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Quantum memory systems are vital in quantum information processing for dependable storage
and retrieval of quantum states. Inspired by classical reliability theories that synthesize reliable
computing systems from unreliable components, we formalize the problem of reliable storage of
quantum information using noisy components. We introduce the notion of stable quantum memories
and define the storage rate as the ratio of the number of logical qubits to the total number of physical
qubits, as well as the circuit complexity of the decoder, which includes both quantum gates and
measurements. We demonstrate that a strictly positive storage rate can be achieved by constructing
a quantum memory system with quantum expander codes. Moreover, by reducing the reliable
storage problem to reliable quantum communication, we provide upper bounds on the achievable
storage capacity. In the case of physical qubits corrupted by noise satisfying hypercontractivity
conditions, we provide a tighter upper bound on storage capacity using an entropy dissipation
argument. Furthermore, observing that the time complexity of the decoder scales non-trivially with
the number of physical qubits, achieving asymptotic rates may not be possible due to the induced
dependence of the noise on the number of physical qubits. In this constrained non-asymptotic
setting, we derive upper bounds on storage capacity using finite blocklength communication bounds.
Finally, we numerically analyze the gap between upper and lower bounds in both asymptotic and
non-asymptotic cases, and provide suggestions to tighten the gap.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum memory systems play a crucial role in quan-
tum information processing, enabling the reliable storage
and retrieval of quantum states [1, 2]. Quantum informa-
tion storage is a critical element for a variety of comput-
ing and communication protocols, providing a foundation
for secure and efficient quantum operations.

Synthesis of reliable classical computing systems us-
ing unreliable noisy components was first studied by von
Neumann [3]. Construction of classical reliable memory
systems using noisy registers and noisy logical gates was
investigated in the works of Taylor [4] and Kuznetsov
[5]. Necessary and sufficient conditions for reliable stor-
age were improved in subsequent works [6–8]. The ob-
jective of these works has been the storage of classical
information reliably for long durations with little circuit
complexity overhead.

It is natural to ask whether quantum information can
be stored reliably using noisy components. The question
is perhaps more pertinent in the quantum setting be-
cause, unlike the classical case where noise is due to de-
fects, practical limitations, or resource constraints, noise
in quantum systems is more fundamental—noise occurs
due to interaction with the environment causing quan-
tum states to decohere rapidly over time. Classical in-
formation storage capacity is measured in (logical) bits
normalized by the number of binary registers and logic
gates. However, one can store either classical informa-
tion or quantum bits (qubits) in quantum states. In this
paper, we consider the latter, which enables a memory
system to store entangled qubits across multiple systems.
Similar to the classical setting, we define quantum stor-
age capacity as the number of logical qubits normalized
by the total number of physical qubits (data qubits and
ancillas), quantum gates, and measurements.

The idea of a quantum memory based on quantum er-
ror correction was first proposed as a 9-qubit code to
store one logical qubit [9]. A quantum memory system
using a two-to-four qubit encoding scheme is proposed
in [10], for its use as a repeater to reduce photon loss
in quantum communication. Further, [11] provides a re-
view of qubit and subsystem stabilizer codes, and their
potential application in protecting quantum information
in quantum memories.

There are currently several contenders for physically
realizing quantum computing/memory systems includ-
ing superconducting, ion-trap, quantum dot, and optical
systems. In certain quantum memory systems, quantum
states are mapped between photons and atomic systems,
allowing effective storage of quantum information [12–
14]. Alternatively, the concept of cyclic quantum mem-
ory proposed in [10] constitutes a delay line loop, com-
plemented by a small linear optical quantum computing
circuit, to repeatedly execute a quantum error-correction
code (QECC) and preserve quantum coherence.

Here we focus on a general model of a quantum mem-
ory system, whose reliability is ensured using quantum
error correction codes and correcting circuits. We prove
that the achievable storage rate—defined as the rate of
logical qubits stored normalized by circuit complexity
rather than the number of channel uses—is a strictly pos-
itive constant. This achievability argument uses a class of
quantum low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes known
as quantum expander codes. These codes are of partic-
ular interest due to their inherent robustness in combat-
ing errors and providing efficient error correction, with
little circuit complexity in their decoders. Moreover, we
reduce the reliable storage problem to reliable communi-
cation of quantum information to obtain converse upper
bounds on storage capacity. Inspired from works on clas-
sical reliable memories, we extend an entropy dissipation
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argument to the quantum setting to tighten the upper
bounds further. Thus, we connect the fields of circuit
complexity and information theory for the first time in
the quantum setting.

Note that the achievable storage rate being strictly
positive is not obvious because most quantum error cor-
recting codes such as surface codes[15] and hypergraph
product codes [16] lack either an efficient decoder or a
constant code rate. Additionally, fault-tolerant quantum
computation (FTQC) is focused on proving the possibil-
ity of reliable quantum computation with constant over-
head [17, 18], but the emphasis is usually not on the exact
value of this constant. Here, we take a step further—
we are interested in the value of achievable storage rate
(lower bound on storage capacity), in the context of re-
liable storage of logical qubits by also taking measure-
ments into account towards circuit complexity. On the
other hand, converse arguments to obtain upper bounds
on quantum storage capacity have not been studied be-
fore as far as we know. Therefore, here we formalize the
notion of entropy dissipation and noise in measurements,
to obtain tighter converse bounds by extending the en-
tropy dissipation argument in [6] to the quantum setting.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
Section II provides a formal definition of a stable quan-
tum memory system. Section III presents the quantum
memory system and noise models. Section IV provides a
brief overview of quantum expander codes and bivariate
bicycle LDPC codes. Section V analyzes the achievability
of stable memories and Section VI gives converse bounds
on storage capacity. Section VII provides a tighter non-
asymptotic upper bound by considering the computa-
tional time complexity of the decoder. Section VIII com-
pares the gap between the upper and lower bounds on
storage capacities. Finally, Section IX concludes the pa-
per with limitations of the present work and potential
future research directions.

II. RELIABLE MEMORIES

Let us formalize notions of reliability, circuit complex-
ity, and reliable memory systems.

Definition 1. The complexity χ of a quantum memory
is the total number of qubits (data qubits and ancillas),
quantum gates, and measurements in the memory sys-
tem.

Measurements are usually not counted towards the
quantum circuit complexity since measurements are typ-
ically performed at the end of the algorithm. However,
in the context of quantum memories, measurements are
performed periodically to protect the quantum state from
decoherence. Therefore, in this paper, we count measure-
ments towards circuit complexity.

Definition 2. Storage overhead θ of a quantum memory
is the ratio of the complexity of quantum memory con-

structed using unreliable components (qubits, gates, and
measurements) to the number of logical qubits.

Definition 3. Let {Mk} be a sequence of quantum mem-
ories each with a storage capability of k logical qubits.
The quantum memory sequence is said to be stable if it
satisfies the following:

1. At time t = 0, each memory Mk is initialized with
a state ρk = E(σk), where σk ∈ B(H), dim(H) = 2k

and E : B(H) → B(H′) is a CPTP map, which acts
as an encoder.

2. The complexity χ(Mk) of memory Mk is bounded
by θk, where θ is fixed for all k.

3. For any ϵ > 0 and T > 0, there exists a time t ≥ T
and a CPTP map (a decoder) D : B(H′) → B(H)
such that min

σk

F (D(ρ̂k), σk) ≥ 1 − ϵ, for some k,

where ρ̂k is the state of Mk at time t given that its
initial state at time t = 0 was ρk = E(σk).

We assume that both the encoder E(·) and the decoder
D(·) are ideal (noiseless), and are not a part of the mem-
ory system.

Definition 4. Quantum storage capacity Q of a quantum
memory is a number such that the storage overhead θ of
any stable quantum memory sequence is bounded below
by 1/Q.

Before proceeding further, let us recall a definition of
the quantum capacity of a quantum channel. Note that
unlike the quantum storage capacity Q described in Def-
inition 4, the quantum capacity Q does not consider cir-
cuit complexity into account.

Definition 5. Achievable communication rate and quan-
tum capacity [19]: For a qubit channel N : B(H) →
B(H), a communication rate R is called ϵ-achievable if
there exists nϵ such that for all n ≥ nϵ, there exists
a sequence of encoders En : HRn → Hn and decoders
Dn : Hn → HRn such that F (Dn◦N⊗n◦En(σ), σ) ≥ 1−ϵ
for all σ ∈ B(HRn) and ϵ ∈ (0, 1]. The quantum capacity
Q(N ) is the supremum of all achievable rates.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we introduce a model of a quantum
memory system inspired by [4], and two noise models
considered in this paper.

A. Quantum Memory System Model

Figure 1 shows a schematic of a quantum memory sys-
tem. An encoder E : B(H) → B(H′) : σ 7→ ρ is a CPTP
map which encodes a 2k dimensional quantum state σ
to a 2n dimensional state ρ. A quantum memory sys-
tem (enclosed in a double-lined box in Figure 1) takes
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a quantum memory system.

the encoded state ρ as input, which undergoes repeated
wait-refresh cycles with a total duration T . A single wait-
and-refresh is completed within a duration of time τ . The
(encoded) quantum state after time duration T is indi-
cated by ρ̂, which is decoded by D to recover the quantum
state σ̂. During the wait duration, the qubits gradually
decohere. The refresh blockR contains the following sub-
blocks: a syndrome measurement circuit which records
the error syndrome on the ancillas ρa, a classical decoder
that obtains the estimate of the set of qubits requiring
correction using the syndrome measurement, and an er-
ror correction (EC) sub-block that applies the correction
(for example, bit-flip and phase-flip corrections) on noisy
encoded qubits.

Let us clarify the system model further. In the first
cycle, there is no wait duration, instead, the noise in
physical qubits is due to the error in state preparation.
We assume that the state preparation error is smaller
than the error introduced during the wait duration in
each subsequent cycle. Secondly, the loop from the out-
put of the refresh block to the input of the wait block
in Figure 1 does not imply a physical feedback loop, be-
cause it does not represent a quantum evolution, and it
could also violate the no-cloning theorem. Instead, it
is similar to a template model in probabilistic graphical
models. In fact, one can equivalently redraw the dia-
gram by unrolling the circuit for ⌈T/τ⌉ time cycles. For
example, in a superconducting quantum architecture, the
refresh block corresponds to applying microwave pulses
corresponding to the controlled unitary operations and
measurements applied repeatedly in regular intervals on
the same set of qubits, which does not involve a physical
feedback loop. Some of the desirable properties of a reli-
able quantum memory system according to Definition 3
are as follows.

1. The residual physical noise after refresh should be
bounded above by the error correction noise thresh-
old even when the syndrome measurements are
noisy. This ensures the error is bounded over mul-
tiple cycles.

2. There is an ability to create fresh ancilla qubits
quickly at the beginning of every refresh step, and
discard (or reset) them after error correction in each
cycle (this is a necessary property of fault-tolerant
quantum circuits).

3. The refresh block should complete all operations
(syndrome measurement and classical computing
for error detection, and error correction) before the
physical noise of the qubits exceeds the error cor-
rection noise threshold.

B. Noise Model

We consider two noise models, namely, local stochastic
noise and depolarizing noise. Both noise models treat the
corruption of quantum states as Pauli errors, i.e., bit flip,
phase flip, and bit-phase flip errors.
a. Local Stochastic Noise Let V be the set of data

qubits (variable nodes) and C be the set of ancillas (check
nodes). An error (E,D) is a random variable, where
E ⊆ V indicates the qubits with Pauli X error1 and
D ⊆ C indicates the the syndrome measurement error,
satisfying the local stochastic error model [18] with pa-
rameters (p, q) if for all S ⊆ V and T ⊆ C

P[S ⊆ E, T ⊆ D] ≤ p|S|q|T |.

In other words, the location of the errors is arbitrary but
the probability of an error decays exponentially with its
weight.

Remark 1. The syndrome error parameter q encapsu-
lates all the following sources of errors, namely, errors
in preparing the ancillas, noisy controlled gate operations

1 It suffices to consider one of X or Z-type error due to symmetry
[20].
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involved in syndrome measurement, measurement errors,
and gate errors in the correction step. This is bounded
because the weights of the stabilizers are a constant for
LDPC codes (will be discussed in Section IVB).

b. Depolarizing Noise The depolarizing noise with
parameter p̃ acting on a qubit is described as follows [21]:

Np̃(ρ) = (1− p̃)ρ+
p̃

3
(XρX + Y ρY + ZρZ).

When a set of qubits is affected by depolarizing noise,
unlike the local stochastic noise, we assume that the noise
across qubits acts independently.

IV. BACKGROUND ON QUANTUM ERROR
CORRECTION

To be self-contained and establish notation, here we
provide a brief overview of quantum error correction. A
quantum error correction code maps a quantum state to
a higher-dimensional subspace to protect it from decoher-
ence by detecting (and correcting) noise-induced excur-
sions from the code subspace. Fortunately, it is sufficient
to correct only bit-flip and phase-flip errors to correct any
arbitrary error in a quantum state [22, Theorem 2]. In
this context, the stabilizer formalism provides a frame-
work to construct quantum error correction codes with
desired properties [22].

A. Stabilizer Formalism, CSS, and LDPC Codes

A stabilizer is a subset of n-qubit Pauli operators
{±1,±i} × {I,X, Y, Z}n that forms an Abelian group.
The corresponding quantum stabilizer code is defined as
the +1 eigenspace of the stabilizer. An especially ele-
gant stabilizer code is provided by a CSS (Calderbank,
Shor, and Steane) construction using two classical codes
CX (to correct bit-flip errors) and CZ (to correct phase-
flip errors) obeying C⊥

X ⊂ CZ (or C⊥
Z ⊂ CX), which is

equivalently stated using the corresponding parity check
matrices as HXH

T
Z = 0. Syndrome measurement is per-

formed by measuring the eigenvalues of the stabilizer us-
ing entangling gates between the data qubits and ancil-
las. Error correction involves applying a set of X and/or
Z gates corresponding to the error pattern recovered from
the syndrome.

Quantum CSS codes constructed using a pair of classi-
cal LDPC codes (quantum LDPC codes) are practically
interesting because the stabilizers have constant weight
and each qubit is part of a constant number of stabilizers,
enabling computationally efficient decoders. A particu-
lar instance from the family of quantum LDPC codes is
a quantum expander code proposed in [23], described as
follows.

B. Quantum Expander Codes

A quantum expander code is constructed as a hyper-
graph product of the Tanner graph of two classical ex-
pander codes.2 Specifically, let C be a classical expander
code with Tanner graph G = {A ∪ B, E} which is a
(γA, δA, γB , δB)-expanding graph with constant left and
right degrees, dA and dB , respectively. Denote the cardi-
nalities |A| = nA and |B| = nB . The hypergraph prod-
uct code of C with itself creates a new Tanner graph
with (nA + nB)

2 vertices, where the set of qubits (vari-
able nodes) are indexed by A2 ∪ B2, the X-type and
Z-type generators (check nodes) are indexed by A × B
and B × A, respectively. The hypergraph product in-
duces parity check matrices, HX = (InA

⊗H, HT × InB
)

and HZ = (H ⊗ InA
, InB

×HT ) such that HXH
T
Z = 0,

validating that it is a CSS code. The generators of the
quantum expander code have a constant weight dA+dB ,
and it is LDPC with parameters [[n, k, dmin]], where
n = n2A + n2B , k ≥ (nA − nB)

2, and dmin = dmin(C).
Quantum expander codes have constant asymptotic

rate, essential to achieving a strictly positive asymptotic
storage rate. Further, an efficient small set-flip decoding
algorithm runs in O(log n) time [20].

C. Bivariate Bicycle Quantum LDPC Codes

Bivariate bicycle (BB) quantum LDPC codes [24], pro-
vide a high-rate alternative to the surface codes in the
non-asymptotic (in the number of physical qubits) set-
ting. The construction of a BB quantum LDPC code
is based on ℓ × ℓ cyclic shift matrices Sℓ whose ith row
has only one non-zero entry at the column i+1 (mod ℓ).
Denote x = Sℓ ⊗ Im and y = Iℓ ⊗ Sm. A BB code is
described by the pair (A,B) where A and B are of the

form
∑3
i=1 z

ζi
i , with zi ∈ {x, y}, and ζi ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ−1} if

ζi = x, or ζi ∈ {1, . . . ,m − 1} if ζi = y. A BB quantum
LDPC code is defined by the following ℓm× 2ℓm parity
check matrices: HX = (A,B) and HZ = (BT , AT ). The
generators of BB quantum LDPC code have a constant
weight of 6 with parameters [[n, k, dmin]], where n = 2ℓm,
k = 2dim(ker(A) ∩ ker(B)) and dmin = min{|v| : v ∈
ker(HX) \ rs(HZ)}. Some examples of high-distance BB
quantum LDPC codes found by numerical search are
listed in [24, Table 3].

The Tanner graph associated with the BB quantum
LDPC codes has thickness ≤ 2, which makes it a prac-
tically attractive choice for chip-based quantum circuits.
However, unlike the quantum expander codes discussed
earlier, it is unclear whether the asymptotic rate of the
BB quantum LDPC code is strictly positive.

2 We assume the two classical codes are identical.
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Parameter Description
p physical noise parameter of data qubits
q syndrome measurement noise parameter
pr residual noise parameter of data qubits

after refresh
pth error correction noise threshold
Pe probability of logical error

TABLE I. Notations and their description.

V. LOWER BOUNDS (ACHIEVABILITY)

In this section, we try to find a lower bound on the
storage capacity of a quantum memory. In particular,
we find a range of physical noise (local stochastic and
depolarizing noise) levels for which the probability of er-
ror can be ensured to be arbitrarily small with the size
of the quantum memory, using a specific quantum error
correcting code. The ratio of the number of logical qubits
to the total number of physical qubits (including ancil-
las), quantum gates, and measurements gives the lower
bound on storage capacity.

In quantum expander codes, since each check (vari-
able) node is connected to a constant number of variable
(check) nodes, syndrome measurement and error correc-
tion can be completed in constant (in the number of
physical data qubits n) time privided they are performed
in parallel. Moreover, it is a standard assumption in
FTQC that classical computation is fast and error-free
[17, 18, 22]. Therefore unless otherwise specified, we
assume that the operations associated with the refresh
block have a constant time complexity with respect to
n. In this context, we assume that each wait and refresh
cycle is completed within time duration τ constant with
respect to n. Therefore, until Section VII, where we dis-
cuss the effect of classical computation time on storage
capacity, we omit the argument τ while referring to the
physical noise parameter, i.e., p := p(τ).

Lemma 1. Let Er be the residual error after refresh
and Ew be the error introduced during the wait dura-
tion, both of which are local stochastic with parameters
pr and p, respectively. The total error experienced by the
quantum state at the input of every refresh operation is
(Er ∪ Ew, D) which is local stochastic with parameters
(pr + p, q).

Proof. The residual error Er right after error correction
is local stochastic with parameter pr. Then, waiting for
a certain duration of time before the next round of re-
fresh incurs additional error Ew which is local stochas-
tic with parameter p. The total error before the second
round of refresh is Er∪Ew, which is again local stochastic
with parameter pr + p (see [25, Lemma 11] for the proof
that composition of local stochastic errors is also local
stochastic). Ancillas are freshly prepared for capturing
the syndrome measurement in each cycle. Therefore, the
error in syndrome measurement D is independent of the

error in data qubits, and is local stochastic with param-
eter q. ■

The following lemma provides a relationship between
the probability of logical error and fidelity between the
quantum states, which is required to prove Theorem 1.

Lemma 2. Suppose a quantum state ρ is corrupted by
Pauli errors, and σ is the quantum state conditioned on
the occurrence of a logical error. Then, for any ϵ ∈ [0, 1],
if the probability of logical error Pe ≤ ϵ, the fidelity is
bounded as F (ρ, ρ′) ≥ 1− ϵ, where ρ′ = (1− Pe)ρ+ Peσ.

Proof. The fidelity between ρ and ρ′ is bounded as fol-
lows:

F (ρ′, ρ) = Tr

(√√
ρρ′

√
ρ

)2

= Tr

(√
(1− Pe)

√
ρρ

√
ρ+ Pe

√
ρσ

√
ρ

)2

≥ Tr

(√
(1− Pe)

√
ρρ

√
ρ

)2

= Tr
(√

(1− Pe)ρ
)2

= 1− Pe ≥ 1− ϵ.

■

To determine an achievable storage rate, we shall con-
sider a quantum memory system protected using a quan-
tum expander code proposed in [20], which is constructed
as a hypergraph product of two classical expander codes3.
The following lemma provides a bound on the logical
probability of error decaying exponentially with the num-
ber of physical qubits provided the physical error is less
than a threshold.

Lemma 3. For a quantum memory system protected us-
ing a quantum expander code described in IVB against
local stochastic noise with parameters (p+pr, q), the logi-
cal probability of error after one round of refresh is given
by:

Pe(n) ≤ Cn

(
p+ pr
pth

)C′√n

. (1)

where pth is the fault-tolerant threshold, the residual error
after error correction is local stochastic with parameter
pr = Kq1/c0 satisfying p+ pr < pth, K is a constant in-
dependent of p and q (see [18, proof of Theorem 3]), and
pth, c0, C and C ′ are constants that depend on the pa-
rameters of quantum expander code (see [18, Section 3.1]
for details).

Proof. From Lemma 1, noise at the input of the refresh
block is local stochastic with parameter at most p + pr.
If p + pr < pth, then from [20, Theorem 1] the logical
probability of error is bounded above as (1). ■

3 We assume that the two classical codes are identical.
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Now, the following theorem provides a strictly pos-
itive lower bound on storage capacity for a quantum
memory system protected using a quantum expander
code. Specifically, consider a quantum memory system
described in Section IIIA protected using quantum ex-
pander code described in [20].

Theorem 1. Suppose the qubits and syndrome measure-
ments experience local stochastic noise with parameter
pair (p, q). Let the residual noise after each cycle be local
stochastic with parameter pr. If p+ pr < pth, then there
exists a sequence of quantum memories with a strictly
positive storage capacity Q(Np). Specifically, the storage
capacity of this memory system is bounded below as

Q(Np) ≥
1

3
R + (3 + dA + dB)

2
Rc

(
1
Rc

− 1
) ,

where Rc = nA−nB

nA
= 1 − dA

dB
and R = (nA−nB)2

n2
A+n2

B
=

(dB−dA)2

d2B+d2A
are the design rates of the classical expander

code and the quantum expander code, respectively.

Proof. For the quantum expander code proposed in [20],
note that k = (nA−nB)2 is the number of logical qubits,
n = n2A + n2B is number of encoded data qubits (does
not include ancillas), and na = n − k = 2nAnB is the
number of ancillas. Denote nH = 2nAnB as the number
of Hadamard gates required for bit-flip error measure-
ment, nsynd = 2nAnB(dA + dB) as the number of C-Z
and C-X gates operating on encoded data qubits for syn-
drome measurement with ancillas as control and encoded
qubits as target, nm = 2nAnB as the number of Z-basis
measurements, and nEC = 2(n2A + n2B) as the number of
classically controlled X and Z gates for error correction.
Then the total number of gates for error correction is

χg = nH + nsynd + nEC

= 2nAnB + 2nAnB(dA + dB) + 2(n2A + n2B).

The achievable quantum storage rate is the ratio of the
number of logical qubits to the complexity of the memory
system:

Rs =
k

χ
=

k

n+ na + χg + nm

=
1

3
n2
A+n2

B

(nA−nB)2 + 2(3 + dA + dB)
nAnB

(nA−nB)2

.

Observing that the design rate of classical expander code
is Rc = kc

nc
= nA−nB

nA
and the design rate of quantum

expander code is R = (nA−nB)2

n2
A+n2

B
, the achievable storage

rate can be rewritten as

Rs =
1

3
R + (3 + dA + dB)

2
Rc

(
1
Rc

− 1
) . (2)

Note that the logical error rate after L = ⌈T/τ⌉ rounds
of wait-refresh cycles can be obtained by applying the
union bound:

P (T )
e (n) ≤

L∑
l=1

P (l)
e (n) ≤ LPe(n)

= C

⌈
T

τ

⌉
n

(
p+ pr
pth

)C′√n

,

where the last expression is obtained by substituting for
Pe(n) in (1). For any given T > 0, if p + pr < pth,

then P
(T )
e (n) can be made arbitrarily small for large val-

ues of n (i.e., P
(T )
e (n) ≤ ϵ for any ϵ ∈ (0, 1]). Conse-

quently, from Lemma 2, the fidelity F (ρ, ρ̂) ≥ 1 − ϵ can
be achieved. Therefore, the quantum storage capacity
can be bounded as Q(Np) ≥ Rs. ■

Remark 2. Note that the storage rate is a (strictly) pos-
itive constant, and does not vanish with increasing n.

Corollary 1. Consider a quantum memory system de-
scribed in Theorem 1, but the qubits experience i.i.d. de-
polarizing noise Np̃ with parameter p̃ = 3p/2 and the
refresh block is noiseless. If p < pth, then the stor-
age capacity of this memory system is bounded below as
Q(Np̃) ≥ Rs.

Proof. Since the refresh block is noiseless, pr = 0. There-
fore, if the qubits experience a local stochastic noise with
parameter p with p < pth, then the logical error can be
made arbitrarily small for a sufficiently large n. Sup-
pose the logical error rate is bounded by ϵ, then from
[20, Lemma 29] the logical error rate with i.i.d. depolar-
izing noise with parameter p̃ = 3p/2 is also bounded by
ϵ. Therefore, the quantum storage capacity of the mem-
ory system with i.i.d. depolarizing noise is also bounded
below by Rs in (2). ■

VI. UPPER BOUNDS (CONVERSE)

In this section, we derive upper bounds on storage ca-
pacity in both asymptotic and non-asymptotic scenar-
ios, where the latter considers fixed number of physical
qubits.

A. Asymptotic bounds

The following theorem provides an asymptotic upper
bound on storage capacity when a quantum memory sys-
tem is corrupted by an i.i.d. noise across qubits (using
an argument similar to [26, proof of Lemma 1]).

Theorem 2. Consider a quantum memory system where
each qubit is corrupted independently by a qubit chan-
nel N , and let Q(N ) denote the corresponding quan-
tum capacity. Then the storage capacity is bounded as
Q(N ) ≤ Q(N ).
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Proof. Consider a quantum memory system with quan-
tum information stored across n physical qubits, where
n is arbitrary. Let N⊗n and R indicate the CPTP maps
corresponding to the wait duration and refresh, respec-
tively. Then the decoded quantum state after L cycles of
wait and refresh is σ̂ = D◦(R◦N⊗n)◦L◦E(σ). Note that
σ̂ can be expressed as D′ ◦ N⊗n ◦ E(σ) for some D′, in
particular for D′ = D ◦ (R◦N⊗n)◦L−1 ◦R. This implies
that there exists D′ with σ′ = D′ ◦N⊗n ◦ E(σ) such that
F (σ, σ′) ≥ F (σ, σ̂). Therefore, F (σ, σ′) ≥ 1 − ϵ is a nec-
essary condition for F (σ, σ̂) ≥ 1− ϵ. In other words, the
necessary condition for reliable storage of quantum state
σ in a memory system with each qubit corrupted by N
is the ability to reliably communicate σ through the in-
dependent channel N⊗n. Storing quantum information
with a rate greater than Q(N ) would violate condition
(3) of Definition 3. Therefore, the storage capacity is
bounded as Q(N ) ≤ Q(N ). ■

The upper bound in Theorem 2 is loose because it takes
noise in only one layer into account and the decoder com-
plexity is not considered in deriving the bound. The next
theorem (Theorem 3) tightens this bound by incorporat-
ing a lower bound on the decoder complexity using an
entropy dissipation argument similar to [6]. Of separate
interest, we also refine the upper bound on the storage
capacity of classical memories of [6] in Appendix E.

The effect of a noisy channel on data qubits can be
equivalently described as a joint unitary evolution be-
tween the data qubits and the environment, followed by
a discarding of the environment, which manifests as de-
coherence (entropy accretion) in the data qubits. The
goal of the refresh map R is to project the quantum
state to the codeword subspace, disentangling the data
qubits from the environment. One of the ways to achieve
this is by using a set of orthogonal projectors as in sta-
bilizer codes (measuring the ancillas in computational
basis) followed by error detection and error correction,
or alternatively one can consider a more general chan-
nel decoding approach of applying a coherent quantum
instrument, followed by a suitable isometry (as indi-
cated in [27, (24.28) and (24.50)]) and re-encoding. This
general decoding method is depicted in Figure 1 as a
syndrome projective measurement, followed by classical
post-processing and error correction. To obtain a tighter
converse bound on storage capacity in Theorem 3, we
consider the entropy accreted in the data qubits being
dissipated using a collection of suitable projective mea-
surements. To this end, we start by defining complete
entropy dissipation as follows.

Definition 6. Complete entropy dissipation: The
refresh map R dissipates entropy completely if and only
if for a given φRM and for any δ ∈ (0, 1),

F (RM ◦ N⊗n
M (φRM ), φRM ) ≥ 1− δ. (3)

where R is the purifying system or a reference system to

which M is entangled.4

In other words, R is a complete entropy dissipator if
and only if the resulting state after one cycle of wait-and-
refresh RM ◦ N⊗n

M matches the initial state with high
fidelity. This happens only when RM ◦ N⊗n(φRM ) is
(almost) completely disentangled from the environment.
The following lemma provides a lower bound on the en-
tropy required to be dissipated (entropy accretion) by R
in every cycle.

Lemma 4. A complete entropy dissipator R associated
with a quantum memory M storing k ≤ Ic(N⊗n) logical
qubits must dissipate an entropy of at least Hacc

k (N⊗n)
in every cycle, where Hacc

k = minφRM
H(RM)N⊗n

M
(φRM )

such that Ic(R⟩M)N⊗n
M (φRM ) ≥ k.

Proof. Let R be a complete entropy dissipator such
that (3) holds for some φRM = |φ⟩⟨φ|RM satisfying
Ic(R⟩M)N⊗n

M (φRM ) ≥ k. Suppose VME is a Stinespring

dilation of N⊗n
M , then

N⊗n
M (φRM ) = TrE

(
VME |φ⟩⟨φ|RM ⊗ |e0⟩⟨e0|E V

†
ME

)
= TrE

 r∑
i=1

αi |φi⟩RM |ẽi⟩E
r∑
j=1

α∗
j ⟨φj |RM ⟨ẽj |E



=

r∑
i=1

|αi|2 |φi⟩⟨φi|RM ,

where {|φi⟩RM}i and {|ẽi⟩E}i are orthogonal pure states
with

∑r
i=1 |αi|2 = 1 and Schmidt rank r. From Defini-

tion 6, F
(
RM (

∑r
i=1 |αi|2 |φi⟩⟨φi|RM ), |φ⟩RM

)
≥ 1 − δ

holds. Note that
∑r
i=1 |αi|2 |φi⟩⟨φi|RM is a classical mix-

ture of orthogonal pure states. Since |φ⟩RM is a pure
state, for the fidelity to be arbitrarily close to 1, R needs
to dissipate the entropy of at least H(RM)N⊗n

M
(φRM ) =

H(|α1|2, . . . , |αr|2) = −
∑r
i=1 |αi|2 log2(|αi|2). Minimiz-

ing H(RM)N⊗n
M (φRM ) over φRM gives the minimum en-

tropy required to be dissipated by R. ■

In general, determining the lower bound on entropy
accretion can be challenging. However for unitarily co-
variant channels, obtaining the entropy accretion bound
is simpler, which we show in the following corollary to
Lemma 4.

Corollary 2. If N is a unitarily covariant channel, then
the entropy accretion is bounded below as Hacc(N⊗n) ≥
n− Ic(N⊗n).

4 We omit the subscript k for quantum memory Mk to simplify
notation.
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Proof. The nth extension N⊗n of a unitarily
covariant channel N is also unitarily covari-
ant. Then by definition we have N⊗n

M (φRM ) =

U†
MN⊗n

M (UMφRMU
†
M )UM , whose dilation rep-

resentation is TrE

(
VME (φRM ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|)V †

ME

)
=

U†
MTrE

(
VME(UMφRMU

†
M ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|)V †

ME

)
UM , which

implies H(RM)N⊗n(φRM ) = H(RM)N⊗n(UMφRMU†
M )

for any unitary U . Therefore, H(RM)N⊗n(φRM ) is a

constant for any φRM . Substituting φRM = Φ+ and
maximizing the coherent information term with respect
to φRM we obtain the lower bound on entropy accretion
as follows

Hacc
k (N⊗n) = H(RM)N⊗n

M (φRM )

= H(M)N⊗n
M (φRM ) − Ic(R⟩M)N⊗n

M (φRM )

≥ n− Ic(N⊗n),

for any k ≤ Ic(N⊗n), where the last inequality is due
to definition of channel coherent information Ic(N⊗n) =
max
φRM

Ic(R⟩M)N⊗n
M (φRM ). ■

Now, the following lemma provides a hypercontractiv-
ity condition required to obtain a tighter upper bound
on storage capacity in Theorem 3.

Lemma 5. Consider a unitarily covariant channel N
satisfying the following conditions:

C1. If Icn,λ(R) = Icn,λ−1(R), then F (ρ
(λ−1)
k ,R ◦ N⊗n

M ◦
ρ
(λ−1)
k ) ≥ 1− δ.

C2. For any CPTP map R, only one of the following
holds:

i. Icn,λ(R) = Icn,λ−1(R).

ii. Icn,λ(R) ≤ ηIcn,λ−1(R) for some η ∈ (0, 1).

for all λ ∈ {1, . . . , L} and η is constant with respect to
n and L. Here Ic(·) is the channel coherent informa-
tion and Icn,λ(R) = Ic(N⊗n ◦ (R◦N⊗n)◦λ). A quantum
memory system with n physical qubits can store quantum
information reliably at a positive rate only if R dissipates
the accreted entropy completely in every cycle.

Proof. Suppose R does not disspipate entropy com-

pletely, i.e., F (ρ
(λ−1)
k ,R ◦ N⊗n

M ◦ ρ(λ−1)
k ) < 1 − δ. Then

from (C1), we have Icn,λ(R) ̸= Icn,λ−1(R), which along
with data processing inequality of coherent information
implies that condition (C2.ii) holds. Applying condition
(C2.ii) recursively, the rate at which quantum informa-
tion can be stored reliably for L cycles is bounded above
by (η)L−1Ic(N⊗n) which vanishes for large L. Therefore,
the refresh map R being a complete entropy dissipator
is a necessay condition for storing quantum information
reliably forever (for arbitrary L) at a positive rate. ■

Note that in each cycle the refresh block dissipates the
accreted entropy by performing a syndrome measurement
followed by classical post-processing and error correction
as shown in Figure 1. A syndrome measurement entails
performing a set of stabilizer measurements, which is in
turn a collection of projective measurements on the set
of ancillas entangled with the data qubits. One can in-
terpret that each projective measurement collapses the
system’s state progressively into more and more definite
states, gradually dissipating the entropy accumulated in
the system. For example, in the quantum expander code
in Section V, the stabilizer measurements contain projec-
tive measurements that are the X and Z-basis measure-
ments performed on the ancilla qubits.
The following theorem provides an upper bound on

quantum storage capacity assuming that we are equipped
with multiple instances of a projective measurement. The
idea is to take into account the number of projective mea-
surements required to dissipate the entropy accumulated
in each cycle towards the quantum circuit complexity.
Note that we do not account for the gate complexity of
a projective measurement in the converse bounds, i.e., it
has a unit contribution towards the circuit complexity.

Theorem 3. Consider a quantum memory equipped with
a set of projectors P = {Πu}u satisfying

∑
uΠu = 1.

Suppose each data qubit is corrupted independently by a
unitarily covariant qubit channel N satisfying conditions
C1 and C2 in Lemma 5, then the quantum storage ca-
pacity is bounded as

Q(N ) ≤ Q(N )Hdis(P)

1 +Hdis(P)−Q(N )
, (4)

where Hdis(P) = supψ (H(ψ)−
∑
u pu(u)H(ψu)), H(ψ)

is the von Neumann entropy of density operator ψ,
pu(u) = Tr(Πuψ) is the probability that the measurement

outcome is u and ψu = ΠuψΠu

pu(u)
is the post-measurement

state corresponding to the projector Πu.

Proof. If the circuit complexity of an n-qubit memory
system is R is χ, then the storage rate is bounded as
Ic(N⊗n)
n+χ . To find a lower bound on χ, observe (from

Corollary 2) that at the end of the wait duration (just
before the next round of refresh) the entropy build-up in
the n-qubit quantum memory is at least n − Ic(N⊗n).
From Lemma 5, for quantum information to be reliably
recovered after an arbitrary time duration (or arbitrary
number of cycles L), the entropy built-up in every cycle
must be completely dissipated. One way to dissipate the
accreted entropy is through a set of projective measure-
ments (for example, stabilizer measurements). The max-
imum entropy dissipated by the projective measurement
P is given byHdis(P) = supψ (H(ψ)−

∑
u pu(u)H(ψu)),

where the first term and the second term are the en-
tropies before and after measurement, respectively, ψu
is the post measurement state corresponding to the pro-
jector Πu, and pu(u) = Tr(Πuψ) is the probability that
the post measurement state is ψu. The supremum is
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over the set of all density operators ψ (acting on Hilbert
space of arbitrary dimension). Consequently, the num-
ber of measurements required to completely dissipate
the accreted entropy from the data qubits is at least
n−Ic(N⊗n)
Hdis(P)

, which is a lower bound on the circuit com-

plexity χ. Therefore, the storage capacity is bounded as

Q(N ) ≤ Ic(N⊗n)
n+χ ≤ Ic(N⊗n)

n+
n−Ic(N⊗n)

Hdis(P)

≤ Q(N )

1+
1−Q(N)

Hdis(P)

, where the

last inequality is due to the super-additivity of coherent

information and Q(N ) = limn→∞
Ic(N⊗n)

n . ■

Remark 3. Note that the bound in Theorem 3 is tighter
than the bound in Theorem 2. In general, for a quan-
tum memory system containing qudits corrupted by a qu-
dit channel N satisfying the conditions C1 and C2 in
Lemma 5 with an ensemble of measurements described
in Theorem 2, the upper bound on storage capacity is

Q(N ) ≤ Q(N )Hdis(P)
log d+Hdis(P)−Q(N )

, where d is the qudit dimen-

sion.

For a general projective measurement P, obtaining
closed-form expression of Hdis(P) is not always possible.
Therefore, we define noisy orthogonal projectors obey-
ing certain symmetry property allowing us to obtain a
closed-form expression of (4) in Corollary 3.

Definition 7. The set of noisy orthogonal projectors
with parameter ζ ∈ [0, 1

U ] is described by Pζ = {Πu :

u ∈ {1, . . . , U}} satisfying
∑U
u=1 Πu = 1 such that the

condition

Tr(Πuψ) ≥ ζ. (5)

holds for all u ∈ {1, . . . , U} and for any density matrix
ψ.

Corollary 3. The storage capacity of a quantum mem-
ory system equipped with a set of ζ-noisy orthogonal pro-
jectors Pζ satisfying condition (5) is

Q(N ) ≤ Q(N )Hdis
U (ζ)

1 +Hdis
U (ζ)−Q(N )

, (6)

where Hdis
U (ζ) = log2 U − H(1 + ζ − Uζ, ζ, . . . , ζ) and

H(x1, . . . , xU ) = −
∑U
i=1 xi log2(xi) is the entropy func-

tion.

Proof. For any noisy projective measurement Pζ with U

elements, the completeness relation
∑U
u=1 Πu = 1 holds,

which implies Tr
(∑U

u=1 Πuψ
)
= Tr(ψ) = 1 for any den-

sity matrix ψ. Therefore,

Tr(Πuψ) = 1−
U∑

w ̸=u

Tr(Πwψ) ≤ 1− (U − 1)ζ, (7)

for any u ∈ {1, . . . , U}. Therefore, max-
imum entropy dissipation is Hdis

U (ζ) =

sup{Pζ},ψ

(
H(ψ)−

∑U
u=1 pu(u)H(ψu)

)
, where the

maximization is over the set of noisy projectors with pa-
rameter ζ and density matrix ψ. Due to the symmetry of
the constraints (5) and (7), it can be observed that max-
imally mixed state of dimension U with projectors Πu =

(1 + ζ − Uζ) |φu⟩⟨φu|+ ζ
∑U
w ̸=u |φw⟩⟨φw|, where ⟨φy|φz⟩

= 0 whenever x ̸= y, maximize the entropy dissipation,
yielding Hdis

U (ζ) = log2 U −H(1 + ζ − Uζ, ζ, . . . , ζ). ■

Remark 4. The storage capacity of a quantum memory
described in Corollary 3, but restricted to two-outcome
ζ-noisy projective measurements is bounded as

Q(N ) ≤ Q(N )(1− h2(ζ))

2− h2(ζ)−Q(N )
, (8)

which is obtained by substituting U = 2 in (6).

Remark 5. When orthogonal projectors are noiseless,
i.e., ζ = 0 the upper bound on the ratio of storage capacity

in (8) to quantum capacity Q(N )
Q(N ) → 1

2 as Q(N ) → 0, and
Q(N )
Q(N ) → 1 as Q(N ) → 1, which indicates that the circuit

complexity of a quantum memory using extremely noisy
qubits is at least twice as large as that of the noiseless
quantum memory.

Corollary 4. Consider a quantum memory system de-
scribed in Corollary 3 with a set of two-outcome ζ-noisy
orthogonal projectors. Suppose each qubit is corrupted
independently by depolarizing noise Np̃ with parameter
p̃ ∈ [0, 14 ), then the storage capacity is bounded as

Q(Np̃) ≤
Qub(Np̃)(1− h2(ζ))

2− h2(ζ)−Qub(Np̃)
, (9)

where

Qub(Np̃) = conv
{
1− h2(p̃), h2

(
1+γ(p̃)

2

)
− h2

(
γ(p̃)
2

)
, 1− 4p̃

}
,

conv(·) is the convex hull, and h2(·) is the binary entropy
function.

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 2, the reliable storage
problem reduces to the problem of reliable communica-
tion. From [28, eq. 36], the quantum capacity of the
depolarizing channel is bounded as

Q(Np̃) ≤ conv
{
1− h(p̃), h

(
1+γ(p̃)

2

)
− h

(
γ(p̃)
2

)
, 1− 4p̃

}
.

(10)
where γ(p̃) = 4(

√
1− p̃− 1+ p̃), Substituting (10) in (8),

we obtain the upper bound in (9). ■

Thus far, while computing storage capacities we have
assumed the number of physical qubits to be arbitrarily
large. In the following section, we investigate the limits of
reliable information storage in quantum memory systems
with a fixed number of physical qubits.
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B. Non-asymptotic bounds

When the number of physical qubits n is fixed, the no-
tions of reliable forever and arbitrarily small logical error
rates are not always meaningful. Therefore, instead of
stability of memory sequences, we provide an alterna-
tive definition of reliability namely (ϵ, T )-reliability of a
quantum memory system with a fixed number of physical
qubits n as follows.

Definition 8. A quantum memory Mk,n with a storage
capability of k qubits constructed using a quantum system
containing n physical qubits is said to be (ϵ, T )-reliable if
it satisfies the following:

1. At time t = 0, each memoryMk,n is initialized with
a state ρk = E(σk), where σk ∈ B(H), dim(H) =
2k and E : B(H) → B(H′) is a CPTP map with
dim(H′) ≤ n, which acts as an encoder.

2. For the given ϵ > 0 and T > 0, there exists t ≥ T
and a CPTP map (a decoder) D : B(H′) → B(H)
such that min

σk

F (D(ρ̂k), σk) ≥ 1−ϵ, where ρ̂k is the

state of Mk at time t given that its initial state at
time t = 0 was ρk.

Definition 9. Quantum storage capacity Q
(ϵ,T )
n of an

(ϵ, T )-reliable quantum memory system with n physical
qubits and circuit complexity χ(Mk,n) is a number such

that Q
(ϵ,T )
n ≥ k

χ(Mk,n)
for all k.

Next, we obtain an upper bound on storage capacity
when the qubits experience a general i.i.d. channel, and
a tighter upper bound under i.i.d. depolarizing noise. In
this subsection, we do not consider measurement noise
(i.e., we set ζ = 0) since it does not provide significant
insights in addition to those discussed in Section VIA.

1. A converse bound using one-shot quantum capacity

From one-shot quantum capacity over a quantum chan-
nel [21, Corollary 14.4], we obtain the following upper
bound on the storage capacity of a quantum memory
system affected by a general i.i.d. noise.

Corollary 5. Suppose a quantum memory system con-
taining n physical qubits, with each qubit independently
experiencing noise characterized by a qubit channel N ,
and a set of two-outcome (noiseless) projective measure-
ments. For a target fidelity of 1− ϵ, the storage capacity
is bounded above as

Q(ϵ,T )
n (N ) ≤ 1

1− 2ϵ

(
Q(N ) +

h2(ϵ)

n

)
,

Proof. Using the argument in Theorem 2, the reliable
storage problem reduces to the reliable communication

problem. Then, for a fixed number of physical qubits n,
the storage rate is bounded by the one-shot capacity of
a finite blocklength qubit channel as [21]

(1− 2ϵ) log2(dl) ≤ Ic(N⊗n) + h2(ϵ),

where dl is the dimension of the logical quantum state,
and Ic(N⊗n) is the coherent information of the channel
N⊗n. Since coherent information is super-additive, and
noting that quantum capacity is the limit of regularized
coherent information yields

(1− 2ϵ)
log2(dl)

n
≤ sup

k

Ic(N⊗k)

k
+
h2(ϵ)

n
,

R ≤ 1

1− 2ϵ

(
Q(N ) +

h2(ϵ)

n

)
,

where the rate R = log2 dl
n . ■

2. A tighter converse bound for depolarizing noise

In the particular case of qubits in a quantum mem-
ory system experiencing i.i.d. depolarizing noise Np̃, we
obtain a tighter bound using second-order terms in the
finite blocklength quantum communication bound.

Corollary 6. Suppose a quantum memory system with n
physical qubits experiences i.i.d. depolarizing noise N⊗n

p̃

with parameter p̃ ∈ [0, 14 ), and contains a set of two-
outcome projective measurements. For a target fidelity
of at least 1− ϵ, the storage capacity is bounded above as

Q(ϵ,T )
n (Np̃) ≤ Qso(p̃, n, ϵ), (11)

where Qso(p̃, n, ϵ) is the convex hull of the following
terms:

• Q(Zp̃) +
√

V (Zp̃)
n Φ−1(ϵ) + logn

2n +O
(
1
n

)
,

• h2

(
1+γ(p̃)

2

)
− h2

(
γ(p̃)
2

)
, and

• 1− 4p̃,

and Q(Zp̃) and V (Zp̃) are the quantum capacity and the
channel dispersion (or information variance) of the qubit
dephasing channel Zp̃ with parameter p̃, respectively.

Proof. The achievable rate of quantum communication of
the depolarizing channelNp̃ is [29, eq. 12], [30] is bounded
above by the quantum capacity of the dephasing channel
Zp̃ with the same parameter p̃:

log2(d)
n ≤ Q(Zp̃) +

√
V (Zp̃)
n Φ−1(ϵ) + logn

2n +O
(
1
n

)
.(12)

Replacing the first term in the convex hull in (10) with
the above upper bound on the quantum capacity of de-
phasing channel, we obtain the bound in (11). ■
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Remark 6. It can be proved that the constant associ-
ated with the last term O( 1n ) in (12) is negative (see Ap-
pendix A. for details), Therefore, the sum of first three
terms in (12) is a valid upper bound, which we use in our
numerical analyses in Sections VII and VIII B.

In the next section, we investigate how time complexity
of classical computation time of the decoder affects the
upper bounds on storage capacity.

VII. CONSIDERING THE TIME-COMPLEXITY
OF CLASSICAL COMPUTATION IN THE

REFRESH BLOCK

Thus far, we have assumed that the time complexity
of the classical computation in error detection and cor-
rection (in the refresh block) is constant, which is a usual
assumption in fault-tolerant quantum computation [17].
However, in practice, it is unlikely that this assumption
holds, i.e., the time complexity scales non-trivially with
the number of physical qubits n. For example, in [18],
the classical decoding algorithm (small set-flip algorithm)
runs with a time complexity of O(n), and its parallelized
version scales as O(log n).

A side effect of considering the time complexity of clas-
sical computation is the inability to achieve an arbitrarily
small probability of logical error for a given rate. In other
words, the improvement in the logical error provided by
large blocklengths is overshadowed by the accumulation
of more noise while waiting for the completion of clas-
sical computation in each cycle. Consequently, our as-
sumption of p(τ) being a constant no longer holds, and
the time dependence of physical noise parameter p plays
an unfavorable, yet important role on the storage capac-
ity. Note that syndrome error q does not depend on time
since ancillas are freshly prepared or reset before every
syndrome measurement. We consider the model of time
dependence of the physical noise parameter p proposed
in [31], which is p(τ) = 1

2 − 1
6e

−τ/τr − 1
3e

−τ/τd , where τr
and τd are the relaxation and dephasing times, respec-
tively. In general, determining storage capacity Q(ϵ,T )

under the decoding time constraint can be formulated as
the following optimization problem:

maximize
n,τ

R(ϵ,T )(n, τ) (13)

s.t. c1g(n)τc + τ0 ≤ τ,

p(τ) + pr ≤ pth,

P (T )
e (n, p(τ), pr, pth) ≤ ϵ.

where R(ϵ,T )(n, τ) is an achievable storage rate of a quan-
tum memory containing n physical qubits, Ω(g(n)) is the
time complexity of classical computation, τc is the time
required for each cycle of classical computation in the
decoder, τ0 is the time required for reading out syn-

drome measurements, P
(T )
e (n, p(τ), pr, pth) is the logi-
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FIG. 2. Geometric illustration of the optimization problem
in (14). The values of the constants are set as follows: τr =
49µs, τd = 95µs [33], 1/τc = 3.2 GHz, and c1 = 10. The
optimal point (n∗, τ∗) ≈ (2.565×106, 51.12 ns) highlighted in
the figure corresponds to the upper bound on storage capacity
Q(ϵ,T ) ≤ 0.9927320704447439 for a target fidelity ϵ = 10−6.

cal error probability at time T , and c1 > 0 is a con-
stant. In general, optimization problem (13) may not be
tractable since precise characterizations of R(ϵ,T )(n, τ)

and P
(T )
e (n, p(τ), pr, pth) may not be known. However,

we can find upper bounds on storage capacities in specific
cases; for example, under i.i.d. depolarizing noise, and
g(n) = log n, solving the following simpler optimization
problem yields an upper bound on storage capacity (see
Appendix D for the derivation):

maximize
n,τ

Qso(p̃(τ), n, ϵ) (14)

s.t. c1g(n)τc + τ0 ≤ τ ≤ τmax,

where Qso(p̃(τ), n, ϵ) is the finite blocklength upper
bound on quantum capacity of the depolarizing chan-
nel with parameter p̃(τ) = 3p(τ)/2, and τmax = max{τ :
p̃(τ) = 1

4}. As shown in Appendix D, problem (14) can
be further reduced to a one-dimensional non-convex op-
timization problem in n which can be solved optimally
using [32, Algorithm 3]. Figure 2 shows the contours of
the objective function, the constraint curve, and the op-
timal solution (n∗, τ∗) of optimization problem (14) in a
geometric manner.

VIII. NUMERICAL COMPARISON BETWEEN
UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON STORAGE

CAPACITY

In this section, we compare the upper and lower
bounds of storage capacities in both asymptotic and non-
asymptotic cases, when the quantum memory system is
corrupted by i.i.d. depolarizing noise across the qubits
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for a single time-step, i.e., L = 1 (extension to a general
L is straightforward). For comparison, we assume that
there is no error in the refresh block (syndrome measure-
ment and error correction) implying that the residual er-
ror pr ≈ 0, and also the measurement noise parameter
ζ = 0.

A. Asymptotic bounds

Recall from [20, Lemma 29] that the lower bound on
storage capacity in Theorem 2 (with local stochastic noise
parameter p) also holds for depolarizing noise with pa-
rameter p̃ = 3p/2. Consider a quantum expander code
described in Section IVB with parameters given in Ap-
pendix B, and let the depolarizing noise parameter be
p̃ = 2.212 × 10−19 ≈ 3pth/2. From (2), the storage ca-
pacity is bounded below as Q ≥ Rs ≈ 0.0004246. On the
other hand from (9), the upper bound on storage capac-
ity is Q ≤ 1 − 4.17 × 10−17 ≈ 1 for the same physical
noise level.

While quantum expander codes provide a non-
vanishing lower bound on storage capacity in theory, the
gap between achievable storage rate and the converse is
too large to be of practical interest. This gap is a conse-
quence of the small fault-tolerance threshold of quantum
expander codes obtained using loose percolation theory
bounds [20]. Therefore, in the next section, we investi-
gate the gap in the non-asymptotic regime, which is of
more practical interest.

B. Non-asymptotic bounds

Here we consider a quantum memory system with
k = 12 (logical) qubits protected using a bivariate bicy-
cle quantum LDPC code proposed in [24]. In particular,
we consider an [[n, k, dc]] = [[144, 12, 12]] code, where n
is the number of physical qubits and dc is the distance of
the code. The circuit complexity of the resulting quan-
tum memory system is χ = 12n (see Appendix C 2 for
the calculation). Therefore, the lower bound on storage

capacity is Q
(ϵ,T )
n ≥ k

χ = 0.006944, where the logical

probability of error ϵ = 2.3639× 10−7.
From (12), the upper bound on storage rate for a

quantum memory system with n = 144 physical qubits,
and the target logical error rate ϵ = 2.3639 × 10−7 is

Q
(ϵ,T )
n ≤ 0.8813.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we extend the definition of reliable mem-
ories to the quantum setting. We prove that the achiev-
able storage rate of a quantum memory system protected
using quantum expander codes is a strictly positive con-
stant when both data qubits and error correction are af-

fected by local stochastic noise. Then using an entropy
homeostasis argument similar to [6] we provide a tighter
upper bound on the storage capacity of a quantum mem-
ory system corrupted by noise, which is independent and
identically distributed across qubits. We also provide a
strictly positive lower bound on the storage capacity us-
ing bivariate bicycle LDPC codes proposed in [24] and
converse upper bounds in the non-asymptotic regime.
Finally, we compare the achievable storage rates with

the upper bounds for specific values of depolarizing noise.
In the asymptotic case, even though the lower bound does
not vanish asymptotically, there is a large gap between
the bounds. On the other hand, in the non-asymptotic
regime, we compare the upper bound with the quan-
tum storage rate obtained using a bivariate bicycle quan-
tum LDPC code; the gap between the bounds is rela-
tively smaller. The non-asymptotic bounds are relevant
for NISQ technologies and hence are potentially of more
practical interest.
As an extension of this work, one can explore other

quantum LDPC codes with more efficient decoders to
tighten the lower bounds. The noise parameter thresh-
old of quantum expander codes being non-zero is of fun-
damental significance, but the fact that it is quite small
motivates us to search for better constructions. On the
converse side, one can tighten the upper bounds further
using a better entropy dissipation argument. Studying
the decay of quantum coherence with time using suitable
strong data processing inequalities could also improve up-
per bounds on storage capacity.
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Appendix A: Approximation term in (12) is negative

From [29, eq. 12], the finite blocklength quantum ca-
pacity of a depolarizing channel with parameter p̃ is
bounded above by that of a qubit dephasing channel with
the same parameter p̃. Then from [29, eq. 6], the bound
is equivalent to the (classical) binary symmetric chan-
nel (BSC) with parameter p̃. Substituting r = 1

4 in [34,

eq. 602], we obtain the constant log2

(
1

1−2r

)
= 1, which

has a negative sign in [34, eq. 587]. ■

Appendix B: Quantum expander codes

In our numerical analysis, the code parameters are as-
signed the following values: γ = 2, δ = 10−5, dA = 7,
dB = 8.
Some constants that depend on the above parameters

are:
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• d = d2B + 2dB(dA − 1), r = dA
dB

,

• β0 = 1− 8δ, β1 = 1− 16δ, β = 0.99β1,

• γ0 = r2γ√
1+r2

, α = rβ
4+2rβ , c0 = 4

dA(β1−β) ,

• h(α) = −α log2(α)− (1− α) log2(1− α),

• C =
[(
1− 2h(α)/αp

) (
1−

(
p
pth

)α)]−1

, C ′ = αγ0.

The noise threshold corresponding to the parameters

is pth =
(

2−h(α)

(d−1)(1+ 1
d−2 )

(d−2)

) 1
α

= 2.212× 10−19.

The residual error after refresh is [18, proof of Theo-
rem 3] pr = Kq1/c0 , where K is a constant independent
of p and q.

Appendix C: Bivariate bicycle quantum LDPC
codes [24]

1. Logical error rate

Please refer to [24, Section 4] for a detailed ex-
planation of bivariate bicycle quantum LDPC codes.
The logical error rate of a [[144, 12, 12]] bivariate bicy-
cle quantum LDPC code protecting a quantum mem-
ory using superconducting qubits with physical noise
(depolarizing noise) with parameter p = 10−3 ob-
tained using a fitting formula (see [24, Table 6]) is

Pe(n) = pdcirc/2e18.04+1337p−96007p2 ≈ 2.3639 × 10−7,
where dcirc = 10 and n = 144.

2. Computing the circuit complexity of [[144, 12, 12]]
bivariate bicycle quantum LDPC code

The circuit complexity of error detection and correc-
tion are calculated as follows [24]: number of ancil-
las na = n, number of Hadamard gates (after initial-
ization and before measurement) for phase-flip errors,
nH = 2(n/2) = n. Since the degree of every check node is
6, total the number of CNOT gates for bit-flip and phase-
flip errors (combined) nCNOT = 2 · 6 · (n/2) = 6n. The
number of Z-basis measurements of the ancillas is nm =
na = n. Finally, the error correction operation of an indi-
vidual qubit is either X or Z gate based on the syndrome
measurement, which implies that the number of error-
correcting gates, nECC = 2n. Therefore, the total num-
ber of gates involved in error correction (gate complex-
ity), χg = nH+nCNOT +nECC = n+6n+2n = 9n. The
total number of components, χ = n+na+χg+nm = 12n.
The circuit complexity of [[144, 12, 12]] code χ = 1728.

Appendix D: Storage capacity with decoder
time-complexity constraint

Since we are interested in an upper bound of the ob-
jective function in (13), we assert that the logical prob-
ability of error over a single refresh cycle is at most ϵ,
which implies that the corresponding fidelity is at least
1 − ϵ (Lemma 2). For the depolarizing noise we know
that quantum capacity vanishes for p̃(τ) > 1

4 , therefore,

we set the threshold pth = 1
6 . Using the upper bound on

storage capacity in Corollary 6, the optimization problem
becomes

maximize
n,τ

Qso(p̃(τ), n, ϵ) (D1)

s.t. c1g(n)τc + τ0 ≤ τ ≤ τmax,

where Qso(p̃(τ), n, ϵ) is the finite blocklength upper
bound on quantum capacity of the depolarizing chan-
nel with parameter p̃(τ) = 3p(τ)/2, and τmax = max{τ :
p̃(τ) = 1

4}. It can be observed that c1g(n)τc + τ0 ≤ τ is
an active constraint. Suppose assume the contrary, i.e.,
the optimizer is in the interior of the feasible set, then in-
creasing n or decreasing τ increases the objective function
further, which is a contradiction. Therefore, substituting
τ(n) = c1 log(n)τc + τ0 we rewrite (D1) as

maximize
n∈[1,nmax]

Qso(p̃(τ(n)), n, ϵ), (D2)

where nmax = n satisfying p̃(τ(n)) = 1
4 . Note that (D2)

is in general a non-convex optimization problem over a
closed interval. If the objective function is continuously
differentiable with bounded Lipschitz gradients, then the
problem can be solved optimally using a line search al-
gorithm proposed in [32, Algorithm 3].

Appendix E: Refining the upper bound on classical
storage capacity

In [6, Theorem 5], the upper bound on classical storage

capacity, C(α) ≤ C(α)

1+
h2(α)

2−h2(α/2+1/4)

, was obtained using an

entropy dissipation argument with α-noisy non-trivial ex-
tremal logic gates (such as AND, OR, NAND, and NOR)
were considered as entropy dissipators, and the input of
the gate was assumed to be distributed uniformly over
the input alphabet. However, the entropy maximizing
distribution may not be uniform. Here, we derive a cor-
rect upper bound on classical storage capacity. The max-
imum entropy dissipated by an extremal logic gate can
be obtained by maximizing the difference between the
entropies of the input and output as follows:

∆h∗(α) = ∆h(α, p∗) = max
p

∆h(α, p), (E1)
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where ∆h(α, p) = h2
(
p, 1−p3 , 1−p3 , 1−p3

)
−h2(α+p−2αp).

Consequently, the corrected upper bound on storage ca-
pacity of an α-noisy classical memory is

C(α) ≤ C(α)

1 + h2(α)
∆h∗(α)

.

The closed-form solution to the problem (E1) is not
known. Therefore, we obtain ∆h∗(α) numerically for ev-
ery component noise level α. The upper bounds on the
classical storage capacity storage are shown in Figure 3.
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FIG. 3. Comparison between the old and new upper bounds
on classical storage capacity. The gap between the bounds is
relatively significant in the range α ∈ [0, 0.2].
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