It turns out that any such map is given by a

trace-preserving, completely positive map restricted to the state space.

We now turn our attention to a few fundamental mathematical results of such quantum opera-

tions. The following theorem of Choi and Kraus gives a concrete description of completely positive

maps on L(H).

Theorem 1.2.1 (Choi-Kraus Theorem [Cho75] [NC11]). Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a super-

operator. Φ is completely positive if and only if there exist operators Ek ∈ L(H) such that

Φ(X) =

m
∑

k=1

EkXE
∗
k

for all X ∈ L(H).

The expression Φ(X) =
∑m

k=1EkXE
∗
k is called a Kraus representation of Φ, and the Ek’s

are called Kraus operators. A given completely positive map does not have a unique Kraus

representation, however, there is a relationship between the Kraus operators of any two Kraus

representations stated in the following lemma.

Theorem 1.2.2 (Unitary Freedom [NC11]). Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) and Ψ : L(H) →
L(H) be completely positive maps with Kraus representations Φ(X) =

∑m
k=1EkXE

∗
k and Ψ(X) =

∑n
l=1 FlXF

∗
l . For k > m and l > n, let Ek = 0 and Fl = 0. Φ = Ψ if and only if there exists a

max(m,n)×max(m,n) unitary matrix Ukl such that

Ek =

max(m,n)
∑

l=1

UklFl
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for each 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

The Kraus representation of a completely positive map also gives a necessary and sufficient

condition for a completely positive map to be trace-preserving.

Proposition 1.2.1. Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a completely positive map with Kraus represen-

tation Φ(X) =
∑m

k=1EkXE
∗
k. Φ is trace-preserving if and only if

∑m
k=1E

∗
kEk = IH.

In Chapter 3, we will discuss specific completely positive maps that turn out to be self-adjoint.

We note that if H is finite dimensional, then L(H) is a Hilbert space with respect to the Hilbert-

Schmidt inner product, i.e. for E,F ∈ L(H) we have

〈E,F 〉HS
def
= tr(E∗F ).

With this, we may introduce the adjoint of superoperators on L(H) with respect to the Hilbert-

Schmidt inner product. To obtain the adjoint of a completely positive map, we simply take the

adjoints of the Kraus operators.

Proposition 1.2.2. Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a completely positive map with Kraus representa-

tion Φ(X) =
∑m

k=1EkXE
∗
k . The adjoint Φ∗ of Φ with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product

on L(H) is a completely positive map with Kraus representation

Φ∗(X) =

m
∑

k=1

E∗
kXEk.

Proof. Using the properties of the adjoint and trace, for any X,Y ∈ L(H), we have

tr(Φ(X)∗Y ) =

m
∑

k=1

tr((EkXE
∗
k)

∗Y )

=

m
∑

k=1

tr(EkX
∗E∗

kY )

=
m
∑

k=1

tr(X∗E∗
kY Ek)

= tr(X∗Φ∗(Y )),

hence Φ∗ defined above is the adjoint of Φ. Φ∗ is completely positive by Theorem 1.2.1. �
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Lastly, viewing superoperators as linear maps on the Hilbert space L(H), we may also introduce

the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on the space of superoperators i.e.

〈Φ,Ψ〉HS
def
= tr(Φ∗Ψ).

1.3. Quantum Error Correction

In this section, we review the formulation of quantum error correction starting from quantum

operations. The original theory was formulated by Knill and Laflamme [KL97] however our re-

view mostly follows [NC11, Chapter 10.3]. The starting point slightly differs from classical error

correction, where the correction of errors was only loosely defined. In quantum error correction,

noise is formally defined as some quantum operation and correction of errors is defined as some

other quantum operation that reverses the noise quantum operation to some degree. Our first goal

is to make these two notions precise.

Quantum operations representing noise are called error operations, and the Kraus operators

of error operations are called error operators. Similar to classical error correction, a strategy

for dealing with errors is to use only states corresponding to some Hilbert subspace C ⊆ H. C is

called a quantum code (or just code). A more formal definition will be stated in Section 2.2. If

C ⊆ H is a code, then we may identify L(C) ⊆ L(H) and view the states in L(C) as code states

or codewords. Instead of directly defining quantum error correction processes that correct error

operations, we more generally define quantum error correction processes that correct completely

positive maps. This gives a more general and useful notion of quantum error correction. Given a

completely positive map Φ : L(H) → L(H) and quantum code C, we say that a quantum operation

R : L(H) → L(H) is a recovery operation for Φ if R◦Φ(X) ∝ X for all X ∈ L(C). If Φ turns out

to be an error operation then R reverses the effects of Φ with probability 1, meaning R◦Φ(ρ) = ρ

for all states ρ ∈ L(C). If E is an error operation where E = Φ + Ψ for some other completely

positive map Ψ, then R only reduces effects of E and there may be a non-zero probability of error

from the effects of Ψ. This mirrors classical binary error correction, where the error correction

process will not reverse the effects of noise with probability 1 if there’s a chance that noise flips a

sufficiently large number of bits.

13



Having defined codes and recovery, we note that the definition is not practical to work with

when finding codes. The following theorem gives a more concrete necessary and sufficient condition

for the existence of a recovery operation for a given Φ and code C.

Theorem 1.3.1 (Error Correction Conditions [KL97,NC11]). Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a

completely positive map with Kraus representation Φ(X) =
∑r

k=1EkXE
∗
k. Given a quantum code

C ⊆ H with orthogonal projection P , there exists a recovery operation R : L(H) → L(H) for C
correcting Φ if and only if for all 1 ≤ k, l ≤ r there exists εkl ∈ C such that

(1.3) PE∗
kElP = εklP.

The equations 1.3 are called the error correction conditions and are independent of the Kraus

representation of Φ. In fact, since the equations 1.3 are sesquilinear in Ek and El, it follows

that a code C satisfying the error correction conditions also satisfies the error correction for any

completely positive map Ψ(X) =
∑n

l=1 FlXF
∗
l where each Fl ∈ span{E1, . . . , Em}. Furthermore,

by the following theorem, it turns out that R is also a recovery operation for any other such

completely positive map.

Theorem 1.3.2 (Discretization of Errors [KL97,NC11]). Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a com-

pletely positive map with Kraus representation Φ(X) =
∑r

k=1EkXE
∗
k and C ⊆ H a quantum code.

If R : L(H) → L(H) is a recovery operation for C correcting Φ, then R is a recovery operation for

C correcting any completely positive map with Kraus terms in span{E1, . . . , Er}.

Intuition about the proof of Theorem 1.3.1 will be given in the next chapter. Our main emphasis

of these theorems is that the correction of noise can be reframed in terms of subspaces of error

operators rather than error operations. For example, one may fix some subspace E ⊆ L(H) and

look for codes that satisfy the error correction conditions for some basis of E . Analogous to the

binary symmetric channel, there is an error operation for systems of qubits that motivates a certain

type of subspace and a notion of the “distance” of an error operator. In one way, the distance of an

error operator can be seen as a way to represent the likelihood of the error operator affecting the

state. In another way, the distance of an error operator represents the degree to which it affects

the state.

14



One particular error model for a qubit is given by a quantum operation called the depolarization

channel. The qubit depolarization channel is defined as Φ(ρ) = (1 − p)ρ + p
2I2 where ρ ∈ M2 is a

state and 0 < p < 1 is a fixed constant. In other words, the depolarization channel replaces any

qubit state with 1
2I2 with probability p and leaves the state unchanged with probability 1−p. Since

1
2I2 is the midpoint of any two pairs of orthogonal pure states, this quantum operation represents

a probable loss of complete information of the qubit. Φ corresponds to a completely positive map

on M2 (which we also call Φ) with Kraus representation

Φ(X) = (1− 3p/4)I2XI
∗
2 +

p

4
(σxXσ

∗
x + σyXσ

∗
y + σzXσ

∗
z)

where the operators σx, σy, and σz are the Pauli matrices

(1.4) σx =





0 1

1 0



 , σy =





0 −i
i 0



 , σz =





1 0

0 −1



 .

If we have a system of n qubits then the map Φ⊗n : M⊗n
2 → M⊗n

2 is a quantum operation that

applies the depolarization channel on each qubit. Φ⊗n independently changes the state of each

qubit to 1
2I2 with probability p and has no effect with probability 1−p. If Bk is the set of operators

of the form U1 ⊗ U2 ⊗ · · ·Un where each Ui ∈ {I2, σx, σy, σz} and exactly k of the Ui are not the

identity, then we may write a Kraus representation for Φ⊗n,

Φ⊗n(X) =
n
∑

k=0

(p

4

)k
(

1− 3p

4

)n−k
∑

E∈Bk

EXE∗.

Each E ∈ Bk can essentially be described as an error operator that affects k of the qubits, and

intuitively it would be natural for error operators that affect a larger number of qubits to be less

likely to occur. This can be seen directly by noting that if X is a state then each EXE∗ is a

state and, for p sufficiently small,
(p
4

)k
(

1− 3p
4

)n−k
decreases as k increases. Additionally, if p is

sufficiently small, then the probabilistic support of the state Φ⊗n(X) is mostly on the terms where

k is small. From this, we see that it is strategic to have codes and recovery operations correcting all

error operators affecting up to some number of qubits. More precisely, we introduce a parameter

d′ ≥ 1 for codes such that the code satisfies the error correction conditions for all error operators

in Bk for 0 ≤ k ≤ d′. The larger d′ is, the more reliable the recovery operation will be.
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The parameter k introduced in the previous paragraph has a relation to the likelihood of the

occurrence of an error operator of Φ⊗n. This is exactly analogous to how the Hamming metric has

a relation to the likelihood of a transition between messages by the effect of the binary symmetric

channel. It thus makes intuitive sense to define the “distance” of the error operators in Bk to be

k. In even greater generality, the distance of an arbitrary operator E ∈ M⊗n
2 can be defined and,

in this context, we call E an error. It is not the case that every error E is in some Bk, or even in

span(Bk), thus, we instead define Et = span(B0, . . . ,B⌊t⌋) for each t ≥ 0. Intuitively, Et is the space

of errors of distance at most t, and since ∪n
k=0Bk forms a basis of M⊗n

2 , E ∈M⊗n
2 belongs to an Et

for some t ≥ 0. For each E, the minimum of such t’s is called the distance of E. When expanding

E as a linear combination of simple tensors, the distance corresponds to exactly the largest number

of qubits a simple tensor in the expansion may affect.

The family of subspaces Et plays a role in quantum error correction that is analogous to the

Hamming metric’s role in classical error correction. Et fulfills the definition of a quantum metric

given by Kuperberg and Weaver [KW12] and thus is called the binary quantum Hamming metric

(see 2.3.1 for a formal definition). At first, these subspaces may simply appear to be a method

of tabulating the parameter t for errors. However, these subspaces have a certain structure that

resembles classical metrics. In the next chapter, we discuss this when we review the notion of a

quantum metric and the formulation of quantum error correction in terms of quantum metrics.
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CHAPTER 2

Quantum Metrics and Quantum Codes

In this chapter, we review the definition of a quantum metric given by Kuperberg and Weaver.

Just as quantum probability puts classical and quantum systems under one formulation, quantum

metrics on von Neumann algebras encompass classical metrics and give a notion of distance for

quantum systems similar to the quantum Hamming metric.

2.1. Quantum Metrics

To reiterate, the idea of a quantum metric is to assign a notion of distance to error operators

E ∈ B(H), which is done through a filtration of subspaces Et ⊆ B(H) parameterized by t ≥ 0.

Intuitively, Et contains the error operators of distance at most t. The filtration Et satisfies certain
properties, and to state them we introduce some notation for sets of operators. For E ∈ B(H),

we define CE = span{E}. For a subset E ⊆ B(H), we define E∗ = {E∗ : E ∈ E}. For subsets

E ,F ⊆ B(H), we define EF = span{EF : E ∈ E , F ∈ F}.

Definition 2.1.1 ( [KW12]). Let M ⊆ B(H) be a von Neumann algebra. A quantum metric

on M is a family of weak∗ closed subspaces Et ⊆ B(H) parametrized by t ∈ [0,∞) such that

(1) E0 = M′

(2) E∗
t = Et for all t ≥ 0

(3) EsEt ⊆ Es+t for all s, t ≥ 0

(4) Et = ∩s>tEs for all t ≥ 0

We call the pair (M, Et) a quantum metric space. In the finite dimensional completely

quantum case, we may refer to the Hilbert space H instead of M = B(H) and say that (H, Et) is a
quantum metric space. In this case, note that also M′ = CIH and hence E0 = CIH. By convention,

we let E∞ = B(H) and given E ∈ B(H) the smallest t ≥ 0 such that E ∈ Et is the distance of E.

The smallest 0 < r ≤ ∞ such that Er = B(H) is the diameter of the quantum metric space.
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Regarding property (1) of the definition, the operators in the commutant M′ of a von Neumann

algebra have no observable effect on measurements and hence are errors of distance zero. Property

(2) is analogous to the symmetry condition of metrics and states that an error should have the

same distance as its adjoint. Property (3) is the triangle inequality for the distance of errors; a

distance t error followed by a distance s error should have distance at most s + t. Property (4)

ensures that the Et’s form a filtration and the parameter t is upper semicontinuous. Although

property (1) seems to be the only property that restricts the valid choices of Et for M, we mention

that properties (1) and (3) together imply that M′EtM′ ⊆ Et for all t ≥ 0, meaning Et is a M′-

bimodule. In other words, these properties together essentially distinguish the cases of quantum

metrics from the fully classical to the fully quantum. One last remark is that the definition of a

quantum metric “respects” isomorphisms of von Neumann algebras. Even if two von Neumann

algebras are ∗-isomorphic, the ambient operator algebra B(H) can differ and so the commutants

are not necessarily ∗-isomorphic. Despite this, there is still a bijection that identifies each quantum

metric of one von Neumann algebra with a quantum metric on the other.

Now, we give two examples of quantum metrics that have essentially been introduced in one

form or another.

Example 2.1.1 (Classical Binary Hamming Space). Let H = (C2)⊗n and let M ⊆ L(H) be

the algebra of diagonal matrices M = span{|x〉〈x| : x ∈ Fn
2}, which is the von Neumann algebra

for a system of n classical bits. We let

Et = span{|x〉〈y| : x, y ∈ Fn
2 and d(x, y) ≤ t}

for t ≥ 0. Et is a quantum metric formulation of the binary Hamming metric.

More generally, there is a correspondence between classical quantum metrics on abelian von

Neumann algebras and metric spaces (see [KW12]). The other example is the binary quantum

Hamming metric, which is an example of the completely quantum case.
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Example 2.1.2 (Binary Quantum Hamming Space). Let H = (C2)⊗n and M = B(H) = L(H)

so this system represents a register of n qubits. We let

Et = span{A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗An | Ak ∈M2(C) and at most t of the Ak’s are not proportional to I2}

for t ≥ 0 and Et is called the binary quantum Hamming metric. See Section 2.3.1 for a more general

formulation.

Note that for both the classical Hamming metric and quantum Hamming metric, all errors are

essentially “generated” by E1, meaning Et = E⌊t⌋ for t 6= 1. Such quantum metrics are called graph

metrics, which are generalizations of classical metrics given by a path metric on finite graphs.

Graph metrics are generally constructed by first specifying a subspace E ⊆ L(H) such that M′ ⊆ E
and E∗ = E . Then we define Et = M′ for 0 ≤ t < 1 and Et = E⌊t⌋weak∗

for t ≥ 1, which turns out to

be a quantum metric on H. We may intuitively describe E as the space of lowest degree nontrivial

errors. A graph metric is connected if Er = L(H) for some 0 ≤ r <∞, meaning that E generates

L(H) as an algebra. The examples of quantum metrics we introduce in Section 2.3 are all graph

metrics that naturally arise from representation theory.

2.2. Quantum Codes

In this section, we give definitions related to quantum codes of quantum metrics. Many of

the notions of quantum error correction can be realized as analogies of classical error correction.

For our purposes, we restrict to the case of completely quantum graph metrics, where H is finite

dimensional. In other words, M = B(H) and Et is a graph metric (thus, Et varies only on integer

values of t). Since H is finite dimensional, we will refer to L(H) as the whole space of errors instead

of B(H). We also note that any subspace of L(H) will be automatically weak∗ closed. Lastly,

the commutant of L(H) is spanned by IH, hence the errors of distance zero are the scalars. We

remark that our restricted case is equivalent to the interaction algebra formulation of quantum

error correction in [KLV00]. For a more general setting, see [Bum12] where error correction was

formulated for the case of when M is finite dimensional and Et is a general quantum metric.

We first start with a fundamental definition. A quantum code is a subspace C ⊆ H or

equivalently the orthogonal projection P ∈ L(H) onto C. For the rest of this paper, unless stated
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otherwise, P and C will refer to the same quantum code. From the definition alone, we do not

assume any sort of error correction capabilities of C. The first capability of a code we introduce is

the concept of quantum error detection.

Definition 2.2.1. Let C be a quantum code with orthogonal projection P . C detects the error

E ∈ L(H) if there exists ε(E) ∈ C such that PEP = ε(E)P .

Reading from right to left, we may interpret the expression PEP as the scenario where we are

given an initial state in C, an error E occurs, then we check if an error occurred by projecting

the given state back onto C. After projecting back into C, we either want 0 (meaning E maps C
into C⊥ so we know an error occurred) or a nonzero state proportional to the original state. These

two cases are summarized by PEP = ε(E)P where ε(E) = 0 in the first case and ε(E) 6= 0 in

the second. This is analogous to the classical case where detectable errors take code words to the

complement of the code or have no effect on the code (although in the latter case the “error” has

no effect and thus technically is not detectable). One can realize the above process formally as a

quantum operation through the measurement operation

D(ρ) = PρP + (IH − P )ρ(IH − P )

and some error operation Φ with Kraus operators that are detectable by C. One may also note

that all codes of dimension one trivially detect all errors. There are a few equivalent formulations

of detectable errors and depending on the context one may be more convenient to work with than

another.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let C be a quantum code and E ∈ L(H). The following are equivalent:

(1) C detects E.

(2) For some orthonormal basis {|ψi〉}dim(C)
i=1 of C, there exists ε(E) ∈ C such that

〈ψi|E|ψj〉 = ε(E)δij

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ dim(C).
(3) There exists ε(E) ∈ C such that 〈ψ|E|ψ〉 = ε(E) for all unit vectors |ψ〉 ∈ C.
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Proof. We first prove that (1) and (2) are equivalent. If {|ψi〉}dim(C)
i=1 is an orthonormal basis

of C, then P =
∑dim(C)

i=1 |ψi〉〈ψi|. From this, we have

PEP =





dim(C)
∑

i=1

|ψi〉〈ψi|



E





dim(C)
∑

j=1

|ψj〉〈ψj |





=

dim(C)
∑

i=1

dim(C)
∑

j=1

〈ψi|E|ψj〉|ψi〉〈ψj |.(2.1)

Since the operators |ψi〉〈ψj | are linearly independent, it follows from the expression on line (2.1)

that PEP = ε(E)P if and only if 〈ψi|E|ψj〉 = ε(E)δij for all i, j.

Lastly, we prove that (2) and (3) are equivalent. Assume (2) is true. If {|ψi〉}dim(C)
i=1 is an

orthonormal basis of C then any unit vector |ψ〉 ∈ C can be written as |ψ〉 =∑dim(C)
i=1 ai|ψi〉 where

∑dim(C)
i=1 |ai|2 = 1 so

〈ψ|E|ψ〉 =
dim(C)
∑

i=1

dim(C)
∑

j=1

aiaj〈ψi|E|ψj〉 =
dim(C)
∑

i=1

|ai|2ε(E) = ε(E).

Now, conversely, assume that (3) holds. Since each |ψi〉 is a unit vector, we have 〈ψi|E|ψi〉 = ε(E).

Next, for any unit vector |ψ〉 ∈ C we have 〈ψ|E|ψ〉 = ε(E) and taking the adjoint of this equation

yields 〈ψ|E∗|ψ〉 = ε(E). Let ER = 1
2(E + E∗) and for 1 ≤ k, l ≤ dim(C) and k 6= l, let

|φkl〉 =
1√
2
(|ψk〉+ |ψl〉).

We compute 〈φkl|ER|φkl〉. On one hand, expanding |φkl〉 and then ER yields

〈φkl|ER|φkl〉 =
1

2
(〈ψk|+ 〈ψl|)ER(|ψk〉+ |ψl〉) =

1

2
ε(E) + 〈ψk|E|ψl〉+

1

2
ε(E).

On the other hand, expanding only ER yields

〈φkl|ER|φkl〉 =
1

2
(〈φkl|E|φkl〉+ 〈φkl|E∗|φkl〉) =

1

2
(ε(E) + ε(E))

and taking the difference of this equation and the previous equation gives 〈ψk|E|ψl〉 = 0. �
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Now, we relate quantum codes directly to quantum graph metrics. Analogous to the distance of

a classical code, we define the distance of a quantum code. The minimum distance is the smallest

distance in which an error will nontrivially map the code into itself.

Definition 2.2.2. Let C be a quantum code. The minimum distance or distance of C is the

largest d such that C detects all errors in Ed−1.

From the left-hand side of the equation PEP = ε(E)P , it follows that the function E 7→ ε(E) is

a linear functional ε : Ed−1 → C. This linear functional encodes geometric information of quantum

codes in terms of the inner product on H, which we discuss later.

Definition 2.2.3. Let C be a quantum code of distance d ≥ 1. The linear functional ε : Ed−1 →
C where PEP = ε(E)P for E ∈ Ed−1 is called the slope of C.

There is a connection between the distance of a quantum code and its error correction capabil-

ities, which is another analogy to classical error correction.

Theorem 2.2.1 ( [KLV00]). If C has distance d ≥ 1a then C corrects all errors in E⌊ d−1
2

⌋.

Proof. This theorem is a corollary of the error correction conditions, Theorem 1.3.1. The

symmetry property and the triangle inequality imply that E⌊ d−1
2

⌋E∗
⌊ d−1

2
⌋ ⊆ Ed−1. Now,

PE⌊ d−1
2

⌋E∗
⌊ d−1

2
⌋P ⊆ PEd−1P = CP

which implies that C satisfies the error correction conditions. �

Next, we will introduce some more general quantum error correction concepts related to the

slope s that gives intuition about the error correction conditions.

Let d′ = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋ and define a sesquilinear form on Ed′ by 〈E,F 〉ε = ε(E∗F ). We note that this

is well-defined since if E,F ∈ Ed′ then ε(E∗F ) ∈ C and, in fact, 〈·, ·〉ε is a Hermitian form on Ed′ .
This Hermitian form gives geometric information of how errors in Ed′ act on C. First and foremost,

if E,F ∈ Ed′ are orthogonal with respect to 〈·, ·〉ε, then

〈ψ|E∗F |ψ〉 = ε(E∗F ) = 0
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for all |ψ〉 ∈ C. This implies that the images of C under E and F are orthogonal. Furthermore,

we may unitarily diagonalize 〈·, ·〉ε, which means that there exists a basis X = {E1, . . . , Em} of

Ed′ such that 〈Ek, El〉ε = 0 for all k 6= l and 〈Ek, Ek〉ε ∈ {0, 1} for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. The span of the

Ek’s where 〈Ek, Ek〉ε = 0 is called the kernel of 〈·, ·〉ε. Each error Ek not in the kernel takes C to

a distinct mutually orthogonal subspace of H, and this characterization of correctable errors can

be seen as the quantum version of the fact that correctable errors in classical error correction each

affect the code in a unique way. For such errors Ek of this set,

(EkP )
∗EkP = PE∗

kEkP = P,

so Ek is a unitary operator when restricted to C. The recovery operation is to thus perform a

projection-valued measurement given by the projections onto the images of the EkP ’s and then

apply the restricted inverse of EkP for each measurement outcome. We mention that, conversely,

if a recovery operation exists for a set of error operators then one can prove that the quantum

code satisfies the error correction conditions (see Theorem 10.1 in [NC11]). The correspondence

between correctable errors and orthogonal subspaces of H gives the following upper bound on the

dimension of the code.

Theorem 2.2.2 (Quantum Volume Bound [KW12]). Let C ⊆ H be a quantum code of distance

d and K ⊆ Vd′ the kernel of 〈·, ·〉ε. Then

dim(C)(dim(Ed′)− dim(K)) ≤ dim(H).

Unlike the classical case, there is the aspect that the kernel of 〈·, ·〉ε is involved in this upper

bound. Recall that a Hermitian (or bilinear) form on a finite dimensional vector space with trivial

kernel is equivalent to the form being nondegenerate. If the Hermitian form 〈·, ·〉ε of a code is

nondegenerate, then we also call the code nondegenerate and degenerate otherwise. If C is

nondegenerate, then dim(K) = 0 so, in this case, the bound involves only the dimension of C. We

call this the nondegenerate quantum volume bound. A nondegenerate quantum code that meets

the (nondegenerate) quantum volume bound exactly is called perfect. On the other hand, since a

larger kernel relaxes this bound there is a question of whether there are certain parameters for codes
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where the largest degenerate codes are strictly larger than the largest nondegenerate codes. For

each quantum metric space, there is also a related question of whether every quantum code, non-

degenerate or not, must obey the nondegenerate quantum volume bound. For quantum Hamming

space, the quantum volume bound is called the quantum Hamming bound as an analogy of the

classical Hamming bound. It is conjectured that all quantum codes must obey the nondegenerate

quantum Hamming bound.

Definition 2.2.4. A quantum code C of distance d is nondegenerate if the Hermitian form

〈E,F 〉ε = ε(E∗F ) for E,F ∈ Ed′ is nondegenerate. Otherwise, C is degenerate.

The following proposition formalizes our discussion between nondegeneracy and the correspon-

dence between subspaces and correctable errors.

Proposition 2.2.2. Let C be a quantum code C of distance d. The following are equivalent:

(1) C is nondegenerate.

(2) The kernel of 〈·, ·〉ε is trivial.

(3) For any E ∈ Ed′ , if EP = 0 then E = 0.

Proof. (1) and (2) are equivalent from properties of Hermitian forms on finite dimensional

complex vector spaces. Next, we assume (1) and prove (3). If EP = 0 then

〈E,E〉εP = ε(E∗E)P = PE∗EP = 0

and the nondegeneracy of 〈·, ·〉ε implies E = 0. Lastly, we assume (3) and prove (1) by contrapo-

sition. In particular, assume that there exists E ∈ Ed′ where E 6= 0 but EP = 0. Now, for all

F ∈ Ed′ , we have

〈E,F 〉εP = ε(E∗F )P = PE∗FP = (EP )∗FP = 0,

hence 〈·, ·〉ε is degenerate. �

In the quantum error correction literature, a quantum code is roughly defined to be degenerate

if two linearly independent errors act identically on the quantum code. Restating property (3) in

terms of degeneracy, we may connect Definition 2.2.4 to this definition of degenerate codes.
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Proposition 2.2.3. Let C be a quantum code of distance d. C is degenerate if and only if there

exists E,F ∈ Ed′ such that E and F are linearly independent and EP = FP .

Proof. We assume that condition (3) of Proposition 2.2.2 does not hold, so there exists A ∈ Ed′

where AP = 0 but A 6= 0. For the sake of convenience, we assume that C corrects at least two

linearly independent errors, so let B ∈ Ed′ where A and B are linearly independent. Now, take

E = A+B and F = −A+B, which are linearly independent, and we have

EP = (A+B)P = (−A+B)P = FP.

For the converse, given such E and F , we have E − F 6= 0 and (E − F )P = 0 so condition (3) of

Proposition 2.2.2 does not hold. �

Concluding our discussion, we lastly define pure codes, which have a stronger condition than

nondegenerate.

Definition 2.2.5. A quantum code C of distance d is pure if ε(E) = 0 for all E ∈ Ed−1 such

that tr(E) = 0.

Equivalently, the slope of a pure code is a scalar multiple of the trace functional and, since

PIHP = P , we necessarily have ε(E) = 1
dim(H) tr(E). An immediate geometric interpretation of

pure codes is that all detectable errors of distance at most d − 1 and trace 0 map the code to a

subspace orthogonal to the code. Moreover, for pure codes the sesquilinear form ε induced by ε is

a scalar multiple of the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product and hence is nondegenerate. It follows that

pure codes are nondegenerate and, moreover, operators of distance at most d−1 that are orthogonal

with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product send the code to orthogonal subspaces.

Proposition 2.2.4. If C is a pure quantum code then C is nondegenerate.

Our last remark about pure codes regards viewing P itself as an element of the quantum metric

Et. We may deduce that P 6∈ Ed−1 and, furthermore, must be orthogonal to E ∈ Ed−1 such that

tr(E) = 0.

Proposition 2.2.5. If C is a pure quantum code of distance d then P is orthogonal to all

E ∈ Ed−1 such that tr(E) = 0.
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Proof. By definition, for E ∈ Ed−1 with tr(E) = 0, we have PEP = ε(E)P = 0. Taking the

trace of this equation yields tr(EP ) = tr(PEP ) = 0. �

2.3. Quantum Metrics from Representations of Algebras

In this section, we introduce examples of quantum graph metrics such that the space of generat-

ing errors arises from the action of an algebra on a Hilbert space H. In most cases, the algebra will

be a Lie algebra and, in one case, we will consider the complex Clifford algebra. For the examples,

we aim to describe how the errors of distance one act on each H and thereby give a relatively con-

crete description of the quantum metrics. We also give some background review on the derivations

of the actions. We will assume familiarity with the representation theory of semisimple Lie groups

and Lie algebras. For a reference on these topics, see [Hal10] or [FH13].

Consider a semisimple compact real Lie algebra g and let H be a representation of g through a

Lie algebra map φ : g → L(H). Furthermore, assume that H is a unitary representation, meaning

that φ(X) is skew self-adjoint for all X ∈ g. We make a side note that if g is the Lie algebra of

a connected Lie group G, then H is a unitary representation of g if and only if H is a unitary

representation of G [Hal10, Proposition 4.8]. Now, let E = spanC(IH, φ(g)). E trivially satisfies

IH ∈ E and also satisfies E = E∗ since H is a unitary representation. Now, from E , we may construct

a quantum graph metric on H and thus we have the following definition.

Definition 2.3.1. Let g be a semisimple compact real Lie algebra and H a finite dimensional

unitary representation of g that is given by a Lie algebra map φ : g → L(H). The quantum graph

metric on H generated by g is the quantum metric Et = E⌊t⌋ where E = spanC{IH, φ(g)}.

We note that if gC is the complexification of g, then we may also define the quantum graph

metric generated by gC in the same way. The resulting quantum metric will equal the quantum

graph metric generated by g since φ(gC) is the complex linear span of φ(g). This fact allows us to use

the weight decomposition of representations to more clearly describe each quantum metric space.

These quantum metrics are motivated by the fact that they often have nice symmetry properties,

which we discuss in Chapter 3, and are physically motivated as noise models given by environmental

interaction [KLV00]. In the case that H is irreducible, Burnside’s Theorem [CR62, p. 182] implies

that the action of g generates L(H), hence (H, Et) is a connected quantum metric space. We note
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that the quantum metric defined in Definition 2.3.1 depends on H and φ, but it turns out that

isomorphic irreducible representations of g induce, in some sense, equivalent quantum metric spaces.

We discuss this notion of equivalence.

Definition 2.3.2. Let (H, Et) and (H′, E ′
t) be quantum metric spaces. An isometry U : H → H′

is a quantum metric isometry (or quantum isometry) if Et ⊆ U∗E ′
tU for all t ≥ 0. If U is

moreover unitary then U is a quantum metric space isomorphism, and we say that (H, E) is

isometrically isomorphic to (H′, E ′
t).

If the Hilbert spaces are the same, say H, then a quantum isometry is necessarily a quantum

metric space isomorphism. The set of quantum isometries of a quantum metric space forms a

group which we denote Isom(H, Et), or Isom(H) if the quantum metric is unambiguous. Like the

case for classical metric spaces, the group of quantum isometries encodes how much symmetry

the quantum metric space exhibits. This will be a central topic in Chapter 3. Quantum metric

space isomorphisms also define a notion of equivalence of quantum codes. This is motivated by the

following proposition.

Proposition 2.3.1. Let (H, Et) and (H′, E ′
t) be quantum metric spaces. If U : H → H′ is a

quantum metric space isomorphism then, for any quantum code C ⊆ H of distance d, UC ⊆ H′ is

a quantum code of distance d.

Proof. Let P be the orthogonal projection onto C, so UPU∗ is the orthogonal projection onto

UC. Since U is unitary, for any F ∈ E ′
d−1, there exists E ∈ Ed such that F = UEU∗. Now,

UPU∗FUPU∗ = UPU∗UEU∗UPU∗ = UPEPU∗ = ε(E)UPU∗,

hence F is detectable. �

Now, we have the following definition of equivalent quantum codes.

Definition 2.3.3. Let (H, Et) and (H′, E ′
t) be quantum metric spaces. A quantum code C ⊆ H

is equivalent to a quantum code C′ ⊆ H′ if there exists a quantum metric space isomorphism

U : H → H′ such that UC = C′.
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Lastly, we return to our brief discussion on the quantum metric relation between isomorphic

representations of g. If H and H′ are two (not necessarily unitarily) isomorphic irreducible unitary

representations, then we may obtain a unitary isomorphism by “unitarization.” More precisely,

given an isomorphism T : H → H′, one may show that there exists a scalar multiple of T that is

unitary by showing that T ∗T is a positive scalar multiple of IH. It is then clear that two isomorphic

unitary actions of a Lie algebra generate isometrically isomorphic quantum metric spaces. This

fact is useful if there is a particular choice of representation that is simpler to work with when

constructing quantum codes. We will see that this is the case for then quantum metrics related to

the spinorial representation of so(2n+ 1) and semispinorial representations of so(2n).

2.3.1. q-ary Quantum Hamming Space. We have already introduced binary quantum

Hamming space and more generally we introduce q-ary quantum Hamming space which appears as

an example of Definition 2.3.1. For each q ≥ 2 and n ≥ 1, let H = (Cq)⊗n and

Et = span{A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗An | Ak ∈Mq(C) and at most t of the Ak’s are not proportional to Iq}.

Et is called the q-ary quantum Hamming metric. (H, Et) is connected and has diameter n. Although

easily motivated as an error model for systems of qudits, the quantum Hamming metric also arises

as a quantum graph metric generated by the action of the Lie algebra g = su(q)n on H. g acts on

H through a Lie algebra homomorphism φ : g → L(H) where

φ(A1, A2, . . . , An)|ψ〉 def
=

n
∑

k=1

I⊗k−1
q ⊗Ak ⊗ I⊗n−k

q |ψ〉

for (A1, A2, . . . , An) ∈ su(q)n and |ψ〉 ∈ H. In the sum on the right-hand side, we view Ak as a q×q
matrix acting on the kth tensor component. Note that φ(A1, A2, . . . , An) is a linear combination of

errors affecting at most one tensor component, hence φ(A1, A2, . . . , An) ∈ E1. Conversely, for each
Ak ∈ su(q),

φ(0, 0, . . . , Ak, . . . , 0) = I⊗k−1
q ⊗Ak ⊗ I⊗n−k

q

so E1 = spanC(IH, φ(g)) and thus the quantum Hamming metric is the quantum graph metric

generated by g.
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|−6〉 |−4〉 |−2〉 |0〉 |2〉 |4〉 |6〉
E

H|k〉=k|k〉
F

Figure 2.1. The su(2) quantum metric space for n = 6.

2.3.2. su(2) Quantum Metrics. Let g = su(2). For each n ≥ 1, let H be the complex

irreducible representation of g of dimension n + 1 and Et the quantum metric generated by the

action of g on H. We call the family of quantum metrics Et parametrized by n the su(2) quantum

metrics. For each dimension n + 1, there is one representation up to isomorphism and these

exhaust all irreducible representations of g. The complexification of su(2) is sl(2), which has a

basis consisting of the matrices

E =





0 1

0 0



 , F =





0 0

1 0



 ,H =





1 0

0 −1



 .

H has a basis consisting of orthonormal vectors |k〉 where k is an integer congruent to n modulo 2

and −n ≤ k ≤ n. The actions of E, F , and H on this orthonormal basis of H are

(2.2)

E|k〉 =











√

(n−k)(n+k+2)
4 |k + 2〉 if k < n

0 if k = n

F |k〉 =











√

(n−k+2)(n+k)
4 |k − 2〉 if k > −n

0 if k = −n

H|k〉 = k|k〉

and so concretely Et is equal to the quantum graph metric generated by E = span{IH, E, F,H}.
The quantum metric space can be represented visually using the weight diagram of H as shown in

Figure 2.1. (H, Et) is connected and has diameter n.

The action of the operators E, F , and H are derived by realizing H as the space of complex

homogeneous polynomial in variables x and y of degree n [FH13]. H has a basis consisting of

monomials pk(x, y) = x
n+k
2 y

n−k
2 for −n ≤ k ≤ n and k is an integer congruent to n modulo 2. In

particular, we call such a k admissible and define pk = 0 if k is not admissible. The actions of E,
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F , and H on this basis of H are given by

E(pk)
def
= x

∂

∂y
pk =

n− k

2
pk+2

F (pk)
def
= y

∂

∂x
pk =

n+ k

2
pk−2

H(pk)
def
= kpk

and note that here we omit the usage of the notation of φ : sl(2) → L(H). Next, let 〈·, ·〉 be an

inner product on H where the action of g is unitary. Since iH ∈ g, the action of iH must be skew

self-adjoint, meaning

〈iH(pk), pl〉 = −〈pk, iH(pl)〉

for all admissible k and l. Now, from definition of the action of H, this equation becomes

k〈pk, pl〉 = l〈pk, pl〉.

Thus, if k 6= l then 〈pk, pl〉 = 0, so the basis of monomials is an orthogonal set. We would like to

compute the norms of each pk. Note that H is a unitary representation with respect to the inner

product of any positive scalar multiple of 〈·, ·〉, hence we may assume that 〈p−n(x, y), p−n(x, y)〉 = 1.

We will prove that 〈pk, pk〉 =
( n
(n+k)/2

)−1
inductively by using the actions of E and F . Note that

E − F, i(E + F ) ∈ g and, as operators on H, (E − F ) and i(E + F ) are skew self-adjoint (i.e.

(E − F )∗ = −(E − F ) and (i(E + F ))∗ = −i(E + F )) if and only if E∗ = F . From the definition

of the action of E and F and the fact that E∗ = F , we have

n− k

2
〈pk+2, pk+2〉 = 〈Epk, pk+2〉 = 〈pk, Fpk+2〉 =

n+ k + 2

2
〈pk, pk〉,

hence

〈pk+2, pk+2〉 =
n+ k + 2

n− k
〈pk, pk〉.

Using the induction hypothesis 〈pk, pk〉 =
( n
(n+k)/2

)−1
, the last expression in the previous equation

becomes

n+ k + 2

n− k
〈pk, pk〉 =

n+ k + 2

n− k

(

n
n+k
2

)−1

=
n+k
2 + 1
n−k
2

(

n−k
2

)

!
(

n+k
2

)

!

n!
=

(

n
n+k+2

2

)−1

.
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Since
( n
(n+(−n))/2

)−1
=
(n
0

)−1
= 1, this completes the induction. We now orthonormalize the

monomial basis by defining |k〉 =
( n
(n+k)/2

)

pk and the actions of E, F , and H on this orthonormal

basis of H is given by equation (2.2).

2.3.3. su(q) Symmetric Power Quantum Metrics. Related to the previous example, the

irreducible representations of su(2) can also be realized as the symmetric powers of the defining

representation of su(2). More generally, for q ≥ 2, we may define a quantum metric on the

symmetric power representation of the defining representation of su(q), so we let g = su(q) for

q ≥ 2. For n ≥ 1, let H be the nth symmetric power of the defining representation of g and let

Et be the quantum graph metric generated by g. We call Et the su(q) symmetric power quantum

metrics. The complexification of su(q) is sl(q), which has a basis consisting of the matrix units

Eij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ q where i 6= j and diagonal matrices Hi = Eii − E(i+1)(i+1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ q − 1.

Similar to the case of su(2), we may realize H has the space of complex homogeneous polynomials

in q variables of degree n. H has an orthonormal basis consisting of vectors |x〉 labeled by x ∈ Z
q
≥0

where
∑q

k=1 xk = n and this vector represents a normalized monomial. The number of valid x

labels can be counted by the number of ways to place n balls into q bins, hence the dimension of

this Hilbert space is
(n+q−1

q−1

)

. Eij acts on this basis of H by

Eij |x1, . . . , xq〉 =











√

(xi + 1)xj |y1, . . . , yq〉 if xj ≥ 1

0 otherwise

where yi = xi + 1, yj = xj − 1, and yk = xk for k 6∈ {i, j}. Hi acts on the basis of H by

Hi|x1, . . . , xq〉 = (xi − xi+1)|x1, . . . , xq〉.

Et is equal to the quantum graph metric generated by

E = {IH} ∪ {Eij : i 6= j} ∪ {Hi : 1 ≤ i ≤ q − 1}.

(H, Et) is connected and has diameter n.

Our choice of naming the parameter q is analogous to q being used for q-ary classical or quantum

Hamming space. n is then analogous to the length parameter. The next example can be seen as a
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loose quantum analog of Johnson space or error correction with constant weight binary codes. As

such, we make the choice of naming the parameter n for su(n) as an analogy for length and w as

a parameter analogous to the weight of a binary vector.

2.3.4. su(n) Exterior Power Quantum Metrics. Let g = su(n) for n ≥ 2. For 1 ≤ w ≤
n − 1, let H be the wth exterior power of the defining representation of su(n) and let Et be the

quantum graph metric generated by g. We call Et the su(n) exterior power quantum metrics. If V is

the defining representation of su(n) with orthonormal basis {|1〉, . . . , |n〉} then, for x ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}w

where 1 ≤ x1 < x2 < · · · < xw ≤ n, the vectors

|x〉 = 1

w!

∑

σ∈Sw

|σ(x1)〉 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |σ(xw)〉

form an orthonormal basis of H. The inner product on H is taken as the tensor power of the inner

product on V , hence the |x〉’s are indeed orthonormal. Note that |x〉 = sgn(σ)|xσ(1) · · · xσ(w)〉 for

σ ∈ Sw and |x〉 = 0 if there exists k 6= l where xk = xl.

We again consider the complexification of su(n) which is sl(n). For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and i 6= j, the

action of Eij ∈ sl(n) is given by Eij |x〉 = |y〉 where yk = i if xk = j and yl = xl otherwise. In

other words, Eij replaces the component of x where xk = j with i. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, the action

of Hi ∈ sl(n) is given by

Hi|x〉 = (δx(i)− δx(i+ 1))|x〉

where δx(i) = 1 if xk = i for some k and otherwise δx(i) = 0. Et is equal to the quantum graph

metric generated by

E = {IH} ∪ {Eij : i 6= j} ∪ {Hi : 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}.

(H, Et) is connected and has diameter min(w,n − w).

2.3.5. Clifford Quantum Metrics. The quantum graph metrics we have introduced in the

previous section are constructed from representations of Lie algebras. More generally, we may

consider the case whereH is a representation of an algebraA through an algebra map φ : A → L(H).

Instead of defining a graph metric from the entire action of A, we choose a set of generators S ⊆ A
and define a graph metric from E = spanC(IH, φ(S)). Note that graph metrics generated by a Lie

algebra g also may be realized in this way by taking A as the universal enveloping algebra U(g)
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of g and S as the copy of g contained in U(g). The algebras we consider in this section are the

complex Clifford algebras. The family of Clifford algebras is typically motivated by its relation

to the spinorial representation of the Lie algebra so(2n + 1) and semispinorial representations of

the Lie algebra so(2n), both of which we will introduce quantum graph metrics for in the next

two sections. We will first review background material of Clifford algebras and then introduce the

quantum metrics arising from Clifford algebras. We will also use the background material to define

and then give simpler descriptions of the quantum metrics related to the spinorial and semispinorial

representations. For a reference on these topics, see [FH13].

The construction of the complex Clifford algebra starts with a complex vector space V of

dimension m ≥ 2 and Q : V × V → C a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form. Fixing a basis

e1, . . . , em of V , we may assume that Q(u, v) = uTMv where u, v ∈ Cm are coordinate vectors and

M ∈ Mm(C) is a symmetric matrix of rank m. By applying the Gram-Schmidt process to a basis

of V , we may assume that M = Im without loss of generality so Q(ek, el) = δkl for elements of

the basis e1, . . . , em. The Clifford algebra Cl(m) is defined as the complex unital algebra (the unit

denoted by 1Cl) generated by V such that for all u, v ∈ V the equation

(2.3) uv + vu = 2Q(u, v)1Cl

is satisfied. Equation (2.3) in particular implies that e2k = 1 and ekel = −elek if k 6= l. Cl(m) can

formally be realized as the quotient T (V )/I(Q), where T (V ) is the tensor algebra of V and I(Q)

is the ideal generated by elements of the form u⊗ v + v ⊗ u− 2Q(u, v). From this view, we get a

concrete expression for elements of Cl(m) in that 1Cl and the elements of the form ek1 · · · ekl where
1 ≤ l ≤ m and 1 ≤ k1 < k2 < · · · < kl ≤ m constitute a vector space basis of Cl(m).

The definition of the Lie algebra so(m) also begins with the complex vector space V of dimension

m and a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form Q : V × V → C. As before in the previous

paragraph, we may assume Q(u, v) = uT v for coordinate vectors u, v ∈ Cm with respect to the

basis e1, . . . , em of V . We define so(m) to be the set of all linear operators on V that are skew-

symmetric with respect to Q, meaning

so(m) = {A ∈ L(V ) : Q(Au, v) = −Q(u,Av) for all u, v ∈ V }
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and, we may write concretely as a set of matrices

(2.4) so(m) = {A ∈Mm(C) : A = −AT }.

so(m) is a Lie algebra by defining the Lie bracket operation on so(m) by [A,B] = AB − BA for

A,B ∈ so(m). If Ekl is the m×m matrix unit with a 1 in the (k, l) entry and 0’s elsewhere, then

the matrices of the form Ekl − Elk where 1 ≤ k < l ≤ m form a basis of so(m). The compact real

form of so(m) can be realized as the real linear span of these matrices.

The connection between Cl(m) and so(m) is that Cl(m) contains so(m) as a Lie subalgebra.

Since Cl(m) is an associative algebra, we may define a Lie bracket operation by the formula [a, b] :=

ab− ba for a, b ∈ Cl(m). The linear map from so(m) to Cl(m) where

(2.5) Ekl − Elk 7→ ekel − elek
4

=
1

2
ekel

for 1 ≤ k < l ≤ m is a Lie algebra isomorphism.

The idea behind this map is that L(V ) is isomorphic to V ⊗ V as a vector space and so(m) ⊆
L(V ) can be identified as the rank 2 alternating tensors ∧2(V ) ⊆ V ⊗ V . Since the elements of

Cl(m) themselves satisfy a relation similar to that of the alternating tensors, the degree 2 elements

of Cl(m) in particular can be viewed as rank 2 alternating tensors. Now, we show that the map

in (2.5) is a map of Lie algebras. The Lie bracket relations of the basis elements Eij − Eji and

Ekl − Elk of so(m) are

[Eij − Eji, Ekl − Elk] = δkjEil − δilEkj − δkiEjl + δjlEki

− δjlEik + δikElj + δilEjk − δjkEli

= δjk(Eil − Eli)− δil(Ekj − Ejk)

+ δik(Elj − Ejl) + δjl(Eki − Eik)

From this, we would like to show that

[eiej , ekel] = 2δjkeiel − 2δilekej + 2δikelej + 2δjlekei
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By repeatedly using the equation

eiej = 2Q(ei, ej)− ejei = δij2− ejei,

we indeed have

[eiej , ekel] = eiejekel − ekeleiej = ei(δjk2− ekej)el − ekeleiej = 2δjkeiel − eiekejel − ekeleiej

= 2δjkeiel − eiek(δjl2− elej)− ekeleiej = 2δjkeiel − 2δjleiek + eiekelej − ekeleiej

= 2δjkeiel−2δjleiek+(δik2−ekei)elej−ekeleiej = 2δjkeiel−2δjleiek+2δikelej−ekeielej−ekeleiej

= 2δjkeiel−2δjleiek+2δikelej−ek(δil2−elei)ej−ekeleiej = 2δjkeiel−2δilekej+2δikelej+2δjlekei.

This concludes our discussion on the relation between Cl(m) and so(m) as algebras.

A complex representation of Cl(m) is a pair (H, φ) where complex vector space H and an

algebra homomorphism φ : Cl(m) → L(H) (i.e. an action of Cl(m) on H). Viewing V ⊆ Cl(m),

every such homomorphism must satisfy

(2.6) φ(u)φ(v) + φ(v)φ(u) = 2Q(u, v)IH

for all u, v ∈ V and conversely every linear map φ : V → L(H) satisfying this condition uniquely

extends to an algebra homomorphism of Cl(m). The irreducible representations of Cl(m) can

be defined through an action on the complex vector space H(n) = (C2)⊗n where n = ⌊m/2⌋ (so

m = 2n + 1 if m is odd and m = 2n if m is even). In fact, H(n) is a Hilbert space with the usual

inner product where the usual “computational basis,” i.e. the set of vectors |x〉 for x ∈ {0, 1}n,
is orthonormal. For review, we recall that if |0〉, |1〉 ∈ C2 form an orthonormal basis then for

x ∈ {0, 1}n where x = x1x2 · · · xn we identify

|x〉 = |x1〉 ⊗ |x2〉 ⊗ · · · |xn〉.

Now, we may define the action of Cl(m) on H(n) through the Weyl-Brauer matrices

Uk = σ⊗k−1
z ⊗ σx ⊗ I⊗n−k

2

Un+k = σ⊗k−1
z ⊗ σy ⊗ I⊗n−k

2
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for 1 ≤ k ≤ n and U2n+1 = σ⊗n
z . Here σx, σy, σz are the Pauli matrices as defined in (1.2). An

action of Cl(m) on H(n) can be given by an algebra homomorphism φ : Cl(m) → L(H(n)) defined

on the generators e1, . . . , em by φ(ek) = Uk for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Intuitively, we may describe Uk for

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n as σx or σy acting on the kth tensor component along with a parity check of the first

k− 1 tensor components. We also note that U2n+1 is still a valid operator on H(n) even if m = 2n.

If m is even, then (H(n), φ) is the only nontrivial irreducible representation of Cl(m). If m is odd,

Cl(m) has one other nontrivial irreducible representation which can also be defined by an action on

H(n). The action is given by ψ : Cl(m) → L(H(n)) where ψ(ek) = −Uk for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. For reasons

we explain later, we will work with the action given by φ. Next, prove some useful properties of

the operators Uk and also prove that (2.6) holds.

Proposition 2.3.2. For 1 ≤ k, l ≤ 2n+ 1, the following holds:

(i) Uk is Hermitian

(ii) Uk is unitary

(iii) U2
k = IH(n)

(iv) tr(Uk) = 0

(v) UkUl = −UlUk if k 6= l

Proof. Since the Pauli matrices are Hermitian, unitary, involutory, and have trace zero, the

tensor product of Pauli matrices also satisfy these properties and thus properties (i) to (iv) hold from

the fact that each Uk is the tensor product of Pauli matrices. To prove property (v) we recall the

commutation property of multi-qubit Paulis in that two multi-qubit Paulis A and B anticommute

if the number of tensor components of A and B where both are non-trivial and differ is odd.

Otherwise, the two multi-Paulis commute. For example, Uk and Un+l both have nontrivial factors

in the first to min(k, l)-th components and differ only in the min(k, l)-th component, hence they

anticommute. We see that the anticommuting condition is satisfied for all Uk and Ul if k 6= l. �

Note that the anticommuting property is equivalent to

φ(ek)φ(el) + φ(el)φ(ek) = 2δkl = 2Q(ek, el)
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for 1 ≤ k < l ≤ m and extending bilinearly implies that (2.6) holds. It follows that H(n) is indeed a

representation of Cl(m). Now, we may define quantum metrics on H(n) using the action of Cl(m).

We define the Clifford quantum metric, ECl(m)
t , as the quantum graph metric on H(n) generated by

span{IH(n) , φ(e1), φ(e2), . . . , φ(em)} = span{IH(n) , U1, U2, . . . , Um}. We note that if φ is replaced by

ψ, this results in the same quantum metric, thus working with ψ is redundant. Using properties

(3) and (5) from Proposition 2.3.2, the errors of distance at most t can be expressed as

ECl(m)
t = span{Uk1Uk2 · · ·Ukj : 1 ≤ k1 < k2 < · · · < kj ≤ m, 0 ≤ j ≤ ⌊t⌋}

where the empty product (i.e. t = 0) is defined as IH(n) . We note that when m = 2n is even, the

operator U2n+1 is not used and hence there are two distinct families of quantum metric spaces where

in one case m is even and in the other m is odd. Thus, for n ≥ 1, we refer to ECl(2n+1)
t as the odd

Clifford quantum metric and ECl(2n)
t as the even Clifford quantum metric. These quantum metric

spaces are connected but have different diameters. (H, ECl(2n+1)
t ) has diameter n while ECl(2n)

t has

diameter 2n. Quantum codes of the Cl(m) quantum metric will be called Cl(m) codes, or just even

or odd Clifford codes (depending on m). Next, we introduce some useful notation for operators on

L(H(n)).

Definition 2.3.4. Let l = 2n or l = 2n+1 and for x ∈ Fl
2 let τ(x) = wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2 where wt(x)

is the number of nonzero components of x. For x ∈ F2n
2 , we define the operator Γx ∈ L(H(n)) by

Γx = iτ(x)
n
∏

k=1

Uxk

k U
xn+k

n+k

and, in this case, we call Γx an even Clifford operator. For x ∈ F2n+1
2 , we define Γx ∈ L(H(n))

by

Γx = iτ(x)

(

n
∏

k=1

Uxk

k U
xn+k

n+k

)

U
x2n+1

2n+1

and, in this case, we call Γx an odd Clifford operator. Note, in both of these equations, i is the

imaginary unit.

The families of operators Γx can be described as a Clifford analog of multi-qubit Pauli operators

and, as such, satisfy similar properties. Since the Uk themselves are multi-qubit Pauli operators and
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each Γx is the product of Uk’s, every pair of Clifford operators either commute or anticommute. If

the two Clifford operators are both even or both odd, the commutation is determined by a bilinear

form q on Fl
2 defined by

q(x, y) =
∑

i 6=j

xiyj.

Specifically, we have that

ΓxΓy = (−1)q(x,y)ΓyΓx

for x, y ∈ Fl
2. Since q takes values in F2, we may rewrite q as

q(x, y) =
∑

i,j

xiyj +
∑

i

xiyi =

(

∑

i

xi

)





∑

j

yj



+
∑

i

xiyi

hence

q(x, y) = wt(x)wt(y) + x · y

by taking values modulo 2. The Clifford operators also satisfy other properties listed in the following

proposition.

Proposition 2.3.3. The Clifford operators satisfy the following properties.

(i) Γx is unitary for all x ∈ Fl
2.

(ii) Γx is Hermitian for all x ∈ Fl
2.

(iii) tr(Γ0) = 2n and tr(Γx) = 0 for x 6= 0.

(iv) If 12n ∈ F2n
2 is the all 1’s vector then Γ12n = U2n+1.

(v) ΓxΓy = (−1)q(x,y)ΓyΓx for x, y ∈ Fl
2.

(vi) ΓxΓy is proportional to Γx+y for x, y ∈ Fl
2.

Proof. (i) Γx is the product of unitary operators and thus is unitary. (ii) Since each Uk is

Hermitian, the adjoint operation on Γx reverses the order of the Uk’s appearing in Γx. Using the

anticommutativity properties of the Uk’s we may reorder the Uk’s in Γ∗
x so that the indices have

increasing order. This requires
∑wt(x)−1

k=1 k = wt(x)(wt(x)−1)
2 transpositions, hence introduces a factor

(−1)
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2 . The adjoint operation also introduces another factor of (−1)
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2 from the

complex conjugation of i
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2 hence Γ∗
x = Γx. (iii) Γ0 = IH(n) hence tr(Γ0) = 2n. If x 6= 0

then Γx is a scalar multiple of a multi-qubit Pauli operator which has 0 trace. (iv) Since σxσy = iσz,
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it follows that

UkUn+k = iI⊗k−1
2 ⊗ σz ⊗ I⊗n−k

2

hence

Γ12n = i
2n(2n−1)

2 inσ⊗n
z = σ⊗n

z = U2n+1.

(v) Follows from the previous discussion on the bilinear form q. (vi) Follows from the fact that the

Uk’s commute or anticommute and U2
k = IH(n) . �

Our next discussion involves the property of the Clifford operators, where each family can

be used to describe the space of errors for each distance. First, we give a relation between even

and odd Clifford operators. Typically, the odd Clifford operators are used to describe H(n) as a

representation of Cl(2n + 1) (i.e. m odd) and on the other hand the even Clifford operators are

used to describe H(n) as a representation of Cl(2n) (i.e. m even). However, both the even and odd

Clifford operators are of course operators on H(n) in either case of m even or odd, and we may

express certain spaces of odd Clifford operators in terms of even Clifford operators. For l = 2n or

l = 2n+ 1, define the vector space VCl(l)
t ⊆ L(H(n)) by

VCl(l)
t = span{Γx : x ∈ Fl

2,wt(x) = t}

for 0 ≤ t ≤ l so VCl(l)
t is the span of weight t Clifford operators given by vectors in Fl

2. Using

property (iv) from Proposition 2.3.3 we have that if x ∈ F2n
2 and we view (x, 1) ∈ F2n+1

2 then the

odd Clifford operator Γ(x,1) equals ΓxΓ12n . Now, property (vi) implies that Γ(x,1) is proportional

to Γx+12n so Γ(x,1) is proportional to a weight 2n+ 1−wt(x) even Clifford operator. On the other

hand, we have Γ(x,0) = Γx thus we may conclude

VCl(2n+1)
t = VCl(2n)

t ⊕ VCl(2n)
2n+1−t

for 0 ≤ t ≤ 2n + 1. This also implies that VCl(2n+1)
t = VCl(2n+1)

2n+1−t for 0 ≤ t ≤ n. With the two

families of Clifford operators, we have by definition

ECl(m)
t = span{Γx : 0 ≤ wt(x) ≤ t, x ∈ Fm

2 }
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and, furthermore, we can also write

ECl(2n+1)
t =

min(⌊t⌋,n)
⊕

j=0

VCl(2n+1)
j =

min(⌊t⌋,n)
⊕

j=0

(VCl(2n)
j ⊕ VCl(2n)

2n+1−j)

and

ECl(2n)
t =

min(⌊j⌋,2n)
⊕

j=0

VCl(2n)
j .

We now give bases for each space VCl(l)
t .

Proposition 2.3.4. If 0 ≤ t ≤ 2n, then the set

{

1√
2n

Γx : x ∈ F2n
2 ,wt(x) = t

}

is an orthonormal basis of VCl(2n)
t .

Proof. Note that the set spans VCl(2n)
t by definition, so it suffices to prove that the set is

orthonormal. If x, x′ ∈ F2n
2 where wt(x) = wt(x′) = t, then 1

2n tr(Γ∗
xΓx′) = 1

2n tr(ΓxΓx′) is pro-

portional to tr(Γx+x′). If x = x′, then ΓxΓx′ = Γx+x′ = Γ0 = IH(n) , otherwise Γx+x′ is propor-

tional to a Clifford operator that is not proportional to the identity, hence has trace 0. Thus,

1
2n tr(Γ∗

xΓx′) = δxx′ , hence the set is orthonormal. �

Recalling the fact that the identity 1Cl and the elements of the form ek1ek2 · · · ekt where 1 ≤ k1 <

k2 < · · · < kt and 1 ≤ t ≤ 2n form a basis of Cl(2n), a dimension count along with Proposition 2.3.4

implies that φ is an algebra isomorphism, hence we obtain the known fact that Cl(2n) ∼= L(H(n)).

Next, we have an analogous proposition for odd Clifford operators.

Proposition 2.3.5. If 0 ≤ t ≤ n, then the sets

{

1√
2n

Γx : x ∈ F2n+1
2 ,wt(x) = t

}

and
{

1√
2n

Γx : x ∈ F2n+1
2 ,wt(x) = 2n+ 1− t

}

are orthonormal bases of VCl(2n+1)
t = VCl(2n+1)

2n+1−t .

Proof. By similar arguments to the previous proposition, each set is an orthonormal basis. �
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2.3.6. so(2n+1) Spinorial Quantum Metrics. Let g = so(2n+1) for n ≥ 1. In the previous

section, we saw that so(2n + 1) is a Lie subalgebra of Cl(2n + 1) and thus through φ, H(n) is a

representation of so(2n+1). As mentioned earlier, H(n) is the spinorial representation of so(2n+1)

and is irreducible. We define the quantummetric ESpin(2n+1)
t as the quantum graph metric generated

by g, i.e. the quantum graph metric generated by span({IH} ∪ {φ(ek)φ(el) : 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n+ 1}).
In other words, ESpin(2n+1)

t consists of the even weighted Cl(2n+1) errors of weight at most 2t. In

terms of the subspaces VCl(2n+1)
t , we have

ESpin(2n+1)
t =

max(⌊t⌋,n)
⊕

j=0

VCl(2n+1)
2j .

H(n) is connected and has diameter n. Quantum codes of the so(2n+1) spinorial quantum metric

will be called so(2n+ 1) spinorial codes, or just spinorial codes for short.

ESpin(2n+1)
t has a clearer description through a relation to the even Clifford quantum metrics in

that ESpin(2n+1)
t can be viewed as the quantum metric generated by even Clifford errors of distance

at most 2. Namely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3.1. (H(n), ESpin(2n+1)
t ) is isometrically isomorphic to (H(n), Et) where Et is the

quantum graph metric generated by ECl(2n)
2 .

Proof. The main idea of the proof is to construct another representation (H(n), φ′) of Cl(2n+1)

so that through φ′ the quantum graph metric generated by so(2n + 1) equals the quantum graph

metric generated by

spanC({IH(n) ∪ {Uk : 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n} ∪ {UkUl : 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n}).

This other action of so(2n+1) turns out to be unitary, hence the isomorphism of the representations

of Cl(2n + 1) induces a unitary isomorphism of the representations of so(2n+ 1).

Recall that to define a Clifford algebra homomorphism φ′ : Cl(2n + 1) → L(H) it suffices to

define φ′ on V and show that

(2.7) φ′(u)φ′(v) + φ′(v)φ′(u) = 2Q(u, v)IH(n)
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holds for all u, v ∈ V . Let φ′ : Cl(2n + 1) → L(H(n)) be a linear map where φ′(ek) = iUkU2n+1 for

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n and φ′(e2n+1) = U2n+1. We have that

φ′(ek)φ
′(el) + φ′(el)φ

′(ek) = (iUkU2n+1)(iUlU2n+1) + (iUlU2n+1)(iUkU2n+1)

= UkUl + UlUk

= 2Q(ek, el)IH(n)

for all 1 ≤ k, l ≤ 2n,

φ′(ek)φ
′(e2n+1) + φ′(e2n+1)φ

′(ek) = (iUkU2n+1)U2n+1 + U2n+1(iUkU2n+1)

= 0

= 2Q(ek, e2n+1)IH(n)

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, and 2φ′(e2n+1)
2 = 2U2

2n+1 = 2Q(e2n+1, e2n+1)IH(n) . Extending these equa-

tions bilinearly to all elements of V shows that equation (2.7) holds. φ′ must then be an algebra

homomorphism from Cl(2n + 1) and so (H(n), φ′) is isomorphic to one of the two representations

of Cl(2n + 1). In particular, there exists an invertible linear map T : H(n) → H(n) such that

±Tφ(ek)T−1 = φ′(ek) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n + 1 and, since Tφ(ek)φ(el)T
−1 = φ′(ek)φ′(el) for each

1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n + 1, T is also an isomorphism between the corresponding spinorial representations

of so(2n+ 1). With respect to φ′, the action of Ekl − Elk ∈ so(2n + 1) for 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n is given

by φ′(ek)φ′(el) = (iUkU2n+1)(iUlU2n+1) = UkUl and the action of E(2n+1)k −Ek(2n+1) ∈ so(2n+1)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n is given by φ′(ek)φ′(e2n+1) = (iUkU2n+1)U2n+1 = iUk. The quantum graph metric

generated by this action is thus

spanC({IH(n)} ∪ {iUk : 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n} ∪ {UkUl : 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n}) = ECl(2n)
2 .

The operators of the action are also all skew self-adjoint, hence this action is unitary. Thus, this

quantum metric is isometrically isomorphic to ESpin(2n+1)
t . �

In particular, this theorem implies that every so(2n+1) spinorial code of distance d is equivalent

to a Cl(2n) code of distance 2d.
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2.3.7. so(2n) Semispinorial Quantum Metrics. Similar to what we saw in the previous

section, so(2n) is a Lie subalgebra of Cl(2n) and thus, through φ : Cl(2n) → L(H(n)), H(n) is a

representation of so(2n). H(n) is still called the spinorial representation of so(2n), however this

representation is not irreducible. We define the subspaces H(n)
+ ,H(n)

− ⊆ H(n) as

H(n)
+ = span{|x〉 : x ∈ {0, 1}n,wt(x) is even}

and

H(n)
− = span{|x〉 : x ∈ {0, 1}n,wt(x) is odd}.

For 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n, UkUl maps |x〉 to a scalar multiple of another vector |y〉 such that wt(x) is

congruent to wt(y) modulo 2, hence H(n)
+ and H(n)

− are so(2n)-invariant. In fact, both H(n)
+ and

H(n)
− are distinct irreducible representations known as the semispinorial representations of so(2n).

This gives a definable quantum metric on H(n)
+ and H(n)

− both generated by g, which we denote

ESemiSpin±(2n)
t . If P± is the orthogonal projection onto H(n)

± then ESemiSpin±(2n)
t is generated by

span({P±} ∪ {P±φ(ek)φ(el)P± : 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n})

and so ESemiSpin±(2n)
t is the compression (with respect to P±) of even weighted Cl(2n) errors of

weight at most 2t. Quantum codes of these quantum metrics will be called so(2n) semispinorial

codes, or just semispinorial codes for short. If 12n ∈ F2n
2 is the vector of all 1’s, then Γ12n |x〉 =

(−1)wt(x) for each x ∈ Fn
2 so H(n)

± is an eigenspace of Γ12n of eigenvalue ±1. We may thus write

P± = 1
2 (IH(n) ± Γ12n), which commutes with all even Clifford operators of even weight. Moreover,

by (5) and (6) of Proposition 2.3.3, we have that

P±VCl(2n)
t P± = P±VCl(2n)

2n−t P±.

This further implies that

ESemiSpin±(2n)
t =

min(⌊t⌋,⌊n/2⌋)
⊕

j=0

P±VCl(2n)
2j P±.

We may also describe a basis of each P±VCl(2n)
t P±.
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Proposition 2.3.6. For 0 ≤ t < n, the sets

{

1√
2n−1

P±ΓxP± : x ∈ F2n
2 ,wt(x) = 2t

}

and
{

1√
2n−1

P±ΓxP± : x ∈ F2n
2 ,wt(x) = 2n− 2t

}

are orthonormal bases of P±VCl(2n)
2t P± = P±VCl(2n)

2n−2t P±. If n is even, then let X ⊆ F2n
2 such that

for all x ∈ F2n
2 and wt(x) = n, either x ∈ X or x+ 12n ∈ X but not both. The set

{

1√
2n−1

P±ΓxP± : x ∈ X

}

is an orthonormal basis of P±VCl(2n)
n P±.

Proof. For 0 ≤ t < n, since the operators Γx where x ∈ F2n
2 and wt(x) = 2t span VCl(2n)

2t , it

follows that the operators P±ΓxP± span P±VCl(2n)
2t P±. Let x, x′ ∈ F2n

2 where wt(x) = wt(x′) = 2t

for 0 ≤ t < n and so

1

2n−1
tr(P±ΓxP±P±Γx′P±) =

1

2n−1
tr(P±ΓxΓx′)

=
1

2n
tr(ΓxΓx′)± 1

2n
tr(Γ12nΓxΓx′) = δxx′ ± 1

2n
tr(Γ12nΓxΓx′)

By (6) of Proposition 2.3.3, Γ12nΓxΓx′ is proportional to Γx′+x+12n which has trace zero if and

only if x′ + x + 12n 6= 0. Since wt(x),wt(x′) < n, we cannot have x′ + x + 12n = 0 and thus

1
2n tr(Γ12nΓxΓx′) = 0. It follows that the first set of operators is orthonormal. By a similar

argument, the set of operators P±ΓxP± given by x ∈ F2n
2 where wt(x) = 2n − 2t also form a

orthonormal basis.

Now, we address the case for t = n
2 when n is even. Again, the operators Γx where x ∈ F2n

2 is

of weight n span VCl(2n)
n so the operators P±ΓxP± span P±VCl(2n)

n P±. Now, for any x ∈ F2n
2 with

of weight n, we also have

P±Γx+12nP± ∝ ΓxΓ12nP± = ±P±ΓxP±
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where wt(x+ 12n) = n and the proportionality in the above expression is nonzero. It follows that,

for any X ⊆ F2n
2 described in the proposition,

span{P±ΓxP± : x ∈ X} = P±VCl(2n)
n P±.

By a similar argument, the operators P±ΓxP± for x ∈ X form an orthonormal set. �

This proposition will be used in the next chapter on the quantum linear programming bounds.

Our next result, however, will seemingly make this proposition unmotivated. Like the case for

the spinorial quantum metric, there is a simpler description of the semispinorial quantum metrics

in terms of the odd Clifford quantum metric. More precisely, there is a relationship between

the quantum metrics on H(n+1)
± in terms of the quantum metric ECl(2n+1)

t on H(n), stated as the

following theorem.

Theorem 2.3.2. (H(n+1)
± , ESemiSpin±(2(n+1))

t ) is isometrically isomorphic to (H(n), Et), where Et
is the quantum graph metric generated by ECl(2n+1)

2 .

Proof. Recall that H(n+1) = H(n+1)
+ ⊕ H(n+1)

− . The idea of the proof comes from the fact

that H(n+1)
+ ⊕H(n+1)

− ∼= H(n) ⊕H(n) as vector spaces. We prove that this isomorphism is a unitary

isomorphism of representations of so(2n) such that the quantum graph metric generated by so(2n)

on each H(n) is equal to the quantum graph metric generated by

spanC({IH(n) , U1, U2, . . . , U2n+1} ∪ {UkUl : 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2n+ 1}).

For x ∈ {0, 1}n, let x+ ∈ {0, 1} be congruent to wt(x) modulo 2 and x− ∈ {0, 1} be congruent to

wt(x)+1 modulo 2. With this we may write H(n+1)
+ = span{|x〉⊗ |x+〉 : x ∈ {0, 1}n} and H(n+1)

− =

span{|x〉 ⊗ |x−〉 : x ∈ {0, 1}n}. The idea of the isomorphism is that we identify the first n tensor

factors of H(n+1)
+ or H(n+1)

− as H(n) since the last component is completely dependent on the first

n components. Formally, we make this identification through the linear maps T+ : H(n+1)
+ → H(n)

and T− : H(n+1)
− → H(n) where T±|x〉 ⊗ |x±〉 = |x〉. T± is unitary since T± maps an orthonormal

basis of H(n+1)
± to an orthonormal basis of H(n). Let the action of Cl(2(n+1) be given by an algebra

homomorphism φ : Cl(2(n + 1)) → L(H(n+1)), so φ also gives the action of so(2(n + 1)). Since T±

is unitary, (H(n), T±ESemiSpin±(2(n+1))
t T ∗

±) is isometrically isomorphic to (H(n)
± , ESemiSpin±(2(n+1))

t ).
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For each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2(n+1)+1, let U ′
k be the Weyl-Brauer matrix acting on H(n+1) and for each

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n + 1, let Uk be the Weyl-Brauer matrix acting on H(n). By computing T±U ′
kU

′
lT

∗
± for

1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2(n+1), one may show that T±ESemiSpin(2(n+1))
1 T ∗

± = ECl(2n+1)
2 . For 1 ≤ k < l ≤ 2(n+1)

where k and l both are not equal to n+ 1 or 2(n+ 1), T±U ′
kU

′
lT

∗
± = UkUl. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, we have

that

T±U
′
kU

′
n+1T

∗
± = UkU2n+1

T±U
′
n+1U

′
(n+1)+kT

∗
± = Un+kU2n+1

T±U
′
kU

′
2(n+1)T

∗
± = ±iUk

T±U
′
(n+1)+kU

′
2(n+1)T

∗
± = ±iU (n)

n+k.

Lastly, TU ′
n+1U

′
2(n+1)T

∗ = ±iU2n+1. Each of these equations can be shown to hold by expressing

U ′
k as a tensor product of Pauli matrices. For the last equation, for example, using the fact that

(−1)wt(x)+x± = ±1 we may show

U ′
n+1U

′
2(n+1)|x〉 ⊗ |x±〉 = (σ2z |x〉)⊗ (σxσy|x±〉)

= |x〉 ⊗ (iσz|x±〉)

= |x〉 ⊗ (i(−1)x± |x±〉)

= ±i(−1)wt(x)|x〉 ⊗ |x±〉

= (±iU2n+1|x〉)⊗ |x±〉

and so conjugating by T± yields the equation. The operators on the right-hand sides of these

equations along with IH(n) span ECl(2n+1)
2 , and so it follows that (H(n)

± , ESemiSpin±(2n)
t ) is isometrically

isomorphic to the quantum graph metric on H(n) generated by ECl(2n+1)
2 . �

From this theorem and from the diameter of (H(n), ECl(2n+1)
t ), we see that the diameter of this

quantum metric space is n
2 if n is even and n−1

2 if n is odd. Moreover, this theorem implies that

every so(2(n + 1)) semispinorial code of distance d is equivalent to a Cl(2n + 1) code of distance

2d.
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2.4. Distance 2 Codes for the su(2) Quantum Metrics

Constructions of quantum codes for the su(2) quantum metrics were given by Bumgardner

in [Bum12] and by Gross in [Gro21]. Bumgardner gave a general construction for quantum codes

of any parameter n and distance 2 ≤ d ≤ n. Gross gave constructions for dimension 2 quantum

codes as representations of finite subgroups of SU(2) for various parameters n and distances d. In

this section, we present a family of quantum codes of distance 2 for the su(2) quantum metric. The

motivation for our results was to search for codes that are larger than known existing codes. Before

presenting our main family of codes, we first discuss a family of quantum codes of distance 2 that

is a special case of Bumgardner’s construction. Our main construction is partially motivated by

this first family of codes.

2.4.1. Quantum Codes of Density 1/4. Let n ≥ 1 and H be the corresponding irreducible

representation of dimension n+ 1. For each k > 1 such that |k〉 is in H, we define |φk〉 ∈ H by

|φk〉 =
1√
2
|k〉+ 1√

2
|−k〉.

We take C to be the code

C =











































span{|φn〉, |φn−4〉, . . . , |φ4〉, |0〉} if n ≡ 0 (mod 4)

span{|φn〉, |φn−4〉, . . . , |φ5〉} if n ≡ 1 (mod 4)

span{|φn〉, |φn−4〉, . . . , |φ6〉, |0〉} if n ≡ 2 (mod 4)

span{|φn〉, |φn−4〉, . . . , |φ3〉} if n ≡ 3 (mod 4)

which has distance 2. Note that C is the span of |φk〉’s with indices spaced apart by 4, hence E|φk〉
and F |φk〉 are orthogonal to the code. In particular, this guarantees the detection condition for E

and F since

〈φk|E|φl〉 = 0,

〈φk|F |φl〉 = 0

if |φk〉, |φl〉 ∈ C. The spacing of indices also guarantees that H|φk〉 is orthogonal to |φl〉 if l 6= k.

On the other hand, |φk〉 is equally supported only on |k〉 and |−k〉 hence 〈φk|H|φk〉 = 0. The
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dimension of C is

dim(C) =











































n
4 + 1 if n ≡ 0 (mod 4)

n−1
4 if n ≡ 1 (mod 4)

n+2
4 if n ≡ 2 (mod 4)

n+1
4 if n ≡ 3 (mod 4)

so C has a density of approximately 1/4 of the dimension of the whole space. Bumgardner’s general

construction for quantum codes of distance d gives this family of codes when d = 2.

2.4.2. Quantum Codes of Density 1/3. Motivated by Bumgardner’s construction, we con-

struct a family of distance 2 codes of density 1/3. Note that the codes of density 1/4 satisfy the

detection conditions since the supports of the basis vectors are disjoint after an error. To achieve a

higher density, we search for orthogonal vectors where the supports are not disjoint after an error

but still satisfy the error detection conditions. With this in mind, we present our construction.

For k ≥ 4 such that |k〉 is in H, we define |ψ(k)
1 〉, |ψ(k)

2 〉 ∈ H by

|ψ(k)
1 〉 =

√

k

2k − 2
|−(k − 2)〉 −

√

k − 2

2k − 2
|k〉

|ψ(k)
2 〉 =

√

k − 2

2k − 2
|−k〉+

√

k

2k − 2
|k − 2〉.

These vectors form an orthonormal set, and let Ck be the span of these two vectors. It is straight-

forward to verify that

〈ψ(k)
i |A|ψ(k)

j 〉 = 0

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2 and A ∈ E1 and thus Ck is a quantum code of distance 2. Note that these vectors

may have the same support after applying E or F (e.g. E|ψ(k)
2 〉 and |ψ(k)

1 〉 have the same support)

but the detection condition is still satisfied. If 4 ≤ k ≤ l ≤ n and l ≥ k + 6 then Ck is orthogonal

to Cl and
〈ψ(k)

i |A|ψ(l)
j 〉 = 0

〈ψ(l)
j |A|ψ(k)

i 〉 = 0

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2 and A ∈ E1. The direct sum Ck ⊕ Cl is thus also a quantum code of distance

2. In the same way that we construct a larger quantum code from the span of adequately spaced
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|φk〉’s, we construct a larger quantum code from the span of adequately spaced Ck’s. Specifically,

we take

C =











































































span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C6, {|0〉}) if n ≡ 0 (mod 6)

span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C7) if n ≡ 1 (mod 6)

span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C8, {|0〉}) if n ≡ 2 (mod 6)

span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C9, {|φ3〉}) if n ≡ 3 (mod 6)

span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C4) if n ≡ 4 (mod 6)

span(Cn, Cn−6, . . . , C5) if n ≡ 5 (mod 6)

and since dim(Ck) = 2 the dimension in each case is

dim(C) =











































































2
(

n
6

)

+ 1 if n ≡ 0 (mod 6)

2
(

n−1
6

)

if n ≡ 1 (mod 6)

2
(

n−2
6

)

+ 1 if n ≡ 2 (mod 6)

2
(

n−3
6

)

+ 1 if n ≡ 3 (mod 6)

2
(

n+2
6

)

if n ≡ 4 (mod 6)

2
(

n+1
6

)

if n ≡ 5 (mod 6)

so C has a density of approximately 1/3.

For n = 4 and n = 5, the dimension of the code is 2 in both cases which equals the dimension

of the code of density 1/4. For n = 6, C is the span of the vectors

|0〉,
√

2

3
|−2〉 −

√

1

3
|4〉,

√

1

3
|−4〉+

√

2

3
|2〉

and has dimension 3. This is the first case where the codes of density 1/3 have a larger dimension

than the codes of density 1/4. For n = 7, C has dimension 2, which again is the same as the code

of density 1/4.
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2.5. Distance 3 Codes for the Clifford Quantum Metrics

Constructions of quantum codes for the quantum Hamming metric related to the Clifford alge-

bra were introduced in [ZLGL08]. It turns out that these codes are also quantum error correcting

codes for the even and odd Clifford quantum metrics. Motivated by quantum error correction for

even Clifford error, the same family of codes and other codes were also given in [VF17]. These

codes fall under a general construction that can be described as a Clifford analog of stabilizer

codes [Got97,NC11] or, equivalently, codes from binary orthogonal geometry [CRSS97]. In this

section, we introduce another family of codes that fall under this general construction; namely a

family of quantum codes of distance 3 for the even and odd Clifford quantum metrics. First, we

review one form of the general construction.

2.5.1. q-isotropic Binary Subspaces. Similar to quantum Hamming space, there is a cor-

respondence between certain subspaces of F2n
2 and quantum codes of H(n) for the Clifford quantum

metrics. Recall the bilinear form q on F2n
2 where q(x, y) = wt(x)wt(y)+x·y. Two vectors x, y ∈ F2n

2

are q-orthogonal if q(x, y) = 0. A subspace C ⊆ F2n
2 is q-isotropic (or totally isotropic) if x and y

are q-orthogonal for all x, y ∈ C. We define the dual of C with respect to q by

C⊥q = {x ∈ Fm
2 | q(x, c) = 0 for all c ∈ C}

and so C is q-isotropic if and only if C ⊆ C⊥q .

If C ⊆ F2n
2 is a q-isotropic subspace, then the set of even Clifford operators {Γx : x ∈ C}

is commutative and thus are simultaneously diagonalizable (i.e. the operators share the same

eigenspaces, but not necessarily the same eigenvalues on each eigenspace). The eigenspaces of

these operators are potentially good candidates for quantum codes with error detection capabilities

that are relatively simple to deduce. Since Γ2
x = 1, the eigenvalues of Γx for x 6= 0 are ±1 and the

orthogonal projection onto the ±1 eigenspace is thus 1
2(IH(n) ± Γx). Furthermore, tr(Γx) = 0 for

x 6= 0, hence the two eigenspaces both have dimension 2n−1. If dim(C) = n− k for some 0 ≤ k ≤ n

and S ⊆ C is a basis, then the operator

P =
1

2n−k

∏

x∈S
(IH(n) ± Γx)
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is the orthogonal projection onto a simultaneous eigenspace of the Clifford operators Γx for x ∈ C.

There are 2|S| = 2n−k different choices of signs for the coefficient on the Γx in the product, hence

there are 2n−k different possible P . P is a projection since we have

P 2 =
1

22n−2k

∏

x∈S
(IH(n) ± Γx)

∏

y∈S
(IH(n) ± Γy) =

1

22n−2k

∏

x∈S
(IH(n) ± Γx)

2

=
1

22n−2k

∏

x∈S
(2IH(n) ± 2Γx) =

1

2n−k

∏

x∈S
(IH(n) ± Γx) = P

and P is self-adjoint since the Γx are self-adjoint and commutative. For any x ∈ S, we have

(IH(n) + Γx)(IH(n) − Γx) = 0, hence the 2n−k different P ’s are each mutually orthogonal. The

eigenvalue of Γy for the eigenspace corresponding to P is the coefficient of Γy within the product

in P . More precisely, if cy = ±1 then we have

ΓyP =
1

2n−k
Γy(IH(n) + cyΓy)

∏

x∈S\{y}
(IH(n) ± Γx) =

1

2n−k
(Γy + cyIH(n))

∏

x∈S\{y}
(IH(n) ± Γx) = cyP.

The dimension of the corresponding eigenspaces can be computed from the trace of P . Expanding

the product in P gives

P =
1

2n−k
IH(n) +

1

2n−k

∑

x∈span(S)\{0}
(cxΓx)

where each cx ∈ {−1, 1}. Each Γx where x 6= 0 has trace zero, so the dimension of the eigenspace

corresponding to P is tr(P ) = 2k.

We want to use P as a quantum code, and the error detection capabilities of this code will also

be described in terms of the even Clifford operators. If x ∈ span(S) (and so q(x, y) = 0 for all

y ∈ S) then we have that ΓxP = cxP for some cx ∈ {−1, 1}. In this case, Γx is detectable since

PΓxP = cxP and so the slope on this error is ε(Γx) = cx 6= 0. If x 6∈ span(S) but q(x, y) = 1 for

some y ∈ S, then Γx anticommutes with Γy. It follows that PΓx = ΓxP
′ where P ′ is a projection

onto a different simultaneous eigenspace, hence PΓxP = ΓxP
′P = 0 and thus Γx is detectable with

slope value ε(Γx) = 0. Lastly, if x 6∈ span(S) and q(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ S, then PΓxP = ΓxP . The

only way for Γx to be detectable is if P corresponds to an eigenspace of Γx. By the definition of

P , this is not possible, since this would imply x ∈ S. Thus, Γx must be undetectable. In summary,

we have that Γx is detectable if and only if x ∈ span(S) or q(x, y) = 1 for some y ∈ S. Although
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the detection properties are in terms of even Clifford operators, we can easily compare this to error

detection capabilities for the odd Clifford quantum metric since VCl(2n+1)
t = VCl(2n)

t ⊕ VCl(2n)
2n+1−i for

1 ≤ t ≤ n.

The construction in the preceding paragraphs can be summarized as the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5.1. Let C ⊆ F2n
2 be a q-isotropic subspace of dimension n− k for some 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

Each simultaneous eigenspace of the operators Γx for x ∈ C is a quantum code of dimension 2k

that detects all operators in the set {Γy : y ∈ C or y 6∈ C⊥q}.

In classical error correction, we say C is a [2n, n − k] linear code if C ⊆ F2n
2 and dim(C) =

n − k. Given such a subspace C satisfying the assumptions in Lemma 2.5.1, we call any of the

corresponding quantum codes an [[n, k]]Cl.

2.5.2. Quantum Codes of Distance 3. Now, that we have reviewed the general construction

of codes using even Clifford operators, we may now give our examples of such codes. Similar to

the [[7, 2, 3]] Steane code of the quantum Hamming metric, there exists a [[7, 3]]Cl of even and odd

Clifford distance 3 that is partially based on the classical binary [7, 4, 3] Hamming code. We will

call this the [[7, 3]]Cl Clifford Hamming code.

Example 2.5.1 ([[7, 3]]Cl Clifford Hamming Code). Consider the subspace C ⊆ F14
2 spanned

by the vectors

00011110001111

01100110110011

10101011010101

11111110000000.

Note that here we write the vectors as rows. The first three vectors are of the form (x, x) where x

is a basis vector of the dual code of the [7, 4, 3] Hamming code. It is straightforward to verify that

the rows are q-isotropic as vectors in F14
2 , and thus C corresponds to an 8 dimensional quantum

code of H(7).

The Clifford operators in VCl(14)
1 are of the form Γek where ek is a standard basis vector of F14

2 .

If x ∈ C is one of the first three basis vectors, then we have q(x, ek) = 4 + x · ek = xk. For each

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, there is at least one vector x such that xk 6= 0 hence the Γek ’s are all detectable. The
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Clifford operators in VCl(14)
2 correspond to y ∈ F2n

2 where wt(y) = 2. If the two nonzero components

of y satisfy yk = yn+k = 1 for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n, then we see that the fourth basis vector x of C

satisfies q(x, y) = 1. Now, suppose the two nonzero components of y do not satisfy yk = yn+k.

Then if x is one of the first three basis vectors, then q(x, y) = xk + xl where k and l are the indices

of the nonzero components of y. Note that the columns of the matrix

00011110001111

01100110110011

10101011010101

are all the nonzero vectors of F3
2 each repeated twice. Any two distinct nonzero columns of this

matrix are therefore linearly dependent, hence the sum of any two distinct columns of this matrix

is not zero. Note that q(x, y) = xk + xl is a component of the sum of two columns of this matrix

and since k 6= n + l the two columns must be distinct. It follows that there exists at least one

x such that q(x, y) = 1, and hence Γy is detectable. This proves that the code has even Clifford

distance at least 3.

Since VCl(15)
1 = VCl(14)

1 ⊕ VCl(14)
14 and VCl(15)

2 = VCl(14)
2 ⊕ VCl(14)

13 , to show that the code has an

odd Clifford distance of at least 3, it suffices to show that the code detects even Clifford errors Γy

where wt(y) = 14 and wt(y) = 2n− 1. For the case of wt(y) = 14, the only such vector is y = 114.

If x is the last basis vector of C, then q(x, 114) = wt(x) = 1 hence Γy is detectable. Now, for even

Clifford errors of weight 13, we note that every weight 13 vector of F14
2 is of the form y + 114 for

some weight 1 vector y. Note that if x is one of the first three basis vectors of C then x has even

weight and thus

q(x, y + 114) = wt(x)wt(y + 114) + x · (y + 114) = x · y + x · 114 = x · y +wt(x) = x · y.

This shows that the detection of even Clifford errors of weight 13 reduces to the detection of even

Clifford errors of weight 1, hence these errors are detectable. Thus, the code has odd Clifford

distance at least 3. It turns out that this code cannot detect even Clifford errors of distance 3 (e.g.

the error corresponding to 1110000 0000000 is not detectable) hence both minimum distances must

be 3. We note that the detection capability is due to the fact that the errors anticommute with
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the Clifford operators corresponding to the nonzero vectors of C, hence the slope of the quantum

code is zero on these errors. It follows that this quantum code is pure and thus nondegenerate.

More generally, we may construct a quantum code of distance 3 for each n = 2s − 1 where

s ≥ 3.

Proposition 2.5.1 (Clifford Hamming Codes). Let s ≥ 3. There exists a [[2s− 1, 2s− s− 2]]Cl

of even and odd Clifford distance 3.

Proof. For s ≥ 3, let C ′ ⊆ F2s−1
2 be the dual of the Hamming code of length 2s − 1 and

dimension s. C ′ has a basis of s vectors row vectors where the columns of these vectors are the

2s − 1 nonzero binary vectors of length s. We denote this basis by S′. The previous example is the

case when s = 3 and the basis of C ′ is given by

0001111

0110011

1010101.

One may prove by induction that the sum of all binary vectors of length s is the zero vector (i.e
∑

x∈F s
2
x = 0), hence C ′ consists of only even weighted vectors. Now, we let S ⊆ F

2(2s−1)
2 be the

set of vectors

S = {(x, x) : x ∈ S′} ∪ {(12s−1, 02s−1)}

and, in the case s = 3, this set contains the four vectors

00011110001111

01100110110011

10101011010101

11111110000000.

The vectors in {(x, x) : x ∈ S′} are q-orthogonal since

q((x, x), (y, y)) = (2wt(x))(2wt(y)) + (x, x) · (y, y) = 2x · y = 0
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for any x, y ∈ S′. The vector (12s−1, 02s−1) is trivially q-orthogonal to itself. Lastly, since each

x ∈ S′ is even weighted we have

q((x, x), (12s−1, 02s−1)) = (2wt(x))(2s − 1) + (x, x) · (12s−1, 02s−1) = x · 12s−1 = wt(x) = 0

hence C = span(S) is q-isotropic. Note that |S| = s + 1 so, by Lemma 2.5.1, C corresponds to

a [[2s − 1, 2s − s − 2]]Cl. By similar argument to the case of the [[7, 3]]Cl, we may argue that this

[[2s − 1, 2s − s− 2]]Cl has both even and odd Clifford minimum distance 3. Moreover, this code is

pure and thus nondegenerate. �

We recall that a distance 3 even Clifford code is equivalent to a distance 2 spinorial code, hence

the Clifford Hamming codes are also distance 2 spinorial codes. On the other hand, a distance 3

odd Clifford code of H(n) is equivalent to a semispinorial code of H(n+1)
± .

Lastly, we make a small note on the optimality of these codes. For a nondegenerate quantum

code C ⊆ H(n), the distance 3 quantum volume bound for the Cl(2n + 1) quantum metric states

that

dim(C) ≤ dim(H(n))

dim(ECl(2n+1)
1 )

=
2n

2n+ 2
.

If n = 2s − 1 then the right-hand side of the inequality becomes 22
s−s−2. This bound is met by

the Clifford Hamming codes, and so the Clifford Hamming codes are perfect quantum codes of the

odd Clifford quantum metric. When we introduce the quantum linear programming bounds, we

will see that this is also an upper bound for degenerate codes and even Clifford codes.
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CHAPTER 3

Quantum Linear Programming Bounds

In the previous chapter, we presented a couple of constructions of quantum codes. Now in this

final chapter, we present the main results of this thesis, which revolve around the derivation of upper

bounds on the size of quantum codes. Our main result is the quantum linear programming bound, a

method of using linear programming to compute upper bounds on the dimension of quantum codes

of quantum metric spaces with a high degree of symmetry. We will also give several related results,

including methodology for computing the bounds, a method of sharpening the bounds for some

quantum metric spaces exhibiting extra symmetry, and numerical and analytical upper bounds. As

was in the previous chapter, we assume that our quantum metric spaces are completely quantum

and finite dimensional.

3.1. Multiplicity-Free, 2-Homogeneous Quantum Metric Spaces

In this section, we introduce multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric spaces. These

two conditions address two different notions of symmetry of quantum metric spaces. A quan-

tum metric space must be multiplicity-free to formulate the quantum linear programming bounds.

2-homogeneity is not required for the quantum linear programming bounds, but allows for a simpli-

fication of the formulation. Each of the quantum metric spaces in Section 2.3 are multiplicity-free

and 2-homogeneous.

In Chapter 2, the quantum isometry group, denoted Isom(H, Et), was introduced as the group

of distance-preserving unitary operators of a quantum metric space. By definition, Isom(H) acts on

each subspace Et by conjugation, and thus each Et is a projective unitary representation of Isom(H)

with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. If t ≥ 1 is an integer and Et 6= Et−1, then

the reducibility of unitary representations implies the existence of an Isom(H)-invariant subspace

Vt ⊆ Et such that Vt ⊥ Et−1 and

Et = Vt ⊕ Et−1.
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One may note that Vt = Et ∩ E⊥
t−1, which is effectively stating that Vt is the space of errors of

distance exactly t. By induction, we obtain a direct sum decomposition

Et =
t
⊕

j=0

Vj.

We assume that Et is connected, hence

L(H) =

r
⊕

t=0

Vt

where r is the diameter of (H, Et). The first condition we seek is that each Vt is an irreducible

representation of Isom(H) and so we have the following definition.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (H, Et) be a quantum metric space and Vt the space of errors of distance

t. (H, Et) is 2-homogeneous if each Vt is irreducible as a representation of Isom(H).

For completely quantum metrics, recall the properties E0 = CIH and the self-adjoint property

E∗
t = Et. These properties respectively imply that V0 = CIH and V∗

t = Vt. Although we use ∗

to denote the set of all adjoint operators of a given set, this notation coincidentally overlaps the

notation for the dual representation. Specifically, if V ⊆ L(H) is a representation of a group G

where the action is given by the conjugation by unitary operators, then it turns out that V∗ is

isomorphic to the dual representation of V. For a 2-homogeneous quantum metric, it follows that

each Vt is a self-dual representation of Isom(H).

Relating to classical metrics, the 2-homogeneous condition is a quantum metric space analog of

the 2-point homogeneous condition for a metric space. A metric space (X, d) is 2-point homogeneous

if, for all x, y, x′, y′ ∈ X where d(x, y) = d(x′, y′), there exists an isometry f where f(x) = x′ and

f(y) = y′. We may also view a metric as a family of relations Vt on X where (x, y) ∈ Vt if and

only if d(x, y) = t. In this case, 2-point homogeneity is equivalent to the isometry group of X

acting transitively on each Vt, which we may compare to the quantum case where Isom(H) acts

irreducibly on each Vt.

The second condition we seek is that each Vt is a distinct representation of Isom(H), hence we

aptly have the following definition.
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Definition 3.1.2. A quantum metric space (H, Et) is multiplicity-free if L(H) is multiplicity-

free as a representation of Isom(H).

Each quantum metric space introduced in Section 2.3 is multiplicity-free and 2-homogeneous.

For each of the quantum metric spaces, we will not directly identify Isom(H), but identify a

subgroup of Isom(H) that gives a multiplicity-free decomposition of L(H) such that each irreducible

component is Vt. The existence of such a group would imply that the quantum metric space is

multiplicity-free and 2-homogeneous. Finding such a group is also equivalent to identifying H as a

representation of some group G where the action is given by quantum metric isometries and has

an induced action on L(H) that satisfies multiplicity-free and 2-homogeneous conditions. We will

take this perspective and thus state the following definition.

Definition 3.1.3. Let G be a group. A quantum metric space (H, Et) is a quantum metric

G-space if H is a representation of G given by a homomorphism R : G→ Isom(H, Et). A quantum

metric G-space (H, Et) is multiplicity-free if L(H) is a multiplicity-free representation of G with

respect to the action g · E = R(g)ER(g)∗ for g ∈ G. A quantum metric G-space (H, Et) is 2-

homogeneous if each Vt is irreducible with respect to the same action of G.

For the rest of this paper, unless stated otherwise, we assume that (H, Et) is a multiplicity-free, 2-

homogeneous quantum metric G-space for some group G and homomorphism R : G→ Isom(H, Et).
Before we discuss our examples, we will review a few concepts about complex semisimple Lie algebra

representations and prove a few propositions that we will use to find suitable G’s.

We recall the fact that if H is a complex representation of a complex semisimple Lie algebra

g, then L(H) is also a representation of g. First for X ∈ L(H) we define the linear map adX :

L(H) → L(H) by

adX(E)
def
= [E,X]

where [E,X] = EX−XE is the commutator. Now, if the action of g on H is given by a Lie algebra

homomorphism φ : g → L(H), then the action of X ∈ g on E ∈ L(H) is given by

X(E)
def
= adφ(X)(E) = [φ(X), E].
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We refer to such an action as an adjoint action of a Lie algebra. Our motivation for studying

these Lie algebra representations is that representations of g are also representations of the simply

connected Lie group of g when g is a complex semisimple Lie algebra. In particular, an adjoint

action of Lie algebras corresponds to a Lie group action by conjugation by unitary operators, which

we also call an adjoint action of a Lie group. This Lie group action will identify a suitable group of

quantum isometries, and we have the following proposition which will help us identify this group.

Proposition 3.1.1. Let H be a representation of a complex Lie algebra g given by a Lie

algebra homomorphism φ : g → L(H) and Et the quantum graph metric generated by g. Each Et is
a representation of g under the adjoint action of g.

Proof. Since Et = CIH for 0 ≤ t < 1 and IH commutes with all operators, it follows that

[φ(X), IH] = 0 for all X ∈ g. So for 0 ≤ t < 1, Et is invariant under the action of g and these Et
are isomorphic to the trivial representation of g. Next, we have that

Et = CIH ⊕ φ(g)

for 1 ≤ t < 2 and since φ is a Lie algebra homomorphism for all X,Y ∈ g we have

[φ(X), φ(Y )] = φ([X,Y ]g) ∈ φ(g)

where [X,Y ]g is the Lie bracket operation on g. It thus follows that [φ(X), E] ∈ Et for all X ∈ g

and 1 ≤ t < 2. For t > 2, we use the fact that the commutator acts like a derivation on products

of operators, meaning if F,E1, E2, . . . , Ej ∈ L(H) for some t ≥ 1, then

(3.1) [F,E1E2 · · ·Et] =
t
∑

k=1

E1E2 · · · [F,Ek] · · ·Et.

Let E ∈ Et so E is a linear combination of products of at most t elements in E1. Now, combining the

fact that E1 is invariant under the adjoint action with the commutator property given by equation

(3.1), we have that [φ(X), E] is again a linear combination of products of at most t elements in E1
for all X ∈ g. �

Now we state and prove that an adjoint action of a compact real Lie algebra on L(H) exponen-

tiates to an adjoint action of a Lie group.
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Proposition 3.1.2. Let H be a unitary representation of a compact real Lie algebra g and

V ⊆ L(H) be a representation of g given by the adjoint action. If G is the simply connected Lie

group of g and G acts on H by a homomorphism R : G → U(H), then the action of G on V is

given by

g ·E = R(g)ER(g)∗

for g ∈ G.

Proof. Let the action of g on H be given by a real Lie algebra homomorphism φ : g → L(H).

Since G is the simply connected Lie group of g, for every X ∈ g, we may assume that there exists

a smooth path g : (−1, 1) → G such that d
dt

∣

∣

t=0
R(g(t)) = φ(X) and g(0) is the identity of G. Since

H is a unitary representation of g, φ(X) is skew-self-adjoint, which means φ(X)∗ = −φ(X). By

taking the differential of the action of G on L(H), we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
R(g(t))ER(g(t))∗ =

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
R(g(t))ER(g(0))∗ +

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
R(g(0))ER(g(t))∗

= φ(X)E + Eφ(X)∗ = φ(X)E − Eφ(X) = [φ(X), E],

so the adjoint action of g on L(H) corresponds to the adjoint action of G by unitary operators. �

We now show that each of the quantum metric spaces introduced in Section 2.3 is a multiplicity-

free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric G-space by describing each Vt and finding a suitable G. For

some of the examples, we directly identify G as a group of unitaries acting on H.

Example 3.1.1 (q-ary Quantum Hamming Space). Let Et be the quantum Hamming metric

on H = (Cq)⊗n. Each Et is invariant under conjugation by elements of SU(q)⊗n and the unitary

operators on H that permute the tensor factors. We may take G to be the group generated by

these two types of unitary operators and, as an abstract group, G is isomorphic to Sn ⋉ SU(q)n.

Under the action of G, the decomposition of L(H) is given by L(H) =
⊕n

t=0 Vt where

Vt = span{E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En | Ej ∈Mq(C) and exactly t of the Ej’s are not proportional to Iq}

and, moreover, it is easy to see that Vt is exactly the space of errors of distance t. To realize the

decomposition, first note that su(q) ⊆ Mq(C) and CIq ⊆ Mq(C) are irreducible representations
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of SU(q) by conjugation. This implies that su(q)t ⊗ (CIq)
⊗n−t and any subspace obtained by

permutation of the tensor factors are irreducible representations of SU(q)⊗n by conjugation. Vt is

the direct sum of these subspaces and is invariant under permutations of the tensor factors, hence

each Vt is an irreducible representation of G. If B is an orthonormal basis of Mq(C) such that

Iq ∈ B, then the set

{E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗En | Ej ∈ B and exactly t of the Ej ’s are not equal to Iq}

is an orthonormal basis of Vt. A counting argument shows that dim(Vt) = qt
(n
t

)

.

Example 3.1.2 (su(2) Quantum Metrics). Let n ≥ 0 and H be the irreducible representation

of su(2) of dimension n+1. H is a representation of SU(2) through a homomorphism R : SU(2) →
U(H) and we take G = SU(2). To describe Vt we appeal to the representation theory of sl(2) since

each Vt is a representation of sl(2) by Proposition 3.1.1.

For 0 ≤ t ≤ n, Et is a highest weight vector of weight 2t. These operators are orthogonal

with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, so we may inductively deduce that Et ∈ Vt.

It follows that Vt contains the irreducible representation of sl(2) of highest weight 2t. By the

Clebsch-Gordan formula for SU(2), L(H) contains the representation of highest weight 2t exactly

once for each 0 ≤ t ≤ n, so each Vt must be irreducible. It follows that the internal direct sum

decomposition of L(H) into irreducible representations of sl(2) is given by

L(H) =
n
⊕

t=0

Vt

where

Vt = span{adkF (Et) : 0 ≤ k ≤ 2t}

for 0 ≤ t ≤ n. Since su(2) is the compact real form of sl(2), Proposition 3.1.2 implies that SU(2)

acts on Vt by the adjoint action through R. The highest weight j representation of su(2) has

dimension j + 1, hence dim(Vt) = 2t+ 1.

Example 3.1.3 (su(q) Symmetric Quantum Metrics). Let Et be the su(q) symmetric quantum

metric for q ≥ 2 and n ≥ 1. Similar to the case of su(2), H is a representation of SU(q) through a
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homomorphism R : SU(q) → U(H) and we take G = SU(q). Again, by Proposition 3.1.1, each Vt

is a representation of sl(q) through the adjoint action.

For 0 ≤ t ≤ n, Et
1q is a highest weight vector of weight (t, 0, . . . , 0, t) ∈ Z

q−1
≥0 . These operators

are orthogonal with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, so we may inductively deduce

that Et
1q ∈ Vt. It follows that Vt contains the irreducible representation of sl(q) of highest weight

(t, 0, . . . , 0, t). By Steinberg’s formula [Hum12], L(H) contains the representation of highest weight

(t, 0, . . . , 0, t) exactly once for each 0 ≤ t ≤ n, so each Vt must be irreducible. We get that

L(H) =

n
⊕

t=0

Vt

is the decomposition of L(H) into irreducible representations of sl(q) where

Vt = span{adA1 adA2 · · · adAk
(Et

1q) : k ≥ 0 and A1, . . . , Ak ∈ sl(q)}.

su(q) is the compact real form of sl(q) hence Proposition 3.1.2 implies that SU(q) acts on Vt by the

adjoint action through R. A computation using the Weyl dimension formula [Hum12] yields

dim(Vt) =
2t+ q − 1

q − 1

(

q + t− 2

q − 2

)2

.

Example 3.1.4 (su(n) Exterior QuantumMetrics). Let Et be the su(n) exterior quantum metric

for n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ w ≤ n−1. H is a representation of SU(n) through a homomorphism R : SU(n) →
U(H) and we take G = SU(n). This example is similar to the case for the su(q) symmetric quantum

metric in that for 1 ≤ t ≤ min(w,n − w), the operator E1,nE2,n−1 · · ·Et,n−(t−1) ∈ Et is a highest

weight vector of weight λ ∈ Zn−1
≥0 where λt = 1, λn−t = 1, and λk = 0 otherwise. In the case

t = 0, IH is a highest weight vector of weight 0 ∈ Zn−1
≥0 . These operators are all orthogonal, so we

may deduce that Et ∈ Vt. Steinberg’s formula gives us that each of these representations appears

exactly once, and hence each Vt is irreducible. We get that

Vt = span{adA1 · · · adAk
(Xt) : k ≥ 0 and A1, . . . , Ak ∈ sl(n)}
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and, by Proposition 3.1.2, SU(n) acts on Vt by the adjoint action through R. A computation using

the Weyl dimension formula yields

dim(Vt) =
n− 2t+ 1

n+ 1

(

n+ 1

t

)2

.

Example 3.1.5 (Odd Clifford Quantum Metrics). Let n ≥ 0 andm = 2n+1. From the previous

chapter, we have that

Vt = VCl(2n+1)
t = span{Γx : wt(x) = t, x ∈ F2n+1

2 }

for 0 ≤ t ≤ n. G can be identified as a group of unitaries on H that is isomorphic to Spin(2n+ 1).

The first observation is that each Vt is isomorphic to the t-th exterior power representation of

SO(2n + 1) (or so(2n + 1)) for 0 ≤ t ≤ n, which are irreducible and mutually non-isomorphic (see

Theorem 19.14 in [FH13]). However, H is not a representation of SO(2n + 1), so each Vt cannot

given by an adjoint action. Spin(2n + 1) is the simply connected form of SO(2n + 1) and thus it

must be possible to identify an adjoint action from Spin(2n + 1). We will see that this adjoint

action matches with the aforementioned action of SO(2n + 1).

First, V1 is a complex vector space of dimension 2n + 1 with a quadratic form defined by

Q(X,Y ) = tr(XY )
2n and hence can be identified as the defining representation V of SO(2n+1) with

a quadratic form we also call Q. From the Clifford relations, one may then intuitively view Vt as

the t-th exterior power of V . The isomorphism can be constructed from the fact that Cl(2n + 1)

is isomorphic to the tensor algebra T (V ) of V quotient by the ideal generated by elements of the

form u⊗ v+ v⊗u−Q(u, v)1 for u, v ∈ V . We may identify ∧tV ⊆ T (V ) as the alternating tensors

of rank t and we define f : T (V ) → Cl(2n + 1) as the quotient map. If v1, . . . , v2n+1 ∈ V form an

orthogonal basis then for k 6= l, vkvl = −vkvl as elements of Cl(2n + 1) by the Clifford relation.

Thus, for any rank t alternating tensor

vk1 ∧ · · · ∧ vkt =
1

t!

∑

σ∈St

sgn(σ)vkσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vkσ(i)
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of orthogonal vectors, we have

(3.2) f

(

1

t!

∑

σ∈St

sgn(σ)vkσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vkσ(t)

)

= vk1 · · · vkt.

Moreover, if we expand vk in terms of the Clifford generators el, then vk1 ∧ · · · ∧ vkt is a linear

combination of rank t simple alternating tensors of el. This implies that f(vk1 ∧· · · ∧vkt) is a linear

combination of products of t distinct el’s. Thus, f maps ∧tV to Vt and is, in fact, bijective. Lastly,

f commutes with linear transformations preserving Q since f maps any other set of orthogonal

vectors in the same way as the vk’s in (3.2). It follows that f gives isomorphisms ∧tV ∼= Vt as

representations of SO(2n + 1). Next, we attempt to view Vt as a representation of Spin(2n + 1).

Let G′ be the subgroup of self-adjoint unitary operators fixing V1 under conjugation, meaning

G′ = {U ∈ U(H) | UV1U
∗ ⊆ V1}.

Since each Vt is the span of products of operators in V1, each Vt is also fixed under conjugation by

G′. Note that the subspace of V1 of self-adjoint operators forms a real space of dimension 2n + 1

(which we will also refer to as V1) with a quadratic form given by the trace bilinear form. From

this, we use the idea of the proof of Proposition 20.28 in [FH13] to show that G′ is isomorphic to

Pin+(2n+ 1). First, conjugation by G′ preserves the trace quadratic form on V1 since

tr(UXU∗UXU∗) = tr(X2)

for all U ∈ G′ and X ∈ V1. This implies that the action of G′ on V1 gives a homomorphism from

G′ to O(2n + 1) and we show that this homomorphism is surjective by constructing any negative

reflection from the action of G′. From the Clifford relation (2.3), if U ∈ V1 is invertible, then

U−1 = 2n

tr(U2)
U so necessarily tr(U2) 6= 0. Now let X ∈ V1 and U ∈ V1 ∩G′ where tr(U2) = 2n and,

again using the Clifford relation, we have

UXU∗ =

(

tr(UX)

2n
IH −XU

)

U∗ =
tr(UX)

tr(U2)
IH −X.

This equation shows that conjugation by U acts as the negative of the reflection across the hy-

perplane perpendicular to U . On the other hand, if U ∈ V1 is non-zero where U =
∑2n+1

k=1 xkUk
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and xk ∈ R, then it is straightforward to verify that U = U∗ and UU∗ = U2 = IH. It follows

that conjugation by G′ gives any negative reflection of V1, and so the homomorphism from G′ to

O(2n+1) is surjective. The kernel of this homomorphism is formed by U ∈ G′ such that UX = XU

for all X ∈ V1 so, since V1 generates L(H), each such U is in the center of L(H). The only cen-

tral, self-adjoint, unitary operators are ±IH, hence the kernel is {±IH}. Since negative reflections

generate O(2n + 1), the preimage of the homomorphism is generated by all invertible U ∈ V1 and

±IH so G′ is isomorphic to Pin+(2n + 1). However, we take G to be the elements of G′ that are

products of an even number of elements of V1. G is isomorphic to Spin(2n + 1), and so each Vt is

a representation of Spin(2n+ 1).

Example 3.1.6 (so(2n+1) Spinorial Quantum Metrics). Let H be the spinorial representation

of so(2n+ 1) of dimension 2n. The so(2n+1) spinorial quantum metric is generated by VCl(2n+1)
2 ,

thus we may deduce that

Vt = VCl(2n+1)
2t = span{Γx : wt(x) = 2t, x ∈ F2n+1

2 }.

Noting that VCl(2n+1)
2t = VCl(2n+1)

2n+1−t , the results from the previous example implies each Vt is a

distinct irreducible representation under the adjoint action of Spin(2n+ 1).

Example 3.1.7 (Even Clifford Quantum Metrics). Let n ≥ 0 and m = 2n. From the previous

chapter, we have that

Vt = VCl(2n)
t = span{Γx : wt(x) = t, x ∈ F2n

2 }

for 0 ≤ t ≤ 2n. Similar to the case for when m is odd, we may define the groups Pin+(2n) and

Spin(2n). Each Vt is isomorphic to the tth exterior power of the defining representation of so(2n),

and each is invariant under conjugation by Spin(2n). However, Vt is isomorphic to V2n−t and Vn

is not irreducible (see Theorem 19.2 in [FH13]), so the symmetries from Spin(2n) do not give the

multiplicity-free nor the 2-homogeneous condition. We remedy this by instead taking the action

of Pin+(2n), which makes each Vt distinct and irreducible. One may see why this is the case by

comparing the action of SO(2n) with O(2n) on the exterior powers of the defining representation,

as we do next.
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Let V be the defining representation of O(2n). We note that
∧0 V is the trivial representation

and
∧2n V is the determinant representation since if e1, . . . , e2n are orthonormal basis vectors then

g · (e1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n) = (ge1) ∧ · · · ∧ (ge2n) = det(g)e1 ∧ · · · ∧ e2n

for g ∈ O(2n). These are the first examples where the exterior powers are not isomorphic as

O(2n) representations. We show that the remaining representations are nonisomorphic by first

describing the isomorphisms as SO(2n) representations. V has an O(2n)-invariant inner product

that extends to a O(2n)-invariant inner product 〈, 〉 on
∧t V for each 1 ≤ t ≤ 2n − 1. Given

ξ ∈ ∧t V for 1 ≤ t ≤ n, the element ⋆ξ ∈ ∧2n−t V is defined as the (unique) element such that

det(η ∧ ⋆ξ) = 〈η, ξ〉 for all η ∈ ∧t V . The map ⋆ :
∧t V → ∧2n−t V is called the Hodge star

operator, which is a vector space isomorphism since 〈, 〉 is positive definite. For any g ∈ O(2n), we

have that

det(η ∧ ⋆(gξ)) = 〈η, gξ〉 = 〈g−1η, ξ〉 = det((g−1η) ∧ ⋆ξ) = det(g−1) det(η ∧ (g ⋆ ξ)),

hence the Hodge star operator is SO(2n)-invariant but not O(2n)-invariant. For the case of 1 ≤ t <

n,
∧t V is irreducible, thus Schur’s lemma implies that any SO(2n)-invariant linear map from

∧t V

to
∧2n−t V must be a scalar multiple of the Hodge star operator. Every O(2n)-invariant linear map

is SO(2n)-invariant, however the Hodge star operator is not O(2n)-invariant, hence there exists no

O(2n)-invariant linear map from
∧t V to

∧2n−t V . Thus,
∧t V is not isomorphic to

∧2n−t V .

In the case that t = n, we only need to show that
∧n V is irreducible as a representation of

O(2n). As a representation of SO(2n),
∧n V has two irreducible components and the Hodge star

and identity operators are two linearly independent automorphisms. The Hodge star operator is

not O(2n)-invariant thus, by similar argument as before,
∧n V can have only one O(2n)-invariant

automorphism up to multiplication by a scalar. Thus, by Schur’s lemma,
∧n V is irreducible.

Example 3.1.8 (so(2n) Semispinorial Quantum Metrics). Let H(n) = (C2)⊗n, H(n)
± ⊆ H(n) be

one of the semispinorial representations of so(2n), and P± the orthogonal projection onto H(n)
± .

The so(2n) spinorial quantum metric is generated by operators of the form P±ΓxP± where x ∈ F2n
2
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and wt(x) = 2 so

Vt = span{P±ΓxP± : wt(x) = 2t}

for 0 ≤ t ≤ n−1
2 if n is odd and 0 ≤ t ≤ n

2 if n is even. Like the previous examples, there is an

adjoint action of Spin(2n) on each Vt. In both even and odd cases, each Vt for t <
n
2 is isomorphic

to the 2t-th exterior power of the defining representation of so(2n), which are all irreducible and

distinct. If n is even then it turns out that Vn
2
is one of the irreducible components of the nth

exterior power representation. To realize this, we first recall that

VCl(2n)
n = {Γx : x ∈ F2n

2 ,wt(x) = n}

is isomorphic to the nth exterior power representation of so(2n) and, second, we claim that the map

f : VCl(2n)
n → Vn

2
given by f(X) = P±XP± is a nontrivial homomorphism of so(2n) representations.

f cannot be an isomorphism since P±ΓxP± is a scalar multiple of P±Γx+12nP± and wt(x+ 12n) =

wt(x) if wt(x) = n. Schur’s lemma would thus imply that Vn
2
is isomorphic to one of the irreducible

components. To prove that f is a homomorphism, recall that P± is the projection onto the span

of even or odd weight computational basis vectors so P± = 1
2(IH(n) ± Γ12n). Both IH(n) and Γ12n

commute with the so(2n) action operators (i.e. the operators φ(ek)φ(el) for k 6= l) so P± does as

well. Now we have that

[φ(ek)φ(el), P±XP±] = φ(ek)φ(el)P±XP± − P±XP±φ(ek)φ(el)

= P±φ(ek)φ(el)XP± − P±Xφ(ek)φ(el)P±

= P±[φ(ek)φ(el),X]P±

hence the action of each ekel commutes with f .

This list of multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metrics is not exhaustive. For the

multiplicity-free condition, a theorem by Stembridge [Ste03] classifies all multiplicity-free quantum

metrics generated by the action of a complex semisimple Lie algebra. Stembridge’s theorem is in

fact a more general result that identifies all irreducible representations H1 and H2 of a complex
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semisimple Lie algebra g such that H1 ⊗H2 is a multiplicity-free representation of g. The classifi-

cation of multiplicity-free quantum metrics is the special case of when H1 = H and H2 = H∗ since

L(H) ∼= H⊗H∗.

3.1.1. G-Invariant Superoperators. Multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric G-

spaces are related to the linear programming bounds through two sets of superoperators that are

invariant under a certain action of G. Specifically, let L(H)R ⊆ L(H) be the real subspace of self-

adjoint operators on H and consider superoperators Φ : L(H)R → L(H)R. To describe an action of

G on such Φ’s, we first note that L(H)R is a real unitary representation of G through the action

g · X = R(g)XR(g)∗ for g ∈ G and X ∈ L(H)R. This induces an action by conjugation on the

space of linear maps on L(H)R, meaning for Φ : L(H)R → L(H)R we define g · Φ by

(g · Φ)(X)
def
= g−1 · Φ(g ·X) = U∗Φ(UXU∗)U

where U = R(g). We say Φ is G-invariant if g · Φ = Φ for all g ∈ G.

Such G-invariant superoperators form a real Hilbert space with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt

inner product that has two important orthogonal bases. One of the bases consists of completely

positive maps denoted Φt for 0 ≤ t ≤ r, and another consists of orthogonal projections denoted Πt

for 0 ≤ t ≤ r.

Definition 3.1.4. For each 0 ≤ t ≤ r, let Bt be an orthonormal basis of Vt. We define the

superoperator Φt : L(H)R → L(H)R by

Φt(X) =
∑

E∈Bt

EXE∗.

The Choi-Kraus theorem implies that each Φt is completely positive, and unitary freedom

implies any other such map constructed from another orthonormal basis of Vt is equal to Φt. The

action of g ∈ G gives

(g · Φt)(X) =
∑

E∈Bt

UEU∗XUE∗U∗ =
∑

E∈Bt

(UEU∗)X(UEU∗)∗

where U = R(g). Since {UEU∗ : E ∈ Bt} is another orthonormal basis of Vt, the independence of

choice of Bt implies that Φt is G-invariant.
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Definition 3.1.5. For each 0 ≤ t ≤ r, we define the superoperator Πt : L(H)R → L(H)R as

the orthogonal projection onto Vt.

If Bt is an orthonormal basis of Vt then we may concretely write

Πt(X) =
∑

E∈Bt

tr(E∗X)E.

Πt is not necessarily completely positive, but is independent of the choice of Bt which implies that

each Πt is also G-invariant. We now prove that these two families of linear maps are orthogonal

bases on the space of G-invariant linear maps.

Lemma 3.1.1. {Φt}rt=0 and {Πt}rt=0 are orthogonal bases of the space of G-invariant superop-

erators Φ : L(H)R → L(H)R.

Proof. We first prove the Πt’s form an orthogonal basis. The Πt are projections onto mutually

orthogonal spaces, hence ΠtΠj = δtjΠt, which implies that the Πt’s are orthogonal. Now let

Φ : L(H)R → L(H)R be a G-invariant linear map, so we want to show Φ is a real linear combination

of the Πt’s. Let Φ̃ : L(H) → L(H) be the complexification of Φ, meaning Φ̃(X+iY ) = Φ(X)+iΦ(Y )

for all X,Y ∈ L(H)R (here, i is the imaginary unit). Since Φ is G-invariant, it is clear that Φ̃ is

G-invariant. The isomorphism class of each Vj appears only once in L(H), hence by Schur’s lemma

we must have Φ̃(Vj) ⊆ Vj . Schur’s lemma further implies that on each Vj, Φ̃ acts by scalar

multiplication by some λj ∈ C hence Φ̃ =
∑r

j=0 λjΠj . For Xj ∈ Vj where Xj is self-adjoint, we

have Φ(Xj) = Φ̃(Xj) = λjXj, so λjXj is self-adjoint. It follows that λj ∈ R, and restricting Φ̃ to

L(H)R gives Φ =
∑r

j=0 λjΠj .

Next, we prove that the Φt’s form a basis. It suffices to prove that the Φt’s are orthogonal since

the number of Φt’s and the number of Πt’s are equal. Let {|ψk〉} be an orthonormal basis of H and

so {|ψk〉〈ψl|} are the matrix units with respect to this basis. The complex trace (which equals the
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real trace) of Φ∗
tΦj is

tr(Φ∗
tΦj) =

∑

kl

tr(|ψl〉〈ψk|Φ∗
tΦj(|ψk〉〈ψl|))

=
∑

kl

∑

E∈Bt

∑

F∈Bj

tr(|ψl〉〈ψk|E∗F |ψk〉〈ψl|F ∗E)

=
∑

E∈Bt

∑

F∈Bj

(

∑

k

〈ψk|E∗F |ψk〉
)(

∑

l

〈ψl|F ∗E|ψl〉
)

=
∑

E∈Bt

∑

F∈Bj

tr(E∗F ) tr(F ∗E)

=
∑

E∈Bt

∑

F∈Bj

| tr(E∗F )|2

= δtj dim(Vt),

hence the Φt’s are orthogonal. �

Lemma 3.1.1 implies that any G-invariant superoperator Φ : L(H)R → L(H)R can uniquely be

expanded as a real linear combination

Φ =

r
∑

t=0

µtΦt

or

Φ =
r
∑

t=0

λtΠt.

In particular, for Φt and Πt, the coefficients for expanding in the other basis are central to the

quantum linear programming bounds.

Lemma 3.1.2. For each 0 ≤ t ≤ r, there exist scalars Wt(j) ∈ R for 0 ≤ j ≤ r such that

(3.3) Φt =

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Πj

and

Πt =

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Φj .

In light of this, we state the following definition.
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Definition 3.1.6. Given a multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric G-space (H, Et),
the scalars Wt(j) for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ r in Lemma 3.1.2 are the Wt(j) coefficients of (H, Et).

Equation (3.3) can also be interpreted as the spectral decomposition of the self-adjoint operators

Φt, hence we see that the Φt’s are simultaneously diagonalizable and commute. This fact will be

used to deduce certain properties of the functions Wt(j). Lemma 3.1.1 implies that expansions in

the lemma above exist, but does not prove the second part in which both expansions are given by

the same coefficients Wt(j). We will prove a property that implies Lemma 3.1.2 and discuss more

about the family of functions Wt(j) in Section 3.2.3.

We conclude this section with brief discussions relating the Wt(j) coefficients to other parts

of representation theory and algebraic coding theory. First, the Wt(j) coefficients are a special

case of rescaled 6j symbols from representation theory. This fact was first realized by Bumgardner

[Bum12] in the case of the su(2) quantum metrics. Recall that we assumed that we have the

decomposition L(H) =
⊕r

t=0 Vt into distinct irreducible representations. Since L(H) ∼= H ⊗ H∗,

we also have the decomposition

(3.4) H⊗H∗ =
r
⊕

t=0

Vt

where we assume Vt ⊆ H⊗H∗ so this decomposition is internal. Next, we have the isomorphism

L(H)⊗ L(H)∗ ∼= H⊗H∗ ⊗H⊗H∗

and we would like to partially decompose this tensor product to find G-invariant tensors. Using

associativity of the tensor product, this tensor product may be viewed as (H ⊗ H∗) ⊗ (H ⊗H∗).

Decomposing this tensor product by using equation (3.4), we have

(H ⊗H∗)⊗ (H⊗H∗) =

(

r
⊕

t=0

Vt

)

⊗





r
⊕

j=0

Vj



 =
r
⊕

t=0

r
⊕

j=0

Vt ⊗ Vj

By Schur’s lemma, there exists a unique nonzero G-invariant tensor (up to scalar) in each Vt ⊗ Vj

if and only t = j. Up to some scalars, this G-invariant tensor corresponds to Πt, and these form

a basis of the space G-invariant tensors of H ⊗ H∗ ⊗ H ⊗ H∗. On the other hand, we may view

the tensor product as H ⊗ (H∗ ⊗ H) ⊗ H∗ where the first H and last H∗ are tensored together.
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These pairs of tensored components may be again decomposed using equation (3.4) and, by Schur’s

lemma, another basis of the space of G-invariant tensors of H⊗H∗⊗H⊗H∗ may be found. Up to

scalar, this basis of G-invariant tensors correspond to the Φt’s. We may expand each element of the

second basis in terms of the first, and the coefficients in these linear expansions are defined to be the

6j symbols. In the physics literature, the j in 6j refers to a variable corresponding to isomorphism

classes of irreducible representations, and the 6 comes from the fact that each 6j symbol involves

six representations of G (namely, two copies of H, two copies of H∗, Vt, and Vj in this case).

Secondly, the theory presented in this section can be interpreted as a quantum analog of the

relationship between symmetric association schemes and Bose-Mesner algebras [Del73, Theorem

2.1]. An association scheme on a finite set X is a family of undirected graphs {Vt}rt=0 onX satisfying

certain properties. These properties can be reframed in terms of the adjacency matrices Dt of the

graphs Vt in that the adjacency matrices satisfy the following properties.

(1)
∑r

t=0Dt is the |X| × |X| matrix of all ones.

(2) D0 is the |X| × |X| identity matrix.

(3) The complex span of the Dt’s is a commutative complex ∗-algebra of dimension r + 1.

The algebra mentioned in property (3) is called the Bose-Mesner algebra of the association

scheme. By the Artin-Wedderburn theorem, there exist r + 1 mutually orthogonal projections Pj

that span the algebra and hence there exist scalars Kt(j) ∈ C for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ r such that

Dt =

r
∑

j=0

Kt(j)Pj .

These expansions are also the spectral decompositions of Dt and each Dt is a real symmetric

matrix, hence each Kt(j) is also real. On the other hand, the Dt’s also form a basis, hence there

exist scalars Lt(j) ∈ R such that Pt =
∑r

j=0 Lt(j)Dj . The two matrices formed by the Kt(j)

and Lt(j) are called the eigenmatrices of the Bose-Mesner algebra (or the association scheme) and

these two matrices are not equal in general. If X is a finite metric space and the distance relations

Vt = {(x, y) ∈ X | d(x, y) = t} form an association scheme (or can be refined to such a family of

relations), then there is a method of computing upper bounds on the size of codes of this metric

space using linear programming [Del73].
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There are clear analogies between finite metrics that form association schemes and multiplicity-

free, 2-homogeneous finite dimensional quantum metric spaces. Each subspace Vt ⊆ L(H) is anal-

ogous to the distance relations of a classical metric and, in fact, these subspaces are symmetric

quantum relations [Wea12]. The Φt’s play the same role as the Dt’s and the Φt’s also span a

commutative complex algebra of dimension r+1. The Φt’s may also be reasonably called quantum

adjacency matrices (see [CW22]). Like the Pt’s, the Πt’s form a basis of mutually orthogonal

projections of this algebra, hence the Φt’s may be expanded in terms of the Πt’s and vice versa

where in both cases the coefficients are given by the Wt(j) coefficients. As we will see in the next

section, for these types of quantum metric spaces, linear programming may be used to compute

upper bounds on the dimension of quantum codes. Moreover, one may see that requiring the Φt’s

to form a commutative algebra (like the Bose-Mesner algebra of an association scheme) with the

Πt’s as the primitive idempotents will also guarantee the linear programming method for quantum

codes. With these parallels, this method may arguably be called a quantum analog of Delsarte’s

linear programming bounds.

3.2. The Quantum Linear Programming Bound

3.2.1. Quantum Distance Distributions. The G-invariant maps Φt and Πt give important

invariants of quantum codes that are analogous to the distance distribution of classical codes. Given

a code C ⊆ H with orthogonal projection P , we define the quantum distance distributions of

C as the sequences of scalars

At
def
=

dim(H)

dim(C) tr(PΠt(P )) =
dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

| tr(E∗P )|2

Bt
def
=

dim(H)

dim(C) tr(PΦt(P )) =
dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

tr(PEPE∗),

both for 0 ≤ t ≤ r. The quantum distance distributions are a generalization of the quantum weight

enumerators in [SL97,Rai98], and equivalent to a definition given in [Bum12]. An immediate

property of the distance distribution is that for any code C, A0 = dim(C) and B0 = 1. From the

last expression of At, we see that each At is a nonnegative real number. The same holds for Bt

since EPE∗ and P are positive, and the trace of a product of positive operators is nonnegative and
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real. There are two main relationships between the distance distributions, the first of which is the

following lemma that states that each distance distribution can be computed from the other.

Lemma 3.2.1. The quantum distance distributions of any code satisfies

Bt =

n
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj

and

At =

n
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Bj

for 0 ≤ t ≤ r.

Proof. By the first equation in Lemma 3.1.2, we have

Bt =
dim(H)

dim(C) tr(PΦt(P ))

=
dim(H)

dim(C) tr



P

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Πj(P )





=

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)
dim(H)

dim(C) tr (PΠj(P ))

=
r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj .

On the other hand, the second equation follows from the second equation of Lemma 3.1.2. �

We note that these equations hold for all quantum codes and not just ones that have error

detection properties. The second relationship ties into the error detection properties of quantum

codes, as stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.2. If C ⊆ H is a quantum code then At ≤ KBt for each 0 ≤ t ≤ r. Equality holds

for t if and only if C detects all errors in Vt.

Proof. We have

(3.5) At =
dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

| tr(E∗P )|2 = dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

| tr(P (PEP )∗)|2.
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Each term in the last sum is the modulus squared of the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product of P and

PEP , hence we may apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, yielding

At ≤
dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

tr(P ∗P ) tr((PEP )∗(PEP ))

= tr(P )
dim(H)

dim(C)
∑

E∈Bt

tr(PEPE∗)

= KBt.

Equality holds for the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality if and only if PEP is a scalar multiple of P for

each E ∈ Bt, which is exactly the detection condition for all errors of distance t. �

3.2.2. Feasible Distance Distributions. Using the properties of the quantum distance dis-

tributions, we may now formulate the linear programming bounds. Lemma 3.2.1, Lemma 3.2.2,

and the other properties of distance distributions give a linear system in which the distance dis-

tributions of a quantum code of minimum distance d must be a solution of. If no solution to this

linear system exists, then no quantum code of minimum distance d exists. We state this result as

the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.1. Let C ⊆ H be a code of dimension K and distance 1 ≤ d ≤ r. If At is the

distance distribution of C then At is a solution to the linear system

At ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ r

A0 = K

K
r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj = At for 0 ≤ t ≤ d− 1

K

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj ≥ At for 0 ≤ t ≤ r

If there is no solution to the above linear system then there exists no dimension K code of distance

d.

An immediate application of this theorem is the computation of numerical bounds by first

designating a distance d and then using computer software to find the smallest integer K such that
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the linear system is feasible for K but not K+1. Since any subspace of a quantum code of distance

d is also a quantum code of distance d, such a K is an upper bound on the dimension of quantum

codes of distance d. Other methods are to study the linear systems analytically to derive bounds

for a variety of cases. Before we discuss these topics, we first discuss properties of the linear systems

themselves.

For a fixed distance d, rather than considering only nonnegative integer values of K, we may

more generally consider linear systems where K is nonnegative and real. In this case, we may

study the supremum of all K ≥ 0 such that the linear system is feasible and, a priori, we call

this supremum the linear programming bound. We will state a few properties of the set of feasible

solutions to the linear system to justify this notion of the linear programming bound. From here on,

we assume that d is fixed. We say that (A0, . . . , Ar) ∈ Rr+1 is a feasible distance distribution,

or just feasible, with value K if the At’s are a solution to the linear system in Theorem 3.2.1 with

the parameter K. On the other hand, we also say K ≥ 0 is a feasible value if there exists a feasible

distance distribution with value K. The first property we deduce is that the set of feasible distance

distributions is compact, and so the set of feasible values is bounded.

Lemma 3.2.3. The set of feasible distance distributions is compact. Moreover, if K ≥ 0 is a

feasible value then K ≤ dim(H).

Proof. The solution set of the (quadratic) system of inequalities and equalities in Theorem

3.2.1 is closed in Rr+1. Any feasible distance distribution must satisfy

K
r
∑

t=0

1

dim(H)
At = KB0 = A0

or, equivalently,

(3.6)

r
∑

t=0

At = dim(H).

Since the At’s are nonnegative, this implies that the set of feasible distance distributions is also

bounded and hence compact. The second part of the lemma also follows from equation (3.6). �

The trivial implication of this lemma is that the linear programming bound is finite and at least

as sharp as the most trivial upper bound (i.e. every quantum code has dimension at most dim(H)).
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A more useful corollary is that the linear programming bound is the maximum of all feasible values

and is attained by some feasible distance distribution. When computing the maximum feasible

value, it would be useful to know whether the feasibility for K implies the feasibility for all values

less than K. Rains proved that this is true for quantum Hamming space [Rai99a]. Namely, for

any distance distribution with value K ≥ 1 and any value 1 ≤ K ′ ≤ K, Rains gave a concrete

formula for a distance distribution of value K ′. This formula turns out to be applicable to all

multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric spaces.

Lemma 3.2.4. If there exists a feasible distance distribution with value K ≥ 1, then for all

1 ≤ K ′ ≤ K there exists a feasible distance distribution with value K ′.

We will not directly use these lemmas, but they are assuring to keep in mind when working

with the linear programming bounds, both analytically and numerically. Moreover, they provide

some insight into the geometric properties of the linear programming bounds. Lastly, we may now

aptly call the supremum of all feasible values the quantum linear programming bound and

formally state the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.2 (Quantum Linear Programming Bound). For each K ≥ 1 and integer d ≥ 2,

let Ω(K, d) ⊆ Rr+1 be the set of all solutions to the system of inequalities

At ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ r

A0 = K

K
r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj = At for 0 ≤ t ≤ d− 1

K

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)Aj ≥ At for 0 ≤ t ≤ r

For any quantum code C ⊆ H of minimum distance d,

(3.7) dim(C) ≤ max{K | Ω(K, d) 6= ∅}.

3.2.3. Wt(j) Coefficients. Knowing the relevant Wt(j) coefficients for the quantum metric

space at hand is necessary for working with Theorem 3.2.1. In this section, we give expressions for
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the Wt(j) coefficients of each of the quantum metric spaces listed earlier in this chapter and a few

general properties of theWt(j) coefficients of any multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric

space. The derivations of the analytic expressions are given in Section 3.6.

Example 3.2.1 (q-ary Quantum Hamming Space). The Wt(j) coefficients for q-ary quantum

Hamming space are given by

Wt(j) =
1

qn

t
∑

s=0

(−1)s(q2 − 1)t−s

(

j

s

)(

n− j

t− s

)

and are q2-ary Krawtchouk polynomials. The formulation of the quantum linear programming

bounds and derivation of the Wt(j) coefficients for binary quantum Hamming space is due to Shor

and Laflamme [SL97] and independently Rains [Rai98].

Example 3.2.2 (su(2) Quantum Metrics). TheWt(j) coefficients for the su(2) quantum metric

of dimension n+ 1 are

Wt(j) =
(−1)t+j(2t+ 1)t!2j!2(n− t)!(n − j)!

(n+ t+ 1)!(n + j + 1)!

min(t+j,n)
∑

s=max(t,j)

(−1)s(n+ s+ 1)!

(s − t)!2(s− j)!2(t+ j − s)!2(n− s)!

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n. The coefficients are a special case of the Wigner 6j symbols, or recoupling

coefficients for SU(2), and so Wt(j) is equivalent to a Racah polynomial up to rescaling. The

formulation of the quantum linear programming bounds for su(2) and the idea for computing the

Wt(j) coefficients using the Wigner 6j symbols is due to Bumgardner [Bum12].

Example 3.2.3 (su(q) Symmetric Quantum Metrics). The Wt(j) coefficients for the nth sym-

metric power of the defining representation of su(q) are

Wt(j) =
(2t+ q − 1)(n − j)!(n + j + q − 1)!

(n− t)!(n + t+ q − 1)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−n)

(−1)s
(2t+ q − 2− s)!(s+ n− t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − n))!(s + n− t+ j + q − 1)!(t− s)!2

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n. For q = 2, we note that this equals the Wt(j) coefficients for the su(2) quantum

metrics, but is not exactly the same formula.

78



Example 3.2.4 (su(n) Exterior Quantum Metrics). Recall that r = min(w,n−w) for the wth

exterior power of the defining representation of su(q). The Wt(j) coefficients for this quantum

metric space are

Wt(j) =
(n− 2t+ 1)(r − j)!(n − r − t)!

(r − t)!(n− r − j)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−r)

(−1)s
(n− r + t− j − s)!(s+ r − t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − r))!(s + n− 2t+ 1)!(t− s)!2

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ r.

Example 3.2.5 (Cl(m) Quantum Metrics). The Wt(j) coefficients for the Cl(m) quantum

metric on H(n) are

Wt(j) =
(−1)tj

2n

t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

j

s

)(

m− j

t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Example 3.2.6 (so(2n+1) Spinorial QuantumMetrics). TheWt(j) coefficients for the so(2n+1)

spinorial quantum metric on H(n) are

Wt(j) =
1

2n

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n + 1− 2j

2t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Example 3.2.7 (so(2n) Semispinorial Quantum Metrics). TheWt(j) coefficients for the so(2n)

spinorial quantum metric on H(n)
± are

Wt(j) =
1

2n−1

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n− 2j

2t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t < n/2⌋ and 0 ≤ j ≤ n/2. If n is even, then

Wn/2(j) =
1

2n

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n− 2j

2t− s

)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n/2.
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In general, each set of Wt(j) coefficients are a family of discrete orthogonal functions indexed

by 0 ≤ t ≤ r. We list a few basic properties of these functions in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.5. The Wt(j) coefficients of a multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous quantum metric

space satisfy the following properties.

(a)
∑r

k=0Wt(k)Wk(j) = δtj

(b) Wt(j) =
dim(Vt)
dim(Vj)

Wj(t)

(c) Wt(0) =
dim(Vt)
dim(H)

(d) W0(j) =
1

dim(H)

Proof. We first prove some properties that theWt(j) satisfy after introducing a normalization

factor. The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of Φt and Πt are both
√

dim(Vt), so {dim(Vt)
−1/2Φt}rt=0 and

{dim(Vt)
−1/2Πt}rt=0 each form orthonormal bases of the space of G-invariant linear maps. From

equation (3.3), we have

Φt
√

dim(Vt)
=

r
∑

j=0

Wt(j)

√

dim(Vj)
√

dim(Vt)

Πj
√

dim(Vj)

so

(3.8) utj =Wt(j)

√

dim(Vj)
√

dim(Vt)

forms an r × r orthogonal matrix. By definition, utj are the coefficients of the decomposition of

dim(Vt)
−1/2Φt in the basis {dim(Vj)

−1/2Πj}rj=0, hence

utj = tr

(

Φt
√

dim(Vt)

Πj
√

dim(Vj)

)

.
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On the other hand, orthogonality implies that uji gives the reverse decomposition of dim(Vj)
−1/2Πj

in terms of {dim(Vt)
−1/2Φt}rt=0. Now,

ujt = tr

(

Πj
√

dim(Vj)

Φt
√

dim(Vt)

)

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)
tr(ΦtΠj)

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)

r
∑

k=0

∑

X∈Bk

tr(X∗Φt(Πj(X)))

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)

∑

X∈Bj

∑

E∈Bt

tr(X∗EXE∗)

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)

∑

E∈Bt

tr(Φj(E)E∗)

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)

r
∑

k=0

∑

E∈Bk

tr(Φj(E
∗Πt(E)))

=
1

√

dim(Vt) dim(Vj)
tr(ΦjΠt)

= utj

so the utj ’s also form a symmetric matrix.

(a) Using the fact that utj is orthogonal and symmetric we have

r
∑

k=0

Wt(k)Wk(j) =

√

dim(Vt)
√

dim(Vj)

r
∑

k=0

utkujk = δtj

(b) The equation utj = ujt along with equation (3.8) gives

Wt(j) =
dim(Vt)

dim(Vj)
Wj(t).

(c) Recall that Wt(0) is an eigenvalue of Φt of the eigenspace V0 = CIH, hence

Wt(0) =
tr(IHΦt(IH))

tr(I2H)
=

∑

E∈Bt
tr (EE∗)

dim(H)
=

dim(Vt)

dim(H)
.

(d) Φ0(X) = 1
dim(H)IHXIH = 1

dim(H)X so each X ∈ Vj has eigenvalue 1
dim(H) . Alternatively,

we can apply (b) to (c). �
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3.3. Self-Dual Linear Inequalities

The quantum linear programming bounds for binary quantum Hamming space were shown to

be not sharp in general. Rains derived additional linear inequalities on the distance distributions

that greatly sharpen the bound in many cases [Rai99c]. In this section, we give a generalization of

Rains’ result to other quantum metrics. We prove that if H is a multiplicity-free, 2-homogeneous

quantum metric G-space that is also a self-dual representation of G, then there are additional linear

inequalities that feasible distance distributions must satisfy. We define a quantum metric G-space

H to be self-dual if H is a self-dual representation of G.

3.3.1. G-Invariant Positive Maps. We first prove a lemma that gives a general way to

derive linear inequalities on the distance distribution of quantum codes. We consider the space of

G-invariant superoperators on L(H)R, but furthermore consider ones that are positive. We have

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let T : L(H)R → L(H)R be a G-invariant superoperator with expansion T =
∑r

j=0 λjΠj where λj ∈ R. If T is positive then the distance distribution At of any quantum code

satisfies
r
∑

j=0

λjWt(j)Aj ≥ 0

for 0 ≤ t ≤ r.

Proof. Let P be the orthogonal projection onto a quantum code. T is positive and Φt is

completely positive, so T (Φt(P )) is a positive operator. The trace of the product of two positive

operators is positive, so tr(PT (Φt(P ))) ≥ 0. We also have

tr(PT (Φt(P ))) =

r
∑

j=0

r
∑

k=0

tr(PλjΠj(Wt(k)Πk(P )))

=

r
∑

j=0

λjWt(j) tr(PΠj(P ))

=
dim(C)
dim(H)

r
∑

j=0

λjWt(j)Aj ,

hence the inequality stated in the lemma holds. �
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For any such T , we may include the inequalities
∑r

j=0 λjWt(j)Aj ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ r as

constraints to the quantum linear programming system. Next, we show that if H is a self-dual

representation of G, then such a T exists.

3.3.2. Self-Dual Isomorphism and Inequalities. Since (H, Et) is a quantum metric G-

space, H is a unitary representation of G through a homomorphism R : G→ Isom(H) by definition.

We assume that H is finite dimensional so, after choosing an orthonormal basis of H, R(g) can be

expressed as a unitary matrix. We can then introduce the transpose, R(g)T , and complex conjugate,

R(g), of R(g). These two operations are, of course, dependent on the chosen basis of H. The dual

representation of (H, R) is the representation (H, R∗) where we take R∗(g) = R(g−1)T . Since R(g)

is unitary, we have R∗(g) = (R(g)∗)T = R(g). (H, R) is isomorphic to (H, R∗) if and only if there

exists a unitary operator Λ : H → H such that

(3.9) ΛR(g)Λ∗ = R(g)

for all g ∈ G. In the following lemma, we state and prove that T (X) = ΛXΛ∗ satisfies the

conditions for Lemma 3.3.1.

Lemma 3.3.2. If (H, Et) is a self-dual quantum metric G-space with self-dual isomorphism

given by a unitary map Λ : H → H, then T (X) = ΛXΛ∗ is a positive, G-invariant linear map.

Moreover, if the expansion of T is given by T =
∑r

j=0 λjΠj then λj ∈ {1,−1}.

Proof. The complex conjugation operation on operators is an R-linear positive map, and

conjugation by a unitary operator is a linear completely positive map. Since T is the composition

of these two functions, T is a linear positive map. T is G-invariant since if U = R(g) for g ∈ G,
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then

(g · T )(X) = UT (U∗XU)U∗

= UΛU∗XUΛ∗U∗

= UΛU∗Λ∗ΛXΛ∗ΛUΛ∗U∗(3.10)

= UU∗ΛXΛ∗UU∗

= ΛXΛ∗

= T (X)

where we applied equation (3.9) to the line (3.10). By Lemma 3.1.1, there exist λj ∈ R for 0 ≤ j ≤ r

such that

T (X) =

n
∑

j=0

λjΠj.

The adjoint of T is T ∗(X) = Λ∗XΛ since

tr(T (X)Y ) = tr(ΛXΛ∗Y ) = tr(XΛ∗Y Λ) = tr((XΛ∗Y Λ)∗) = tr(XΛ∗Y Λ).

We deduce

T ∗(T (X)) = Λ∗ΛXΛ∗Λ = X,

meaning that T is unitary. Since the eigenvalues of unitary operators all have modulus 1, this

implies that each λj ∈ {1,−1}. �

Now combining Lemma 3.3.2 and Lemma 3.3.1 we have our main result for this section.

Theorem 3.3.1. Let H be a self-dual quantum metric G-space with self-dual isomorphism given

by a unitary map Λ : H → H. If T (X) = ΛXΛ∗ with expansion

T =
r
∑

j=0

λjΠj

then the distance distribution At of any quantum code satisfies

(3.11)

r
∑

j=0

λjWt(j)Aj ≥ 0
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for 0 ≤ t ≤ r.

Among the quantum metric spaces listed in Section 3.1, the ones that are self-dual quantum

metric G-spaces are binary quantum Hamming space, the su(2) quantum metrics, the nth exterior

power quantum metric of su(2n), the Cl(m) quantum metrics, the so(2n + 1) spinorial quantum

metrics, and the so(4n) semispinorial quantum metrics. The inequalities from Theorem 3.3.1 were

used for the numerical bounds given in Section 3.4. In the next section, we discuss some general

properties of the coefficients λj and present Λ and λj for each quantum metric space that exhibits

self-duality.

3.3.3. λj Coefficients. As is the case with the Wt(j) coefficients, the coefficients λj vary for

different quantum metric spaces. Trivially, we always have that λ0 = 1 since T (IH) = IH. In the

cases where G is a compact real Lie group and V1 is the complex span of the action of the Lie

algebra of g, it holds that λ1 = −1. If the quantum metric space is further connected, then λ1

determines all other λj . We can first prove λ1 = −1 by elementary Lie theory. Let g be the Lie

algebra of G. The differential of R : G → U(H) is a real linear map f : g → V1 where f(X) is

skew self-adjoint for all X ∈ g. Moreover, f is surjective onto the skew self-adjoint operators of V1.

Now, taking the differential of

ΛR(g)Λ∗ = R(g)

gives

Λf(X)Λ∗ = f(X)

for all X ∈ g. Since f(X) is skew self-adjoint, if(X) is self-adjoint. By the surjectivity of f ,

ΛEΛ∗ = −E

for all self-adjoint E ∈ V1 and hence λ1 = −1. Next, we prove that the other λj are determined by

λ1 from the fact that T is an antilinear algebra homomorphism on L(H). If E1, . . . , Ej ∈ V1 are

self-adjoint, E1 · · ·Ej ∈ Vj, and E1 · · ·Ej is nonzero, then

(3.12) T (E1 · · ·Ej) = T (E1) · · · T (Ej) = (−1)jE1 · · ·Ej .
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We note that E1 · · ·Ej is not necessarily self-adjoint, thus we consider E1 · · ·Ej + Ej · · ·E1 ∈ Vj

which is self-adjoint. If E1 · · ·Ej +Ej · · ·E1 is nonzero then using equation (3.12) we can compute

T (E1 · · ·Ej + Ej · · ·E1) = (−1)j(E1 · · ·Ej + Ej · · ·E1)

and hence λj = (−1)j . If E1 · · ·Ej +Ej · · ·E1 = 0 then i(E1 · · ·Ej −Ej · · ·E1) ∈ Vj is nonzero and

self-adjoint. Again, using equation (3.12), we can compute

T (i(E1 · · ·Ej − Ej · · ·E1)) = (−1)(−1)j = (−1)j+1

and hence λj = (−1)j+1 otherwise.

We conclude this section by presenting Λ and λj for each of the self-dual quantum metric spaces

listed in this chapter.

Example 3.3.1 (Binary Quantum Hamming Space). Binary quantum Hamming space (C2)⊗n

is a self-dual representation of G. The unitary self-dual isomorphism can be given by Λ = σ⊗n
y and

so T (X) = σ⊗n
y Xσ⊗n

y . The expansion coefficients of T are

λj = (−1)j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. The original result is due to Rains [Rai99c] and if P is the projection of a quantum

code, then the quantities
dim(H)

dim(C) tr(PT (Φt(P )))

are called the shadow enumerators of the code.

Example 3.3.2 (su(2) Quantum Metrics). Let H be the irreducible representation of su(2) of

dimension n+ 1. We may take Λ to be the unitary operator defined by

Λ|k〉 = (−1)
n+k
2 |−k〉

for each basis vector. If R : SU(2) → U(H) is the homomorphism of the action on H, then it turns

out that Λ = R(iσy). Since SU(2) is a real compact Lie group and V1 is the complex span of the

action of su(2) on H, it holds that λ1 = −1. One may also verify that T (E) = −F and T (F ) = −E
by using the fact that E∗ = F . For any 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we have that Ej , F j ∈ Vj and Ej + F j ∈ Vj is
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nonzero and self-adjoint, so

λj = (−1)j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Example 3.3.3 (nth Exterior Power Quantum Metric of su(2n)). Let H be the nth exterior

power of su(2n). For x ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . , 2n}n where 1 ≤ x1 < x2 < · · · < xn ≤ 2n, define x ∈
{1, 2, 3, . . . , 2n}n to be the ordered complement of x. The self-dual isomorphism Λ is given by the

Hodge star operator, meaning

Λ|x〉 = sgn(xx)|x〉

for each basis vector. By viewing xx as an ordering of {1, 2, 3, . . . , 2n}, sgn(xx) is the sign of

this ordering as a permutation. Similar to the case for the su(2) quantum metrics, we have that

Ej
1n +Ej

n1 ∈ Vj is nonzero and self-adjoint, so

λj = (−1)j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Example 3.3.4 (Cl(m) Quantum Metrics). For the Clifford quantum metrics, the self-dual

isomorphism can be given by Λ = Γy where y ∈ Fm
2 is a binary vector such that yk = 0 for

1 ≤ k ≤ n and yk = 1 for n+1 ≤ k ≤ 2n. If m is odd, then y has an extra component and we take

y2n+1 = 0. The expansion coefficients of T are

λj = (−1)
j(j+2n−1)

2

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n if m = 2n + 1 and for 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n if m = 2n. Instead of proving that T is G-

invariant, we directly show that T acts by a scalar on each Vj. For x ∈ (Z/2Z)m, Γx is a product

of i
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2 and the operators Uk for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Uk is a real matrix for 1 ≤ k ≤ n and

k = 2n+ 1, and pure imaginary for n+ 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n. Additionally, x · y has the same parity as the

number of pure imaginary matrices in the product of Γx. Using this fact and the fact that complex

conjugation distributes over matrix multiplication, one may deduce that

Γx = (−1)
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2
+x·yΓx.
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Now, combining this with the fact that ΓxΓy = (−1)q(x,y)ΓyΓx, we have

ΓyΓxΓy = (−1)
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2
+x·y+q(x,y)Γx

= (−1)
wt(x)(wt(x)−1)

2
+wt(x) wt(y)Γx = (−1)

wt(x)(wt(x)+2n−1)
2 Γx.

Since Γx ∈ Vwt(x), it follows that λj = (−1)
j(j+2n−1)

2 for 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n if m is even, and 0 ≤ j ≤ n if

m is odd.

Example 3.3.5 (so(2n + 1) Spinorial Quantum Metrics). Let H ⊆ (C2)⊗n be the so(2n + 1)

spinorial representation. The self-dual isomorphism can be given by Λ = σ⊗n
y and the expansion

coefficients of T are

λj = (−1)j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. The argument follows from the fact that a so(2n + 1) error of distance j is an

element of VCl(2n+1)
2j , hence λj = (−1)

2j(2j+2n−1)
2 = (−1)j for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Example 3.3.6 (so(4n) Semispinorial Quantum Metrics). The self-dual isomorphism can be

given by Λ = σ⊗2n
y and the expansion coefficients of T are

λj = (−1)j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. The argument follows from the fact that a so(4n) error of distance j is an element

of VCl(4n)
2j , hence λj = (−1)

2j(2j+4n−1)
2 = (−1)j for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

3.4. Numerical Bounds

In this section, we present numerically computed upper bounds on the size of quantum codes.

We used computer software to solve the linear systems in Theorem 3.2.2 for various values of K

to compute (or approximate) the upper bound on the right-hand side of inequality (3.7). Our

methodology in computing the upper bounds is a simple binary search program on the dimension

of the value of distance distributions. We first specify the distance and other parameters of the

code (excluding dimension) we would like to investigate. Next, we specify variables Klower := 1,

Kupper := dim(H), and K :=
Klower+Kupper

2 . The Wt(j) coefficients of each quantum metric space in

Section 3.2.3 are rational, and we may use rational arithmetic to compute simplified exact rational
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expressions of the Wt(j) corresponding to the chosen quantum metric space. Using these rational

expressions, we produce the linear programs in Theorem 3.2.2 with value K for the optimization

software Gurobi [Gur23] and search for a numerical solution to the linear program. If no solution

exists then we set Kupper := K and if a solution exists then we set Klower := K. Lastly, we

set K :=
Klower+Kupper

2 and repeat the solving process with the new K value until the difference

between Kupper and Klower is less than 10−5. Kupper is then an approximation of the quantum linear

programming bound. Repeating this for various parameters results in the tables of bounds such as

those in this section (Tables 3.1, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.5). We mention that Gurobi does not solve linear

systems in exact rational arithmetic. As a result, for certain edge cases where the Wt(j) require

high precision (i.e. relatively large values of d or dim(H)), the quantum linear programming bounds

may not be accurate. For all smaller values, however, the numerical bounds agree with bounds

computed in the same manner with GLPK’s [Mak08] exact rational arithmetic solver. For these

cases, this produces formal proofs of bounds, which we apply later in this section. Solving larger

cases using exact rational arithmetic, unfortunately, results in software errors.

Table 3.1. su(2) Linear Programming Bounds for 3 ≤ n ≤ 30.

n\d 2 3 4 5 n\d 2 3 4 5 6 7

3 1 1 17 8.436 4.465 2.635 1
4 2 1 18 9 4.670 2.930 2.019 1
5 2.25 1 19 9.444 4.964 3.079 2.096 1
6 3 1 20 10 5.199 3.259 2.174 1
7 3.333 2 1 21 10.45 5.450 3.395 2.245 1
8 4 2.111 1 22 11 5.713 3.559 2.332 1
9 4.375 2.307 1 23 11.455 5.937 3.731 2.444 1
10 5 2.558 1 24 12 6.233 3.958 2.573 1
11 5.4 2.875 1 25 12.458 6.459 4.115 2.727 1.694 1
12 6 3.215 1 26 13 6.708 4.300 2.861 2.041 1
13 6.417 3.397 2.042 1 27 13.462 6.964 4.441 2.998 2.100 1
14 7 3.672 2.180 1 28 14 7.201 4.605 3.104 2.159 1
15 7.427 3.929 2.294 1 29 14.464 7.498 4.777 3.215 2.211 1
16 8 4.187 2.482 1 30 15 7.709 4.944 3.325 2.276 1

These tables serve as a useful tool in exploring possible parameters for quantum codes and

potential formal proofs of upper bounds on quantum codes. In the remainder of this section, we

discuss our observations of the data presented in the tables, and some relations to known quantum

codes.
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For the su(2) bounds in Table 3.1, the self-dual inequalities were applied. In comparison to

the original bounds, however, there was no meaningful change in that none of the bounds dropped

below the next smallest integer. For n ≤ 100, the quantum linear programming bound is sharper

than the quantum volume bound and matches it only in the case of n = 7 and d = 3. This

suggests that the quantum volume bound may apply to degenerate codes in the context of su(2)

quantum metrics. In the case of n = 7 and d = 3, the upper bound is 2, which can be verified

using an exact rational solver. A quantum code with these parameters was presented in [Gro21]

as a representation of the binary tetrahedral group.

In the case of d = 2, we have the codes of density 1/3 given in Section 2.4.2, while the quantum

linear programming bound is exactly n
2 without the self-dual inequalities. This upper bound is

sharp enough to prove that the code for n = 6 is optimal, but a gap quickly emerges for n ≥ 7.

The quantum linear programming bound, however, can also be used to deduce the exact distance

distribution of a code meeting the bound. Using exhaustive search, we may deduce for even

8 ≤ n ≤ 12 there can be no code meeting the bound, hence the codes of density 1/3 are also

optimal in these cases. We will discuss this in more detail in the next section on analytical distance

2 bounds.

For the Clifford quantum metrics, the self-dual inequalities were applied to the bounds, which

meaningfully sharpened the bound. For example, the original even Clifford bounds do not rule

out a nontrivial quantum code for n = 5 and d = 3 while the self-dual inequalities rule it out.

Additionally, for n = 6 and d = 3, the even Clifford quantum linear programming bound is roughly

4.57, and, in [VF17], a code of dimension 2 was given. The self-dual inequalities sharpen the

upper bound of 4.57 to 2. The upper bound of 2 can be formally verified using an exact rational

arithmetic linear solver, which formally proves that the code is optimal.

For each of the Clifford quantum metrics, the bound for d = 2 is exactly 2n−1. On the other

hand, it is easy to verify that the subspaces H(n)
± ⊆ H(n) are codes with these parameters. For the

odd Clifford quantum metric, these codes are impure since the distance 1 error U2n+1 acts by ±1

on each of these codes. If we add the constraint that A1 = 0 (i.e. we want a pure code), then the

bound sharpens to strictly below 2n−1, hence any optimal code must be impure. For both quantum

metrics in the case of d = 3 and n = 7, 15, we may observe that the bounds are respectively 8 and
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Table 3.2. su(3) Symmetric Power Linear Programming Bounds for 1 ≤ n ≤ 30.

n dim(H)\d 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1 3 1
2 6 1
3 10 2 1
4 15 3.333 1
5 21 5 1.667 1
6 28 7 2.5 1
7 36 9.333 3.5 1
8 45 12 4.667 1.88 1
9 55 15 6 2.286 1
10 66 18.333 7.139 2.842 1
11 78 22 8.233 3.528 1.444
12 91 26 9.546 4.333 2.095 1
13 105 30.333 11.061 4.890 2.484 1
14 120 35 12.769 5.611 2.978 1
15 136 40 14.665 6.476 3.426 1.512 1
16 153 45.333 16.743 7.473 3.864 2.101 1
17 171 51 19.0 8.407 4.403 2.385 1
18 190 57 20.816 9.295 4.969 2.689 1
19 210 63.333 22.847 10.337 5.442 3.025 1.057
20 231 70 25.084 11.519 6.052 3.309 1.806 1
21 253 77 27.519 12.833 6.748 3.652 2.145 1
22 276 84.333 30.148 13.892 7.285 4.001 2.379 1
23 300 92 32.965 15.109 7.965 4.393 2.599 1
24 325 100 35.968 16.474 8.755 4.818 2.837 1.033
25 351 108.333 38.846 17.976 9.396 5.195 3.103 1.657 1
26 378 117 41.606 19.4 10.145 5.620 3.339 2.068 1
27 406 126 44.572 20.793 10.997 6.022 3.6435 2.252 1
28 435 135.333 47.739 22.337 11.736 6.464 3.870 2.446 1
29 465 145 51.101 24.024 12.537 6.939 4.193 2.605 1
30 496 155 54.657 25.818 13.464 7.404 4.455 2.809 1.293

1024 and the Clifford Hamming codes from Section 2.5.2 meet this bound. More generally, we will

prove that the quantum linear programming bound without the self-dual inequalities is 22
s−s−2 for

s ≥ 3 in the next section. In [ZLGL08] and [VF17], it was shown that for every s ≥ 1 and t

where 2t+ 1 ≤ s, there exists a quantum code based on Reed-Muller codes. These quantum codes

have parameters n = 2s, K = 22
s−B(t,s), and d = 2t (for both the even and odd Clifford quantum

metrics) where

B(t, s) =

t
∑

j=0

(

s

j

)

.

91



Table 3.3. Cl(2n + 1) Linear Programming Bounds (with Self-Dual Inequalities)
for 1 ≤ n ≤ 30 and 2 ≤ d ≤ 8.

n\d 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 1
2 2 1
3 4 1
4 8 1
5 16 1
6 32 1
7 64 8 1
8 128 11.2 8 1
9 256 16 11.2 2 1
10 512 26.667 16 3.2 2 1
11 210 85.333 26.667 3.667 3.2 1
12 211 134.095 85.333 4.25 3.667 1
13 212 213.333 134.095 5.2 4.25 1
14 213 384 213.333 8 5.2 1
15 214 1024 384 32 8 1
16 215 1706.667 1024 60.16 32 1
17 216 2867.2 1706.667 83.2 60.16 1
18 217 5324.8 2867.2 136.533 83.2 1
19 218 13107.2 5324.8 460.8 136.533 16.457 1
20 219 22639.709 13107.2 793.6 460.8 19.692 16.457
21 220 39321.6 22639.709 1184.914 793.6 24.571 19.692
22 221 74274.133 39321.6 2048 1184.914 37.143 24.571
23 222 174762.667 74274.133 6085.486 2048 155.429 37.143
24 223 309195.487 174762.667 10365.388 6085.486 301.714 155.429
25 224 549254.095 309195.487 16266.971 10365.388 411.429 301.714
26 225 1048576 549254.095 29023.086 16266.971 667.429 411.429
27 226 2396745.143 1048576 79579.429 29023.086 2340.571 667.429
28 227 4314141.257 2396745.143 136338.286 79579.429 4245.154 2340.571
29 228 7789421.714 4314141.257 221574.095 136338.286 6144 4245.154
30 229 14979657.143 7789421.714 403618.540 221574.095 10396.038 6144

For both even and odd Clifford quantum metrics, these codes are optimal for t = 2 and s = 3, 4.

3.5. Analytical Distance 2 Bounds

As seen in the previous section, the numerical results give a useful guide in searching for codes

of certain parameters. On the other hand, identifiable patterns in the numerical bounds suggest

derivable formulas for bounds. Even in the classical case, this holds true in that many known

elementary coding theory bounds such as the Hamming, Singleton, and Plotkin bounds can be
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Table 3.4. Cl(2n + 1) Linear Programming Bounds (with Self-Dual Inequalities)
for 20 ≤ n ≤ 30 and 9 ≤ d ≤ 11.

n\d 9 10 11

20 1
21 2.711 1
22 4.203 2.711 1
23 4.556 4.203 1
24 5.028 4.556 1
25 5.911 5.0278 1
26 8.8 5.911 1
27 43.2 8.8 1
28 93.156 43.2 1
29 118.303 93.156 1
30 182.303 118.303 1

proved via Delsarte’s linear programming machinery [Del73]. In the classical case, there is also

a connection to some graph theory bounds on the independence number such as Hoffman’s ratio

bound [Hae21] when viewing a finite metric space as a family of graphs and viewing error detecting

codes as independent sets. Through Shor and Laflamme’s results, a few similar results have been

proven for quantum Hamming space. The quantum Singleton bound [KL97] and asymptotic

bounds have been derived by Ashikhmin and Litsyn [AL99]. Rains has also derived bounds for

qubit codes of distance 2 [Rai99b] and bounds on the distance of general qubit codes [Rai99c]. In

this section, we give analytic bounds for codes of distance 2 for each of the quantum metric spaces

addressed in this chapter.

Lemma 3.5.1 (Distance 2 Bound). Let m = min0≤j≤rW1(j) and Jm ⊆ {0, . . . , r} the values

at which m is attained. If 1 6∈ Jm then the distance distribution of any quantum code of distance 2

has value

K ≤ max

(−m dim(H)

W1(0) −m
,

1

W1(1) −m

)

.

Moreover, if there is a distance distribution with value K = −mdim(H)
W1(0)−m then A0 = K,

∑

j∈Jm Aj =

dim(H)−K, and At = 0 otherwise.
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Table 3.5. Cl(2n) Linear Programming Bounds (with Self-Dual Inequalities) for
1 ≤ n ≤ 30 and 2 ≤ d ≤ 8.

n\d 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 1
2 2 1
3 4 1
4 8 1.6 1
5 16 1.714 1.6 1
6 32 2 1.714 1.311 1
7 64 8 2 1.455 1.311
8 128 14.222 8 1.467 1.455
9 256 20.364 14.222 2.286 1.467
10 512 32 20.364 3.842 2.2857 1.404
11 210 85.333 32 5.373 3.8417 1.416
12 211 157.539 85.333 6.5714 5.3737 1.581
13 212 250.311 157.539 8 6.5714 1.654
14 213 426.667 250.311 11.2 8 1.7143 1.654
15 214 1024 426.6667 35.2 11.2 2.1941 1.7143
16 215 1927.5294 1024 78.7692 35.2 2.5262 2.1941
17 216 3233.6842 1927.5294 111.7091 78.7692 3.4933 2.5262
18 217 5734.4 3233.6842 170.6667 111.7091 4.8272 3.4933
19 218 13107.2 5734.4 460.8 170.6667 16.4571 4.8272
20 219 24966.0952 13107.2 914.8957 460.8 29.1993 16.4571
21 220 43310.748 24966.095 1480.862 914.896 37.517 29.199
22 221 78643.2 43310.748 2399.086 1480.862 52.571 37.517
23 222 174762.667 78643.2 6085.486 2399.086 155.429 52.571
24 223 335544.32 174762.6667 11683.824 6085.486 354.181 155.429
25 224 595487.605 335544.32 19473.554 11683.8242 566.8571 354.1811
26 225 1098508.196 595487.605 32768 19473.554 853.333 566.8571
27 226 2396745.1429 1098508.196 79579.429 32768 2340.5714 853.3333
28 227 4628197.517 2396745.143 151669.029 79579.429 4874.394 2340.571
29 228 8349950.820 4628197.517 257544.983 151669.029 7960.052 4874.394
30 229 15578843.429 8349950.820 445228.698 257544.982 12561.067 7960.052

Proof. Recall that a code of distance 2 satisfies K = A0, KB0 = A0, and KB1 = A1. B0 and

B1 are linear expressions in At and we may eliminate Ajm from B1 giving

−m dim(H)B0 +B1 =
r
∑

t=0

(−m+W1(t))At = (W1(0) −m)A0 +
r
∑

t=1

(W1(t)−m)At.

Using the fact that K = A0 and KB1 = A1 we have

−m dim(H) +
1

K
A1 = (W1(0)−m)K +

r
∑

t=1

(W1(t)−m)At.
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Table 3.6. Cl(2n) Linear Programming Bounds (with Self-Dual Inequalities) for
15 ≤ n ≤ 30 and 9 ≤ d ≤ 13.

n\d 9 10 11 12 13

15 1.450
16 1.468
17 1.693
18 1.8122
19 1.9534 1.8122
20 2.2771 1.9534
21 3.603 2.277 1.483
22 5.566 3.603 1.500
23 7.395 5.566 1.586
24 8.667 7.3946 1.681
25 10.8148 8.667 1.855 1.688
26 14.613 10.815 1.933 1.855 1.508
27 45.227 14.613 2.394 1.933 1.535
28 125.494 45.227 2.709 2.394 1.578
29 178.773 125.494 3.599 2.709 1.7759
30 253.673 178.773 6.171 3.599 1.912

We may rearrange this equation as

(3.13) −m dim(H)− (W1(0)−m)K = ((W1(1) −m)− 1

K
)A1 +

r
∑

t=1

(W1(t)−m)At.

The coefficient for A1 is nonnegative if K ≥ 1
W1(1)−m and all other coefficients on the right-hand

side are nonnegative. The left-hand side is negative if −mdim(H)
W1(0)−m < K, hence there is no solution

to this system if the assumptions on K are satisfied. If K = −mdim(H)
W1(0)−m , then the left-hand side is

zero and the right-hand side is zero if and only if each At for each t 6∈ Jm is zero. Assuming that

the right-hand side is zero, B0 =
∑r

t=0
1

dim(H)At implies that
∑

j∈Jm Aj = dim(H)−K. �

Lemma 3.5.2 (Distance 2 Bound for Pure Codes). Let m = min0≤j≤rW1(j). The distance

distribution of any pure quantum code of distance 2 has value

K ≤ −m dim(H)

W1(0)−m
.

Proof. In the proof of the previous lemma, we wanted the coefficient of A1 in equation (3.13)

to be nonnegative to guarantee that the right-hand side is nonnegative. Since a pure quantum

code of distance 2 has distance distribution where A1 = 0, we no longer require the nonnegative

95



condition nor for W1(1) to not be a minimal point. This simplifies the constraint on K to

K ≤ −m dim(H)

W1(0)−m
.

�

We compare these lemmas with Hoffman’s ratio bound [Hae21] which states that in a k-regular

graph with n vertices, any independent set cannot have more than −mn
k−m vertices where m is the

least eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix of the graph. In the case of pure codes, as in Lemma 3.5.2,

the results have a seemingly strong connection. However, in Lemma 3.5.1, a difference is illustrated

between the classical and quantum cases through impure codes. Now, through these lemmas and

the expressions for various Wt(j) coefficients given earlier in this chapter, we may prove distance 2

bounds for the quantum metrics spaces.

Lemma 3.5.3 (Quantum Hamming Space Distance 2 Bound). Let (H, Et) be the q-ary quantum

Hamming metric where n ≥ 2. If C is a quantum code of distance 2 then dim(C) ≤ qn−2. Moreover,

any distance distribution with value K = qn−2 is given by A0 = qn−2, At = 0 for 1 ≤ t ≤ n − 1,

and An = qn − qn−2.

Proof. We have that W1(j) = 1
qn ((q

2 − 1)n − q2j) which is decreasing in j the minimum is

W1(n) =
−n
qn . We also have W1(1) =

1
qn ((q

2 − 1)n− q2) and W1(0) =
1
qn (q

2 − 1)n, hence

1

W1(1)−m
=

qn

(q2 − 1)n − q2 − (−n) =
qn−2

n− 1

and
−m dim(H)

W1(0)−m
=

(−n)qn
(q2 − 1)n − (−n) = qn−2.

By Lemma 3.5.1, it follows that dim(C) ≤ qn−2 for any quantum code C of distance 2. Since the

minimum of W1(j) is attained only at j = n, the conditions on the distance distributions also

follow. �

When q = 2, this result partially reduces to a bound due to Rains [Rai99b]. If n is odd, then

Rains’ bound is slightly sharper from an application of the self-dual inequalities.
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Lemma 3.5.4 (su(2) Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 2. If C is a quantum code of distance 2 of

the length n su(2) quantum metric then dim(C) ≤ n
2 . Moreover, the distance distribution with value

K = n
2 is unique and given by A0 =

n
2 , At = 0 for 1 ≤ t ≤ n− 1, and An = n

2 + 1.

Proof. Using the expression for the Wt(j) coefficient, we have that

W1(j) =
3

n(n+ 1)(n + 2)

(

n(n+ 2)− 2j − 2j2
)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. This function is decreasing in j, hence the minimum is W1(n) =
−3n

(n+1)(n+2) at j = n.

We have that −W1(n) dim(H)
W1(0)−W1(n)

= n
2 ,

1
W1(1)−W1(n)

= n(n+1)
6(n−1) <

n
2 , and dim(H)− n

2 = n+ 1− n
2 = n

2 + 1

hence, by Lemma 3.5.1, the result follows. �

Since At =
∑

E∈Bt
| tr(EP )|2, the second part of the lemma implies that the orthogonal projec-

tion of any such code must be of the form

P =
n

2(n+ 1)
IH +X

where X ∈ Vn. For 8 ≤ n ≤ 20, we may prove that such a projection does not exist, hence the

bound is not sharp in general. As a consequence, the quantum codes of density 1/3 are optimal for

n = 8, 10, 12. This bound is stated as the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5.5. Let 8 ≤ n ≤ 20 where n is even. If C is a quantum code of distance 2 of the

length n su(2) quantum metric then dim(C) ≤ n
2 − 1.

Proof. When n even, the second part of Lemma 3.5.4 implies that a code that meets the

bound must have a projection of the form

(3.14) P =
n

2(n + 1)
IH +

2n+1
∑

k=1

(xk + iyk)Ek

where {E1, . . . , E2n+1} is a basis of Vn and xk, yk ∈ R. By definition, P should satisfy P 2 −P = 0,

which can be described as a system of polynomial equations in the real variables xk and yk for

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n + 1. This system of equations may be inputted SAGE, where an exact computation

may or may not provide a certificate of no solution.
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To set up the system of equations for an exact computation, we would like the matrices

E1, . . . , E2n+1 to have integer (or at least rational) entries. We can find a basis of H that guarantees

this by viewing H as the space of degree n homogeneous complex polynomials in variables x and y.

H has a basis consisting of monomials xkyn−k for 0 ≤ k ≤ n. The E and F operators act similarly

to derivative operations on the polynomials, i.e. for a polynomial p(x, y),

E(p(x, y)) = x
∂

∂y
p(x, y)

F (p(x, y)) = y
∂

∂x
p(x, y).

With respect to the monomial basis, the matrices of E and F have integer entries. For 1 ≤ k ≤
2n + 1, let Ek = (adF )

k−1(En) so {E1, . . . , E2n+1} forms a basis of Vn and each Ak has integer

entries since E and F are integer matrices. Using these Ak’s for the basis in equation (3.14), the real

and imaginary parts of each matrix entry in the equation P 2−P = 0 forms a system of real variable

polynomial equations with integer coefficients. We compute a Gröbner basis [Buc98] of the ideal

generated by the polynomials from P 2−P over the polynomial ring Q[x1, . . . , x2n+1, y1, . . . , y2n+1],

and if this Gröbner basis contains the unit polynomial f = 1 then P 2−P = 0 has no solution. Using

SAGE, it can be verified that this is the case when 8 ≤ n ≤ 20 (note that n must be even). �

Lemma 3.5.6 (su(q) Symmetric Distance 2 Bound). Let q ≥ 2 and n ≥ 2. If C ⊆ H is a

quantum code of distance 2 of the nth su(q) symmetric power quantum metric then

dim(C) ≤ 1

q

(

q + n− 1

n

)

.

Lemma 3.5.7 (su(n) Exterior Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 4 and 2 ≤ w ≤ n− 2. If C ⊆ H is

a quantum code of distance 2 of the wth su(n) exterior power quantum metric then

dim(C) ≤ 1

n

(

n

w − 1

)

if 2 ≤ w ≤ n
2 and

dim(C) ≤ 1

n

(

n

w + 1

)

if n
2 ≤ w ≤ n− 2.
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Lemma 3.5.8 (Cl(2n) Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 1. If C is an even Clifford code of distance

2 of the Cl(2n) quantum metric then dim(C) ≤ 2n−1.

For the Cl(2n + 1) quantum metrics, the minimum of W1(j) appears to always be at W1(1),

hence Lemma 3.5.1 does not apply. Still, the tables of bounds suggests that 2n−1 is the quantum

linear programming bound. We may prove this bound indirectly by using the the Cl(2n) distance

2 bound.

Corollary 3.5.1 (Cl(2n + 1) Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 1. If C is an odd Clifford code of

distance 2 then dim(C) ≤ 2n−1.

Proof. Every odd Clifford quantum code of distance 2 is an even Clifford quantum code of

distance 2, hence the result follows by the previous lemma. �

On the other hand, we may still get a pure distance 2 bound by Lemma 3.5.2 which has some

implications.

Lemma 3.5.9 (Cl(2n+1) Pure Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 1. If C is a pure odd Clifford code

of distance 2 then dim(C) ≤ 2n−1
4n 2n−2.

Proof. We have that

W1(j) = (−1)j
2n+ 1− 2j

2n
,

which is decreasing for even j and increasing for odd j. The possible minimums are thus W1(1),

W1(n − 1), or W1(n) depending on the parity of n. It turns out that W1(1) = −2n−1
2n will always

be the least of these. We have that

−W1(1)2
n

W1(0) −W1(1)
=

2n − 1

4n
2n−2,

hence the result follows by Lemma 3.5.2. �

From this lemma and the existence of impure, distance 2 codes of dimension 2n−1, this illustrates

a case of impure codes being strictly better than pure codes.

Lemma 3.5.10 (so(2n + 1) Spinorial Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 3. If C is an so(2n + 1)

spinorial code of distance 2 then dim(C) ≤ 2n−1

n+1 .
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Proof. We have that

Wt(j) =
1

2n

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n+ 1− 2j

2t− s

)

,

hence

W1(j) =
1

2n
(8j2 − (8n+ 4)j + 2n2 + n).

Since W1(j) is a quadratic polynomial in j with a positive leading coefficient, the minimum is

achieved at the closest integer to the vertex, which is (8n+4)
16 = n/2 + 1/4. If n is even then

n/2 is the closest integer to n/2 + 1/4, hence the minimum is W1(n/2) = −n
2n . If n is odd then

(n+ 1)/2 is the closest integer to n/2 + 1/4 = (n+ 1)/2 − 1/4, hence the minimum in this case is

W1((n + 1)/2) = −n
2n . For (n + 1)/2 and n/2 to not equal 1, we must have n ≥ 3. We also have

that W1(0) =
2n2+n
2n , W1(1) =

2n2−7n+4
2n , and 1

W1(0)−W1(1)
= 2n−2

2n−1 . We have

−(−n/2n)2n
W1(0)− (−n/2n) =

2n−1

n+ 1

which is greater than 2n−2

2n−1 , hence the result follows by Lemma 3.5.1. �

Recall that every quantum code of distance 2 of the so(2n + 1) semispinorial quantum metric

is equivalent to a quantum code of distance 3 of the Cl(2n) quantum metric. Thus, if C is distance

3 even Clifford quantum code then

dim(C) ≤ 1

n+ 1
2n−1.

The right-hand side is equal to the quantum Hamming bound for d = 3, hence the family of Clifford

Hamming codes is optimal.

Lemma 3.5.11 (so(2n) Semispinorial Distance 2 Bound). Let n ≥ 4. If C is an so(2n)

semispinorial code of distance 2 then dim(C) ≤ 1
n2

n−2 if n is even and dim(C) ≤ n−2
n2−1

2n−2 if

n is odd.

Proof. We have that W1(j) =
1

2n−1 (8j
2 − 8jn+n(2n− 1)), which is a quadratic function in j

with vertex n/2. Since the leading coefficient is negative, the minimum of W1(j) is at W1(n/2) =

− n
2n−1 if n is even and W1(n/2−1/2) = −n+2

2n−1 if n is odd. For n/2 and n/2−1/2 to not equal 1, we
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must have n ≥ 4. We also have that W1(0) =
2n2−n
2n−1 , W1(1) =

2n2−9n+8
2n−1 , and 1

W1(0)−W1(1)
= 2n−4

n−1 .

If n is even then
−W1(n/2)2

n−1

W1(0)−W1(n/2)
=

1

n
2n−2

and if n is odd then
−W1(n/2− 1/2)2n−1

W1(0)−W1(n/2− 1/2)
=

n− 2

n2 − 1
2n−2.

Both of these are greater than 2n−4

n−1 , hence the result follows by Lemma 3.5.1. �

Every quantum code of distance 2 of the so(2(n+1)) semispinorial quantum metric is equivalent

to a quantum code of distance 3 of the Cl(2n+1) quantum metric thus if C is distance 3 odd Clifford

quantum code then

dim(C) ≤ 1

n+ 1
2n−1

if n is odd and

dim(C) ≤ n− 1

n(n+ 2)
2n−1

if n is even. For n = 2s − 1, the bound is 1
(2s−1)+12

(2s−1)−1 = 22
s−s−2, hence this proves that the

family of Clifford Hamming codes is optimal.

3.6. Derivation of Wt(j) Coefficients

In this final section, we derive the Wt(j) coefficients listed in Section 3.2.3. The two main

techniques we use to compute these bounds are direct analytical computation of the eigenvalues of

Φt and tensor networks (for the su(q) symmetric and su(n) exterior power quantum metrics). The

latter derivations are more involved and thus will be presented last.

Proposition 3.6.1. The Wt(j) coefficients for the q-ary quantum Hamming metrics of length

n ≥ 1 are given by

Wt(j) =
1

qn

t
∑

s=0

(−1)s(q2 − 1)t−s

(

j

s

)(

n− j

t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Proof. We begin by deriving the formula for n = 1 and using this result to derive the formula

for n ≥ 2. By definition, for n = 1, we have that Φ0(X) = 1
q IqXIq and Φ1(X) =

∑

E∈B1
EXE

where B1 is an orthonormal basis of the space of q×q trace zero matrices. Π0 is thus the orthogonal
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projection onto the identity matrix Iq and Π1 is the orthogonal projection onto the span of B1.

Note that Φ0 is proportional to the identity operator on Mq and since Mq is spanned by B1 and

the identity matrix immediately we have that Φ0 =
1
qΠ0+

1
qΠ1. If {|ψk〉}qk=1 forms an orthonormal

basis of Cq then {|ψk〉〈ψl|}1≤k,l≤q forms an orthonormal basis of Mq, hence

Φ1(X) =

q
∑

k=1

q
∑

l=1

|ψk〉〈ψl|X|ψl〉〈ψk| − Φ0(X)

by unitary freedom of completely positive maps. We may rewrite the sum in this expression as

q
∑

k=1

q
∑

l=1

|ψk〉〈ψl|X|ψl〉〈ψk| =
q
∑

l=1

〈ψl|X|ψl〉
q
∑

k=1

|ψk〉〈ψk| = tr(X)Iq = qΠ0(X)

which gives us the expansion

Φ1 = qΠ0 − Φ0 =
q2 − 1

q
Π0 −

1

q
Π1,

and thus, we have the Wt(j) coefficients for n = 1.

Let F0 : Mq → Mq and F1 : Mq → Mq be the maps defined as Φ0 and Φ1 in the previous

paragraph. Now, for n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ t ≤ n, note that Φt :M
⊗n
q →M⊗n

q can be given as

Φt =
∑

x∈Xt

Fx1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fxn

where Xt ⊆ {0, 1}n is the subset of length n binary tuples with exactly t ones. Given any nonzero

operator E ∈Mq with tr(E) = 0, we have that Ej = E⊗j ⊗ I
⊗(n−j)
q is an error of distance exactly

j and we would like to compute the eigenvalue of Ej as an eigenvector of Φt. First, we note that

F0(E) = 1
qE, F1(E) = −1

qE, F0(Iq) =
1
q Iq, and F1(Iq) =

q2−1
q Iq. Next, we partition Xt into t + 1

subsets indexed by 0 ≤ s ≤ t. The subset of index s is defined to be those x ∈ Xt such that exactly

s ones appear in the first j components of x (and so t− s ones appear in the last n− j components

of x). For this x, Fx1 ⊗ · · ·⊗Fxn acts as F1 on s of the first j tensor components, F1 on i− s of the

last n− j tensor components, and F0 on the remaining tensor components. It then follows that

Fx1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fxn(Ej) =
1

qn
(−1)s(q2 − 1)t−sEj
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for any such x. For each s, there are
(j
s

)(n−j
t−s

)

such x’s and thus

Φt(Ej) =
1

qn

t
∑

s=0

(−1)s(q2 − 1)t−s

(

j

s

)(

n− j

t− s

)

Ej

which completes the proof. �

Proposition 3.6.2. The Wt(j) coefficients for the su(2) quantum metrics are given by

Wt(j) =
(−1)t+j(2t+ 1)t!2j!2(n− t)!(n − j)!

(n+ t+ 1)!(n + j + 1)!

min(t+j,n)
∑

s=max(t,j)

(−1)s(n+ s+ 1)!

(s − t)!2(s− j)!2(t+ j − s)!2(n− s)!

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Proof. Following the discussion on 6j symbols at the end of Section 3.1, the Wigner 6j symbols







n/2 n/2 t

n/2 n/2 j







for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n give the linear relation between the two SU(2)-invariant bases of H⊗H∗ ⊗H⊗H∗

where H is the irreducible representation of SU(2) of dimension n+ 1. In other words, there exist

nonzero at, bj ∈ C for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n such that

atΦt =

n
∑

j=0







n/2 n/2 t

n/2 n/2 j







bjΠj ,

hence

Wt(j) =







n/2 n/2 t

n/2 n/2 j







bj
at

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n. Since b0 6= 0, we may divide each of these equations by b0 and thus assume that

b0 = 1. These 6j symbols can be computed using the Racah formula [Mes14] in that







n/2 n/2 i

n/2 n/2 j







=
t!2j!2(n− t)!(n− j)!

(n+ t+ 1)!(n + j + 1)!

min(t+j,n)
∑

s=max(i,j)

(−1)n+s(n+ s+ 1)!

(s− t)!2(s− j)!2(t+ j − s)!2(n− s)!
.

For j = 0, we have






n/2 n/2 t

n/2 n/2 0







b0
at

=
(−1)t+n

n+ 1
a−1
t
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which equals Wt(0) =
dim(Vt)
dim(H) = 2t+1

n+1 , hence a
−1
t = (−1)t+n(2t + 1). On the other hand, for t = 0

we have






n/2 n/2 0

n/2 n/2 j







bj
a0

=
(−1)j

n+ 1
bj

which equals W0(j) = 1
dim(H) = 1

n+1 , hence bj = (−1)j . Now, the Racah formula and these

expressions for at and bj give the expression for

Wt(j) =







n/2 n/2 t

n/2 n/2 j







bj
at
.

�

The main idea for this proof of relating Wt(j) to the Wigner 6j symbol is due to Bumgardner

[Bum12]. However, an expression for Wt(j) was not given using the Racah formula in the proof.

Proposition 3.6.3. The Wt(j) coefficients for the Cl(m) quantum metrics are given by

Wt(j) =
(−1)tj

2n

t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

j

s

)(

m− j

t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ r.

Proof. Note that if m is odd, then VCl(m)
j is defined for 0 ≤ j ≤ m and so we may defineWt(j)

for values t, j > r in this case. This is not strictly necessary, but allows us to compute the cases of

even and odd m at the same time. We show that for all 0 ≤ t, j ≤ m, VCl(m)
j is an eigenspace of

Φt of eigenvalue Wt(j). For 0 ≤ t ≤ m, let Xt ⊆ (Z/2Z)m be the set of binary vectors of weight t.

Let y ∈ Xj so Γy ∈ Vj and thus

Φt(Γy) =
1

2n

∑

x∈Xt

ΓxΓyΓx

=
1

2n

∑

x∈Xt

(−1)q(x,y)Γy

=
1

2n

∑

x∈Xt

(−1)tj+x·yΓy

=
(−1)tj

2n

∑

x∈Xt

(−1)x·yΓy.
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The problem now has been reduced to counting the number of x ∈ Xt where x·y = 1 (or equivalently

counting the x’s such that x ·y = 0). For a given x ∈ Xt, let 0 ≤ s ≤ t be the number of components

where x and y are both 1 so s = x ·y. Now for fixed 0 ≤ s ≤ t, we may count all such x by choosing

s non-zero components of y where x has a 1, and t − s of the m − j zero components of x where

the remaining 1’s of x appear. Thus, we have (−1)tj
∑

x∈Xt
(−1)x·y = (−1)tj

∑t
s=0

(j
s

)(m−j
t−s

)

so Γy

is an eigenvector of Φt of eigenvalue

(−1)tj

2n

t
∑

s=0

(

j

s

)(

m− j

t− s

)

.

Since this eigenvalue depends only on j, it follows that VCl(m)
j is an eigenspace of eigenvalue Wt(j).

�

Proposition 3.6.4. The Wt(j) coefficients for the so(2n + 1) spinorial quantum metrics are

given by

Wt(j) =
1

2n

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n + 1− 2j

2t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Proof. Recall that the space of spinorial errors of distance j is equal to VCl(2n+1)
2j . If we

denote the Wt(j) coefficients of the Cl(2n + 1) quantum metric by W
Cl(2n+1)
2t (2j), then the Wt(j)

coefficients for the so(2n + 1) spinorial quantum metrics are

Wt(j) =W
Cl(2n+1)
2t (2j) =

1

2n

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n+ 1− 2j

2t− s

)

.

�

Proposition 3.6.5. The Wt(j) coefficients for the so(2n) semispinorial quantum metrics are

given by

Wt(j) =
1

2n−1

2t
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n− 2j

2t− s

)

for 0 ≤ t < n/2 and 0 ≤ j ≤ n/2. If n is even, then

Wn/2(j) =
1

2n

n
∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

2j

s

)(

2n− 2j

n− s

)
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for 0 ≤ j ≤ n/2.

Proof. The proof is similar to the case of so(2n+1), and so let W
Cl(2n)
t (j) be the coefficients

for the Cl(2n) quantum metric. Recall that Proposition 2.3.6 states that if P± is the orthogonal

projection ontoH(n)
± , then for 0 ≤ t < n, the operators 1√

2n−1
P±ΓxP± where x ∈ F2n

2 and wt(x) = 2t

form an orthonormal basis of P±VCl(2n)
2t P± = P±VCl(2n)

2n−2t P±. For 0 ≤ t < n, let Xt ⊆ (Z/2Z)2n be

the set of binary vectors of weight 2t. Let y ∈ X2j so Γy ∈ VCl(2n)
2j and thus

Φt(P±ΓyP±) =
1

2n−1

∑

x∈X2t

(P±ΓxP±)P±ΓyP±(P±ΓxP±)

= 2P±
1

2n

∑

x∈X2t

ΓxΓyΓx

= 2W
Cl(2n)
2t (2j)P±Γy

= 2W
Cl(2n)
2t (2j)P±ΓyP±

where the second to last equality holds by Proposition 3.6.3. P±ΓyP± is an eigenvector of Φt of

eigenvalue 2W
Cl(2n)
2t (2j), hence Wt(j) = 2W

Cl(2n)
2t (2j).

If n is even and i = n
2 , then let X ⊆ (Z/2Z)2n be a set satisfying the properties of the subset

X described in Proposition 2.3.6. Both {P±ΓxP± : x ∈ X} and {P±ΓxP± : x ∈ (X + 12n)} are

orthonormal bases of P±VnP±. Moreover, X ∪ (X + 12n) = Xn where Xn ⊆ (Z/2Z)2n is the set of

weight n binary vectors as defined in Proposition 3.6.3. Now

Φn/2(P±ΓyP±) =
1

2

1

2n−1

∑

x∈X
(P±ΓxP±)P±ΓyP±(P±ΓxP±)

+
1

2

1

2n−1

∑

x∈(X+12n)

(P±ΓxP±)P±ΓyP±(P±ΓxP±)

=
P±
2n

∑

x∈Xn

ΓxΓyΓx

=WCl(2n)
n (2j)P±Γy

=WCl(2n)
n (2j)P±ΓyP±,

hence Wn/2(j) =W
Cl(2n)
n (2j). �
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Lastly, we have the Wt(j) coefficients for the symmetric and exterior power quantum metrics

related to the complex special unitary Lie algebras.

Proposition 3.6.6. The Wt(j) coefficients for the nth symmetric power of the defining repre-

sentation of su(q) are given by

Wt(j) =
(2t+ q − 1)(n − j)!(n + j + q − 1)!

(n− t)!(n + t+ q − 1)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−n)

(−1)s
(2t+ q − 2− s)!(s+ n− t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − n))!(s + n− t+ j + q − 1)!(t− s)!2

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ n.

Proposition 3.6.7. Let r = min(w,n − w) for the wth exterior power of the defining repre-

sentation of su(n). The Wt(j) coefficients for this quantum metric space are given by

Wt(j) =
(n− 2t+ 1)(r − j)!(n − r − t)!

(r − t)!(n− r − j)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−r)

(−1)s
(n− r + t− j − s)!(s+ r − t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − r))!(s + n− 2t+ 1)!(t− s)!2

for 0 ≤ t, j ≤ r.

Tensor diagrams will be used to derive both of these formulas. Tensor diagrams are a tool

to both graphically represent and perform computations for tensors. For a reference on tensor

diagrams for quantum information, see [BB17]. For references on tensor diagrams from quan-

tum algebra, see [MV94,Kup96,Eli15]. In this context, tensor diagrams are a tool to perform

computations regarding representations of quantum groups. In particular, in [MV94], a tensor

diagrammatic proof of the quantum Racah formula for the quantum group Uq(sl(2)) was given.

Here, the variable q represents a q-deformation and is not related to the parameter q we use for

su(q). The quantum Racah formula for Uq(sl(2)) reduces to the classical Racah formula for sl(2)

(or su(2)) when q = 1 for the q-deformation. We remark that our computations are also classical

in the same sense that the quantum group is a classical Lie algebra (namely, the special unitary

Lie algebra su(q) or su(n)) and is not strictly a q-deformation.
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For V a complex vector space of dimension q and the dual vector space V ∗, an element in the

tensor product V ⊗j ⊗ (V ∗)⊗k is a multidimensional array M b1b2···bk
a1a2···aj of complex numbers where the

al’s index the V ’s and the bl’s index the V ∗’s. We may represent this tensor as a diagram with a

box and arrows as follows

M
· · ·

i

· · ·

j

,

where there are j inward pointing strands corresponding to the V indices and k outward pointing

strands corresponding to the V ∗ indices. Given two tensors, we may sum over indices to obtain

a new tensor. For example, if we have another tensor Nd1d2
c1c2c3 ∈ V ⊗3 ⊗ (V ∗)⊗2, then the sum

∑

a1,a2
M b1b2···bk

a1a2···ajN
a1a2
c1c2c3 over two pairs of lower and upper indices results in a new tensor in V ⊗(j+1)⊗

(V ∗)⊗k. This is represented graphically by connecting the strands corresponding to each index, as

shown in the following diagram.

M
· · ·

· · ·

N

If the indices represent the domain and codomain of linear maps then the summation represents

matrix multiplication, hence the tensor diagram is the composition of the linear maps. In this

section, we are generally interested in tensor diagrams representing linear maps. We will draw

all diagrams in a way so that the domain indices correspond to the bottom of the diagram and

the codomain indices correspond to the top of the diagram. As a first example, the identity map

V → V is an element of V ⊗V ∗, and thus the tensor diagram has one input strand and one output

strand. We denote this by the tensor diagram

and note that the bottom of the diagram index corresponds to the domain V and the top of the

diagram is an upper index V ∗, thus corresponds to the codomain V . Another example, the tensor
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diagram

is a map V ⊗ V ∗ → C and represents the trace. On the other hand, the tensor diagram

is a map C → V ⊗ V ∗. This diagram represents the map that takes 1 ∈ C to the identity matrix

Iq. The composition ◦ is a map V ⊗ V ∗ → V ⊗ V ∗ where Iq 7→ Iq and every trace zero

matrix is mapped to zero. This is graphically represented as

.

The reverse composition gives a map C → C where 1 7→ q. Graphically, this is represented as a

circle , which can be interpreted as multiplication by q, and hence is a scalar. The linear map

V ⊗V → V ⊗V that swaps tensor indices, i.e. the map |ψ〉|φ〉 7→ |φ〉|ψ〉, is given by the diagram .

Note that each of these maps is SU(q)-invariant, and hence we may say that these tensor diagrams

are SU(q)-invariant as well. More complicated tensor diagrams may be created by increasing both

the number of inward and outward strands. For example, n parallel lines oriented upward represent

the identity map V ⊗n → V ⊗n. A more general case we are interested in are SU(q)-invariant linear

maps, which have tensor diagrams that can be completely characterized. For example, we look

at SU(q)-invariant linear maps V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n → V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n. Schur-Weyl duality [EGH+11,

Theorem 5.18.4] implies that the space of SU(q)-invariant maps V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n → V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n

is the span of the linear maps that permute the tensor factors. The tensor diagrams of these maps

are then linear combinations of tensor diagrams of the form

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

where in the box the diagram can be drawn in any way so that each strand going into the box is

matched to a strand going out of the box. For example, a lower inward strand can be matched to

a lower outward strand by drawing a in between them. Strands may cross in the box, but
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the way the strands cross does not matter since the tensor diagram is completely determined only

by how the outward and inward strands are matched. More generally, all SU(q)-invariant tensor

diagrams are characterized in the same way.

To compute the Wt(j) coefficients for the su(q) symmetric power quantum metrics, we first

need to describe the tensor diagram for the orthogonal projection onto the nth symmetric power

of V . We denote this subspace of V ⊗n by Symn(V ). The projection is a linear map V ⊗n → V ⊗n

and thus the tensor diagram has n inward and n outward strands. If {|k〉} is an orthonormal basis

of V , then this map can be concretely described on the simple tensor of basis elements by

|k1〉|k2〉 · · · |kn〉 7→
1

n!

∑

σ∈Sn

|kσ(1)〉|kσ(2)〉 · · · |kσ(n)〉.

We graphically represent this map as the tensor diagram

(3.15)

n

n

and refer to this as PSymn(V ). Note that there are labeled strands in this diagram, which in this

notation are actually multiple strands quantified by the label. For this notation, if a single strand

is not labeled, then it is assumed to actually be just one strand.

Since Symn(V ) is a representation of SU(q), this tensor diagram is SU(q)-invariant. The fact

that this tensor diagram is a projection implies that

(3.16)

n

n

=

n

n

.

In other words, the composition of this tensor diagram with itself is equal to itself. Since symmetric

tensors are invariant under the swapping of tensor components, PSymn(V ) is also invariant under
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the swapping of tensor strands, meaning

(3.17)

n

n− j − 2

j

=

n

n

=

n

n− j − 2

j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 2. More generally, this tensor diagram is invariant under any permutation of the

strands both above and below the box.

PSymn(V ) can be written in terms of PSymn−1(V ) and as a tensor diagram, this recursion can be

expressed as the following equation.

(3.18)

n

n

=
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

n− 1− jj

n− 1

=
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

n− 1− j j

n− 1

Similarly, we may reverse the orientation of the arrows in these diagrams and get a tensor diagram

in which the swaps are before PSymn−1(V ). By inductively expanding all the boxes, we may see

that PSymn(V ) is a sum of all possible matchings between the n inward and n outward strands, all

divided by n!. Using equation (3.16) for PSymn−1(V ), these recursive expressions may also be used

to show that the following equation holds.

(3.19)

n

n

=

n

n− 1

=

n− 1

n
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In other words, PSymn−1(V ) may be absorbed by PSymn(V ). By induction, any symmetric power

projection may be absorbed into a symmetric power projection of equal or higher power, i.e. the

n− 1 in the above equation may be replaced by any 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

The last property we would like to state about PSymn(V ) is related to tensor contraction. Tensor

contraction is the operation of summing over an index of a tensor, and graphically is represented

by looping back an outward strand into an inward strand. For example, recall that the identity

Iq : V → V is graphically a single oriented strand , so looping the outward part of the arrow

back inward results in a circle . The tensor contraction of all indices of a linear map is the trace,

hence this is also another way of saying = tr(Iq) = q. Another example is contracting a single

index of PSymn(V ), i.e. taking a partial trace, as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6.1. For all n ≥ 1,

n− 1

n− 1

=
n+ q − 1

n

n− 1

n− 1

Proof. We apply the first recursive expression in equation (3.18) to the left-hand expression,

hence

n− 1

n− 1

=
1

n

n− 1

n− 1

+
1

n

n−1
∑

j=1

n− 1− j
j − 1

n− 1

.

The loop on the single unlabeled strand in the second expression on the right-hand side may be

removed, which gives a single strand that goes upward but still crosses the j − 1 strands. We may
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“undo” the crossings using equation (3.18) which results in

n− 1

n− 1

=
q

n

n− 1

n− 1

+
n− 1

n

n− 1

n− 1

=
n+ q − 1

n

n− 1

n− 1

.

�

This concludes our discussion on the maps PSymn(V ). Next, we recall the two families of SU(q)-

invariant superoperators consisting of Φt’s and Πt’s. We would like to find the tensor diagrams of

Πt and Φt. Each of these maps are tensors with two upper and two lower indices of Symn(V ) ⊆ V ⊗n

but also can be seen as elements of V ⊗n⊗(V ∗)⊗n⊗V ⊗n⊗(V ∗)⊗n. We first define a tensor diagram

for Πn, which will allow us to find tensor diagrams of Πt and Φt for 0 ≤ t ≤ n.

Definition 3.6.1. As an element of V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n ⊗ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n, the tensor diagram for

Πn is denoted

n

n

n

n

.

There are a few properties of this tensor diagram we would like to mention. We recall that Πn

can be viewed as a linear map Symn(V )⊗ Symn(V ∗) → Symn(V )⊗ Symn(V ∗) and so immediately

we have an absorption property in that tensor diagram of Πn absorbs the tensor diagram of PSymn(V )

when attached to any of the four strands in the diagram. In other words, we have the following
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equation.

(3.20)

n

n

n

n

=

n

n

n

n

=

n

n

n

n

=

n

n

n

n

=

n

n

n

n

By the general absorption property of PSymn(V ), it follows that Πn absorbs any PSymt(V ) such that

0 ≤ t ≤ n. Equation (3.20) and the property that PSymn(V ) is invariant under permutations of

strands as in equation (3.17) implies that Πn is invariant under permutations within each of the

four groups of n strands.

Note that for any 0 ≤ t ≤ n, we may replace n in the above diagram with t which is a tensor

diagram of an element of V ⊗t ⊗ (V ∗)⊗t ⊗ V ⊗t ⊗ (V ∗)⊗t, however this is not the tensor diagram of

Πt ∈ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n ⊗ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n. Still, using this tensor diagram, we may construct a tensor

diagram of an element of V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n ⊗ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n that represents Πt. Namely, we have the

following lemma.

Lemma 3.6.2. For 0 ≤ t ≤ n, the tensor diagram of Πt ∈ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n ⊗ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n is

given by

ct

n

n

t

t n− t

n− t t

t

n

n

for some ct ∈ C.

We will prove this lemma after establishing lemmas regarding the tensor diagram of Πn. With

this lemma, however, we may deduce a tensor diagram for Φt by relating Πt and Φt through a

swapping of tensor indices.
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Lemma 3.6.3. For each 0 ≤ t ≤ n, the tensor diagram of Φt ∈ V ⊗n⊗ (V ∗)⊗n⊗V ⊗n⊗ (V ∗)⊗n

is given by

ct

t

t

t

t

n

n

n− t

n− t

n

n

for some ct ∈ C.

Proof. Let vectors |ψk〉 form an orthonormal basis of Symn(V ) and so each Φt and Πt may

be identified as a tensor with 4 indices, a,b,c, and d, through the expressions

tr(|ψa〉〈ψb|Φt(|ψc〉〈ψd|)) =
∑

E∈Bt

tr(|ψa〉〈ψb|E|ψc〉〈ψd|E∗) =
∑

E∈Bt

〈ψb|E|ψc〉〈ψd|E∗|ψa〉

and

tr(|ψa〉〈ψb|Πt(|ψc〉〈ψd|)) =
∑

E∈Bt

tr(|ψa〉〈ψb| tr(E∗|ψc〉〈ψd|)E) =
∑

E∈Bt

〈ψb|E|ψa〉〈ψd|E∗|ψc〉.

If the indices of Πt corresponding to a and c are swapped, then the resulting tensor is equal to

Φt. In the tensor diagram of Πt given in Lemma 3.6.2, the swapping of indices is carried out by

swapping the positions of the lower left and upper right inward arrows. The diagram in the lemma

results after redrawing the diagram to be planar. �

Now, by the definition of the Wt(j) coefficients, we have the equation

ct

t

t

t

t

n

n

n− t

n− t

n

n

=
n
∑

j=0

Wt(j)cj

n

n

j

j n− j

n− j j

j

n

n

.
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Next, we will state and prove several lemmas that will allow us to prove Lemma 3.6.2 and compute

Wt(j) from this equation.

Before stating and proving the lemmas that follow, we make one note. Recall that for 0 ≤
t ≤ n, Πt is the orthogonal projection onto Vt ⊆ Symn(V ) ⊗ Symn(V ∗) and Vt is an irreducible

representation of SU(q) that appears in Symn(V ) ⊗ Symn(V ∗) exactly once. On the other hand,

for each t ≥ 0 there exists an irreducible representation (which we also call Vt) that appears in

Symn(V )⊗ Symn(V ∗) if and only if t ≤ n. The isomorphism class of Vt will be important, and the

above observations allow us to refer to Vt independent of the parameter n.

Lemma 3.6.4. For t ≥ 1, the tensor diagrams

t

t− 1

t

t− 1

and

t

t− 1

t

t− 1

are zero.

Proof. The first tensor diagram is a SU(q)-invariant linear map that is a composition of maps

V ⊗t ⊗ (V ∗)⊗t → Vt → Symt−1(V )⊗ Symt−1(V ∗).

If t ≥ 1 then Vt is not a subrepresentation of Symt−1(V )⊗Symt−1(V ∗). Any SU(q)-invariant linear

map Vt → Symt−1(V ) ⊗ Symt−1(V ∗) must then be zero, and hence the tensor diagram is zero. A

similar argument holds for the second tensor diagram. �

For the next lemma, we first recall that Schur-Weyl duality implies that the space of SU(q)-

invariant tensor diagrams of V ⊗t ⊗ (V ∗)⊗t ⊗ V ⊗t ⊗ (V ∗)⊗t is spanned by all matchings between

the 2t inward and 2t outward vertices. Attaching PSymt(V ) to the tails and heads of each of the

two groups of t strands and using equation (3.17) to appropriately undo crossings results in tensor
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diagrams of the form

t

t

t− j j
t− j

t

t

for 0 ≤ j ≤ t. The space of SU(q)-invariant operators on Symt(V )⊗Symt(V ∗) has dimension t+1,

hence these diagrams must be linearly independent. In particular, we may expand Πt as a linear

combination of these diagrams, and thus we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6.5.

t

t

t

t

=
t
∑

j=0

Qtj

t

t

t− j j
t− j

t

t

where

Qtj = (−1)j
t!2(2t− j + q − 2)!

(t− j)!2j!(2t+ q − 2)!
.

Proof. If t = 0, then one may verify that the right-hand side of the equation is equal to Qt0

times the left-hand side of the equation. Since Qt0 = 1, the equation is vacuously true. We now

assume that t ≥ 1. On each side of the equation, we attach a single cap on top to the middle

inward and outward strands. By Lemma 3.6.4, the left-hand side is zero, and hence we have the
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following equation.

0 =

t
∑

j=0

Qtj

t

t− 1

t− j j
t− j

t

t− 1

We expand the upper right box on the right-hand side of the equation using the second expansion

in equation (3.18) (note that we must first rotate the tensor diagrams in equation (3.18) so that the

upward oriented arrows become downward oriented). The single strand will be a strand on the left

of the box oriented downward. For 1 ≤ j ≤ t− 1, the head of the single strand connects to either

one of the j strands or to one of the t− j strands going downward. If j = 0, then the strand

must connect to one of the t− 0 = t downward strands. If j = t, then the strand must connect to

one of the j = t strands. This results in the following equation.

0 =

t
∑

j=1

j
Qtj

t

t

t− 1

t− j
j − 1

j
t− j

t

t− 1

+

t−1
∑

j=0

(t− j)
Qtj

t

t

t− 1

t− j j
t− j − 1

t

t− 1

The loop in the first diagram can be simplified using Lemma 3.6.1. In the second diagram, we

expand the upper left box using the first expansion in equation (3.18) with the orientation of the

arrows reversed (the diagram then must be rotated, so the heads of the arrows are upward). For

1 ≤ j ≤ t− 1, the tail of the single strand connects to either one of the j strands or to one

of the i− j strands on the left that are oriented upward. If j = 0 then the strand must connect to
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one of the t− 0 = t upward strands, so this results in the following equation.

0 =
t+ q − 1

t2

t
∑

j=1

jQtj

t

t− 1

t− j
j − 1

j
t− j

t

t− 1

+
1

t2

t−1
∑

j=1

j(t− j)Qtj

t

t− 1

t− j
j − 1

j
t− j

t

t− 1

+
1

t2

t−1
∑

j=0

(t− j)2Qtj

t

t− 1

t− j − 1
j

j + 1
t− j − 1

t

t− 1

We may reindex the last sum to make the index from j = 1 to t, and the term for j = i may be

added to the second sum since j(t − j)Qtj = 0 when j = t. The tensor diagrams are all identical,
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hence we have

1

t2

t
∑

j=1

(

j(t+ q − 1)Qtj + j(t− j)Qtj + (t− j + 1)2Qt(j−1)

)

t

t− 1

t− j
j − 1

j
t− j

t

t− 1

= 0.

Again by Schur-Weyl duality, these tensor diagrams are linearly dependent, hence the left-hand side

is zero if and only if each coefficient is zero i.e. j(t+q−1)Qtj + j(t− j)Qtj +(t− j+1)2Qt(j−1) = 0.

Rearranging this we get

Qtj = − (t− j + 1)2

j(2t− j + q − 1)
Qt(j−1)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ t and solving for this recurrence we get

Qtj = (−1)j
t!2(2t− j + q − 2)!

(t− j)!2j!(2t + q − 2)!
Qt0.

It remains to show that Qt0 = 1. In the equation in the statement of the lemma, we attach the

tensor diagram of Πt to the bottom of each tensor diagram. The left-hand side remains unchanged

since Π2
t = Πt. By the absorption property of Πt and Lemma 3.6.4, every term on the right except

for the j = 0 term becomes zero. Moreover, by the absorption property the j = 0 term on the

right-hand side becomes Qt0Πt, hence the overall equation states Πt = Qt0Πt and thus Qt0 = 1. �

Lemma 3.6.6. If j, k ≥ 0 then

t+ j − k

t

t j

k

t

t

t+ j − k

= Θtjk

t+ j − k

t

t j − k

t

t

t+ j − k
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where

Θtjk =











j!(t+j−k)!2(2t+j+q−1)!
(j−k)!(t+j)!2(2t+j−k+q−1)!

if j ≥ k

0 if j < k

.

Proof. If j = 0 and k ≥ 1 then, on the left-hand side of the equation, the two boxes on

the bottom may be absorbed into the box representing Πt. In this case, we have k strands

attached to the bottom of Πt. By Lemma 3.6.4, this tensor diagram is zero, so taking Θt0k = 0 for

k ≥ 1 makes the equation true. If k = 0, then the tensor diagrams on each side of the equation are

equal and so trivially we may take Θtjk = 1. Now we will prove the case for j ≥ 1 and k = 1 which

will give all other cases. For this case, we have the tensor diagram

t+ j − 1

t

t j

1

t

t

t+ j − 1

.

We expand the lower right box using the first expansion in equation (3.18) with the arrows having

reversed orientation. The tail of the single strand either attaches to the head of one of the

j strands or to the head of one of the t downward strands on the right. We thus have the

following equation.

t+ j − 1

t

t j

1

t

t

t+ j − 1

=
j

t+ j

t+ j − 1

t

t j − 1

t

t

t+ j − 1

+
t

t+ j

t+ j − 1

t

t j

1

t

t− 1

t+ j − 1

The first term on the right can be simplified using Lemma 3.6.1, and the second term we expand

the lower left box using the second expansion in equation (3.18). The head of the single strand

either attaches to the tail of the t upward strands on the left or the j strands. In the former

case, this results in a being attached to the bottom of the upper box, hence, by Lemma 3.6.4,
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this tensor diagram is zero. In the latter case, the single strand may be straightened, so we then

have t downward strands on the right again. Thus, we have the following equation.

t+ j − 1

t

t j

1

t

t

t+ j − 1

=
j(t+ j + q − 1)

(t+ j)2

t+ j − 1

t

t j − 1

t

t

t+ j − 1

+
tj

(t+ j)2

t+ j − 1

t

t j − 1

t

t

t+ j − 1

=
j(2t+ j + q − 1)

(t+ j)2

t+ j − 1

t

t j − 1

t

t

t+ j − 1

Now, this equation may be used for general j ≥ 1 and k ≥ 1. Namely, we have

t+ j − k

t

t j

k

t

t

t+ j − k

=

t+ j − (k − 1)

t+ j − 1

t

t j

1

k − 1

t

t

t+ j − 1

t+ j − (k − 1)

=
j(2t+ j + q − 1)

(t+ j)2

t+ (j − 1)− (k − 1)

t

t j − 1

k − 1

t

t

t+ (j − 1)− (k − 1)

.
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Thus, by induction, we have Θtjk = j(2t+j+q−1)
(t+j)2 Θt(j−1)(k−1). If j < k then, by induction, Θtjk is

proportional to Θt0(k−j) = 0. If j ≥ k then, by induction,

Θtjk =
j!(t+ j − k)!2(2t+ j + q − 1)!

(j − k)!(t+ j)!2(2t+ j − k + q − 1)!
Θt(j−k)0

and since Θt(j−k)0 = 1 this completes the proof. �

We will now prove Lemma 3.6.2, i.e. that for each Πt ∈ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n ⊗ V ⊗n ⊗ (V ∗)⊗n,

(3.21) Πt = ct

n

n

t

t n− t

n− t t

t

n

n

for some ct ∈ C.

Proof of Lemma 3.6.2. We prove that these tensor diagrams represent a set of nonzero

SU(q)-invariant linear maps on Symn(V ) ⊗ Symn(V ∗) and that the images of these maps must

be isomorphic to Vt. We take the trace of the tensor diagram on the right-hand side of equation

(3.21) by contracting the left two strands together and the right two strands together resulting in

the following tensor diagram.

ct

t
t n− t

n− t

t
t

Using Lemma 3.6.6, this tensor diagram equals ctΘt(n−t)(n−t) tr(Πt), which is nonzero if ct 6= 0,

hence the original tensor diagram must also be nonzero. The tensor diagrams on the right-hand

side of equation (3.21) are SU(q)-invariant and are a composition of linear maps

Symn(V )⊗ Symn(V ∗) → Vt → Symn(V )⊗ Symn(V ∗),
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hence the images of the maps must be Vt ⊆ Symn(V ) ⊗ Symn(V ∗). It then follows that equation

(3.21) holds true for some ct 6= 0. Taking the trace of both sides of this equation yields

dim(Vt) = ctΘt(n−t)(n−t) dim(Vt),

hence ct = Θ−1
t(n−t)(n−t). �

Now we may finally derive the Wt(j) coefficients.

Proof of Proposition 3.6.6. By Lemma 3.6.2, Lemma 3.6.3, and the definition of theWt(j)

coefficients, we have

ct

t

t

t

t

n

n

n− t

n− t

n

n

=
n
∑

j=0

Wt(j)cj

n

n

j

j n− j

n− j j

j

n

n

.

We expand the middle vertical boxes on the left-hand side using Lemma 3.6.5 which yields the

equation

ct

t
∑

k=0

Qtk

n

n

k
n− k

k

n

n

=

n
∑

j=0

Wt(j)cj

n

n

j

j n− j

n− j j

j

n

n

.

For a fixed 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we attach the tensor diagram of Πj on top of both sides of the equation. The

left-hand side becomes a tensor diagram that we may simplify using Lemma 3.6.6 to get a tensor

diagram proportional to Πj . Since ΠtΠj = δtjΠj , the right-hand side is also proportional to Πj .
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Namely, we have

ct

t
∑

k=max(0,t+j−n)

QtkΘj,n−j,t−kcj

n

n

j

j n− j

n− j j

j

n

n

=Wt(j)cj

n

n

j

j n− j

n− j j

j

n

n

.

The coefficients on each of the equations must be equal, hence we have

Wt(j) = ct

t
∑

k=max(0,t+j−n)

QtkΘj,n−j,t−k.

Recall that ct = Θ−1
t(n−t)(n−t) and writing out the expression for Wt(j) using the formulas for each

symbol yields

Wt(j) =
(2t+ q − 1)(n − j)!(n + j + q − 1)!

(n− t)!(n + t+ q − 1)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−n)

(−1)s
(2t+ q − 2− s)!(s+ n− t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − n))!(s + n− t+ j + q − 1)!(t− s)!2
.

�

In a similar manner, tensor diagrams will be used to compute the Wt(j) coefficients for the

exterior power representations of SU(n) (note the change in name of parameter from q and so

V = Cn). The wth exterior power
∧w V is dual to the (n − w)-th exterior power

∧n−w V , which

implies that
∧w V ⊗ (

∧w V )∗ ∼=
∧n−w V ⊗ (

∧n−w V )∗. The Wt(j) coefficients for 1 ≤ w ≤ n
2 can

thus be used to compute theWt(j) coefficients for n
2 < w ≤ n−1. The tensor diagram computation

of the Wt(j) coefficients for the exterior powers is very much similar to the symmetric powers, so

we will state lemmas and properties without proof. Like the symmetric case, we begin with the

projection onto the space of exterior power tensors of rank w. If {|k〉} is an orthonormal basis of
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V = Cn then this map can be concretely described on the simple tensor of basis elements by

|k1〉|k2〉 · · · |kn〉 7→
1

w!

∑

σ∈Sw

sgn(σ)|kσ(1)〉|kσ(2)〉 · · · |kσ(w)〉.

We graphically represent this map as the tensor diagram

(3.22) ∧

w

w

.

A recursive formula for this tensor diagram is

(3.23) ∧

w

w

=
1

w

w−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j ∧

w − 1− jj

w − 1

=
1

w

w−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j ∧

w − 1− j j

w − 1

and the swap property of this tensor diagram is

(3.24) ∧

w

w − j − 2

j

= (−1) ∧

w

w

= ∧

w

w − j − 2

j

for 0 ≤ j ≤ w − 2. Similar to the symmetric case, this tensor diagram has an absorption property

for projections onto lower exterior powers. The partial trace formula of this tensor diagram is as

follows.
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Lemma 3.6.7. For all 1 ≤ w ≤ n
2 ,

∧

w − 1

w − 1

=
n− w + 1

w
∧

w − 1

w − 1

To construct the tensor diagrams of Πt ∈ V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w ⊗ V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w, we first begin with

a graphical definition of Πw.

Definition 3.6.2. As an element of V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w ⊗ V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w, the tensor diagram for

Πw is denoted

∧

w

w

w

w

.

This tensor diagram also has an absorption property for the projections onto the spaces of

exterior powers less than or equal to w. Additionally, if w ≥ 1 then any or attached

to this diagram results in the zero tensor. This tensor diagram also has a swap property in that

swapping two strands introduces a factor of −1. Now, analogous to the symmetric case, we may

construct tensor diagrams for Πt.
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Lemma 3.6.8. As an element of V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w ⊗ V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w, for 0 ≤ t ≤ w the tensor

diagram of Πt is given by

ct

∧

∧

∧

∧

∧

w

w

t

t w − t

w − t t

t

w

w

for some ct ∈ C.

Using the relation between Πt and Φt, we may deduce a tensor diagram for Φt.

Lemma 3.6.9. As an element of V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w ⊗ V ⊗w ⊗ (V ∗)⊗w, the tensor diagram of Φt

for each 0 ≤ t ≤ w is given by

ct

∧

∧

∧

∧

t

t

t

t

∧

w

w

w − t

w − t

w

w

for some ct ∈ C.

Now we have two lemmas analogous to Lemmas 3.6.5 and 3.6.11 that will be used to compute

the Wt(j) coefficients.
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Lemma 3.6.10.

∧

t

t

t

t

=
t
∑

j=0

Q∧
tj

∧

∧

∧

∧

t

t

t− j j
t− j

t

t

where

Q∧
tj = (−1)j

t!2(n− 2t+ 1)!

(t− j)!2j!(n − 2t+ j + 1)!
.

Lemma 3.6.11. If j, k ≥ 0 then

∧ ∧

∧

t+ j − k

t

t j

k

t

t

t+ j − k

= Θ∧
tjk

∧ ∧

∧

t+ j − k

t

t j − k

t

t

t+ j − k

where

Θ∧
tjk =











j!(n−2t−j+k)!(t+j−k)!2

(j−k)!(n−2t−j)!(t+j)!2
if j ≥ k

0 if j < k

.

Finally, we may compute the Wt(j) coefficients.

Proof of Proposition 3.6.7. Like the case for the symmetric powers we have

Wt(j) = (Θ∧
t,w−t,w−t)

−1
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−w)

Q∧
tsΘ

∧
j,w−j,t−s
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and writing this out explicitly gives

Wt(j) =
(n− 2t+ 1)(w − j)!(n − w − t)!

(w − t)!(n− w − j)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−w)

(−1)s
(n− w + t− j − s)!(s+ w − t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − w))!(s + n− 2t+ 1)!(t− s)!2
.

Note that this formula also gives the Wt(j) coefficients for the (n−w)-th exterior power, hence for

1 ≤ w ≤ n the Wt(j) coefficients are given by

Wt(j) =
(n− 2t+ 1)(r − j)!(n − r − t)!

(r − t)!(n− r − j)!

×
t
∑

s=max(0,t+j−r)

(−1)s
(n− r + t− j − s)!(s+ r − t)!2

s!(s− (t+ j − r))!(s + n− 2t+ 1)!(t− s)!2

where r = min(w,n − w). �

130



Bibliography

[AL99] A. Ashikhmin and S. Litsyn, Upper bounds on the size of quantum codes, IEEE Transactions on Information

Theory 45 (1999), no. 4, 1206–1215, arXiv:quant-ph/9709049.

[BB17] J. Biamonte and V. Bergholm, Tensor networks in a nutshell, (2017), arXiv:1708.00006.

[Buc98] B. Buchberger, An Algorithmic Criterion for the Solvability of Algebraic Systems of Equations, 251 (1998),

535–545.

[Bum12] C. Bumgardner, Codes in W
∗-metric spaces: theory and examples, Ph.D. thesis, University of California,

Davis, 2012, arXiv:1205.4517.

[Cho75] M.-D. Choi, Completely positive linear maps on complex matrices, Linear Algebra and its Applications 10

(1975), no. 3, 285–290.

[CR62] C. W. Curtis and I. Reiner, Representation Theory of Finite Groups and Associative Algebras, AMS

Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 1962.

[CRSS97] A. R. Calderbank, E. M. Rains, P. W. Shor, and N. J. A. Sloane, Quantum Error Correction and Orthog-

onal Geometry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997), 405–408, arXiv:quant-ph/9605005.

[CS98] J. H. Conway and N. J. A. Sloane, Sphere packings, lattices and groups, vol. 290, Springer Science &

Business Media, 1998.

[CW22] A. Chirvasitu and M. Wasilewski, Random quantum graphs, Transactions of the American Mathematical

Society (2022), arXiv:2011.14149.

[Del73] P. Delsarte, An algebraic approach to the association schemes of coding theory, Philips Res. Rep. Suppl.

10 (1973), vi+–97.

[EGH+11] P. I. Etingof, O. Golberg, S. Hensel, T. Liu, A. Schwendner, D. Vaintrob, and E. Yudovina, Introduction

to representation theory, vol. 59, American Mathematical Soc., 2011, arXiv:0901.0827.

[Eli15] B. Elias, Light ladders and clasp conjectures, arXiv preprint arXiv:1510.06840 (2015).

[FH13] W. Fulton and J. Harris, Representation theory: a first course, vol. 129, Springer Science & Business

Media, 2013.

[Got97] D. Gottesman, Stabilizer Codes and Quantum Error Correction, Ph.D. thesis, California Institute of

Technology, 1997, quant-ph/9705052.

[Gro21] J. A. Gross, Designing Codes around Interactions: The Case of a Spin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021),

010504, arXiv:2005.10910.

131



[Gur23] Gurobi Optimization, LLC, Gurobi Optimizer Reference Manual, 2023.

[Hae21] W. H. Haemers, Hoffman’s ratio bound, Linear Algebra and its Applications 617 (2021), 215–219,

arXiv:2102.05529.

[Hal10] B. C. Hall, Lie Groups, Lie Algebras, and Representations: An Elementary Introduction, Graduate Texts

in Mathematics, vol. 222, Springer, 2010.

[Hum12] J. E. Humphreys, Introduction to Lie algebras and representation theory, vol. 9, Springer Science &

Business Media, 2012.

[KL97] E. Knill and R. Laflamme, Theory of quantum error-correcting codes, Phys. Rev. A 55 (1997), 900–911,

arXiv:quant-ph/9604034.

[KLV00] E. Knill, R. Laflamme, and L. Viola, Theory of Quantum Error Correction for General Noise, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 84 (2000), 2525–2528, arXiv:quant-ph/9908066.

[Kup] G. Kuperberg, An introduction to quantum probability, quantum mechanics, and quantum computation,

https://www.math.ucdavis.edu/ greg/intro.pdf.

[Kup96] , Spiders for rank 2 Lie algebras, Communications in mathematical physics 180 (1996), no. 1,

109–151, arXiv:q-alg/9712003.

[KW12] G. Kuperberg and N. Weaver, A von Neumann algebra approach to quantum metrics/quantum relations,

Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 215 (2012), no. 1010, 1–80, arXiv:1005.0353.

[Lin98] J. H. V. Lint, Introduction to Coding Theory, 3rd ed., Springer-Verlag, 1998.

[Mak08] A. Makhorin, GLPK (GNU linear programming kit), 2008.

[Mes14] A. Messiah, Quantum mechanics, Courier Corporation, 2014.

[MV94] G. Masbaum and P. Vogel, 3-valent graphs and the Kauffman bracket, Pacific Journal of Mathematics 164

(1994), no. 2, 361–381.

[NC11] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information, Cambridge University

Press, 2011.

[Rai98] E. M. Rains, Quantum weight enumerators, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 44 (1998), no. 4,

1388–1394, arXiv:quant-ph/9612015.

[Rai99a] , Monotonicity of the quantum linear programming bound, IEEE Transactions on Information The-

ory 45 (1999), no. 7, 2489–2492, arXiv:quant-ph/9802070.

[Rai99b] , Quantum codes of minimum distance two, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 45 (1999),

no. 1, 266–271, arXiv:quant-ph/9704043.

[Rai99c] , Quantum shadow enumerators, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 45 (1999), no. 7,

2361–2366, arXiv:quant-ph/9611001.

[Sak56] S. Sakai, A characterization of W ∗-algebras., Pacific Journal of Mathematics 6 (1956), no. 4, 763 – 773.

132



[SL97] P. Shor and R. Laflamme, Quantum Analog of the MacWilliams Identities for Classical Coding Theory,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997), 1600–1602, arXiv:quant-ph/9610040.

[Ste03] J. R. Stembridge, Multiplicity-free products and restrictions of weyl characters, Represent. Theory 7 (2003),

no. electronic, 404–439.

[VF17] S. Vijay and L. Fu, Quantum Error Correction for Complex and Majorana Fermion Qubits, (2017),

arXiv:1703.00459.

[Wea12] N. Weaver, Quantum relations, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 215 (2012), no. 1010, 81–140, arXiv:1005.0354.

[ZLGL08] G. Zeng, Y. Li, Y. Guo, and M. H. Lee, Stabilizer quantum codes over the Clifford algebra, Journal of

Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 41 (2008), no. 14, 145304.

133


	Abstract
	Acknowledgments
	Chapter 1. Introduction and Background
	1.1. Classical Error Correction
	1.2. Quantum Probability
	1.3. Quantum Error Correction

	Chapter 2. Quantum Metrics and Quantum Codes 
	2.1. Quantum Metrics
	2.2. Quantum Codes
	2.3. Quantum Metrics from Representations of Algebras
	2.4. Distance 2 Codes for the 𝔰𝔲(2) Quantum Metrics
	2.5. Distance 3 Codes for the Clifford Quantum Metrics

	Chapter 3. Quantum Linear Programming Bounds 
	3.1. Multiplicity-Free, 2-Homogeneous Quantum Metric Spaces
	3.2. The Quantum Linear Programming Bound
	3.3. Self-Dual Linear Inequalities
	3.4. Numerical Bounds
	3.5. Analytical Distance 2 Bounds
	3.6. Derivation of W_t(j) Coefficients

	Bibliography

