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Noise is an important factor that influences the reliability of information acquisition, transmission,
processing, and storage. In order to suppress the inevitable noise effects, a fault-tolerant information
processing approach via quantum weak measurement is proposed, where pairwise orthogonal post-
selected measurement bases with various tiny angles and optimal compositions of measured results
are chosen as a decoding rule. The signal to be protected can be retrieved with a minimal distortion
after having been transmitted through a noisy channel. Demonstrated by typical examples of encod-
ing signal on two-level superposition state or Einstein-Podolsky-Rossen state transmitted through
random telegraph noise and decoherence noises channel, the mean squared error distortion may be
close to 0 and the fault-tolerant capability could reach 1 with finite quantum resources. To verify
the availability of the proposed approach, classic coherent light and quantum coherent state are
used for encoding information in the experiment. Potentially, the proposed approach may provide
a solution for suppressing noise effects in long-distance quantum communication, high-sensitivity

quantum sensing, and accurate quantum computation.

Quantum information technologies refer to a superior
way to acquire, transmit, process, and store information
carried by quantum states, and have made great achieve-
ments in quantum computation [1-7], quantum sensing
[8-13], quantum key distribution [14-18], quantum tele-
portation [19-22], and quantum memory [23-26], etc.
However, the inevitable noises may degrade the coher-
ence and entanglement of quantum states, greatly reduc-
ing the quantum enhancement performance [27, 28], and
seriously affecting the reliability of quantum information
technologies in practical applications.

Classically, the reliability may be improved by in-
creasing the channel capacity or using channel coding
as proved by Shannon’s second theorem [29, 30]. How-
ever, increasing channel capacity is limited by transmis-
sion bandwidth, signal power, and channel noise, while
channel coding requires additional redundant informa-
tion and capacity enhancement which is limited by the
coding length. In order to suppress the noise effects via
quantum ways, researchers have made a series of theo-
retical and experimental advances. Typically, there are
three quantum ways to decrease the noise effects on the
information processing. The quantum error-correcting
code introduces redundancy via specific coding methods
[31-34], such as Shor code [31], qLDPC code [32], etc.,
to make multiple physical bits represent one logical bit,
then the error detection and correction of logical bits can
be realized. Due to the symmetry limitation of interacted
Hamiltonian, the decoherence-free subspace way can can-
cel effects of environment on quantum states passively
by constructing subspaces insensitive to the environmen-
tal noises in the Hilbert space [35-37]. Dynamic decou-
pling approach performs unitary control operations with
a specific but high-demanding sequence on the controller
to impose the system-environment interacted Hamilto-
nian with a time average of zero to suppress the deco-

herence process caused by low frequency environmental
noise [38-41]. These methods have achieved remarkable
results in noise suppression, but the application is limited
by resource-consuming redundancy, strict requirements,
and cumbersome controls.

Inspired by quantum weak measurement[42], we pro-
pose a fault-tolerant information processing (FTIP) ap-
proach on photonics platform that employs pairwise or-
thogonal postselected measurement bases with various
small angles and optimal compositions of measured re-
sults as decoding rules. Unlike QEC that directly safe-
guards quantum states, the FTIP approach protects the
information encoded on quantum states, enabling the
retrieval of the transmitted signal with minimal distor-
tion after passing through noisy channels. Through typi-
cal examples involving the encoding of signals on two-
level superposition states or FEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen
(EPR) states transmitted through random telegraph
noise and decoherence channels, we demonstrate that the
mean squared error (MSE) distortion asymptotically ap-
proaches 0, and the fault-tolerant capability reaches 1
using finite quantum resources.

The FTIP approach encompasses an encoding process,
transmission through noisy channel, and a decoding pro-
cess with postselected measurement bases, as depicted in
Fig. la. Let @(t) be an arbitrary signal to be protected
from noise effects, and suppose py be an arbitrary initial
state, given by
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according to an encoding rule E, i.e., E : ¢ (t) — p(t).  where |1;(t)) = cos% ly) + ei‘Ps(t)sin% |2).
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FIG. 1. Theoretical description and experimental implementation of the FTIP approach. (a) Theoretical model. An arbitrary
signal to be protected is encoded onto the initial quantum states, then transmitted through a noisy channel, and finally decoded
via postselected measurement bases. (b) Schematic diagram of four pairwise orthogonal measurement bases. £1,2 are symmetric
with respect to a systematical axis (e1 +¢£2)/2, and the angular between |¢1) and |¢p2) is 2. (c) Schematic diagram of the FTIP
approach encoding information on EPR state. (d) Experiment setup. The implementation of using quantum coherent state
is enclosed by blue boxes, including the attenuation of coherent light via variable optical attenuator and homodyne detection
on the signal light. The abbreviations in the figure are as following, VOA: variable optical attenuator, P: polarizer, FC: fiber
collimator, PM: phase modulator, AWG: arbitrary waveform generator, PC: polarization controller, BS: beam splitter, HWP:
half-wave plate, QWP: quarter-wave plate. SL: signal light, LO: local oscillator light, OH: free space passive optical hybrid,
BPD: balanced photodetector. (e) The retrieved results when using quantum coherent state. (f) The retrieved results when
using classical coherent light.
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Subsequently, the encoded state is transmitted through where ¢; is the tiny postselection angle of the mea-

a noisy channel and evolves to p(t). The evolution caused
by the interaction between quantum system and environ-
ment can be expressed as

p(t) = Ep()] = > Exp(H)E], 3)
k

where Kraus operators satisfy the completeness condition
of Y7 E};Ek = 7, with Z denoting the identity matrix.
For an arbitrary d-dimensional system, 1 < k < d? [43].

The decoding process involves two steps. Firstly, p(t)
is detected by the postselected measurement bases with
various tiny postselection angles, i.e.,

60 = i)+ 1)) (@

surement base. Notably, at least two pairs of postselected
measurement bases are orthogonal. Figure 1b depicts the
example of using four postselected measurement bases,
where {|¢1),|d4)} and {|d2) ,|d3)} are pairwise orthogo-
nal, e; and €9 are symmetric with respect to the system-
atical axis (g1 + €2)/2. The detection results are given
by

Ni(t) = P (t) = nyTr[p(t) |d1) (1] (5)

where P,(t) and n; are respectively detection probabilities
and detected photon number in the I** base, and the
total photon number in the initial state po is N = >, ny.
Secondly, the measured results are employed to retrieve
vs(t) according to a decoding rule D : p(t) — @4(t).
According to the characteristics of the involved channel



noises, one can select an optimal value of the systematical
axis (€1 + €3)/2 to determine the postselection angles ¢;
of the postselected measurement bases, then the signal
s (t) may be retrieved with minimal distortion according
to the decoding rule. Without loss of generality, we here
consider the case of |p,(t)| < 1. Then the results ,(t)
may be retrieved by

£

cote

Ps(t) = ~ xps(t) + Aps (), (6)
where € = (g2 —£1)/2 < 1, £(¢) is a calculated result
according to the decoding rule based on the measured
results N;(t) in the postselection measurement bases (see
details in Supplementary Note S1), y reflects the noise ef-
fects of the noisy channel on the encoded quantum state,
and Agg(t) is the derivation resulted by measurement
operations, which may be formally denoted as

A@s(t) :f(XagaNa T)? (7)

where T = Zj p;sind; is caused by the encoding opera-
tions. Clearly, the ultimate goal is to choose an optimal
decoding rule to lead y — 1 and Aps(t) — 0, thereby
completely suppressing the noise effects from the noisy
channel and measurement operations.

The performance of FTIP approach can be character-
ized by the distortion of the retrieved signal and the fault-
tolerant capability. The distortion between the retrieved
signal and the original signal can be evaluated by MSE
distortion, which is given by

s (t))’], (8)

where E[-] is the operation of averaging operation, and it
can reach dy;sp — 0 when x — 1 and Aps(t) — 0. The
FTIP approach is considered fault-tolerant if it satisfies
practical requirements regarding MSE distortion. Actu-
ally, an optimal composition strategy in the decoding rule
could lead x — 1, so that the distortion is mainly intro-
duced by measurement noises. According to the require-
ment on MSE distortion, one can set a detection decision
threshold I' in the decoding (see details in Supplemen-
tary Note S1), and the fault-tolerant capability can be
evaluated by the confidence of Ag,(t) < /T, which is
formally expressed as

Fy = g(T', Apy). 9)

duse = El(gs(t) —

By optimally selecting the detection decision threshold I',
one can achieve Fy — 1, indicating that the proposed ap-
proach can reliably decode the original signal even when
the retrieved results with errors, thereby enhancing the
reliability of information transmission.

Considering that encoding with two-level superposi-
tion state (see details in Supplementary Note S2), where
the initial state pg in 2-dimension Hibert space, the chan-
nel noise may be characterized by a 2-dimensional Kraus

operator, which can be expressed as a universal expres-
sion of a 2x2 complex matrix, i.e.,
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Correspondingly, the evolved quantum state p(t) can be
expressed as Eq.(510), and arbitrary channel noise in the
evolved quantum state p(¢) can be fully described using
12 real parameters with completeness condition[43]. Uti-
lizing pairwise orthogonal postselected bases and compo-
sition strategy, the noise effects can be effectively cap-
tured by 8 real parameters, i.e.,

ZRe ajer], Ay = ZR@ [bid],
me aier], Ay = ZIm [brdy],
ZRe ajdi], By = ZR@ bckl, -
Z Imlaldy),Co = Z Imlbjcr).
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Clearly, one can refer to the above noises parameters
to select the pairwise orthogonal postselected bases, and
design the decoding rule to guarantee the accuracy and
fault tolerance of the encoded information.

As well known, the random telegraph noise may
cause pure dephasing when the system is exposed to
bi-fluctuating classical noises[44], while the decoherence
noises may cause the quantum behavior of qubits to de-
cay or even disappear in quantum channel or circuit[43,
45-47]. In this case, A; 234 = 0 and C; 2 = 0 in Eq.(11),
and the noise effects are characterized by y; = By — Bs
and yo = B + B> . A special case is the noise induced by
random telegraph noise, phase damping, phase flip, am-
plitude damping, and depolarizing, in which B, = 0. To
retrieve the original signal o (¢) in this situation, the op-
timal choices of the four postselected measurement bases
are

L (it 0y + el
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Notes that when the channel is influenced by bit flip
noise or bit-phase flip noise, two new measurement bases,
{|#5) ,|¥6)}, should be added in Eq.(12) to retrieve the
original signal. In term of Eqs.(4-6), the optimal com-
position of above measurement bases could lead noise
effects to be suppressed, ie, x = x1/x2 = (B1 —



B2)/(By + B2) — 1, and one can retrieve the signal as
ps(t) = @s(t) + Aps(t).

Demonstrated by quantum coherent state and single
photon state, finite quantum resources could lead to
dyse — 0 in both discrete state and continuous state,
and F; — 1 can be obtained by selecting a suitable detec-
tion decision threshold even with a rather serious distor-
tion (see details in Supplementary Note S3). In addition,
the FTIP approach is also suitable for classical light as
initial state by encoding information on the polarization
of the light field, and the parameters can be obtained via
particular distribution of light intensity. Compared to
classical information reliability protection methods[30],
the FTIP approach exhibits the following superior per-
formance. Firstly, classical reliability protection methods
are primarily used for digital signal transmission to en-
sure reliability, whereas the FTIP approach can protect
both analog and digital signals. Secondly, in classical
optical communication, signals are typically encoded on
the amplitude and phase of the light field, making them
susceptible to amplitude noise and phase noise[48]. Dif-
ferent from that, the FTIP approach encodes the signal
on the relative phase between |y) and |z), which is im-
mune to the phase noise on the overall phase of the light
field. With the decoding rule D, photon number fluc-
tuation caused by amplitude noise of light field exerts
little influence on the retrieved result of ¢4(t) + Aps(t),
only causing the change of Ay,(t). Finally, the FTIP
approach has a low decoding complexity and short de-
coding latency as the information can be retrieved via
direct measurement and simple arithmetic, which further
provides the solution for real-time decoding.

Moreover, the FTIP approach can also be extended to
scenarios involving encoding with entangled states. Tak-
ing the schematic diagram of encoding using the EPR
state in Fig.lc as an example (see details in Supple-
mentary Note S4), the initial state can be expressed as
po = 32, pj [vhos) (toj], where |vpo;) = cos |H), |H), +
sin% V), V), and the subscripts s and r indicate the
two paths. Subsequently, the photon pairs are delivered

into two paths through the noisy channel, which can be
characterized by the 2-dimension Kraus operator [45],

p(t) =) = Y (B @ Ew)p(t)(E], ® Ef,). (13)
k1,k2

In the detection, at least one additional measurement
base |¢g) = %OH)T +1V),.) is required for performing
coincidence measurements, and one gets N; by

Ny = Trlp(t) |6)) (4], (14)

where |¢]) = |¢o) ® |¢1). It is encouraging to note that
the noise effects still reflect on the 8 real parameters in
the multiplicative form in the FTIP approach, the noise
effects can be characterized by y; = B? — B2 and o =

4

(B1+B3)? in the random telegraph noise and decoherence
noises channel. The decoding rule D including postse-
lected measurement bases |¢]) = |¢o) ® |¢y) (I =1,2,3,4)
leads to x = 1 under the noises induced by random tele-
graph noise, phase damping, phase flip, amplitude damp-
ing and depolarizing. By adding another two measure-
ment bases |¢f) and |¢f), one may get x &~ 1 when the
encoded quantum state suffers bit flip and bit-phase flip.
Similarly, dyssp — 0 could be obtained with finite quan-
tum sources, and F; — 1 could be reached with a suitable
detection decision threshold.

To verify the feasibility, we simulate an information
transmission scenario and construct the experimental
setup depicted in Fig. 1d. Classical information is en-
coded onto the initial polarization state using a phase
modulator, and the encoded state is subjected to simu-
late decoherence noises, which is implemented by a rotat-
ing half-wave plate. Subsequently, the information is re-
covered through the fault-tolerant measurement and de-
coding strategy (See details in Supplementary Note S5).
Compared the retrieved results in Fig. le-f to theoreti-
cal values, it only has a small distortion as the influence
of noise as additional phase noise inevitably introduced
when rotating the half-wave plate stochastically and elec-
tric noises. Although the rotation of half-wave plate at
a low speed limits the frequency of the signals in exper-
iment, the modulation rate of the phase modulator used
for encoding and the detection rate of the high-speed ac-
quisition device can be as high as tens of GHz in practice,
the approach is still suitable for high frequency signals
and fast changing channels, meeting the needs of high-
speed communication.

In summary, we propose a FTIP approach via quantum
weak measurement for photonics platform to suppress the
noise effects resulted from interaction between quantum
system and environment, which possesses two significant
advantages. On one hand, an optimal composition strat-
egy can achieve xy — 1 under noise induced by random
telegraph noise and decoherence, thereby completely sup-
pressing the noise effects. On the other hand, there ex-
ists redundancy in the postselected measurement bases
within the decoding rule. If one of the postselected mea-
surement bases fails, the FTIP approach can still decode
the information, significantly enhancing its robustness.
Potentially, the approach may offer a viable solution for
mitigating noise effects in long-distance quantum com-
munication, high-sensitivity quantum sensing, and pre-
cise quantum computation.
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