arXiv:2504.01728v1 [cs.IT] 2 Apr 2025

Linear Time Iterative Decoders for Hypergraph-Product and Lifted-Product Codes

Asit Kumar Pradhan, Nithin Raveendran, Narayanan Rengaswamy, and Bane Vasić Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, The University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ, 85721 USA Email: {asitpradhan, nithin , narayananr , vasic}@arizona.edu

Abstract

Quantum low-density parity-check (QLDPC) codes with asymptotically non-zero rates are prominent candidates for achieving fault-tolerant quantum computation, primarily due to their syndrome-measurement circuit’s low operational depth. Numerous studies advocate for the necessity of fast decoders to fully harness the capabilities of QLDPC codes, thus driving the focus towards designing low-complexity iterative decoders. However, empirical investigations indicate that such iterative decoders are susceptible to having a high error floor while decoding QLDPC codes. The main objective of this paper is to analyze the decoding failures of the hypergraph-product and lifted-product codes and to design decoders that mitigate these failures, thus achieving a reduced error floor. The suboptimal performance of these codes can predominantly be ascribed to two structural phenomena: (1) stabilizer-induced trapping sets, which are subgraphs formed by stabilizers, and (2) classical trapping sets, which originate from the classical codes utilized in the construction of hypergraph-product and lifted-product codes. The dynamics of stabilizer-induced trapping sets is examined and a straightforward modification of iterative decoders is proposed to circumvent these trapping sets. Moreover, this work proposes a systematic methodology for designing decoders that can circumvent classical trapping sets in both hypergraph product and lifted product codes, from decoders capable of avoiding their trapping set in the parent classical LDPC code. When decoders that can avoid stabilizer-induced trapping sets are run in parallel with those that can mitigate the effect of classical TS, the logical error rate improves significantly in the error-floor region.

I. INTRODUCTION Quantum low-density parity-check (QLDPC) codes are emerging as strong contenders for both quantum computing and communications. These codes build upon the success of classical LDPC codes, known for facilitating low-complexity decoding and approaching capacity performance. As discussed by Gottesman [1] and Kovalev, Pryadko [2], QLDPC codes enable fault-tolerant error correction with an asymptotically nonzero rate among quantum error correction (QEC) codes. In their work [3], Panteleev and Kalachev introduce a family of QLDPC codes called lifted-product (LP) codes, which possess an almost linear minimum distance and constant rate. In addition to their exceptional distance characteristics, QLDPC codes [4] have low-weight stabilizer generators that result in shallow syndrome-extraction circuits, enhancing their appeal for fault-tolerant quantum computations.

For fault-tolerant computation, in addition to having good codes, designing low-complexity decoders is paramount. Consider the state injection circuit depicted in Figure 1. To implement a T gate on the first qubit, the circuit initially performs a CNOT operation with the first qubit as the control and the second qubit, which is set to |T ⟩ =^1_2 ( |0⟩ + exp { i^π_4 } |1⟩ ) , as the target.

Subsequently, the second qubit undergoes measurement, and depending on the result, a s gate is applied to the first qubit to achieve complete execution of the T gate. When the T state corresponds to a logical state, decoding is essential to determine the outcome of the measurement. Consequently, if the decoder is not fast enough, it increases the logical clock cycle, thereby diminishing the acceleration provided by the quantum algorithms [5], [6]. This advantage could be entirely negated if the T depth exceeds a certain number.

Although several families of QLDPC codes exhibit exceptional distance scaling, there remains uncertainty about their feasibility for hardware implementation. This is primarily attributable to the requirement for long-range connections and concerns surrounding the fault-tolerant execution of gates necessary to achieve universal computation with these codes. Recent advances suggest that hypergraph-product (HP) and lifted-product (LP) codes are particularly compatible with neutral atom platforms [7], while bivariate bicycle codes are suitable for superconducting platforms [8]. In [9], it has been demonstrated that Clifford gates can be enacted within HP codes, which can then be extended to a universal gate set through the injection of distilled magic states into the circuit. These promising developments underscore the necessity of designing low-complexity decoders for QLDPC codes. |ψ⟩ • S T |ψ⟩

|T ⟩ flflfl Fig. 1: The figure shows the implementation of T gate using measurement and Clifford circuit given a T state given by 1 2 ( |0⟩ + exp { i^π_4 } |1⟩ ) .

Iterative message-passing decoders are considered promising candidates for the decoding of QLDPC codes, primarily due to their low complexity in implementation and their ability to attain low error rates when used for the decoding of classical LDPC codes. However, message-passing decoders do not perform well when used to decode QLDPC codes, unlike their classical counterparts. This is mainly attributable to two different types of trapping sets (TSs) encountered in QLDPC codes. First, since HP and LP codes are constructed by graph products of the Tanner graphs of two classical LDPC codes, the Tanner graph corresponding to the resulting product code inherits the TSs present in the constituent classical LDPC codes. In fact, a TS of the constituent classical LDPC appears multiple times as isomorphic copies in the Tanner graph of the product codes. These TSs are referred to as classical TSs since they are inherited from the constituent classical LDPC codes. Second, QLDPC codes can be thought of as two dual-containing classical LDPC codes. This dual-containing property leads to a special type of trapping sets known as stabilizer-induced TSs or quantum TSs (QTSs) [10]. Several decoders have been proposed to address decoder convergence due to the issues mentioned above [11]–[20]. In [21], the authors employ a post-processing technique known as an ordered statistics decoder (OSD) when the message-passing decoder encounters TS. Another study [13] applies the message-passing decoder to parts of the Tanner graph in which TSs are absent, and uses a post-decoding step to address errors in TSs. Both methods described in [13], [21] require matrix inversion during the post-processing phase, leading to an increase in the decoding complexity. According to [14], a serially scheduled normalized belief propagation decoder can bypass TS if the normalization constant is selected carefully. However, the improvement in error suppression comes at the cost of latency due to the serial schedule. The work in [16] introduces a two-bit flipping decoder optimized to bypass TSs in both HP and generalized HP (GHP) codes, specifically those with variable nodes of degree three and check nodes of degree six. Despite its low logical error rate, the applicability of this method does not extend beyond codes with these specific node degrees. In [18], a modified min-sum decoder is proposed, which adjusts the bias in message-passing rules to avoid TS. The decoder in [17] adopts a similar strategy to [18] prevent TSs in two block QLDPC codes. Both techniques depend on parameter optimization for a particular code, indicating that parameters that are fine-tuned for one code may not be compatible with others. In contrast to the majority of existing research focused on the development of low-complexity decoders from the beginning, we propose a methodology that leverages the design of decoders for HP and LP codes by utilizing the decoders of their underlying classical LDPC codes. This approach is promising due to the existence of numerous strategies for constructing low-complexity iterative decoders that exhibit outstanding performance [22], [23].

A. Contributions

This paper focuses on designing parallel, TS-aware, message-passing decoders for HP and LP codes that generalize to codes with arbitrary node degree and do not require a post-processing step. To this end, we introduce a methodology to examine the decoding dynamics in TSs induced by either a stabilizer generator or a linear combination of stabilizer generators. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to consider the study of TSs induced by a stabilizer that is a linear combination of two or more stabilizer generators. Using TS dynamics, we introduce a straightforward modification to the bit-flipping decoder to prevent stabilizer-induced TSs. Further, we characterize how isomorphic copies of a classical TS from constituent codes manifest in the Tanner graph of HP or LP codes. This facilitates the design of decoders that circumvent classical trapping sets in HP codes, contingent upon the existence of a suitable decoder for classical LDPC codes that is capable of avoiding such TSs. The proposed method thus streamlines the decoder design process, since there exist algorithms in the literature to enumerate TSs of the classical LDPC code [24] and decoders capable of avoiding them [22].

B. Organization of the paper

Section II provides a brief description of the classical LDPC codes and the methodology to construct HP and LP codes based on them, including the necessary notational framework. In Section III, we study the decoding dynamics within the subgraphs induced by the stabilizers and show that they constitute trapping sets. In Section IV, we propose a decoder that avoids trapping sets induced by stabilizers. In Section V, we show that the stabilizer-induced subgraphs present in the base graph retain their structure in the corresponding Tanner graphs of LP codes, implying that the conclusions regarding stabilizer-induced TSs of the HP codes carry over to the LP codes. In Section VI, we characterize the trapping sets inherited by the HP and LP codes from their constituent classical codes. In Section VII, we propose an approach to design decoders based on decoder diversity to avoid both classical and stabilizer-induced trapping sets. In Section VIII, we present numerical results from simulation of decoders proposed in Section VII

II. PRELIMINARIES In this section, we set the notation and briefly recall the definitions related to the classical LDPC codes, the depolarizing channel, the stabilizer formalism, and quantum LDPC codes.

A. Notations

We use bold-face capital letters to denote matrices and bold-face small letters to denote vector variables. We use M(i, j) to denote the (i, j) − th entry of matrix M. We use B_{ij} to denote the (i, j)-th block of block matrix B. We use [n] to denote the natural numbers from 1 to n. We use I_n to denote the identity matrix of dimension n × n. We denote cardinality of set A by |A|. We will assume that vectors without transposes are row vectors unless otherwise stated. We represent the absolute value of a scalar variable by | · |. The symbol ⊕ denotes modulo two addition, while symbol ⊗ denotes the tensor product.

B. Classical LDPC Codes

In this article, our focus is on binary LDPC codes. These codes can be represented using a bipartite graph, commonly referred to as a Tanner or Factor graph, denoted by G . This graph includes m right nodes (referred to as check nodes), n left nodes (referred to as variable nodes), and O(n) edges. The collection of variable nodes, check nodes, and the edges that connect variable nodes and check nodes are denoted by V, C, and E, respectively. The variable and check nodes connected by edge e_i ∈ E are designated by v(e_i) and c(e_i), respectively. The set of variable nodes (or check nodes) that are connected to a particular check node c ∈ C (or variable node v ∈ V) is denoted by N_c (N_v ), and given by N_c = {v ∈ V : ∃e ∈ E, c(e) = c, and v(e) = v}, and N_v = {c ∈ C : ∃e ∈ E, v(e) = v, and c(e) = c}. The bi-adjacency matrix H ∈ F^{m×n}_2 of the Tanner graph G serves as the parity-check matrix for the corresponding code. Based on the parity-check matrix H, the associated codebook is defined by

U = {u ∈ F^n_2 : Hu^T = 0}, (1)

where the operation of matrix-vector multiplication Hu^T is computed in the binary field. The number of non-zero elements in a codeword u is denoted by wt(u), a metric that is often referred to as the Hamming weight of the codeword. For a linear code, the minimum distance, symbolized by d_{min}, is defined by

d_{min} = min_{u∈U} wt(u).

Analyzing a single code’s performance is challenging, so it is standard to analyze an ensemble of codes, and then argue that the performance of a randomly chosen code from the ensemble converges to the ensemble average. Common ensembles include standard, multi-edge, and protograph ensembles [25]. We will briefly describe the protograph ensemble as it is used in the construction of lifted-product codes, the main focus of this article.

1) Protograph LDPC codes: A protograph encapsulates the local structures of a collection of Tanner graphs, the collection of which is referred to as the code ensemble defined by the protograph. A protograph G = (V ∪ C, E) is a bipartite graph, where V (or C) is the set of different types of variable nodes (or, respectively, check nodes), and E^′ is the set of different types of edges in the codes belonging to the ensemble defined by G . The nodes and edges in the protograph are ordered, and the i-th variable node, the check node, and the edge type are denoted, respectively, by v_i, c_i, and e_i.

A protograph is represented by a base matrix B of dimension m^′ × n^′, whose (i, j)-th element B(i, j) is the number of edges between c_i and v_j . A m × n parity-check matrix from the ensemble defined by base matrix B is obtained by replacing B(i, j) with a l × l matrix M_{i,j} such that the columns and rows of M_{i,j} sum to B(i, j), where γ =^m_{m′} In addition to the above constraints, if the matrices M_{i,j} , for i ∈ [m^′] and j ∈ [n^′], are circulants, then the resulting parity-check matrix H will have quasi-cyclic structure, and hence, the corresponding code is called quasi-cyclic LDPC code. The set of binary circulant matrices l × l is isomorphic to the quotient polynomial ring R_γ = F_2 [x]/(x^γ − 1). So M_{i,j} can be represented by the corresponding element from R_γ . With these definitions, the corresponding parity-check matrix H can be compactly represented by W ∈ R^{m′×n′}_γ , where the matrix representation of W(i, j) is M_{i,j} . The above process of obtaining a parity-check matrix from the base matrix is called lifting. The lifting process can also be described using a copy and permute operation. To obtain a Tanner graph G from a protograph G , the protograph is first copied, say γ, times. Let (v, t), (c, t), and (e, t) denote the t-th copy of variable node v ∈ V, check node c ∈ C and edge e ∈ E, respectively. Then, a permutation map π_e which maps [γ] to [γ] is assigned to each edge type e ∈ E. If an edge e ∈ E connects variable node v to check node c in the protograph, then after applying the permutation, the lifted edge (e, π_e(t)) connects variable node (v, t) to check node (c, π_e(t)). In the special case of quasi-cyclic LDPC codes, if π_e(t) = a, then π_e(t + 1 (mod γ)) = a + 1 (mod γ).

Example 1. For example, consider a base matrix

B = [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] H = 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 (2)

v_1v_2v_3 x^0x^1x^0c1x^1x^0x^1c2

(a) Protograph for base matrix in (2).

v_1(1)v_1(2)v_2(1)v_2(2)v_3(1)v_3(2) c_1(1)c_1(2)c_2(1)c_2(2)

(b) Tanner graph corresponding to parity-check matrix H in (2).

Fig. 2: The figure illustrates lifting of the protograph to a code.

The protograph corresponding to B is shown in Fig. 2a. The Tanner graphs lifted from B will have three groups of variable nodes, two groups of check nodes, and six groups of edges, respectively, corresponding to the three columns, two rows and six non-zero entries in B. Parity-check matrix H in (2) is obtained by choosing

M_{11} = [ 1 0 0 1 ] , M_{12} = [ 0 1 1 0 ] , M_{13} = [ 1 0 0 1 ] , M_{21} = [ 0 1 1 0 ] , M_{22} = [ 1 0 0 1 ] , M_{23} = [ 0 1 1 0 ] . The Tanner graph corresponding to H is shown in Fig. 2b. Since the parity-check matrix in (2) has a quasi-cyclic structure, it can be compactly written as [ x^0 x^1 x^0 x^1 x^0 x^1 ] . In terms of the copy and permutation, the protograph corresponding to base matrix B is copied two times. The permutation map assigned to different edge types are given by

π_{e1} (1) = 1, π_{e1} (2) = 2 π_{e2} (1) = 2, π_{e2} (2) = 1 π_{e3} (1) = 1, π_{e3} (2) = 2 π_{e4} (1) = 2, π_{e4} (2) = 1 π_{e5} (1) = 1, π_{e5} (2) = 2 π_{e6} (1) = 2, π_{e6} (2) = 1.

C. Stabilizer Formalism and CSS Codes

Let us denote the n-qubit Pauli group by P_n = i^l{I, X, Y, Z}^{⊗n}, 0 ≤ l ≤ 3, where ⊗n is the n-fold tensor product, X, Y , and Z are Pauli matrices, I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix, and i^l is the phase factor. Let S = ⟨S_1, S_2, · · · , S_m⟩, −I /∈ S, be an Abelian subgroup of P_n with generators S_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m. A (n, k) quantum stabilizer code [26] is a 2^k-dimensional subspace C of the Hilbert space (C^2 )^{⊗n} given by the common +1 eigenspace of stabilizer group S: C = {|ψ⟩ , s.t. S_i |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ , ∀i}. Every element of the stabilizer group S is mapped to a binary tuple as follows: I → (0, 0), X → (1, 0), Z → (0, 1), Y → (1, 1). This mapping gives a matrix representation of the stabilizer generators called the parity-check matrix, denoted by H, which is given by H = [ H_X | H_Z ] , where H_X and H_Z represent binary matrices for bit flip and phase flip operators, respectively. Note that H is a m × 2n matrix. Similar to the Pauli representation, the stabilizers also commute with respect to symplectic inner product in the binary representation [27]. If the stabilizers S_i for all i ∈ [m] are the n-fold tensor product of the operators of the set {I, X} or of the set {I, Z}, then the corresponding code is referred to as the Calderbank-Shor-Steane (CSS) code. Therefore, the parity-check matrices of CSS codes should have the following form H = [ H_X 0 0 H_Z ] , (3)

such that H_XH^T_Z = 0. We denote the codebook corresponding to H_X ( or H_Z) and its dual code by U_X and U_X⊥ (or U_Z and U^⊥_Z ), respectively. From the CSS condition given in (3), it can be deduced that U^⊥_X ⊆ U_Z and U^⊥_Z ⊆ U_X, which means that two dual-containing linear codes define a CSS quantum code. Elements of the set of operators that map the codespace to itself are called logical operators. The binary representation of the set of X (or Z)-logical operators is given by codebook U_x corresponding to H_X ( or H_Z). Since U^⊥_X ⊆ U_Z and U^⊥_Z ⊆ U_X are sets of stabilizers, they would act on the state of the quantum codeword trivially and are called degenerate logicals. The minimum distance of a CSS quantum code is the minimum-weight logicals that act non trivially on quantum codeword state, and given by

d_{min} = min (d_X, d_Z) , where d_X = min

u∈U_X\U^⊥_Z

wt(u), and d_Z = min_{u∈UZ\U ⊥X} wt(u).

D. Depolarizing Channel

In this work, we consider the depolarizing channel (memoryless Pauli channel), characterized by the depolarizing probability p in which the error E on each qubit is a Pauli operator, and the error on a qubit is independent of the error on other qubits. The set of Pauli operators is given by P = {I, X, Y, Z}. In particular, Pr(E = X) = Pr(E = Y ) = Pr(E = Z) = p/3, Pr(E = I) = 1 − p. Similarly to the stabilizers, a Pauli error vector on the n qubits can be expressed as a binary error vector of length 2n by mapping the Pauli operators to binary tuples. Let e = [ e_X e_Z ] be the binary representation of Pauli error acting on the n qubits. The corresponding syndrome, denoted by σ, is given by σ = [ σ_X σ_Z ] = ([ H_Ze^T_X H_Xe^T_Z ])_T (mod 2)

E. Quantum LDPC Codes

This section briefly describes the constructions of both HP and LP codes.

1) Hypergraph product codes: Given two classical LDPC codes H_1 and H_2, respectively, of sizes m_1 × n_1 and m_2 × n_2, the hypergraph product gives two binary parity-check matrices H_X and H_Z, which are the binary representation X-type and Z-type stabilizer generators such that they satisfy the CSS condition defined in (3). Algebraically, H_X and H_Z are given by

H_X = [ H_1 ⊗ I_{n2} I_{m1} ⊗ H^T_2 ] , H_Z = [ I_{n1} ⊗ H_2 H^T_1 ⊗ I_{m2} ] . (4)

Since the iterative decoders are run on the Tanner graphs of H_X and H_Z, the graphical description of the HP construction aids the understanding of decoding failures. Next, we describe the hypergraph product construction as the graph product of two Tanner graphs. Let G_1(V_1 ∪ C_1, E_1) ( or G_2(V_2 ∪ C_2, E_2)) be the Tanner graph corresponding to H_1 (or H_2). Then, the Tanner graphs corresponding to the X and Z stabilizers are given by G_Z(Q ∪ C_X) and G_X(Q ∪ C_Z), respectively, where Q = (V_2 × V_1 ∪ C_2 × C_1) , C_X = C_2 × V_1, and C_Z = V_2 × C_1. To distinguish variable nodes (or check nodes) from V_1 ( or C_1) and V_2 ( or C_2), we denote variable nodes from V_1 ( or C_1) by v^1_i (or c^1_j ) and V_2 ( or C_2) by v^2_i (or c^2_j ). We refer to the nodes in sets V_2 × V_1, C_2 × C_1, C_2 × V_1, and V_2 × C_1 as VV-type, CC-type, X-type, and Z-type, respectively.

For ease of exposition, instead of defining the edges of G_X and G_Z in terms of the edges of G_1 and G_2, we define the set of variable nodes connected to every check node in C_X and C_Z. Let N^X(_{c2j v1i} ) denotes the set of variable nodes connected to

check node ( c^2_j v^1_i ) ∈ C_X, where c^2_j ∈ C_2 and v^1_i ∈ V_1. Then N^X(_{c2j v1i} ) is given by

N^X(_{c2j v1i} ) = ( N^2_c2_j × v^1_i ) ∪ ( c^2_j × N^1_v1_i ) , (5)

where N^2_{c2j} and N^1_{v1i} are neighbors of c^2_j in G_2 and v^1_i in G_1, respectively. Similarly N^Z(_{v2i c1j} ) denotes the set of variable nodes

connected to check node ( v^2_i c^1_j ) ∈ C_Z, and is given by

N^Z(_{v2i c1j} ) = ( N^2_v2_i × c^1_j ) ∪ ( v^2_i × N^1_c1_j ) , (6)

where N^2_{v2i} and N^1_{c1j} are the neighbors of v^2_i in G_2 and c^1_j in G_1, respectively.

2) Lifted-product codes: LP codes are the generalization of the HP codes. Consider the base matrices B_1 ∈ F^{mB1 ×nB1}_2 and B_2 ∈ F^{mB2 ×nB2} 2 corresponding to two classical quasi-cyclic LDPC codes. Let the non-zero entries of matrix W_1 ∈ R^{mB1 ×nB1}_l ( or W_2 ∈ R^{mB2 ×nB2} l ) represent the circulants corresponding to the non-zero entries of B_1 ( or B_2). Given these two classical base matrices, the LP construction gives the base matrices corresponding to the X−stabilizers, denoted by B_X, and Z−stabilizers, denoted by B_Z, which are given by

B_X = [ B_1 ⊗ I_{nB2} I_{mB1} ⊗ B^T_2 ] , B_Z = [ I_{nB1} ⊗ B_2 B^T_1 ⊗ I_{mB2} ] . To obtain a CSS code, two matrices W_X and W_Z, respectively, representing circulants of B_X and B_Z such that the resulting parity-check matrices H_X and H_Z from lifting satisfy the CSS condition given in (3). The details of the lifting process are described in Section II-B1. Matrices W_X and W_Z are obtained from their classical counterparts W_1 and W_2 as

W_X = [ W_1 ⊗ I_{nB2} I_{mB1} ⊗ W^∗_2 ] , W_Z = [ I_{nB1} ⊗ W_2 W^∗_1 ⊗ I_{mB2} ] , (7) where W^∗(i, j) = (W(j, i))^∗ and for any r ∈ R

r^∗ = { r^{−1}, if r ∈ R_l \ {0} 0, if r = 0. (8) If H_X (or H_Z) is a binary matrix of size m_X × n, ( or m_Z × n), then n = γ(n_An_B + m_Am_B ) and m_X = γm_An_B ( or m_Z = γn_Am_B ). Assuming that H_X and H_Z are of full rank, we have a (n, n − m_X − m_Z) quasi-cyclic QLDPC code. Let G_1, G_2, G_X, and G_Z denote the base graphs corresponding to base matrices B_1, B_2, B_X, and B_Z, respectively. The graphical description of obtaining the base graphs G_X, and G_Z given two classical base graphs G_1, and G_2 is the same as obtaining G_X and G_Z given two classical Tanner graphs in G_1 and G_2 in the HP construction. From (5), it is evident that c^2_j v^1_i is connected to v^2_i′ v^1_i s and c^2_j c^1_j′ s where v^2_i′ ∈ N^2_{c2j} and c^1_j′ ∈ N^1_{v1i} . The edge that connects the X-type check node c^2_j v^1_i to CC-type (or VV-type) variable node c^2_j c^1_j′ (or v^2_i′ v^1_i ) has the same circulant as the edge that connects v^1_i (or c^2_j ) to c^1_j′ (or v^2_i′ ) in graph G_1(orG_2). Similarly, the edge that connects the Z-type check node v^2_i c^1_j to VV-type (or CC-type) variable node v^2_i v^1_i′ ( or c^2_j′ c^1_j ) will have circulant r^∗, as defined in (8), if the edge that connects c^1_j ( or v^2_i ) to v^1_i′ ( or c^2_j′ ) in graph G_1( or G_2) have circulant r.

Example 2. Consider two base matrices B_1 ∈ F^{2×3}_2 and B_2 ∈ F^{2×3}_2

B_1 = [ 1 1 0 0 1 1 ] , B_2 = [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] . Weight matrices W_1 ∈ R^{2×3}_2 and W_2 ∈ R^{2×3}_2 , respectively, corresponding to B_1 and B_2 are given by

W_1 = [ x^1 x^0 0 0 x^0 x^1 ] , W_2 = [ x^0 x^1 x^0 x^1 x^0 x^1 ] . The base graph corresponding to B_1 and B_2 are denoted by G_1 and G_2, respectively. The product of two nodes, one from G_1 and the other from G_2, are represented as shown below.

×=VV-type×=CC-type

×=CV-type×=VC-type

The process of obtaining the base graph corresponding to the quantum code as the graph product of base graphs corresponding to B_1 and B_2 is illustrated in Fig. 3. Even though we have not labeled the nodes in the product graph shown in Fig. 3a, their labels are evident from the labels of nodes in G_1 and G_2. Consider the neighborhood of X-type or X-check node c^2v^1 in the product graph obtained by taking the product of check node c^2 in G_2 and variable node v^1 in G_1. Observe that N^1_{v1} = {c^1} and N^2_{c2} = {v^2_1, v^1_2, v^2_3}, which implies N^X(_{c2 v1}) = {v^2_1v^1, v^2v^1, v^2_3v^1, c^2c^1}, according to (5). Since the edge that connects check node c^2 to variable node v^1_2 has circulant x^1 in G_2, the edge that connects check node c^2v^1 to variable node v^2_1v^1 has also circulant x^1. Similarly, the edge that connects check node v^2_3c^1 to variable node c^2c^1 has circulant (x^1)^∗, since the edge that connects variable node v^2_3 to check node c^2 has circulant x^1 in G_2. Note that in this case, (x^1)^∗ = x^1 as the lifting size γ = 2. The circulants corresponding to other edges in the product graph shown in Fig. 3a can be determined in the same way. The base matrices B_X and B_Z can be, respectively, lifted to H_X and H_Z as illustrated in Example 1.

III. TRAPPING SETS OF QLDPC CODES In this section, we introduce trapping sets (TSs) and investigate their structures in the HP and LP codes when decoded using the bit-flipping decoder. We consider the bit-flipping decoder because of its suitability for analysis. Specifically, in Section III-A, we examine the decoding dynamics within the subgraph formed by the stabilizer generators. Here, decoding dynamics refers to analyzing the convergence of the decoder when the support of the error pattern is entirely within the subgraph. In Section III-B, we extend this study to stabilizer-induced subgraphs that are linear combinations of several stabilizer generators. Studying the decoding dynamics in these induced subgraphs becomes intractable as the sizes of the induced subgraphs grow. To address this challenge, we propose a concise representation of stabilizer-induced graphs that still allows us to study the decoding dynamics. In the next section, we further elaborate on how understanding the different modes of failure of the simple bit-flipping decoder gives us insight into designing better iterative decoders.

Since we assume the independent depolarizing channel, it suffices to study the performance of the iterative decoder on either H_X or H_Z. In what follows, we focus on correcting X-type errors by decoding H_Z. Given an error vector x and the measured

v^2_1 v^2 v^2_3 x^0x^1x^0c^21 x^1x^0x^1c^2 v^1c^1v^1_2c^1_2v^1_3 x^1x^0x^0x^1 x^0x^1x^0 x^1x^0x^1

x^0x^1 x^0 x^1 x^0x^1

x^0x^1x^0 x^1x^0x^1 x^0x^1 x^0 x^1 x^0x^1 x^0x^1x^0 x^1x^0x^1 x^1x^0 x^1x^0 x^1x^0x^1 x^1

x^0 x^0x^0x^1x0x1 x^0x^1x^0 x^0 x^1 x^1

(a) The figure illustrates product of two classical protographs. The edges connected to X-type check nodes are shown in red, whereas the edges connected to Z-type checks are shown in black. The edges are labeled with their corresponding circulants.

(b) The figure shows the protograph corresponding to BX. (c) The figure shows the protograph corresponding to BZ.

Fig. 3: The figure illustrates the process of obtaining two base graphs corresponding to a lifted-product code given the base graphs of two classical protograph LDPC codes.

syndrome σ^T = [ σ_1 σ_2 · · · σ_{mZ} ] , the bit-flipping decoder outputs an estimate of the error pattern, denoted by x̂. The decoder initializes the estimated error x̂ to 0. In subsequent iterations, the decoder first computes the mismatched syndrome, denoted by σ̂, then flips the estimated error corresponding to a variable node if more than half of its neighboring checks have a mismatched syndrome or are unsatisfied. The decoding continues until the estimated error does not change or the iteration number reaches a predefined maximum value. The steps of the bit-flipping decoder are listed in Algorithm 1. The iteration

Algorithm 1: Bit-flipping decoder Data: σ, H_Z Result: x̂ x̂ ← 0 ; /* 0 denotes the all-zero vector */ while H_Zx̂ ≠ σ( mod 2 ) do

σ̂ ← H_Zx̂(mod 2); β ← σ̂ ⊕ σ; α = H^T_Zβ;

for i = 1 to n do if α_i > |N_{vi} |/2 then x̂_i = x̂ ⊕ 1( mod 2); end end end number is not explicitly specified in the variables since it is not critical to understanding the decoder. In what follows, the superscript t of any variable node indicates the iteration number. During the decoding process, we say that the check node c_j is satisfied if there exists a positive integer I_j such that for all t ≥ I_j, σ̂^{(t)}(j) = σ(j). We say that the variable node v_i has converged if there exists a positive integer I_i such that for all t ≥ I_i, x̂^{(t)}(i) = x̂^{(t−1)}(i). Note that x̂^{(t)}(i) is not necessarily the correct estimate of the error on the i − th variable node. With these definitions, we next formally define TSs.

Definition 1. A trapping set T for a syndrome-based iterative decoder is a non-empty set of variable nodes in a Tanner graph G that have not converged or are neighbors of the check nodes that are not satisfied. If the subgraph G (T ) induced by such a set of variable nodes has a variable nodes and b unsatisfied check nodes, then T is classified as an (a, b) trapping set.

A. TSs induced by stabilizer generators

In classical LDPC codes, short cycle compositions cause TSs, leading to decoding failure. QLDPC codes have unique TSs called stabilizer-induced TSs or quantum TSs (QTS), identified in [10]. Recall that the Z-logicals in U^⊥_X ⊂ U_Z , are degenerate logicals acting trivially on code states. Consider the subgraph induced by a logical from U^⊥_X . Assume that it is a stabilizer generator of H_X, denoted by h. Select error patterns x and y with trivially intersecting supports and x ⊕ y = h. Since stabilizer generator h is an error degenerate, H_Zh = 0 implies that error patterns x and y lead to the same syndrome. Should the neighborhoods of error patterns x and y exhibit a particular symmetry within the Tanner graph, both x and y emerge as viable candidates for the error estimate, which causes a decoding failure. In this section, we investigate the symmetries present in the Tanner graph that lead to decoder failure. This investigation holds significance due to the low Hamming weight of h, as it is a stabilizer generator of the QLDPC code. As a result, the supports of x and y should also have a low weight. Furthermore, it is important to note that the Hamming weights of x and y do not grow as the minimum distance of the code grows, since they are derived from stabilizer generators whose weights are generally constant and do not grow as the number of qubits increases. This suggests that the decoder may not be able to estimate a low-weight error pattern, regardless of the minimum distance of the code.

Consider Tanner graphs G_X and G_Z, respectively, corresponding to parity-check matrices H_X and H_Z of an HP code, which are obtained by taking the graph product of two classical Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2 as described in Section II-E1. Next, we focus on failures of the bit-flipping decoder when used to decode G_Z or correct X errors. To do so, it is evident from our earlier discussion that we need to investigate the structure of the subgraphs of G_Z that are induced by low-weight X-type stabilizers. Since the degenerate errors lie in the row space of H_X, we first investigate the subgraphs induced by the rows of H_X and then systematically expand our investigation to include the subgraphs induced by other low-weight X−stabilizers. Recall from the graphical description of HP codes, the variable nodes connected to an X-check/row of H_X, say c^X = c^2_j v^1_i , is given by N^X_c2_{j v}1_i = ( N^2_c2_j × v^1_i ) ∪ ( c^2_j × N^1_v1_i ) . The set of Z-type check nodes that are connected to a variable node in N^X_{c2j v1i} is given by ∪_{v∈N} X_{c2j v1i} N^Z_v . We denote the subgraph

induced by the neighboring variable nodes of c^2_j v^1_i in G_Z by T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Note that T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is a bipartite graph with N^X_{c2j v1i} as

left nodes and ∪_{v∈Nc2j v1i} N^Z_v as right nodes, and represented as T ( N^X_{c2j v1i} ∪ ( ∪_{v∈Nc2j v1i} N^Z_v )) . For a visual representation, consider the subgraph induced by a X-type check, denoted by c^2v^1, which is obtained by taking the graph product of the degree-three variable node v^1 with the degree-four check node c^2. Figure 4 shows the subgraph induced by the X-type check c^2v^1 in G_Z. It is redrawn in Fig. 5 to highlight its symmetry. Observe that CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes have non-intersecting sets of neighboring checks, and each check node is connected to exactly one VV-type and one CC-type variable nodes. These observations have been formalized in Lemma 8 for the subgraph induced by any stabilizer generator. In Fig. 5, CC-type nodes c^2c^1 and c^2c^1_2 are in error. Since they have non-intersecting neighbors, the eight checks connected to them are unsatisfied in Fig. 5. As expected, each VV-type node has two unsatisfied checks as neighbors. This observation has been formalized in Lemma 9. Consider the bit-flipping decoder described in Algorithm 1. If all CC-type variable nodes are in error, while none of the VV-type variable nodes are, as in Figure 6c, then all the check nodes in T (c^2v^1) are not satisfied. In this case, the decoder alternatively predicts errors on all the CC-type and VV-type variable nodes, as shown in Fig. 6c and Fig. 6d. This has been formalized in Lemma 1. Also note that all CC-type (or VV-type) have identical neighborhoods in Fig. 5, implying that when the errors are only on a subset of CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes, each VV-type (CC-type) variable node has the same number of unsatisfied checks as neighbors. The decoding process is illustrated in Fig. 6 when c^2c^1 and c^2c^1_2 are in error. Since half of neighboring checks for each of the VV-type nodes are unsatisfied, the decoder flips all the VV-type variable nodes and the CC-type variable nodes c^2c^1 and c^2c^1_2. In subsequent iterations, all the check nodes are unsatisfied and, as a result, all the variable nodes are flipped, causing the decoder to oscillate.

Lemma 1. Let us consider an HP code that is characterized by two Tanner graphs, G_X and G_Z, derived from two classical codes, which themselves are associated with Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. Let G_1 and G_2 be (d^1_c , d^1_v ) and (d^2_c , d^2_v ) regular graphs, respectively. Denote by T (c^2_j v^1_i ) the subgraph that is induced by the X−check c^2_j v^1_i on the Tanner graph G_Z. If neither G_1 nor G_2 contains cycles of length four, then the following statements for the decoder described in Algorithm 1 hold.

1) Assuming that the support for the error pattern lies precisely in the variable nodes of type VV or CC, the location of the mismatched error alternates between the VV-type nodes and the CC-type nodes, rendering T (c^2_j v^1_i ) a TS.

2) Let d^2_c (or d^1_v) be the degree of CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes. Consider an error pattern that acts nontrivially only on α VV-type and β CC-type variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ). If α ≥ ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ + 1 and β < ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ or alternatively, α < ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ and β ≥ ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ + 1, then the error pattern constitutes a TS-inducing error pattern.

v^2_1v^2 c^2 v^2_3v^2_4 v^1 c^1 c1_2 c^13

c^2c^1 v^2_1 c^1v^2 c^1 v^2_4 c^1 v^2_3 c^1v^2_4 v^1 v^2_1 v^1v2 v1 v^2_3 v^1c_2c_{12} v^2_1 c^1_2v^2 c^1_2 v^2_4 c^1_2 v^2_3 c^2c1c2_3 v^2_1 c^1_3v^2 c^1_3 v^2_4 c^1_3 v^2_3 c^1_3 c^1v^2_1

Fig. 4: Subgraph T (c^2v^1) induced by the support of X-type check node c^2v^1 in G_Z. Note that c^2v^1 is not part of T (c^2v^1). The edges connected to c^2v^1 in G_X are shown in red, whereas those in T (c^2v^1) are shown in black.

c^2c^1 c^2c^1_2 c^2c^1_3 v^2_1 c^1v^2 c^1v^2_3 c^1v^2_4 c^1v^2_1 c^1_2v^2 c^1_2v^2_3 c^1_2v^2_4 c^1_2v^2_1 c^1_3v^2 c^1_3v^2_3 c^1_3v^2_4 c^1_3 v^2_1 v^1v^2 v^1v^2_3 v^1v^2_4 v^1

Fig. 5: The figure shows a different view of T (c^2v^1) shown in Fig. 3. Note that the CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes have non-intersecting set of neighboring checks and have identical neighborhoods, meaning when the errors are only on a subset of CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes, each VV-type (or CC-type) variable node has the same number of unsatisfied checks as neighbors. In this figure, CC-type variable nodes c^2c^1 and c^2c^1_2, shown in black, are in error, causing their eight neighboring check nodes to be unsatisfied. As a result, each of the VV-type variable nodes is connected to two unsatisfied checks.

(a) Iteration-0 (b) Iteration-1

(c) Iteration-2 (d) Iteration-3

Fig. 6: The figure shows the decoding iterations when two CC-type variable nodes are in error. The unsatisfied checks are shown in black. Also, the variable nodes on which the estimated error does not match the actual are shown in black. As expected, at the beginning, each VV-type variable node is connected to two unsatisfied checks and, hence, flipped. From the second iteration onwards, all the checks are unsatisfied, and as a result, the neighboring checks of every variable node are unsatisfied and, hence, flipped. From iteration 3, the decoder predicts error on either all CC-type or VV-type variable nodes.

c^2c^1_3v^23 v^12v2 v1_2 v^2_1 v^1_2 v^2_1 v^1_4c_2c_{14}c2c1_5 v^2_3 v^1 v^2 v^1v2_1 v1 v^2_4 v^1 c^2c^1_2 c^2c^1

T (S_1)

T (S_2)

(a) Iteration 1

c^2c^1_3v^23 v^12v2 v1_2 v^2_1 v^1_2 v^2_1 v^1_4c_2c_{14}c2c1_5 v^2_3 v^1 v^2 v^1v2_1 v1 v^2_4 v^1 c^2c^1_2 c^2c^1

T (S_1)

T (S_2)

(b) Iteration 2

Fig. 7: The figure illustrates bit-flipping decoding on the graph induced by stabilizer h, which is the sum of stabilizer generators S_1 and S_2. The inner shape of the unsatisfied checks and erroneous variable nodes is shown in black. Since the error estimate oscillates between two error patterns, the induced graph constitutes a TS.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A.

B. QTSs induced by linear combinations of stabilizer generators

In Lemma 1, we characterized the dynamics of the bit-flipping decoder in the Tanner graph G_Z (or G_X) when errors are exclusively in the subgraph induced by a X (or Z) type stabilizer generator, say c^2v^1 (or v^2c^1). Examining the TSs within stabilizer-induced subgraphs is crucial, because certain TSs within these graphs possess a small critical number, which do not scale proportionately with the number of stabilizer generators necessary to form the stabilizer in question. To fully understand the effect of stabilizers on the decoding process, we next investigate the decoding dynamics when the error lies exclusively in the subgraph induced by a stabilizer that is a linear combination of more than one stabilizer generator.

To understand the structures of stabilizer-induced graphs that are linear combinations of two or more than two stabilizer generators, consider the subgraph shown in Figure 7 induced by stabilizer h = S_1 ⊕ S_2, where S_1 and S_2 are X-type stabilizer generators. Denote the set of VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes within T (S_1) that are present in T (S_1), but not in T (S_2), by Λ_{S1} (or Γ_{S1} ). Similarly, denote the set of VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes within T (S_2) that are present in T (S_2), but not in T (S_1), by Λ_{S2} (or Γ_{S2} ). Define Λ(h) := Λ_{S1} ∪ Λ_{S2} and Γ(h) := Γ_{S1} ∪ Γ_{S2} . For the induced graph shown in Figure 7, Γ(h) contains all CC-type variable nodes within except c^2c^1_3 and Λ(h) contains all VV-type variable nodes. In Figure 7, consider a VV-type variable node in Λ_{Si} and a CC-type variable node in Γ_{Si} , for i ∈ {1, 2}; There exists a corresponding check node of degree two within T (S_i), which is connected to both of these variable nodes. This observation is formalized in Lemma 10. Also, observe that each of the CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes in Γ_{Si} (Λ_{Si} ) is connected to |Λ_{Si} | = 4 (|Γ_{Si} | = 2) degree two check nodes whose neighboring variable nodes are in Γ_{Si} ∪ Λ_{Si} . From which it follows that when all the variable nodes in Γ(h) are erroneous, as in Figure 7a, each variable node in Γ_{Si} is connected to at least |Λ_{Si} | = 4 unsatisfied checks, and each variable node in Λ_{Si} is connected to at least |Γ_{Si} | = 2 unsatisfied checks. Since the number of unsatisfied checks exceeds the threshold set by the bit-flipping decoder, it flips all the variable nodes in Γ_{Si} ∪ Λ_{Si} . So, at the beginning of iteration 2, as seen in Figure 7b all the variable nodes in Λ(h) are in error, while all the variable nodes in

Γ(h) are not. With arguments similar to those used in iteration 1, it follows that the decoder again flips all variable nodes in Γ_{Si} ∪ Λ_{Si} , causing the error estimate to oscillate. In Lemma 2, the above arguments have been formalized for any linear combinations of stabilizer generators.

Subsequently, we provide a methodology for enumeration of all stabilizer-induced subgraphs of an HP code, derived from its constituent classical codes. This can be done by directly examining the subgraph induced by stabilizers of type X (or type Z) within G_Z (or G_X). However, it is important to note that these subgraphs can contain two disconnected components; hence, the convergence of the decoder can be assessed independently within each component. The enumeration of stabilizer-induced subgraphs without any disjoint components can be obtained by examining the graph products resulting from the connected subgraph induced by check nodes within G_2 with connected subgraphs induced by variable nodes within G_1. Next, we introduce the necessary notation required to formalize this notion. Recall that the X type check nodes are labeled c^2v^1, where c^2 is a check node in Tanner graph G_2 and v^1 is a variable node in the Tanner graph G_1. Since the rows of the matrix H_X are the binary form of X-type generators, these rows can be labeled as c^2v^1. Consider the X-type stabilizer h = ∑ a∈I,b∈J c 2 b v^1_a, where c^2_b , for b ∈ J , is a check node in G_2 and v^1_a, for a ∈ I, is a variable node in G_1. Notice that the subgraph induced by the variable nodes connected to h within G_Z is given by

T (h) := ∪_{a∈I,b∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ) = ∪_{b∈J} T (c^2_b ) × ∪_{a∈I} T (v^1_a),

where ∪_{b∈J} T (c^2_b ) is a subgraph of G_2 induced by check nodes whose indices lie in J , and ∪_{a∈I} T (v^1_a) is a subgraph of G_1 induced by variable nodes whose indices lie in I. The dynamics of the decoder within ∪_{a∈I\a}′_{,b∈J \b}′ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) affects the dynamics within T (c^2_a′ v^1_b′ ) only if ( ∪_{a∈I\a}′_{,b∈J \b}′ T (c^2_b v^1_a) ) ∩ T (c^2_b′ v^1_a′ ) ≠ ∅,

which holds true if there is a path either between c^2_b and c^2_b′ , for b^′ ∈ J \ b, within G_2 or between v^1_a and v^1_a′ , for a^′ ∈ I \ a within G_1. Consequently, in the analysis of decoder dynamics, it is sufficient to examine graphs that are the graph products of ∪_{b∈J} T (c^2_b ) and ∪_{a∈I} T (v^1_a) when both ∪_{b∈J} T (c^2_b ) and ∪_{a∈I} T (v^1_a) are connected subgraphs of G_1 and G_2, respectively.

Lemma 2. Consider the stabilizer-induced subgraph in the Z Tanner graph G_Z of an HP code given by T (h), where h is a stabilizer of type X formed as a linear combination of stabilizer generators of type X, i.e., h = ∑ a∈I,b∈J c 2 b v^1_a. Consider the scenario where the CC-type variable nodes have a degree of d^2_c , while the VV-type variable nodes have a degree of d^1_v . If for all i ∈ I and j ∈ J there exist at least ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ + 1 CC-type and ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ + 1 VV-type variable nodes that are only in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) and not in any T (c^2_j′ v^1_i′ ) when i ≠ i^′ or j ≠ j^′, then T (h) is a TS.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix B.

C. Concise representation of stabilizer-induced subgraph

Note that Lemma 2 delineates the sufficient conditions under which a stabilizer-induced graph constitutes a TS; however, it does not cover all possible linear combinations of stabilizer generators. To understand the decoding dynamics within the subgraph induced by the linear combinations of stabilizer generators not covered by the sufficient conditions specified in Lemma 2, an individual examination of each case is required. When a stabilizer is a combination of two or more generators, the induced subgraph becomes excessively large, making their representation cumbersome. In the subsequent discussion, we present a succinct representation of stabilizer-induced graphs, which deliberately omits the depiction of check nodes but nevertheless permits the enumeration of the number of unsatisfied checks associated with each of the variable nodes. In this concise representation, stabilizer generators are depicted as hexagonal nodes. The set of VV-type or CC-type variable nodes, which are connected to only a single stabilizer generator, is shown within an ellipse, with their connection to the stabilizer generator represented by an edge extending from the ellipse to the respective hexagon. For a variable node that is associated with two or more stabilizer generators, its relationship with the multiple stabilizer generators is represented by edges extending from the variable node to the respective hexagons. Figure 8b shows the concise representation of the stabilizer-induced subgraph shown in Figure 8a.

As the concise representation of the stabilizer-induced subgraph omits an explicit representation of the check nodes, enumerating the unsatisfied checks associated with each variable node remains unfeasible within these representations. To enable the enumeration of unsatisfied checks associated with variable nodes in the concise representation of stabilizer-induced subgraphs, we introduce a scheme to label variable nodes that satisfy the following three properties:

1) All VV-type variable nodes linked to a given check node have the same label; similarly, all CC-type variable nodes connected to that check node have the same label.

2) VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes corresponding to any two checks in the neighborhood of a CC-type (or VV-type) node possess distinct labels.

3) VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes within a stabilizer-induced subgraph have distinct labels.

12 34 2 1 2

2 412 3 1 412 3 2 S_1 S2

(a) The figure shows the subgraph of GZ induced by the combination of two X-type stabilizers. The edges from GZ are shown in black, whereas the edges from GX are shown in red dotted lines. These two X-type stabilizers share a CC-type variable node. As per the labeling scheme described in Section III-C, the figure illustrates that variable nodes in stabilize-induced subgraphs can be mapped to numbers, ensuring that all the VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes connected to a check node are assigned the same number. The number associated with a variable node is the label given below it in the figure.

T (S_1) 1121304 32

21 T (S^2) 01121314 32

(b) The figure highlights the stabilizer-induced TS without showing check nodes. Hexagons represent the graph induced by stabilizer generators. Variable nodes connect only to their stabilizer unless shared; in that case, they connect to both. The CC-type node linked to two stabilizers is shared. Numbers below each node follow the labeling scheme described in Section III-C. Although implicit, this representation allows calculation of the number of unsatisfied checks linked to erroneous variable nodes. The number of unsatisfied check counts, is shown above each variable nodes.

Fig. 8: The inner shape of the erroneous variable nodes and unsatisfied checks is depicted in black. It should be noted that enumerating the unsatisfied checks connected to a variable node by applying the Lemma 3 to the succinct representation yields an outcome identical to that obtained by directly enumerating the unsatisfied checks.

Since the check nodes are not shown explicitly in the concise depiction of the stabilizer-induced subgraph, it is imperative to develop a methodology to distinguish the check nodes associated with a specific variable node. This differentiation is crucial to accurately enumerate the unsatisfied checks linked to a variable node, and the first two properties enable us to do so. As a result of the initial two properties, check nodes associated with a CC-type (or VV-type) variable node are distinguished by aligning them with the label of their neighboring VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes. Therefore, when quantifying the number of unsatisfied checks linked to a CC-type (or VV-type) variable node, its adjacent checks are distinguished from one another based on the labels of the corresponding VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes to which they are connected. Furthermore, given the fact that a check node is connected to a specific VV-type (or CC-type) variable node within a stabilizer-induced subgraph, the third property facilitates the identification of that particular variable node within the stabilizer-induced graph.

To understand the labeling scheme, consider the Z-Tanner graph denoted by G_Z of an HP code constructed as the graph product of Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. According to Brook’s Theorem on vertex coloring, the vertices of a graph can be assigned labels using a number of labels equal to the graph’s maximum degree, ensuring that no two adjacent vertices share the same label [28]. So, the nodes of the Tanner graph G_1 (or G_2) can be labeled using maximum max(d^1_v , d^1_c ) (or max(d^2_c , d^2_v)) labels such that variable nodes connected to a check node have distinct labels and vice versa. Consider the set of VV-type variable nodes associated with the Z check v^2c^1 of the Tanner graph G_Z. This set is given by v^2 × N^1_{c1} , where v^2 is a variable node in the Tanner graph G_2 and c^1 is a check node in the Tanner graph G_1. Assign labels to all VV-type variable nodes of the form v^2v^1_i , for v^1_i ∈ N^1_{c1} , using the label of v^2 in G_2, thereby ensuring that all VV-type variable nodes associated with the Z-type check node v^1_i c^2 maintain the same label, as the first property states. Now consider the CC-type variable nodes connected to Z-type check v^2c^1 from the Tanner graph G_Z given by N^2_{v2} × c^1. Now label all CC-type variable nodes of the form c^2_j c^1, for c^2_j ∈ N^2_{v2} ,using the label of c^1 in G_1, which ensures that all CC-type variable nodes connected to the Z check have the same label. All variable nodes in the Tanner graph G_Z can be labeled by repeating the procedure for the other check nodes in G_Z. The labeling procedure is consistent, meaning that no VV-type variable node is assigned multiple labels, as two Z-checks v^2_i c^1 and v^2_i′ c^1 do not share any VV-type variable nodes as neighbors when i ≠ i^′. In Figure 8a observe that the labeling scheme also have properties 2 and 3. In Appendix C, we argue that the above labeling scheme, in general, have properties 2 and 3.

Next, we illustrate through an example how to compute the number of unsatisfied checks linked to a variable node when the stabilizer-induced graph is labeled. In Figure 8b, consider the CC-type variable node that is present within the subgraph induced by stabilizer generators S_1 and S_2. For reference, we denote this CC-type variable node by c^2c^1. Each check node in N^Z_{c2 c1} is specifically linked to the CC-type variable node c^2c^1. According to Lemma 1, within a subgraph induced by a stabilizer generator, each check node connects exactly to a CC-type and a VV-type variable node. Since the stabilizer-induced graph in Figure 8b includes only T (S_1) and T (S_2), from Lemma 1 it follows that the check nodes in N^Z_{c2c1} do not connect to any CC-type variable node other than c^2c^1. From properties 1 and 2 of the labeling scheme, the check nodes in N^Z_c2_c1 can be distinguished by the labels of their adjacent VV-type variable nodes. Consequently, VV-type variable nodes sharing the same label in both T (S_1) and T (S_2) connect to the same check in N^Z_{c2 c1} . This shows that a specific check node in N^Z_{c2c1} is connected to the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 and the VV-type variable nodes labeled 1 in both T (S_1) and T (S_2). In Figure 8a, the CC-type variable node labeled 1 and the VV-type variable node labeled 1 within T (S_2) are not in error, while the VV-type variable node labeled 1 in the subgraph induced by T (S_1) is in error, indicating that the check node considered remains unsatisfied. Similarly, it can be inferred that the two check nodes within N^Z_{c1c2} , individually associated with VV-type variable nodes labeled 2 and 3, are satisfied, while the check node in N^Z_{c1c2} , which is associated with VV-type variable nodes labeled as 4, remains unsatisfied. Therefore, in Figure 8b, the CC-type variable node labeled 1 is connected to two unsatisfied checks.

Subsequently, we determine the quantity of unsatisfied checks associated with the VV-type variable node labeled as 2 within T (S_1). Let this variable node be represented as v^2v^1. It should be noted, as per property 2 of the labeling scheme, that the check nodes linked to a VV-type variable node can be distinguished by the label of their adjacent CC-type variable nodes. Consider the check node within N^Z_{v2 v1} , whose adjacent CC-type variable nodes are labeled 1. Given that the variable node v^2v^1 is exclusively located in T (S_1), according to Lemma 1, it follows that this check node is connected to the VV-type variable node labeled 2 and the CC-type variable node labeled 1 within T (S_1). Since the CC-type variable node bearing the label 1 is also present in T (S_2), the check node under consideration resides in T (S_2), further implying that it is connected to the VV-type variable node labeled 2 within T (S_2). Consequently, this check node is associated with the CC-type variable node labeled 1 within T (S_1) and VV-type variable nodes labeled as 2 in both T (S_1) and T (S_2). Based on the state of variable nodes illustrated in Figure 8a, it can be inferred that this particular check node is satisfied. Now, consider the check node located within N^Z_{v2v1} , whose neighboring CC-type variable nodes carry the label 2. From Lemma 1, it is evident that this check node is linked to the VV-type variable node labeled 2 and the CC-type variable node labeled 2 in T (S_1). Given that the CC-type variable labeled 2 is exclusively associated with T (S_1), the check node in question has no connection to any CC-type variable nodes within T (S_2). Consequently, based on the state of variable nodes depicted in Figure 8a, it can be concluded that the check node in N^Z_{v2v1} with neighboring CC-type variable nodes labeled as 2 is indeed satisfied. Therefore, the VV-type variable node labeled as 2 within T (S_1) is associated with precisely one unsatisfied check.

In the following lemma, we formalize the process of determining variable nodes connected to a check node in the concise representation of a stabilizer-induced TS.

Lemma 3. Consider the concise representation of a stabilizer-induced subgraph in the Z Tanner graph G_Z of an HP code given by T (h), where h is a stabilizer of type X formed as a linear combination of stabilizer generators of type X, i.e., h = ∑ a∈I,b∈J c 2 b v^1_a. Assume that this concise representation is labeled to satisfy properties 1 to 3. Consider the VV-type (or CC-type) variable node c^2c^1 that has the label λ in T (h).

1) The collection of VV-type variable nodes connected to a check node in N^Z_{c2c1} , whose associated VV-type variable nodes are labeled as ρ, within T (h)corresponds to the VV-type variable nodes labeled ρ within the subgraph induced by checks of type X in Q_v2_v1 = N^X_{v2 v1} ∩ T (h).

2) Refer to the check node within N^Z_c2_c1 , which has the VV-type variable nodes labeled ρ as its neighbor, by v^2c^1.

Furthermore, let Ω^ρ_{v2 c1} represent the collection of VV-type variable nodes that are linked to v^2c^1 within T (h). The collection of CC-type variable nodes connected to v^2c^1 corresponds to the CC-type variable nodes labeled λ within the subgraph induced by checks of type X in R^ρ_{v2 c1} = ∪_v2_v1_{∈Ω}^ρ_{v2 c1} Q_v2_v1 .

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix D.

D. Study of decoding dynamics of TS using the concise representation

Subsequently, we study the decoding dynamics within stabilizer-induced subgraphs that do not meet the sufficient conditions for TSs as established in Lemma 2. If the stabilizer is generated as a linear combination of three or more stabilizer generators, the corresponding subgraph induced by becomes too large to analyze. Conclusions in Lemma 3 facilitate a concise description of the subgraphs induced by a set of stabilizer generators given the common variable nodes in the stabilizer support in the set. Using this concise description, in the following theorem, we analyze the decoding dynamics of the subgraphs induced by up to four stabilizer generators and show that these subgraphs constitute TS. Despite limiting our analysis in the following theorem to subgraphs induced by up to four stabilizer generators due to the exponential increase in the number of possible subgraphs, we conjecture that all subgraphs induced by subsets of stabilizer generators indeed constitute a TS.

Theorem 1. Let ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_2 induced by {c^2_j : j ∈ J }, and similarly let ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_1 induced by {v^1_i : i ∈ I}. Assume that the minimum degree of check nodes is four and the minimum degree of variable nodes is three within both Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. Consider the subgraph formed by taking the graph product of ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) and ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ), which is denoted by ∪_{i∈I,j∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ). If the condition |I||J | ≤ 4 holds, the subgraph ∪_{i∈I,j∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ) forms a TS.

Proof. The theorem asserts that any subgraph induced by a stabilizer, constructed as a linear combination of at most four stabilizer generators, constitutes a TS. Lemma 2 states sufficient conditions under which a subgraph induced by a stabilizer qualifies as a TS. Since sufficient conditions do not include all possible combinations of stabilizer generators, we analyze the cases that do not satisfy sufficient conditions case by case using the concise representation described in Lemma 3. To this end, let us revisit the sufficient conditions derived in Lemma 2, which asserts that a stabilizer formed through the linear combination of a set of stabilizer generators, wherein the support of each stabilizer generator within this has a minimum of ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ + 1 CC-

type variable nodes and ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ + 1 VV-type variable nodes that do not occur in the support of any other generator from the set. Given that this theorem addresses stabilizers constituted by the linear combination of up to four stabilizer generators, the support of each of these stabilizer generators can, at most, share three variable nodes with the support of other stabilizer generators involved in the linear combination. Consequently, it can be deduced that configurations which fail to meet the sufficient conditions derived in Lemma 2 must exhibit CC-type variable nodes with degrees four or five, and VV-type variable nodes whose degrees are three, four, or five. We systematically examine all instances involving VV-type variable nodes of degree three and CC-type variable nodes of degree four in the Appendix G. All other cases are based on similar arguments.

IV. BIT-FLIPPING DECODERS BASED ON TS DYNAMICS The analysis of the dynamics of the TSs, in the previous section, reveals that the number of unsatisfied checks associated with CC-type and VV-type variable nodes exceeds their corresponding flipping thresholds in the case of TS-induced error patterns. This phenomenon can be attributed to the inherent symmetry between VV-type and CC-type variable nodes within the subgraph induced by the stabilizers. To mitigate the occurrence of these TSs, we propose an enhancement to the bit-flipping decoder in Algorithm 2. Initially, the decoding algorithm flips the VV-type variable nodes depending on the number of unsatisfied checks to which they are linked. Subsequently, it revises the status of the check nodes and, consequently, flips the CC-type variable nodes. The decoder iteratively alternates between these two steps until convergence is achieved or a predetermined iteration limit is attained. In Theorem 2, we establish results pertaining to the error correction capacity of the decoder described in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Trapping set-aware bit-flipping decoder Data: σ, H_Z Result: x̂ x̂ ← 0 ; /* 0 denotes the all-zero vector */ while H_Zx̂ ≠ σ( mod 2 ) do

σ̂ ← H_Zx̂(mod 2); β ← σ̂ ⊕ σ; α = H^T_Zβ;

for i = 1 to n_1n_2 do

; /* n_1n_2 : the number of VV-type variable nodes */ if α_i > |N_{vi} |/2 then x̂_i = x̂ ⊕ 1( mod 2); end end σ̂ ← H_Zx̂(mod 2); β ← σ̂ ⊕ σ; α = H^T_Zβ;

if H_Zx̂ ≠ σ( mod 2 ) then for i = n_1n_2 + 1 to n do if α_i > |N_{vi} |/2 then x̂_i = x̂ ⊕ 1( mod 2); end end end end

Theorem 2. Let ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_2 induced by {c^2_j : j ∈ J }, and similarly let ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_1 induced by {v^1_i : i ∈ I}, where the index sets I and J are nonempty. Consider the subgraph T (h) := ∪_{i∈I,j∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ) = ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) × ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ). The TS-aware decoder, as described

(a) Iteration-1 (b) Iteration-2 (c) Iteration-3

Fig. 9: The figure illustrates how the TS-aware BF decoder described in Algorithm 2 avoids TS induced by a stabilizer generator under bit-flipping decoding, in which VV-type and CC-type variable nodes have degrees three and four, respectively. The inner shape of the erroneous variable nodes and unsatisfied checks is depicted in black.

T (S_1) 01200304 0 0 0 1 2 3 T (S2)

T (S_3)

T (S_4)

1222324 4243

12223244243

2122324 4243

(a) Iteration-1

T (S_1) 3132334 42 43 4

1 T (S_2) T (S_3)

T (S_4)

1121314 0203 11213140203

1121314 0203

(b) Iteration-2

T (S_1) 01020304 02 03 0

1 T (S_2) T (S_3)

T (S_4)

01020304 0203

010203040203

01020304 0203

(c) Iteration-3

Fig. 10: The figure illustrates how the TS-aware BF decoder described in Algorithm 2 avoids TS induced by a linear combination of stabilizer generators, in which VV-type and CC-type variable nodes have degrees three and four, respectively. The inner shape of the erroneous variable nodes and unsatisfied checks is depicted in black. The numbers above and below each variable node denote the number assigned to it according to the procedure described in Lemma 3 and the number of unsatisfied checks connected to it, respectively.

in Algorithm 2, successfully corrects all error patterns within subgraph T (h), given that both d^1_v and d^2_c are odd and greater than two.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix E.

Next, we consider two examples of TSs under bit-flipping decoding and show that the TS-aware decoder, described in Algorithm, avoids the considered TSs.

Example 3. Consider the subgraph shown in Figure 9. Note that this subgraph is an TS since it is induced by a stabilizer generator. Also, observe that two CC-type variable nodes are in error. From Part 2 of Lemma 1, it can be deduced that this is an TS-inducing error pattern. Now, consider the decoding of this error pattern using the TS-aware decoder described in Algorithm 2. The decoder starts by flipping VV-type variable nodes that are connected to more than ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ = 1 unsatisfied checks. Since all VV-type variable nodes are connected to two unsatisfied checks, the decoder flips the error estimate on all VV-type variable nodes. In iteration 2, the decoder flips the CC-type variable nodes that are connected to more than ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ = 2 unsatisfied checks. At the beginning of the third iteration, none of the variable nodes is connected to any unsatisfied checks, thus indicating the convergence of the decoder. Note that the decoder converges to a stabilizer generator, taking advantage of the degeneracy of HP codes.

Example 4. Consider the subgraph induced by the linear combination of stabilizer generator S_1, S_2, S_3, and S_4 shown in Figure 10. From Theorem 1, we know that this subgraph is a TS under bit-flipping decoding. Now, consider the decoding of the error pattern within the subgraph shown in Figure 10 using the TS-aware decoder described in Algorithm 2. Algorithm 2 flips only the error estimate on the VV-type variable nodes in the first iteration. As a result, the error estimates on the CC-type variable nodes remain unchanged regardless of the number of unsatisfied checks to which they are connected. The VV-type variable nodes associated with stabilizers S_1, S_2 and S_3 are each connected to two unsatisfied checks, which exceed the threshold specified by ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ = ⌊_3 2 ⌋ = 1. Therefore, the VV-type variable nodes corresponding to the stabilizers S_1, S_2 and S_3 undergo flipping. In contrast, those corresponding to the stabilizer S_1 are connected to a single unsatisfied check and, as a result, are not flipped. In iteration 2, following the update of the error estimates on the VV-type variable nodes in the previous iteration, the decoder continues to update the error estimates on the CC-type variable nodes. The CC-type variable nodes associated with stabilizer S_1 are connected to four unsatisfied checks, thus exceeding the threshold given by ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ = ⌊_4 2 ⌋ = 2.

Consequently, the CC-type variable nodes, corresponding to stabilizer S_1, are subjected to flipping, while the CC-type variable nodes without any unsatisfied checks as neighbors remain unchanged. At the beginning of the third iteration, the variable nodes are not connected to any unsatisfied checks, indicating convergence of the decoder. Observe that the decoder converges to a stabilizer, implying that the decoder exploits the inherent degeneracy of HP codes to converge.

In Theorem 2, it is shown that the decoder introduced in Algorithm 2 successfully circumvents stabilizer-induced TSs under the condition that the variable nodes possess an odd degree. In the following example, we elucidate the circumstances, in particular when the variable nodes exhibit even degrees, under which the proposed decoders encounter failures and propose a straightforward modification to prevent such failures. This modification is intentionally excluded from Theorem 2 to avoid an additional number of cases in the proof.

Example 5. Consider the subgraph depicted in Figure 11, which is induced by a X-stabilizer generator. The degrees of the VV-type and CC-type variable nodes are four and six, respectively. In the subgraph illustrated in Figure 11, three out of six VV-type variable nodes are erroneous, while two out of four CC-type variable nodes are erroneous. Now, consider the decoding of this error pattern using the TS-aware decoder described in Algorithm 2. It is important to note that the VV-type variable nodes are connected to two unsatisfied checks. The threshold for the number of unsatisfied neighboring nodes required to flip errors on VV-type variables is ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ = 2. Consequently, none of the VV-type variable nodes have changed their error estimates. Similarly, CC-type variable nodes are connected to three unsatisfied checks, which do not exceed the threshold ⌊_{d1c} 2 ⌋ = 3 necessary to change their error estimates. As a result, the subgraph shown in Figure 11 constitutes a TS for the decoder described in Algorithm 2.

Consider now an adaptation of the decoder in Algorithm 2, wherein a VV-type (or CC-type) variable node is selected at random and flipped among those VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes that are connected to precisely ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ ( or ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋) unsatisfied checks, provided that none of them is associated with more than ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ ( or ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋) unsatisfied checks. With this modification, the decoder flips a VV-type variable node in the first iteration and converges to the correct error estimate in subsequent iterations following Algorithm 1 as illustrated in Figure 11.

V. STABILIZER-INDUCED TSS OF LP CODES As described in Section II-E2, the construction of base graphs for LP codes from the base graphs of two LDPC codes is analogous to the construction of Tanner graphs for HP codes from the Tanner graphs of two classical codes. Consequently, the subgraphs induced by the X-stabilizer generators in the base graph pertaining to the Z-stabilizer generators exhibit a structural similarity to the stabilizer-induced subgraphs in the context of HP codes. Thus, when the decoder operates on the base graphs of the LP codes, the LP codes will possess stabilizer-induced TSs or QTSs similar to those found in the HP codes. However, the decoder operates on the Tanner graphs of the LP codes, which are obtained by lifting the corresponding base matrices.

2222223333

(a) Iteration-1

2222224422

(b) Iteration-2

3300002222

(c) Iteration-3

0000000000

(d) iteration-4

Fig. 11: The figure shows a TS of the decoder described in Algorithm 2 when VV-type and CC-type variable nodes have an even degree and illustrates how a modification of the decoder avoids the issue. The modification of updating the error estimate on a randomly selected VV-type or CC-type variable node, among those precisely linked to the same number of unsatisfied checks as the threshold determined by Algorithm 2, serves as a simple modification that prevents such TS when the count of unsatisfied checks connected to any variable node does not exceed the threshold. The degrees of VV-type and CC-type variable nodes are four and six, respectively. The inner shape of the erroneous variable nodes and unsatisfied checks is depicted in black. The number above each variable node denotes the number of unsatisfied checks connected to it.

v^2_1v^2 c^2 v^2_3v^2_4 x^4x^5x^6x^7 v^1 c^1 c1_2 c^13 x^1 x^2x^3

x^4x^5x^7x^6x^1x^1x1 x^1

x^4x^5x^7x^6x^2 x^2 x^2 x^4x^5 x^7x^6x^3x^3 x^3x^2x3

(a) The figure illustrates a subgraph induced within the base graph, constructed by the product of a degree-four check node and a degreethree variable node. All CC-type variable nodes are isomorphic, with edges having identical weights. Similarly, VV-type variable nodes are isomorphic. The nodes are not labeled in the subgraph of the base graph to avoid clutter.

c^2c^1(1)v_2c_1(6)

v^2_1c^1(5) v^3_2c^1(7) v^4_2c^1(8)

v^1_2v^1(4) v^2v^1(5) v^2_3v^1(6) v^2_4v^1(7)

v^2_1c^1_2(6) v^2_1c^1_3(7) v^2c^1_2(7) v^2c^1_3(8) v^2_3c^1_2(8) v^2_3c^1_3(9) v^2_4c^1_2(9) v^2_4c^1_3(10)

c^2c^1_2(2) c^2c^1_3(3)

(b) The figure shows the paths emerging from the first copy of the CC-type variable node c^2c^1(1) in the lifted version of the subgraph presented in Figure 12a. After lifting, note that the paths originating from c^2c^1(1) end at c^2c^1_2(2) and c^2c^1_3(3), which are, in fact, the copies of the two CC-type variable nodes c^2c^1 and c^2c^1_3. This observation demonstrates that the lifting process does not modify structure of subgraph T (c^2v^1).

Fig. 12: This figure illustrates that the lifting process does not alter the structures of the stabilizer-induced TSs.

In order to validate the assertion that LP codes exhibit stabilizer-induced TSs, it is essential to demonstrate the non-trivial property that the lifting process retains the structure of TSs identified in base graphs within their corresponding Tanner graphs. This property is formalized in Lemma 5. First, we prove a property of the protograph LDPC codes that will be subsequently used in the proof of the Lemma 5.

Lemma 4. Consider a protograph LDPC code with base graph G . This base graph is lifted into a Tanner graph G of an LDPC code by employing the copy and permutation procedure as detailed in Section II-E2. Let the lifting size in the copy and permute operation be given by γ. If there is an edge between the variable node v and the check node c with the label x^ρ in base graph G , the following applies:

• The i-th copy of v is connected to the i + ρ − 1( mod γ) + 1-th copy of c in Tanner graph G ; • The j-th copy of c is connected to the j − ρ − 1( mod γ) + 1-th copy of v in Tanner graph G ,

Proof. The proof follows from the copy and permute operation described in Section II-E2.

Lemma 5. Consider an LP code characterized by two base graphs, denoted G_X and G_Z, which are derived from the base graphs of two classical codes associated with the Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. Let G_1 and G_2 represent (d^1_c , d^1_v ) and (d^2_c , d^2_v ) regular graphs, respectively. Furthermore, let the Tanner graphs G_X and G_X be obtained by lifting from the base graphs G_X and G_Z, with the lifting size specified as γ. Denote T (c^2v^1) as the subgraph induced by the X− check c^2v^1 on the base graph G_Z, where c^2 is a check node in G_2 and v^1 is a variable node in G_2. Then, Tanner graph G_Z contains γ isomorphic copies of the subgraph T (c^2v^1).

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix F.

The proof is shown graphically in Figure 12 for a base graph which has degree-three VV-type variable nodes and degree-four CC-type variable nodes. Lemma 5 demonstrates that the lifting procedure preserves the structures inherent to the stabilizerinduced TSs. Consequently, the findings formulated in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 regarding HP codes apply to LP codes.

VI. CLASSICAL TSS OF HP AND LP CODES A graph derived from the product of two graphs contains multiple isomorphic replicas of each of the constituent graphs involved in the product. This implies that in the resultant HP or LP codes, each of the TSs inherent to the constituent classical codes is replicated multiple times. In the following lemmas, we formalize these results for both HP and LP codes. Rather than providing formal proofs of these lemmas, we represent them visually in Figure 13, as they emerge inherently from the construction methodology of HP and LP codes.

Lemma 6. Let subgraphs T_1 and T_2, respectively, represent two TSs in Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2 with n_1 and n_2 variable nodes, corresponding to two classical LDPC codes. Let G_X and G_Z represent the Tanner graphs of an HP code, formed by the graph product of Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. Then, Tanner graph G_X has n_2 replicas of TS T_1 and Tanner graph G_Z has n_1 replicas of TS T_2.

Lemma 7. Consider subgraphs T_1 and T_2, respectively, representing two TSs within codes corresponding to base graphs G_1 and G_2 with n_1 and n_2 variable nodes, corresponding to two protograph LDPC codes. The Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2 represent the graphs derived from the base graphs G_1 and G_2, respectively, with lifting parameter γ. Let G_X and G_Z represent the Tanner graphs of an LP code, formed by lifting the graph product of base graphs G_1 and G_2. Then Tanner graph G_X has γn_2 replicas of TS T_1 and Tanner graph G_Z has γn_1 replicas of TS T_2.

Fig. 13: The figure illustrates that a classical (4,4)-TS in the constituent codes of an HP code replicates in the HP code due to the graph product. The dotted lines indicate the edges that are not part of the TS. The Tanner graph is partially shown to focus on classical TSs. In particular, the TS in Code 1 appears twice, as it is multiplied by a length-two path from Code 2.

VII. DECODER DIVERSITY APPROACH FOR AVOIDING TS In Section III-A, we introduced an improved bit-flipping decoder to address QTSs. To minimize logical error rates or prevent error floors, it is essential to use decoders that can also handle TSs from classical codes alongside QTSs. In this section, we take the diversity approach, introduced in [23], to design a set of modified min-sum decoders that can circumvent both QTSs and TSs inherited from the classical LDPC codes when run in parallel. The min-sum decoder is considered since it is capable of correcting more erroneous qubits compared to the bit-flipping decoder, even though the bit-flipping decoder proposed in

Section III-A can overcome QTSs. We start by describing the message updating rules for the min-sum decoder, followed by the discussion about modification of update rules to overcome both QTSs and classical TSs.

A. Min-sum decoder

Consider the min-sum decoder over a depolarizing channel with depolarizing probability p run on Tanner graph G_Z(V ∪C, E), which is constructed from two Tanner graphs, say G_1 and G_2, corresponding to two classical LDPC codes. Given an error vector x, the syndrome vector σ = (σ_1, σ_2, ..., σ_{|C|}) can be obtained by σ = xH^T_Z . We adapt the message passing rules to enable distinct rules for each edge in the Tanner graph G_Z, utilizing the unique channel log-likelihood ratios (llrs) for the different edges. Let m^t_{v→c}(e) be the message from variable node to check node along edge e for e ∈ E in the t-th iteration. Similarly, let m^t_{c→v}(e) be the message from check node to variable node in the t-th iteration. The message-passing recursion is given by m^{t+1}_{c→v}(e) = σ_{ce} ∏ e^′ ∈E_c(e) m^t_{v→c}(e^′) min_{e′ ∈Ec(e)} |m_{v→c}(e^′)|, (9)

m^{t+1}_{v→c}(e) = b(e) + w ∑ e^′ ∈E_v (e) m^{t+1}_{c→v}(j) , (10) for t ≥ 0, where E_c(e) = {e^′ : c(e) = c(e^′), e ≠ e^′} and E_v (e) = {e^′ : v(e) = v(e^′), e ≠ e^′} are the set of neighboring edges incident to the same check node and variable node, respectively, as the edge e, b(e), for e ∈ E, is the bias corresponding to edge e, and w is the normalization constant.

B. Scheduled min-sum decoder to avoid stabilizer-induced TSs

As discussed at the beginning of this section, in this approach, we design a set of decoders, denoted by D, to minimize the probability of logical error rate when the designed decoders are run in parallel. We develop a variant of the min-sum decoders by introducing changes that equip the new decoder to sidestep stabilizer-induced TSs while preserving the strong error correction capability of the original min-sum decoder. Recall that in Section III-A, the bit-flipping decoder avoids stabilizer-induced TSs by not updating the error estimate on the VV-type and CC-type variable nodes simultaneously. The modified min-sum decoder, denoted by D_1, does not update the messages from the variable nodes to the check nodes along the edges connected to the VV-type and CC-type nodes within the same iteration. In other words, decoder D_1 begins by updating m_{v→c}(e) if e is linked to a VV-type variable node. In the following iteration, it updates m_{v→c}(e) if e is connected to a CC-type variable node. These two steps are alternated in successive iterations until the decoder either converges or the predetermined maximum number of iterations is reached. The bias b(e) is set to log^{1−p}_p for all edges in set E.

C. Min-sum decoders to avoid classical TS

The other decoders in set D are designed to prevent TS that are inherited from classical LDPC codes. Like decoder D_1, these decoders in D first update the outbound messages from VV-type variable nodes in the first iteration, followed by updating the messages from CC-type variable nodes in the next iteration. In contrast to decoder D_1, for decoders in D \ D_1, the biases associated with the edges are carefully chosen to avoid classical TSs. To see how these biases are chosen, consider a TS, denoted by T_2, in Tanner graph G_2(V_2 ∪ C_2, E_2) of a classical code. Let E(T_2) ⊂ E_2 denote the set of edges in subgraph T_2 of Tanner graph G_2. In [22], it is shown that the TSs of a classical code can be avoided by carefully choosing the biases. Assume that a min-sum decoder, say D, avoids the trapping set T_2 when run on Tanner graph G_2. In decoder D, let b(e), for e ∈ E_2 denote the bias corresponding to edge e. Recall from Section VI that Tanner graph G_Z has n_1 isomorphic copies of TS T^2, where n_1 is the number of variable nodes in G_1. Next, given decoder D, we present an approach to design a decoder that runs on Tanner graph G_Z and avoids all n_1 isomorphic copies of TS T_2 in it. For this purpose, divide the set of edges, denoted by E, of Tanner graph G_Z into two groups. The first group contains the isomorphic copies of E_2, and is given by ∪^{n1}_{i=1}E_2(i), where E_2(i) denotes the set of edges associated with the i-th copy of G_2 in G_Z. The second group contains the rest of the edges and is given by E \ (∪^{n2}_{i=1}E_2(i)). For each e ∈ E_2, let e(i) represent its isomorphic counterpart in E_2(i). Select b(e(i)) = b(e) for each e ∈ E_2 to ensure that the isomorphic copies of edge e in Tanner graph G_Z maintain the same bias as edge e in Tanner graph G_2. The bias corresponding to the edges in the second group is set to log^{1−p}_p . Given any TS of the constituent classical LDPC code and a decoder to avoid it, the above procedure can be repeated to design a decoder that avoids all the isomorphic copies of the TS in the corresponding HP (or LP) code. In this work, we design a separate decoder for each of the TSs in the constituent classical LDPC code. These decoders run in parallel until one of them converges. The error estimation is then derived from the first decoder to converge.

00.020.040.06 10^{−7} 10^{−6} 10^{−5} 10^{−4} 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1} 10^0

Depolarizing probability

Logical error rate

Proposed Decoder Normalized minsum

Fig. 14: This figure plots the performance of the proposed decoder and normalized min-sum decoder for an [[1054, 140, 20]] LP code. In the sequential approach, a decoder is used when the previous decoders fail. The proposed decoder outperforms normalized min-sum in the error floor region.

VIII. NUMERICAL RESULTS In this part, we analyze the logical error rate of our proposed decoder and compare it to the normalized min-sum decoder across various LP codes. To evaluate the performance of the decoder, we examine the [[1054, 140, 20]] LP code derived from the classical (155, 64, 20) Tanner code. The classical Tanner code includes a number of (5, 3) trapping sets (TS), which are carried over to the LP codes. In addition to these inherited classical TSs, the LP code also possesses stabilizer-induced TSs. To avoid errors due to stabilizer-induced TS, we employ a modified minimum sum decoder as presented in Section VII-B, while to counteract the classical TS, we derive decoders from the Tanner code decoder, as suggested in Section VII-C. Together, these decoders enhance the logical error rate. Figure 14 shows that the logical error rate of the proposed decoder becomes smaller than that of the normalized minimum sum decoder as the depolarizing rate decreases and becomes substantially smaller in the error floor region. Five decoders are used to achieve this superior logical error rate; one of these overcomes stabilizer-induced TSs, whereas the other four overcome classical TSs. Each of these decoders is run for twenty iterations. For a fair comparison, the normalized min-sum decoder is run for hundred iterations. Note that all decoders can operate in parallel; as a result, the proposed approach does not increase the decoding time due to the use of multiple decoders. If multiple decoders converge, we select the error estimate with the smallest Hamming weight.

Figure 15 displays the logical rate of an LP code [[600, 40, 20]], comparing the results from the normalized minimum sum decoder and the proposed decoder detailed in Section VII-B. Both decoders are run for twenty-five iterations. Notably, the logical error rate decreases by an order of magnitude when the new decoder is used, as opposed to the normalized min-sum decoder. This scenario differs from previous ones, since no specialized decoder is used to circumvent classical TSs since the underlying classical codes do not have TSs induced by low-weight error patterns (typically of weight less than five). However, we highlight that employing decoders capable of bypassing classical TSs can further diminish the logical error rate.

IX. CONCLUSIONS We have performed a comprehensive characterization of classical and stabilizer-induced TSs associated with both HP and LP codes. Building upon this foundation, we propose a methodology for deriving decoders for HP and LP codes from the decoders of their constituent classical lLDPC codes. Within the scope of this paper, we consider the syndrome measurement circuit to be perfect. A potential avenue for future research is to investigate the extension of this methodology to scenarios involving circuit-level noise, where the syndrome measurement circuit is assumed to be noisy.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT B. Vasić acknowledges the support of the NSF under grants CIF-2420424, CCF-1855879, CCF-2100013, CIF-2106189, CCSS-2027844, CCSS-2052751, and a generous gift from our friends and modern Maecenases Dora and Barry Bursey. This work was also funded in part by Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology, under a contract with the National Aeronautics and Space Administration and funded through JPL’s Strategic University Research Partnerships (SURP) program. B. Vasić has disclosed an outside interest in Codelucida to the University of Arizona. Conflicts of interest resulting from this interest are being managed by The University of Arizona in accordance with its policies.

00.020.040.06 10^{−7} 10^{−6} 10^{−5} 10^{−4} 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1} 10^0

Depolarizing probability

Logical error rate

Proposed Decoder Normalized minsum

Fig. 15: The figure shows the performance of both the proposed decoder and the normalized min-sum decoder for an [[600, 40, 20]] LP code. In this instance, only one decoder is used to prevent any stabilize-induced TSs.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF LEMMA 1 For all the lemmas in this section, we consider an HP code that is characterized by two Tanner graphs, G_X and G_Z, derived from two classical codes, which themselves are associated with Tanner graphs G_1 and G_2. Assume that G_1 and G_2 be (d^1_c , d^1_v ) and (d^2_c , d^2_v) regular graphs, respectively.

Lemma 8. Denote by T (c^2_j v^1_i ) the subgraph that is induced by X−check c^2_j v^1_i on Tanner graph G_Z. If neither G_1 nor G_2 contains cycles of length four, then the following statements about the induced subgraph hold.

1) If the degree of the VV-type (or CC-type) nodes is d^1_v (or d^2_c ), then there are d^1_v (or d^2_c ) CC-type (or VV-type) variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ).

2) In T (c^2_j v^1_i ), there does not exist a pair of CC-type or VV-type variable nodes that shares a common check node as

neighbor, i.e., for v^2_kv^1_i , v^2_k′ v^1_i ∈ N^X_c2_{j v}1_i and c^2_j c^1_k, c^2_j c^1_k′ ∈ N^X_c2_{j v}1_i , ( N^Z_v2_{k v}1_i ∩ N^Z_v2_{k′ v}1_i ) = ∅ and ( N^Z_c2_{j c}1_k ∩ N^Z_c2_{j c}1_{k′} ) = ∅. 3) Each check node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is exactly connected to one VV-type node and one CC-type variable node. 4) There does not exist a variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that is connected to two check nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ).

Proof. 1) Consider the VV-type variable node v^2_kv^1_i , where v^2_k ∈ N^2_{cj} , in T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Since the degree of v^2_kv^1_i is d^1_v and

N^Z_{v2k v1i} = v^k_2 × N^1_{v1i} , | |N_{2v1} i | | = d_{1v} . From (5), recall that the set of CC-type variable nodes in T (c_{2j} v_{1i} ) is c_{2j} × N_{1v1} i . Since | | |N^1_v1_i | | | = d^1_v , it is concluded that there are d^1_v CC-type variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ).

2) Due to the analogous nature of the proofs involving two VV-type nodes and two CC-type check nodes, we shall restrict our proof to the case of VV-type nodes. Let us consider two VV-type variable nodes v^2_kv^1_i and v^2_k′ v^1_i within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). The Z-type check nodes connected to both these variable nodes are given by ( N^Z_v2_{k v}1_i ∩ N^Z_v2_{k′ v}1_i ) = ( v^2_k × N^1_{vi} ) ∩ ( v^2_k′ × N^1_{vi} ) . On the right-hand side of the above equation, the cartesian products differ, implying ( N^Z_{v2k v1i} ∩ N^Z_{v2k′ v1i} ) = ∅. 3) According to Part 2 of Lemma 8, it is established that no pair of VV-type or CC-type variable nodes is connected to the same check node within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Consequently, a check node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) can be connected to a maximum of one VV-type and one CC-type variable node. Consider the selection of a specific check node, labeled v^1_kc^2_k, within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). It should be noted that T (c^2_j v^1_i ) represents the subgraph induced by the variable nodes that are connected to check node c^2_j v^1_i . Consequently, v^2_kc^1_l is connected to a minimum of one variable node within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). We consider the case wherein v^2_kc^2_l is associated with a VV-type node, given that the proof is analogous for the alternative case. Since T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is induced by variable nodes in N^X_{c2j v1i} , the set of variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is given by

N^X_c2_{j v}1_i = ( N^2_c2_j × v^1_i ) ∪ ( c^2_j × N^1_v1_i ) . (11)

From equation (11), observe that all VV-type and CC-type variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) are, respectively, of the form v^2_k′ v^1_i , where v^2_k′ ∈ N^2_{c2j} , and c^2_j c^1_l′ , where c^1_l′ ∈ N^1_{v1i} . So denote the VV-type variable node connected to check node v^2_kc^1_l by v^2_kv^1_i . The CC-type variable nodes connected to v^2_kc^1_l is given by

N^2_v2_k × c^1_l . (12)

From equations (11), (12) and the facts that c^1_l ∈ N^1_{v1i} , c^2_j ∈ N^2_{v2k} , it follows that ( c^2_j × N^1_v1_i ) ∩ ( N^2_v2_k × c^1_l ) = c^2_j c^1_l .

This completes the proof of Part 3.

4) We assume that there exists a variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that is connected two checks in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) and prove a contradiction. Consider two check nodes, say v^2_kc^1_l and v^2_k′ c^1_l′ in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that are connected to a VV-type variable node G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ). The sets of VV-type variable nodes connected to v^2_kc^1_l and v^2_k′ c^1_l′ are v^2_k × N^1_{c1l} and v^2_k′ × N^1_{c1l} , respectively. Therefore, for Z-type check nodes v^2_kc^1_l and v^2_k′ c^1_l to have a common VV-type variable node as neighbor, v^2_k and v^2_k′ should be the same variable node. Also, the common VV-type variable node is of the form v^2_kv^1_k′′ such that

v^1_k′′ ∈ N^1_c1_l ⋂ N^1_c1_{l′} . (13)

According to part 3, check node v^2_k c^1_l is connected to a variable node of the VV-type, denoted as v^2_f v^1_g , and check node v^2_k′ c^1_l′ is similarly connected to a VV-type variable node, denoted as v^2_f ′ v^1_g′ within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Variable nodes v^2_f v^1_g and v^2_f ′ v^1_g′ are in T (c^2_j v^1_i ), which implies v^1_g = v^1_g′ = v^1_i . In addition, variable nodes v^2_f v^1_g and v^2_f ′ v^1_g′ are connected to v^2_kc^1_l and v^2_kc^1_l′ , which implies v^2_f = v^2_f ′ = v^2_k. Hence, v^2_f v^1_g = v^2_f ′ v^1_g′ = v^2_kv^2_i . Since v^2_kv^1_i ∈ N_v2_{k c}1_l ⋂ N_v2_{k c}1_{l′} ,

v^1_i ∈ N^1_{cl} ⋂ N^1_{cl′} . We have shown in (13) that v^1_k′′ ∈ N^1_{c1l} ∩ N^1_{c1l′} . This implies that G_1 has a cycle of length four, which is a contradiction. Similarly, it can be shown that when two check noes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) shares a VV-type variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ), there is a cycle of length four in G_1, which is a contradiction.

Lemma 9. Consider subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that is induced by X−check c^2_j v^1_i on Tanner graph G_Z. If α VV-type and β CC-type variable nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) are erroneous while none in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) are, each erroneous CC-type and VV-type node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is connected to d^2_c − α and d^1_v − β unsatisfied checks, respectively. Moreover, each non-erroneous CC-type and VV-type node is connected to α and β unsatisfied checks, respectively.

Proof. Refer to Part 3 of Lemma 8 and observe that all check nodes in T (c^2_l v^1_k) exhibit a degree of two, each check node being connected to a variable node of VV-type and CC-type. Consequently, if the error estimates on the two variable nodes connected to a check node do not correspond to the actual error, the check node remains satisfied. Therefore, any pair of erroneous VVtype and CC-type variable nodes share one satisfied check node in T (c^2_l v^1_k). Thus, an erroneous VV-type variable node shares a satisfied check node with each of the β erroneous CC-type variable nodes. As a direct consequence, each erroneous VV-type variable node is connected to d^1_v − β unsatisfied check nodes. Analogous arguments suggest that each erroneous VV-type variable node is connected to d^2_c − α unsatisfied check nodes. Additionally, it should be noted that every erroneous CC-type variable node shares an unsatisfied check node with each of the correct VV-type variable nodes. Consequently, every correct VV-type variable node is connected to β unsatisfied check nodes. Similar reasoning applies, indicating that each correct CC-type variable node is connected α unsatisfied check nodes.

Proof of part 1 of Lemma 1:

Consider the case in which exclusively all VV-type variable nodes are in error. During the first iteration, the bit-flipping decoder initializes the error estimate to 0. In other words, all d^2_c VV-type variable nodes are in error, while none of the CC-type variable nodes are in error. From Lemma 9, it follows that none of the check nodes adjacent to any variable node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is satisfied, causing the decoder to flip the error estimate across all variable nodes. As a result, at the beginning of the second iteration, the support of the mismatched error lies exactly on the CC-type nodes, again rendering all the check nodes unsatisfied. Hence, the decoder again flips the error estimate across all variable nodes. At the beginning of the third iteration, the support of mismatched error lies on all VV-type nodes, as was the case at the beginning of the first iteration. Hence, it is concluded that the support of the estimated error oscillates between being on VV-type nodes and being on CC-type nodes without converging.

To show that T (c^2_j v^1_i ) constitutes a TS, we also need to prove that the error patterns with the support located in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) are restricted to this region and will not extend to other sections of G_Z throughout the decoding process. From part 4 of Lemma 8, we know that there does not exist a variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that is connected to two check nodes in T (c^2_j v^1_i ). In other words, any variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is connected to at most one check node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Therefore, when the support of an error pattern lies exclusively in T (c^2_j v^1_i ), all unsatisfied check nodes lie in T (c^2_j v^1_i ), and consequently any variable node in G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) is connected to a maximum of one unsatisfied check node. The bit flip decoder flips a variable node when the number of unsatisfied checks connected to it is strictly greater than one, when the variable node degree is at least two. As a result, if the support of the error pattern completely lies in T (c^2_j v^1_i ), then the error does not spread to G_Z \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) throughout the decoding process.

Proof of part 2 of Lemma 1:

Assume that α VV-type variable nodes and β CC-type variable nodes within T (c^2_j v^1_i ) are in error. Consider the case which satisfies α ≥ ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ + 1 and β < ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋. From Lemma 9 it follows that each of the erroneous VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes is connected to at least d^1_v − β ≥ ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ + 1 (or d^2_c − α ≤ ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋) unsatisfied checks. Since the number of unsatisfied checks connected to the erroneous VV-type variable nodes exceeds the threshold set for flipping, the bit-flipping decoder flips the error estimate on them. The number of unsatisfied check nodes connected to erroneous CC-type variable nodes does not exceed the threshold, and as a result the decoder does not flip the erroneous CC-type variable nodes. Also, from Lemma 9 it follows that each of the non-erroneous VV-type (or CC-type) variable nodes is connected to at least β < ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ (or α ≥ ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋+1) unsatisfied checks. Consequently, the decoder flips all the non-erroneous CC-type variable nodes and does not flip the non-erroneous VV-type variable nodes. So, the bit-flipping decoder flips the error estimate on all the non-erroneous CC-type variable nodes, as well as those VV-type variable nodes that are in error. As a result, the support for mismatched error pattern lies exactly on the CC-type nodes. According to Part 1, this is an error pattern that induces TS. With similar arguments, the error pattern that satisfies α < ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ and β ≥ ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ + 1 can be argued to be a TS-inducing error pattern.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF LEMMA 2 Lemma 10. Consider the stabilizer-induced subgraph in the Z Tanner graph G_Z of an HP code given by T (h), where h is a stabilizer of type X formed as a linear combination of stabilizer generators of type X, i.e., h = ∑ a∈I,b∈J c 2 b v^1_a. Let Λ_{(c}2_{j v}1_{i )} and Γ_{(c}2_{j v}1_{i )}, respectively, denote the collections of VV-type and CC-type variable nodes that are present in subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ), and not in T (h) \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Consequently, for a variable node in set Λ_{(c}2_{j v}1_{i )} and a variable node in set Γ_{(c}2_{j v}1_{i )}, there exists a check node that connects exclusively to these two variable nodes and not to any other variable nodes within subgraphT (h) \ T (c^2_j v^1_i ).

Proof. We start by establishing that for any pair of variable nodes, one chosen from set Λ_c2_{j v}1_i and the other from set Γ_c2_{j v}1_i , there exists a unique check node within set T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that exclusively connects to these particular variable nodes. From (5) recall that the set of variable nodes linked to the X-stabilizer c^2_j v^1_i is given by

N^X_c2_{j v}1_i = ( c^2_j × N^1_v1_i ) ⋃ ( N^1_v1_i × c^2_j ) . This implies that VV-type variable nodes associated with check node c^2_j v^1_i conform to the form v^2_i′ v^1_i where v^2_i′ ∈ N^2_{vi} , whereas CC-type variable nodes linked to check node c^2_j v^1_i conform to the form c^2_j c^1_j′ where c^1_j′ ∈ N^1_{v1i} . Consider a VV-type variable node, denoted as v^2_i′ v^1_i , from set Λ_c2_{j v}1_i and a CC-type variable node, denoted as c^2_j c^1_j′ , from set Γ_c2_{j v}1_i . The set of Z checks that are connected to both v^2_i′ v^1_i and c^2_j c^1_j′ is given by

N^Z_v2_{i′ v}1_i ⋂ N^Z_c2_{j c}1_{j′} = ( v^2_i′ × N^1_{vi} ) ⋂ ( N^2_{cj} × c^1_j′ ) . (14)

Given v^2_i′ ∈ N^1_c1_j and c^1_j′ ∈ N^1_v1_i , it follows from (14) that N^Z_v2_{i′ v}1_i ⋂ N^Z_c2_{j c}1_{j′} = v^2_i′ c^1_j′ . Furthermore, since the variable nodes v^2_i′ v^1_i and c^1_j c^2_j′ are neighbors of the X stabilizer c^2_j v^1_i , which subsequently induces subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ), the Z-type check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ is present within subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ). According to Part 3 of Lemma 8, a Z type check connects exclusively to a single VV type and a CC-type variable node within subgraph induced by any X type stabilizer generators, which consequently indicates that the Z type check v^2_i′ c^1_j′ maintains no connections to variable nodes other than v^2_i′ v^1_i and c^1_j c^2_j′ within subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ).

To complete the proof, we still need to show that check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ is not connected to any other variable other than these two variable nodes in subgraph T (h). To do so, we assume that check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ is present in T (c^2_l v^1_k) for k ∈ I and l ∈ J and show a contradiction. Since check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ is present in T (c^2_l v^1_k) which is induced by the variable nodes connected to X-type check c^2_l v^1_k, there exists a variable node within T (c^2_l v^1_k) that connects to check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ . Without loss of generality, assume that the variable node connected to check node v^2_i′ c^1_j′ within subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_k) is a VV-type variable node, say v^2_f v^1_g . Since the set of variable nodes connected to c^2_l v^1_k is given by

N^X_c2_{l v}1_k = ( c^2_l × N^1_v1_k ) ⋃ ( N^2_c2_j × v^1_k ) (15) and variable node v^2_f v^1_g is from set N^X_c2_{l v}1_k , it follows that v^1_g = v^1_k. Also, v^2_f v^1_g is connected to X-check v^2_i′ c^1_j′ and the set of variable nodes connected to v^2_i′ c^1_j′ is given by

N^Z_v2_{i′ c}1_{j′} = ( v^2_i′ × N^1_c1_{j′} ) ⋃ ( N^2_v2_{i′} × c^1_j′ ) , (16)

it follows that v^2_f = v^2_i′ . From now on, we refer to the variable node v^2_f v^1_g from subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_k) as v^2_i′ v^1_k. Also, since v^2_i′ v^1_k ∈ N^Z_{v2i′ c1j′} , from (16), it follows that v^1_k ∈ N^1_{cj′} , which further implies that c^1_j′ ∈ N^1_{v1k} . Now consider subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_k). The CC-type variable nodes present in subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_k) is given by c^2_j ×N_v1_k . Since c^1_j′ ∈ N^1_v1_k , it follows that c^2_j c^1_j′ ∈ N_c2_{j v}1_k . We start with the assumption that variable node c^2_j c^1_j′ ∈ Γ_c2_{j v}1_i , which says that variable node c^2_j c^1_j′ is present in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) and not in any other subgraph T (c^2_j′′ v^1_i′′ ) ⊂ T (h). However, we have shown that variable node c^2_j c^1_j′ is present in T (c^2_j v^1_k), which is a contradiction.

Proof of Lemma 2:

Consider the sets Λ_c2_{j v}1_i and Γ_c2_{j v}1_i as defined in Lemma 10. Define

Λ(h) := ⋃ a∈I,b∈J Λ_c2_{b v}1_a and Γ(h) := ⋃ a∈I,b∈J Γ_c2_{b v}1_a .

To show that the stabilizer-induced graph T (h) constitutes a TS, consider an error pattern whose support lies in T (h); further, assume that Λ(h) is contained within the support of this error pattern and that Γ(h) intersects trivially with the support of the error pattern. Next, we show that the bit-flipping decoder flips the error estimate on the variable nodes in Λ_c2_{j v}1_i . Based on Lemma 10, for a given v^2v^1_i ∈ Λ_c2_{j v}1_i , there exists a check node in T (c^2_j v^1_i ) that is only connected to the VV-type variable node v^2_i v^1 and CC-type variable node c^2c^1, for c^2_j c^1 ∈ Γ_c2_{j c}1 , within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). This holds for every CC-type variable node in Γ_c2_{j v}1 , suggesting that there are at least | |Γ_{c2j v1} | | degree two check nodes in the neighborhood of v_2v_{1i} that are connected

to a CC-type variable node in Γ_c2_{j v}1_i . Since we have assumed that the variable nodes in Λ_c2_{j v}1_i are in error and the variable nodes in Γ_c2_{j v}1_i are not, variable node v^2v^1_i is at least connected to |Γ_c2_{j v}1 | unsatisfied check nodes, regardless of the status of the variable nodes that are not in both Λ_c2_{j v}1_i and Γ_c2_{j v}1_i . Since |Γ_c2_{j v}1 | ≥ ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ + 1, variable node v^2v^1_i is connected to at least ⌊^{d1v}_2 ⌋ + 1 unsatisfied checks, and as a result, the decoder flips the error estimate in v^2v^1_i . The above arguments hold for any v^2v^1_i ∈ Λ_c2_{j v}1_i , indicating that the decoder flips the error estimate on every variable node in set Λ_c2_{j v}1_i . Furthermore, the arguments hold for Λ_c2_{j v}1_i , for any i ∈ I and j ∈ J , indicating that the decoder flips the error estimate on all variable nodes in Λ(h).

Subsequently, we demonstrate that the decoder also flips the error estimates on the variable nodes within Γ_h. To this end, we consider the CC-type variable node c^2_j c^1 in Γ_c2_{j v}1_i . According to Lemma 10, there exists a degree-two check node within T (h) for each VV-type variable node in Λ_c2_{j v}1_i that is connected to both c^2_j c^1 and the considered VV-type variable node from Λ_c2_{j v}1_i . Given that all VV-type variable nodes in Λ_c2_{j v}1_i are erroneous while c^2_j c^1 is correct, the variable node c^2_j c^1 is linked to at least |Λ_c2_{j v}1_i | unsatisfied checks. Since |Λ_c2_{j v}1_i | ≥ ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ + 1, the variable node c^2_j c^1 is associated with a minimum of ⌊^{d2c}_2 ⌋ + 1 unsatisfied checks, leading the decoder to flip c^2_j c^1. This reasoning applies to every CC-type variable node in Γ(h), resulting in the decoder flipping all of them. Consequently, the error estimate differs from the actual error on the variable nodes in Γ_c2_{j v}1_i . By employing similar arguments, it can be shown that the decoder inverts the error estimates on all variable nodes in Γ(h) ∪ Λ(h) in the subsequent iteration, thus indicating that T (h) forms a TS.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF PROPERTIES OF THE LABELING SCHEME To see that the labeling scheme satisfies the second property, consider two check nodes in the neighborhood of a VV-type variable node, say c^2c^1. Denote these two check nodes in N^Z_{c2c1} by v^2_i c^1 and v^2_i′ c^1, respectively, where v^2_i , v^2_i′ ∈ N^2_{c2} . According to the labeling scheme, the VV-type variable nodes connected to v^2_i c^1 have the same label as that of the variable node v^2_i in the Tanner graph G_2, while the VV-type variable nodes connected to v^2_i′ c^1 have the same label as that of variable node v_i′ . Given that variable nodes v^2_i and v^2_i′ are labeled differently in the Tanner graph G_2, it follows that the VV-type variable nodes associated with check node v^2_i c^1 have distinct labels from those connected to the check node v^2_i′ c^1.

To see that the labeling scheme satisfies the third property, consider the subgraph T (c^2v^1) induced by the X-type stabilizer generator or check c^2v^1. The set of variable nodes connected to X check is given by

N^X_c2_v1 = ( N^2_c2 × v^1 ) ⋃ ( c^2 × N^1_v1 ) .

Note that the VV-type variable nodes in N^X_c2_v1 are of the form v^2_i v^1 for v_i ∈ N^2_c2 . Given that the VV-type variable node v^2_i v^1 is assigned the same label as variable node v^2_i within the Tanner graph G_2, and that any pair of variable nodes, specifically v^2_i and v^2_i′ from N^2_{c2} , are assigned distinct labels, it follows that the VV-type variable nodes v^2_i v^1 and v^2_i′ v^1 also possess distinct labels. Following similar arguments, it can be shown that two CC-type variable nodes within subgraph T (c^2v^1) have distinct labels, as stated in the third property.

APPENDIX D PROOF OF LEMMA 3 Proof of Part 1:

Consider a check node, say v^2c^1, in N^Z_{c2c1} , for c^2c^1 ∈ T (h), that is connected to the VV-type variable nodes with label ρ. Note that all the VV-type variable nodes connected to the check node v^2c^1 have label ρ, however, all VV-type variable nodes with label ρ within the stabilizer-induced graph T (h) are not connected to v^2c^1. To determine the set of VV-type variable nodes connected to check node v^2c^1, recall that T (h) is collectively induced by X checks of the form c^2_b v^1_a where a ∈ I and b ∈ J . Therefore, the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 must be present in one or several subgraphs induced by X checks of the form c^2_b v^1_a where a ∈ I and b ∈ J . The collection of X checks that contains the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 in their support and has its induced subgraph located within T (h) is given by

Q_c2_c1 = N^X_c2_c1 ∩ T (h).

For every X-type check node c^1v^2 ∈ N^X_{c2 c1} ∩ T (h), the induced subgraph T (c^2v^1) contains CC-type variable node c^2c^1 and check node v^2c^1. Recall that Part 3 of Lemma 8 states that every check node in the subgraph induced by a stabilizer generator is connected to exactly one CC-type variable node and one VV-type variable node. Therefore, there exists a VV-type variable node within T (c^2v^1) that is connected to the check node v^2c^1. As per the first property of the labeling scheme described in Section III-C, all VV-type variable nodes associated with check node v^2c^1 have label ρ. Consequently, this assists in identifying the VV-type variable node linked to check node v^2c^1 within subgraph T (c^2v^1). Similarly, the VV-type variable nodes associated with check node v^2c^1 within the stabilizer-induced subgraph T (h) corresponds to the VV-type variable nodes with label ρ in ∪_{S∈Qc2 c1} T (S).

Proof of Part 2: Consider a check node, say v^2c^1, in N^Z_{c2 c1} , for the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 ∈ T (h). Assume that the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 has label λ. According to Property 1 of the labeling scheme described in Section III-C, the CC-type variable nodes connected to a specific check node possess the same label. Consequently, this indicates that all CC-type variable nodes linked to check node v^2c^1 have label λ. However, all CC-type variable nodes labeled λ in subgraph T (h) are not connected to check node v^2c^1. Assume that the VV-type variable nodes connected to the check node v^2c^1 have label ρ and denote the set of such VV-type variable nodes within subgraph T (h) by Ω^ρ_{v2c1} . Consider a VV-type variable node, say v^2v^1, from set Ω^ρ_{v2c1} . The collection of X checks that contains the VV-type variable v^2v^1 and have their induced graphs located within stabilizer-induced graph T (h) is given by

Q_v2_v1 = N^X_v2_v1 ∩ T (h).

Note that for every S ∈ Q_v2_v1 , the induced graph T (S) contains the VV-type variable node v^2v^1 and check node v^2c^1. Moreover, there exists exactly one CC-type variable node within graph T (S) that is connected to check node v^2c^1 according to Part 3 of Lemma 8. In accordance with Property 1 of the labeling scheme, it is established that all CC-type variable nodes linked to check node v^2c^1 are assigned label λ. Furthermore, according to Property 3 of the labeling scheme, it is determined that there exists precisely one CC-type variable node bearing the label λ within Subgraph T (S). Therefore, the CC-type variable node within T (S) that is connected to check node v^2c^1 can be identified from its label λ. The above discussion holds for any X check S ∈ Q^ρ_{v2v1} , where v^2v^1 ∈ Ω_v2_c1 . This suggests that if we define

R^ρ_{v2 c1} = ⋃ v^2 v^1∈Ω^ρ_{v2 c1}

Q_v2_v1 ,

the CC-type variable node in subgraph T (S), for S ∈ R_v2_c1 , with label λ is connected to check node v^2c^1.

Subsequently, we show that each CC-type node associated with the check node v^2c^1 within T (h) corresponds to the CCtype variable node bearing label λ in a stabilizer-induced graph T (S), for S ∈ R^ρ_{v2 c1} . For this purpose, consider a CC-type variable node within T (h) that is connected to check node v^2c^1. This CC-type variable node must be present in at least one subgraph of the form T (c^2_j v^1_i ) for i ∈ I and j ∈ J . According to Part 3 of Lemma 8 check node v^2c^1 is connected to a VV-type variable node within T (c^2_j v^1_i ). Recall that VV-type variable nodes connected to check node v^2c^1 have label ρ. However, the VV-type variable nodes bearing label ρ and connected to check node v^2c^1 within T (h) are in the set Ω^ρ_{v2 c1} . This shows that every CC-type variable node connected to N^Z_{v2 c1} is present in T (S) for S ∈ R^ρ_{v2 c1} and is labeled λ.

APPENDIX E PROOF OF THEOREM 2 Before proving Theorem 2, we prove the following lemma, which is used to prove the theorem.

Lemma 11. Let ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_2 induced by {c^2_j : j ∈ J }, and similarly let ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ) denote a connected cycle-free subgraph of G_1 induced by {v^1_i : i ∈ I}, where the index sets I and J are non-empty. Consider the subgraph T (h) := ∪_{i∈I,j∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ) = ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) × ∪_{i∈I} T (v^2_i ).

1) There exists l ∈ J such that T (c^2_l v^1_i ) and T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) for any i ∈ I have exactly one common VV-type variable node when |J | > 1. Assuming the above statement is true and such a l exists, define J^′ = J \ l. Then, the same statement is also true for T (h^′) := ∪_{i∈I,j∈J} ′ T (c^2_j v^1_i ) when |J^′| > 1.

2) There exists k ∈ I such that subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_k), for any j ∈ J , and T (h)\T (c^2_j v^1_k) have exactly one common CC-type variable node when |I| > 1. Assuming that the above statements are true, define recursively I^′ = I \ k. Then, the same statement is also true for T (h^′) := ∪_{i∈I}′_{,j∈J} T (c^2_j v^1_i ) when |I^′| > 1.

Proof. 1) Note that subgraph T (h) of graph G_Z is the graph product of connected subgraphs ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) and ∪_{i∈I} T (v^1_i ) of Tanner graphs G_2 and G_1, respectively. Consider the case where |J | > 1. Since subgraph ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ) is connected and finite, there exists a l ∈ J such that check node c^2_l shares a variable node with only one other check node in ∪_{j∈J} T (c^2_j ), i.e., there exists a l^′ ∈ J , N_{cl} ∩ N_{cl′} ≠ ∅ and for every l^{′′} ∈ J \ {l, l^′}, N_{cl} ∩ N_{cl′′} = ∅. Furthermore, | |N_{cl} ∩ N_{cl′} | | = 1 since subgraph ∪_{j∈J} T (c2_j ) is cycle-free. Denote the variable node that is connected to both c2_l and c^2_l′ by v^2. From the above discussion, it follows that T (c^2_l′ v^1_i ) and T (c^2_l v^1_i ), for any i ∈ I, have one common variable node, which is given by ( N^2_{cl} ⋂ N^2_{cl′} ) × v^1_i = v^2v^1_i ,

proving the case where |J | > 1. The remainder of the proof follows by defining J = J^′ \ l and subsequently following the above steps.

2) The proof follows similar arguments as in the proof of part 1.

Proof of Theorem 2 Consider subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ), for i ∈ I and l ∈ J , which has one variable node in common with the remainder of the graph, i.e., | | |T (c^2_l v^1_i ) ⋂ ( T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) )| | = 1 (17)

In part 1, it has been shown that such subgraphs always exist. We start by studying the convergence of the decoder within subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ), independent of the decoder’s behavior within T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ). In particular, we demonstrate that the TS-aware decoder, as detailed in Algorithm 2, achieves convergence within the subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ), with the exception of the variable node it shares with T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ). Upon convergence of the decoder within subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ), the errors from T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) do not propagate into the subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ) since the subgraph T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) forms a TS. Consequently, these procedures may be iterated to study the decoder’s convergence in ⋃ i∈I^′j∈J^′ T (c 2 j v^1_i ), where I^′ = I^′ \ k and J^′ = J \ l, provided it is established that the decoder converges after a finite number of iterations across all subgraphs of the form T (c^2_l v^1_i ) for all i ∈ I, and of the form T (c^2_j v^1_k) for all j ∈ J , where they respectively share a VV-type and CC-type variable node with T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) and T (h) \ T (c^2_j v^1_k).

Subsequently, we demonstrate that under the conditions delineated in (17), the decoder described in Algorithm 2 converges to the accurate estimate or to the erroneous estimate on all variable nodes located exclusively within subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ), after a predetermined number of iterations. Assume that subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ) shares a VV-type variable node with graph T (h)\T (c^2_l v^1_i ). Also, assume that among the variable nodes that are exclusively present within T (c^2_l v^1_i ), β CC-type variable nodes are erroneous and α VV-type variable nodes are erroneous. Recall that in the first iteration, the decoder flips the error estimate only on the VV-type variable nodes based on the number of unsatisfied checks connected to them. Using similar arguments as in Lemma 9, it can be deduced that each of the erroneous VV-type variable nodes exclusive to subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ) is connected to d^1_v − β unsatisfied checks. The status of the check nodes connected to the VV-type variable node common to both T (c^2_l v^1_i ) and T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ) is unknown since the status of the variable nodes within T (h) are unknown. However, these check nodes do not affect the number of unsatisfied checks connected to VV-type variable nodes that are exclusively present in T (c^2_l v^1_i ), because according to Part 2 of Lemma 8, no two variable nodes present in T (c^2_l v^1_i ) have common check nodes as neighbors. Therefore, according to Lemma 9, the VV-type variable nodes present in T (c^2_l v^1_i ), and not in T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ), are connected to d^1_v − β unsatisfied checks. Using analogous reasoning, it can be inferred that each of the non-erroneous VV-type variable nodes, excluding the common VV-type variable node, is connected to β a unsatisfied checks. We divide the proof into two cases: i) β ≤ ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ , ii)β > ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ .

Case i): Since β ≤ ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ , the erroneous VV-type variable nodes are connected to

d^1_v − β > d^1_v − ⌊ d^1_v 2 ⌋ ≥ d^1_v 2 + 1 unsatisfied checks, leading the decoder to flip these erroneous VV-type variable nodes. On the other hand, the non-erroneous VV-type variable nodes are connected to ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ unsatisfied checks and therefore are not flipped. As a result, at the beginning of the next iteration, there are now only β erroneous CC-type variable nodes, and the state of the shared VV-type variable node is unknown. From Lemma 9, it can be concluded that each erroneous CC-type variable node is at least connected to the d^2_c − 1 checks, which leads the decoder to flip the erroneous CC-type variable nodes. The correct CC-type variable nodes are connected to at most one unsatisfied checks, and therefore the decoder leaves them changed. The above arguments show that, in this case, the decoder converges to the correct estimate of the error on the variable nodes that are only present in the subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ).

Case ii): Since β > ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ , the erroneous VV-type variable nodes are connected to

d^1_v − β ≤ d^1_v − ⌊ d^1_v 2 ⌋ − 1 ≤ d^1_v 2 unsatisfied checks. The non-erroneous VV-type variable nodes are connected to at least ⌊_{d1v} 2 ⌋ + 1 unsatisfied checks. Therefore, the decoder leaves the erroneous VV-type variable unchanged and flips the correct VV-type variable node. As a result, there are d^2_c − 1 erroneous VV-type variable nodes and β erroneous CC-type variable nodes at the beginning of the subsequent iteration. The state of the shared VV-type variable node is unknown. From Lemma 9, it can be concluded that each erroneous CC-type variable node is connected to at most one unsatisfied check nodes, and hence the decoder does not flip the erroneous CC-type variable nodes. The correct variable nodes are connected to d^2_c − 1 unsatisfied checks, so the decoder flips the correct CC-type variable nodes. In subsequent iterations, the decoder does not change the state of the variable nodes that are only present in subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ).

Now consider the case where T (c^2_j v^1_k) and T (h) \ T (c^2_j v^1_k) have a common CC-type variable node. The proof for this case is similar to that for the case in which T (c^2_l v^1_i ) shares a VV-type variable node with T (h) \ T (c^2_l v^1_i ). This case is analyzed from the second iteration. Regardless of what happened in the first iteration, it can be assumed that among the variable nodes that are exclusively present within T (c^2_l v^1_i ), β CC-type variable nodes are erroneous and α VV-type variable nodes are erroneous. Using similar arguments as in Lemma 9, it can be deduced that each of the erroneous CC-type variable nodes exclusive to subgraph T (c^2_l v^1_i ) is connected to d^2_c −α unsatisfied checks. It can also be inferred that each of the non-erroneous CC-type variable nodes, excluding the common CC-type variable node, is connected to α unsatisfied checks. Like in the earlier case, the analysis can be divided into two cases: i) α ≤ ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ , ii)α > ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ . The decoder converges to the correct error estimate

on all variable nodes, excluding the common CC-type variable nodes, when α ≤ ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ . In contrast, it converges to the wrong

estimate on all variable nodes, excluding the common CC-type variable node, when α > ⌊_{d2c} 2 ⌋ . Consequently, it has been shown that the decoder reaches convergence on all subgraphs of T (h) that shares only one variable node with rest of the graph.

When the decoder converges to the actual error in each of the variable nodes of the subgraphs that share only one variable node with the rest of the graph, the convergence analysis can be extended to the rest of the graph by defining I^′ = I \ k and J^′ = J \ l . Now consider the scenario in which the decoder converges to the wrong error on each of the variable nodes of the subgraphs that share only one variable node with the rest of the graph. Considering that these subgraphs are induced by a stabilizer, this scenario is equivalent to the decoder converging to a wrong estimate on the common variable node and a correct estimate on the remaining variable nodes. Consequently, the analysis is similarly applicable to the remainder of the graph in this case. With this, it has been shown that the TS-aware decoder converges to the correct error estimate up to a stabilizer.

APPENDIX F PROOF OF LEMMA 5 Let v^2_i denote the i-th variable node connected to the check node c^2 within the base graph G_2, for i ∈ [d^2_c ]. The label corresponding to the edge between the check node c^2 and the variable node v^2_i is denoted by x^{μi} . Similarly, let c^1_j denote the j-th check node connected to the variable node v^1 within the base graph G_1, for j ∈ [d^1_v ]. The label corresponding to the edge between variable node v^1 and check node c^1_j is denoted by x^{νj} . The neighbors of variable node c^2c^1_j are given by N^2_c × c^1_j and the label of the edge that connects c^2c^j to v^2_i c^j is the same as that connects c^2 to v^2_i in Tanner graph G_2. Observe that within subgraph T (c^2_j v^1_i ), the paths originating from the CC-type variable node c^2c^1 end at the CC-type variable nodes of the form c^2c^1_j for j ∈ [d^1_v ] \ 1. Let the k-th copy of the CC-type variable node c^2c^1_j , the VV-type variable node v^2_i v^1, and check

21223244142 03 2122324 4142

(a) Iteration-1

21223244142 03 2122324 4142

(b) Iteration-2

21223244142 03 2122324 4142

(c) Iteration-3

Fig. 16: Trapping set 1

node v^2_i c^1_j be represented by c^2c^1_j (k), v^2_i v^1(k), and v^2_i c^1_j (k), respectively. Without loss of generality, after the lifting procedure, consider the paths emanating from the first copy of the CC-type variable node c^2c^1(1) in the lifted version of T (c^2v^1). From the construction of protograph LDPC codes, it becomes evident that among the paths emanating from the first copy of c^2c^1, there exist exactly d^2_c paths that end at different copies of the CC-type variable node c^2c^1_j for j ∈ [d^1_v ] \ 1. However, it remains unclear whether each of the d^2_c paths, which should end at the copies of c^2c^1_j , ends at a single copy of the variable node c^2c^1_j in the lifted version. In the subsequent analysis, we demonstrate the aforementioned statements, thus showing the existence of γ isomorphic copies of subgraph T (c^2v^1) after the lifting process.

We start by traversing one step along the d^2_c paths originating from CC-type variable node c^2c^1(1). Given that c^2c^1 is connected to the check node v^2_i c^1_j via an edge labeled x^{μi} within subgraph T (c^2v^1), Lemma 4 implies that c^2c^1(1) is connected to v^2_i c^1(μ_i +1), where i ∈ [d^2_c ]. Given that all the check nodes within subgraph T (c^2v^1) have degree two, the paths originating from c^2_j c^1(1) do not branch into more paths at check node v^2_i c^1(μ_i + 1) for any i ∈ [d^2_c ]. Observe that in subgraph T (c^2v^1) of the base graph, check node v^2_i c^1 is connected to v^2_i v^1 through an edge labeled x^{ν1} for any i ∈ [d^2_c ]. Lemma 4 implies that in the lifted version, check node v^2_i c^1(μ_i + 1) is connected to variable node v^2_i v^1(τ_i), where τ_i = μ_i + 1 − ν_1 − 1( mod γ) + 1. Thus, in the lifted version of subgraph T (c^2v^1), there exist d^2_c paths of length two that originate from c^2c^1(1) and end at v^2_i v^1(τ_i), for i ∈ [d^2_c ]. Each path among these d^2_c paths further branches into d^1_v − 1 paths since the VV-type variable nodes are of degree d^1_v in subgraph T (c^2v^1). It should be noted that a path of length two exists between the variable node v^2_i v^1 and check node cc^1_j , for every i ∈ [d^2_c ] and for any fixed j ∈ [d^1_v ] \ 1, within subgraph T (c^2v^1) of the base graph. Moreover, among these paths of length two, the edge connecting the variable node v^2_i v to the check node v^2_i c^1_j has label ν_j , while the edge linking the check node v^2_i c^1_j to the variable node c^2c^1_j has label μ_i. Now consider the copies of these length two paths in the lifted version of subgraph T (c^2v^1) starting from variable node v^2_i v(τ_i). From the application Lemma 4 twice, it follows that variable node v^2_i v(τ_i) is connected to τ_i + ν_j − μ_i − 1( mod γ) + 1-th copy of variable node c^2c^1_j , for any i ∈ [d^2_c ] and a fixed j ∈ [d^1_v ] \ 1. Note that τ_i = μ_i − ν_1( mod γ) + 1; therefore, v^2_i v(τ_i) is connected to ν_j − ν_1 − 1( mod γ) + 1-th copy of c^2c^1_j for any i ∈ [d^2_v]. We have shown that there exist d^2_c paths among those that start from a copy of c^1c^1 and end at the same copy of c^1c^1_j for any j ∈ [d^2_c ] \ 1 in the lifted version of subgraph T (c^2v^1), which implies that the lifted graph has γ isomorphic copies of T (c^2v^1). The proof is shown graphically in Figure 12 for a base graph which has degree-three VV-type variable nodes and degree-four CC-type variable nodes.

APPENDIX G DECODING DYNAMICS OF TSS The appendix illustrates the decoding dynamics of TSs induced by several linear combinations of stabilizer generators, in which VV-type and CC-type variable nodes have degrees three and four, respectively. The inner shape of the erroneous variable nodes and unsatisfied checks is depicted in black. The numbers above and below each variable node denote the number assigned to it according to the procedure described in Lemma 3 and the number of unsatisfied checks connected to it, respectively. Note that in each of these illustrations, the erroneous variable nodes in the first iteration are the same as those in the last iteration, concluding that each of these subgraphs constitutes a TS.

2122324 01 42 43 3132334 4142

31323344143

(a) Iteration-1

1121314 41 02 03 2122324 4143

21223244142

(b) Iteration-2

2122324 01 42 43 3132334 4143

31323344142

(c) Iteration-3

1121314 41 20 03 2122324 4142

21223244142

(d) Iteration-4

2122324 01 42 43 3132334 4142

31323344143

(e) Iteration-5

Fig. 17: Trapping set 2

0102 010203 3 34 313234 414243

31323 414243

(a) Iteration-1

0102 21223 3 34 313234 414243

31323 414243

(b) Iteration-2

0102 010203 3 34 313234 414243

31323 414243

(c) Iteration-3

Fig. 18: Trapping set 3

2122324 41 42 03 3132334 4143

21223244142

31323344143

(a) Iteration-1

2122324 41 42 03 3132334 4134

21223244142

31323344143

(b) Iteration-2

2122324 41 42 03 3132334 4143

21223244142

31323344143

(c) Iteration-3

Fig. 19: Trapping set 4

3132 31323 3 04 313243 414243

31323 31323

313234 414243

(a) Iteration-1

1332 31323 3 40 313234 414243

31323 31323

313234 414243

(b) Iteration-2

3132 31323 3 04 31323 414243

31323 31323

313234 414243

(c) Iteration-3

Fig. 20: Trapping set 5

3132334 42 43 4 1 3132334 4143

31323344142

3132334 4243

(a) Iteration-1

01020304 02 03 0 1 2122324 4143

21223244142

2122324 4243

(b) Iteration-2

3132334 42 43 4 1 3132334 4143

31323344142

3132334 4243

(c) Iteration-3

01020304 02 03 0 1 2122324 4143

21223244142

2122324 4243

(d) Iteration-4

3132334 42 43 4 1 3132334 4143

31323344142

3132334 4243

(e) Iteration-5 Fig. 21: Trapping set 6

31 11213

02 03 04 313234 31323

31233 31323

31323

31334

(a) Iteration-1

01 31323

32 33 34 313234 414243

31323 414243

414243

31334

(b) Iteration-2

31 11213

02 03 04 313234 31323

31323 13323

31323

31334

(c) Iteration-3

01 31323

32 33 34 313234 414243

31323 414243

414243

31334

(d) Iteration-4

31 1113

02 03 04 313234 31323

31323 31323

31323

31334

(e) Iteration-5

Fig. 22: Trapping set 7

REFERENCES

[1] D. Gottesman, “Fault-tolerant quantum computation with constant overhead,” Quantum Information and Computation, vol. 14, no. 15–16, pp. 1338–1372, Nov. 2014.

[2] A. A. Kovalev and L. P. Pryadko, “Fault tolerance of quantum low-density parity check codes with sublinear distance scaling,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 87, p. 020304, Feb. 2013.

[3] P. Panteleev and G. Kalachev, “Quantum LDPC codes with almost linear minimum distance,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 213–229, 2022.

[4] D. MacKay, G. Mitchison, and P. McFadden, “Sparse-graph codes for quantum error correction,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 50, no. 10, pp. 2315–2330, Oct. 2004.

[5] J. Preskill, “Beyond nisq: The megaquop machine,” ACM Transactions on Quantum Computing, Mar. 2025. [Online]. Available:

https://doi.org/10.1145/3723153 [6] N. Delfosse, A. Paz, A. Vaschillo, and K. M. Svore, “How to choose a decoder for a fault-tolerant quantum computer? the speed vs accuracy trade-off,” 2023. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.15313 [7] Q. Xu, J. P. Bonilla Ataides, C. A. Pattison, N. Raveendran, D. Bluvstein, J. Wurtz, B. Vasić, M. D. Lukin, L. Jiang, and H. Zhou, “Constant-overhead fault-tolerant quantum computation with reconfigurable atom arrays,” Nature Physics, vol. 20, no. 7, pp. 1084–1090, 2024.

[8] S. Bravyi, A. W. Cross, J. M. Gambetta, D. Maslov, P. Rall, and T. J. Yoder, “High-threshold and low-overhead fault-tolerant quantum memory,” Nature, vol. 627, no. 8005, p. 778–782, Mar. 2024. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07107-7 [9] A. Patra and A. Barg, “Targeted clifford logical gates for hypergraph product codes,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.17050 [10] N. Raveendran and B. Vasić, “Trapping sets of quantum LDPC codes,” Quantum, vol. 5, p. 562, Oct. 2021.

[11] D. Poulin and Y. Chung, “On the iterative decoding of sparse quantum codes,” Quantum Information and Computation, vol. 8, no. 10, pp. 987–1000, Nov. 2008.

[12] N. Raveendran, P. J. Nadkarni, S. S. Garani, and B. Vasić, “Stochastic resonance decoding for quantum LDPC codes,” in 2017 IEEE Intl. Conf. on Commun. (ICC), May 2017, pp. 1–6.

[13] J. D. Crest, M. Mhalla, and V. Savin, “Stabilizer inactivation for message-passing decoding of quantum LDPC codes,” in 2022 IEEE Information Theory Workshop (ITW), 2022, pp. 488–493.

[14] K.-Y. Kuo and C.-Y. Lai, “Refined belief propagation decoding of sparse-graph quantum codes,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Information Theory, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 487–498, 2020.

[15] S. Miao, A. Schnerring, H. Li, and L. Schmalen, “Neural belief propagation decoding of quantum LDPC codes using overcomplete check matrices,” 2023.

[16] D. Chytas, N. Raveendran, and B. Vasić, “Collective bit flipping-based decoding of quantum LDPC codes,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, pp.

1–1, 2025.

[17] D. Chytas, N. Raveendran, and B. Vasic, “Enhanced min-sum decoding of quantum codes using previous iteration dynamics,” 2025. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.05021 [18] A. K. Pradhan, N. Raveendran, N. Rengaswamy, X. Xiao, and B. Vasić, “Learning to decode trapping sets in QLDPC codes,” in 2023 12th International Symposium on Topics in Coding (ISTC), 2023, pp. 1–5.

[19] A. deMarti iOlius, I. E. Martinez, J. Roffe, and J. E. Martinez, “An almost-linear time decoding algorithm for quantum LDPC codes under circuit-level noise,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.01440 [20] H. Yao, W. A. Laban, C. Häger, A. G. i Amat, and H. D. Pfister, “Belief propagation decoding of quantum LDPC codes with guided decimation,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.10950 [21] J. Roffe, D. R. White, S. Burton, and E. Campbell, “Decoding across the quantum low-density parity-check code landscape,” Phys. Rev. Res., vol. 2, Dec 2020.

[22] M. Lian, F. Carpi, C. Häger, and H. D. Pfister, “Learned belief-propagation decoding with simple scaling and snr adaptation,” in 2019 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT), 2019, pp. 161–165.

[23] D. Declercq, B. Vasic, S. K. Planjery, and E. Li, “Finite alphabet iterative decoders—part ii: Towards guaranteed error correction of LDPC codes via iterative decoder diversity,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 4046–4057, 2013.

[24] N. Raveendran, D. Declercq, and B. Vasić, “A sub-graph expansion-contraction method for error floor computation,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 3984–3995, 2020.

[25] T. Richardson and R. Urbanke, Modern Coding Theory. Cambridge University Press, 2008.

[26] D. Gottesman, “Class of quantum error-correcting codes saturating the quantum Hamming bound,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 1862–1868, Sept.

1996.

[27] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information: 10th Anniversary Edition, 10th ed. New York, NY, USA: Cambridge University Press, 2011.

[28] R. Brook, “On colouring the nodes of a network,” Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, vol. 37, no. 2, p. 194–197, 1941.