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We introduce the concept of quantum tensor product expanders. These are expanders that act
on several copies of a given system, where the Kraus operators are tensor products of the Kraus
operator on a single system. We begin with the classical case, and show that a classical two-copy
expander can be used to produce a quantum expander. We then discuss the quantum case and give
applications to the Solovay-Kitaev problem. We give probabilistic constructions in both classical
and quantum cases, giving tight bounds on the expectation value of the largest nontrivial eigenvalue
in the quantum case.

I. BACKGROUND: CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM EXPANDERS

A. Definitions

The concept of t-designs@] provides a way of randomizing quantum states. For example, a 1-design is a set
of unitaries {Uy}, where k = 1,..., K, such that the average over the set takes any input state to a maximally
mixed state. A 2-design is a set of unitaries such that applying Uy ® Uy, to a state on a bipartite system generates the
twirling operation % Quantum expanders, as studied in Hamiltonian complexityB], computer science @], and quantum
information theory|5], provide a way of approximately realizing a 1-design by repeatedly applying a completely positive
map built out of a small number of unitaries. In this paper, we introduce the concept of “tensor product expanders”,
which generalize this result and give us a way to approximately realize t-designs. We also discuss the classical case,
and show that classical tensor product expanders can be used to generate quantum expanders.

Quantum expanders are a quantum analogue of expander graphsﬂa]. In the quantum case, we consider a completely
positive, trace preserving map

D
E(M) = 3" AT(s)MAs), (1)

where the number of Kraus operators D is relatively small and the map £ has a spectral gap between the largest

eigenvalue, equal to unity, and the next largest eigenvalue. We write the spectrum of £ as A1, Az, ... with \; =1 and

A2, ... all bounded in absolute value by some A < 1. We can equivalently consider the operator & := Ele A(s)@A(s)*.
In this paper we consider the case in which the operators Af(s) are proportional to unitary operators:

1
A(s) = —=U(s). 2
(5) = 5U(s) @
Then the expander map can be implemented by choosing s uniformly at random from {1,..., D}, and then applying

U(s) to the quantum state. The natural generalization of this process, in which we consider k-copies of a quantum
system, choose a unitary at random, and apply the unitary to all k& copies, will be called a k-copy tensor product
expander. We will show that these give a way to approximate t-designs for ¢t = k.

Random walks on expander graphs can be viewed similarly, as acting on a distribution with a randomly chosen
permutation matrix. Consider a directed graph, where each node has D edges leaving it. Label the edges from 1 up
to D such that each label appears exactly once among the incoming edges of each vertex and exactly once among the
outgoing edges of each vertex. Then, for each edge label s, 1 < s < D, define a permutation s, where 7s(i) = j if
a directed edge with label s goes from node i to node j. Then, given a random walk on the graph, the probability
distribution p(i) changes in a single step by

1 D N
pli) = 5 30D P(s)smli), (3)
s=1j=1

where P(s) is the permutation matrix corresponding to the permutation ;.
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Hermitian expanders: It is sometimes convenient to guarantee that an expander we construct is Hermitian. To
obtain Hermitian £ in the quantum case, we impose

U(s+ D/2) =U(s)". (4)
Similarly, in the classical case, we impose
ms(i) = T‘—;:D/Z(S)' (5)

This turns the directed graph into an undirected graph, which we can think of as the union of D/2 perfect matchings.
For notational convenience, we identify s+ D with s throughout this paper, so that s is a periodic variable with period
D.

B. Application to state randomization

For classical expanders, an important implication of the spectral gap is that random walks on an expander graph
rapidly approach the stationary distribution. Similarly, if £ is Hermitian and unital, then the existence of the gap
implies rapid mixing as follows. Consider a quantum state p. We wish to bound the trace norm distance between the
maximally mixed state and the state £ for some high power of the map m. The calculation exactly follows the classical
case. We begin by bounding the ¢5 distance. For a matrix A, define ||A]|2 = Vir ATA and ||Al|; = tr |[A| = tr VATA.
Then
2

< AP (6)
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and by Cauchy-Schwartz,

om0 - 5

< VN|A™. (7)
1

Thus, to obtain a given bound on the trace norm distance e, it suffices to take
m > log, (¢/V'N). (8)

This implies that the set of unitaries, consisting of all unitaries of the form U(s1)U(s2) - U(Sm), gives an e-
approximate 1-design using

9)

€2

2 lOg (E)
N /A
K R D'”L — ( )

unitaries.

The exponent 3log(D)/log(1/A) can be thought of as a measure of the efficiency of an expander, meaning the
number of bits of randomness it requires to achieve a certain amount of state randomization. Before showing how
to evaluate 1 log(D)/log(1/)), we review other methods of ¢; state randomization. The simplest is to apply one of
N? generalized Pauli operators. This can be done efficiently (i.e. in time polylog(NN)) and perfectly randomizes any
state (i.e. € =0). However, it uses far more randomness than necessary when e > 0. Choosing K = O(Ne~2log(1/¢))
random unitaries was shown to suffice in [§], which removed a log® N factor from a result in [J]. Similarly an efficient
K = O(Ne2log(1/€)) construction was given in [10], which removed a log? N factor from [11].

An expander-based state randomization scheme will be efficient if the underlying expander is efficient and the
number of unitaries it uses will be given by ([@). Unfortunately 3log(D)/log(1/)) is larger than 2 for all known
efficient expander constructions|5]. However, if U(1),...,U(D/2) are chosen at random with U(s + D/2) = U(s)'
then Ref. [L5] showed that with high probability 3 log(D)/log(1/X) = 1+ O(log(N)N~1/6+1/log(D)), and thus that
K is close to N/é2.

We summarize the above discussion as follows:

Theorem 1 For any N and any € > 0, consider a set of unitaries Uy, ..., Ux € Uy, which are taken to be strings of
unitaries drawn from a set of D/2 unitaries U(1),...,U(D/2) and their conjugates for any D > 4. Then, it is possible
to find U(1),...,U(D/2) and choose the string length such that

N\ L+N"Y0log(N)+0(1/ log(D))
K:( ) (10)
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and

<e€
1

)

1 1
— U, pUl — —
for all N-dimensional density matrices p.

If we take D ~ N/e? then Theorem [0 can be thought of as tightening the analysis of |8, |9]. However, our
construction also has the advantage that we only need to be able to implement a constant number, D, of elementary
unitary operations.

In the non-Hermitian case, if U(1),...,U(D) are chosen uniformly at random then A is likely to be < \/—15(1 +

O(log(N)N~1/6)). However, (@) does not apply in the non-Hermitian case. Instead, we need to bound the singular
values of the map £™. The analysis of [15] implies that with high probability the singular values of £™ for m = O(N'/6)
are bounded by N?(1/v/D)™(1 + o(1)), but this does not give any improvement over the Hermitian case. We expect
that this analysis can be tightened®.

We now turn to tensor product expanders, considering classical tensor product expanders in Section [T and quantum
tensor product expanders in Section [[ITl The mixing analysis above generalizes in the tensor product case to give
approximate t-designs.

II. CLASSICAL TENSOR PRODUCT EXPANDERS

In this section we define classical tensor product expanders, and give a random construction of them. We then
show an application of them to constructing quantum expanders.

A. Preliminaries, Definitions and Applications

We define an (N, D, A, k) classical k-copy tensor product expander to be a set of N-by-N permutation matrices
P(s), 1 < s < D, with the property that the matrix L, defined by

L=+ DP ok
k—DZ (s) (11)

has some number, f, eigenvalues equal to unity, with f{¥ defined below, and then all other eigenvalues less than or
equal to A in absolute value.

We can obtain Hermitian operators Lj by considering D even, and imposing P(s + D/2) = P(s)!. To obtain
Hermitian Lj, for D odd, we can instead impose P(s) = P(s)'; that is, the permutation matrices correspond to
perfect matchings. Both models corresponds to models of random graphs for k = 1 discussed in [7].

These expanders can also be defined by graphs with N* nodes, labelled (n1,n2,...,ng), where 1 < n; < N. There
is an edge from one node (nq,...,nx) to another node (nf,...,n}) if and only if one of the given permutations sends
ny — np,...,ng — nj. We refer to this graph as Gj. Alternatively, we can regard ni,...,ny as k different random
walkers executing a correlated random walk on the original graph.

The function f{ is defined to be equal to the number of unit eigenvalues of the operator

5 > P (12)

TESN

where the sum ranges over all permutations 7, and P(7) is the permutation matrix corresponding to permutation 7.
Thus, f{¥ = 1, while f&¥ = 2 (corresponding to the sum of all states with n; = ny and the sum of all states with
n1 # na), f& =5 (corresponding to the possibilities ny = ny = n3, n1 = ng # ngz, n; = Nz # na, Ny = N3 # Ny,
and ny # na # ng # n1), and so on. In general, f¥ counts the number of ways the set {1,...,k} can be partitioned

into < N parts. Thus f{¥ = Ejvzl S(k, j), where the Stirling number S(k, j) counts the number of ways to partition

1 For m = 1, D = 2, Tobias Osborne has pointed out to us that the second largest singular value is equal to unity.



{1,...,k} into exactly j parts. Note that S(k,j) =0 when j > k. Thus, if N > k then f}¥ = 2521
kth Bell number, which counts the total number of ways of partitioning a k-element set.

Any matrix Ly of the form (II) is block diagonal with f;¥ different blocks depending on the symmetry of the
elements nq,...,n; under permutation; we call these subspaces S1,553,..., Sf,g\“ By the arguments of the above

paragraph, we can write the projector in (I2]) as

S(k,7) = By, the

I
Z |ta)(Ual ,
a=1

for some unit vectors |u,) € S,. These |u,) are unit eigenvalues not only of (I2) but also any Ly.

Rapid mizing: Given the spectral gap, repeatedly applying a classical tensor product expander many times (of order
klog(N)) generates an approximately k-wise independent permtutation. This means that the results of applying it
to k distinct elements are almost indistinguishable from applying a random permutation to the k elements. More
precisely, given an initial probability distribution, p, in any of the f{¥ different subspaces S,, we have

k
IZ3'p = walls < VN IA™, (13)

where u, is the [ normalized eigenvector with eigenvalue unity in this subspace. This approach towards generating
k-wise independent permutations has also been considered in |12].

Ezpanders are not always tensor product expanders. The requirement that a set of permutations form a tensor
product expander for £ > 1 copies is more stringent than the requirement for £k = 1 copy, as it implies that the
correlations between elements are destroyed by the expander. For an example of a classical expander that does
not give a tensor product expander, consider any set of D permutation matrices, P(s), on N elements that gives a
classical expander. Define a new set of permutation matrices, P’(s), on 2N elements, such that P’'(s) = P(s) @ P(s)
for s = 1,...,D. Finally, define the permutation P’/(D + 1) which sends ¢ to ¢ + N if i < N, and sends i to i — N
if i > N. Then, these D + 1 different permutation matrices define a £k = 1 expander (they simply correspond to
two copies of the original graph, with the possibility of moving between the two copies by using permutation matrix
P’'(D+1)), but does not define a k = 2 expander: if two walkers, n1,ns originally are in the same copy as each other,
then they remain in the same copy.

Another example comes from Cayley graphs. If GG is a group with generators g1,...,gp then the Cayley graph on
G is defined by taking N = |G| and P(s)|g) = |gsg) for s = 1,..., D. There are many Cayley graph expanders known
(c.f. Section 11 of |6]), but applying P(s) ® P(s) to any |g) ® |h) leaves g~'h unchanged. Thus, no Cayley graph
expander can be a tensor product expander unless it is modified in some way.

The limit of large k: Observe that any k-copy tensor product expander is also a k’-copy tensor product expander
for all ¥ < k. On the other hand, even if k > N then the k walkers can still occupy only at most N positions. Thus
if a map is an IN-copy tensor product expander than it is also a k-copy tensor product expander for all k.

An equivalent condition to {P(1),...,P(D)} C Sy being an N-tensor product expander is that the Cayley graph
generated by {P(1),..., P(D)} is an expander. The spectrum of this Cayley graph is identical (up to multiplicity) to
that of Ly for all k > N.

B. Random permutations are tensor product expanders

The question then naturally arises whether k£ > 1 tensor product expanders actually exist. Of course there is a
trivial D = N! construction where we take {m1,..., 7y} = Sy and achieve X\ = 0 for all k. We would prefer, though,
that D = O(1). The construction of [12] nearly achives this with D = polylog(N) and A =1 — 1/ poly(k,log N). For
a constant degree construction, we can use Kassabov’s expander[13] on Sy. This achieves D = O(1) and A equal to
a constant strictly smaller than 1 for all N and k. Additionally, it can be implemented in time poly log(N).

In this section, we give a randomized construction of tensor product expanders for any even D > 4 and with

1
A~ A, where

2v/D -1
Ag = —5 (14)
Theorem 2 Choose m1,...,mp/s € Sn at random and then take w, 1 p /o = 7. L. For any k, let \ denote the f,ﬁv + 18t
largest eigenvalue of Ly. Then for any ¢ > 1,
i log(k) + log(log(N)) k411 N)
Pr[Azc(AFT +0 )] < kDm0, 5
r(A>c( A5 4+ O( Tog (V) ))| <e¢ H (15)



where Pr]...] denotes probability.

Note that since )\}{/(kﬂ) converges to unity as k becomes large, the result (IH]) is only meaningful for k =
O(log(N)/log(log(N))). Constants depending on D are also hidden inside of the O() notation. The result is likely
far from optimal, since numerical studies indicate that for fixed k and large N, the largest non-trivial eigenvalue A
approaches Ag. This result for the case k = 1 was only recently proven|7]. Our proof, which gives a weaker bound on
the expectation value of A roughly follows the presentation of the trace method in [6, [14], with some modifications.

Proof of Theorem[2: We will apply the trace method separately in each of the subspaces S,. It suffices to consider
only one such subspace S,, the subspace S N in which all of the ni,ng,...,n; differ from each other, since every
eigenvalue of Ly, is an eigenvalue of Ly, restricted to Sf;iv' For example, consider the case k = 2. We have two different
subspaces, one with n; = ny and one with n; # ny. The eigenvectors of the first subspace, of the form >, p(i)|i)|i),
correspond to eigenvectors of Ly of the form ). p(i)|i). Given such an eigenvector, we can construct an eigenvector
in the second subspace equal to ;> ., p(i)[i)|j) with the same eigenvalue, as claimed.

Let EJ...] denote an average over different choices of permutation matrices. Then for any even m,
E[IA] < (E[tr(L{R)] — 1)/, (16)

where R is the projector onto the given subspace. The expectation value E[tr(L}*R)] equals

1\m 2.2 D
(5) Yo Y Elie(P(s1)P(s2)... P(sm)R)]. (17)

s1=1s9=1 Sm=1

If for some i we have s; = s;+1 + D/2, then P(s;)P(s;+1) = 1, and we can remove that pair of permutation matrices
from the trace above. Similarly, if s, = s1 + D/2, then we can remove the first and last permutation matrices from
the trace, exploiting the cyclic invariance of the trace and the vanishing commutator [P(s), R] = 0. We can consider
these operations as acting on a word s1, $a, ..., S on an alphabet {1,...,D}. We define a reduced word by removing
pairs of letters of the form s, s+ D/2. Similarly, if the word ends with a letter s and begins with a letter s + D/2,
we remove this pair also. We repeat these removals until no further removals are possible. The result is a reduced
word of length m® < m; the resulting sequence we write s}, s, ..., s/ ,. There are at most (D — 1)™/22™ choices of
81, ..., Sm Which give m® = 0. For these choices, we have E[tr(P(s1)P(s2)...P(sm)R)] = tr(R) < N*.
We now consider the other choices of si, ..., s,,, where m® > 0. In general,
E[tr(P(s})P(sh)...P(s,,0)R)] < N*E[tr(P(s})P(sh)...P(s\0)Ri2.. k)], (18)

mo

where R; 2 . 1 projects onto the state with n; = 1,n2 = 2,...,n; = k. To compute this expectation value, we define
vy = a, for 1 < a < k. Then, define v¢, for i > 1 and 1 < a < k, to be 7y (v ;). Then, the probability that
veo = a for all a is equal to the desired result. We compute this probability as ‘follows. Consider this as happening
sequentially, where first we define v{ for all a, then we define v§, and so on. We say that a choice of v} is “free”
if at no previous step j < i did we compute 7, (’U?fl) with s; = s; and vé—’71 = vl ;. If a choice of v{ is free, and
if ¢ values of 7y have been previously revealed, than we can simply pick vf" at random from the N — ¢ possibilities,
thus revealing some of the information about the permutation 7ss, and increasing ¢ by one for that permutation. If
a choice is not free, then it is “forced”, in which case we have no choice about the value of 7y (v ;).

We say that a coincidence occurs at step ¢ for walker a if this is a free step and the randomly selected vertex coincides
with a previously selected vertex. Note that for v?, to equal a for all a, we must have at least k coincidences. There
are two cases: either there are at least k 4+ 1 coincidences, or else there are exactly k coincidences.

The probability of there being at least k + 1 coincidences can be computed as follows. Let i1,42, ...,i5+1 be the
steps of the first k£ 4+ 1 coincidences and a1, as, ..., a1 be the corresponding walkers. The probability of having these
coincidences for given iy, ... and ay, ... is bounded by (m/(N —m))**!. Summing over all possible steps and walkers,
we find that the probability of having at least k + 1 coincidences is bounded by

m* R (mE /(N — mik))EFL, (19)

If there are exactly k£ coincidences, then for any fixed a, the sequence v starts at v§ = a, and returns to a at some
step i. Then, there are two possibilities: either i = m?, in which case the path terminates here, or else it happens for
some i < m®, and then all steps afterward are forced. The probability of the first case is at most (1/(N —mk))*. The
second possibility implies that the reduced word consists of several repetitions of some shorter sequence, and hence
that for all a, we have v = a for the given 7. That is, all paths return on the same step. The probability of this event
happening on the given step is equal to (1/N)*, while the fraction of words that have a reduced word of this form
(identified as having a “shift symmetry” in [15]) is at most O(mA%). The total of these two possibilities is

(1/(N —mk))*(1 + O(mAR)). (20)



Adding N* times the sum of (TA20) to the sum of the expectation value over words with m® = 0, we find that

E[tr(P(s})P(sh)...P(s}0)R)] — 1 < (m)ka +O(m))Ngf + N R (m /(N = mk)EHL (21)
We pick
m=(k+1) logl/AH(N) (22)
to minimize this expectation value, finding
(Eltr(P(s1)P(sh)...P(s,0)R)] — DY™ < A WD (O(m2R2)) b+ D/m (23)

Applying Markov’s inequality then yields the proof of the Theorem. |}

C. Quantum expanders from classical tensor product expanders

One application of k& = 2 classical tensor product expanders is to constructing quantum expanders. We give two
constructions.

The first approach was introduced, but not formally analyzed, in [3]. Let P(s) be a set of random permutation
matrices defining a k = 2 tensor product expander, as in the random construction of a k£ = 2 tensor product expander
above. Then, define o(s), for s = 1...D, to be a diagonal matrix, with diagonal entries +1 chosen independently at
random. Then, in [3] it was shown numerically that the A matrices,

A(s) = \/%P(S)O'(S), (24)

define a quantum expander with high probability. We now prove this.

The Hermitian, completely positive map £ defined by the above A matrices sends a diagonal matrix to a diagonal
matrix and an off-diagonal matrix to an off-diagonal matrix. So, we consider the spectrum of £ in the diagonal and
off-diagonal sectors separately. In the diagonal sector, the spectrum of £ is the same as that of the £ = 1 expander
defined by the given permutation matrices, and hence has a gap between the largest eigenvalue, equal to unity, and
the next largest eigenvalue.

The off-diagonal sector requires a little more work. We again use the trace method. Let A be the largest eigenvalue
in absolute value in the off-diagonal sector. Let M (i, j) be an N-by-N dimensional matrix with a one in the i-th
row and j-th column, and zeroes everywhere else, so that these form a basis for the space of N-by-N matrices. The
M (i, j) with ¢ # j form a basis for the space of off-diagonal matrices. Define (M, N) to be an inner product on the
space of M*-by-M* dimensional matrices by (M, N) = tr(MTN). Then for any even m,

BN < (B (MG.0).em(Gi.)]) (25)

i#]

Note that compared to Eq. (), a factor of unity is not subtracted from the expectation value on the right-hand side
of Eq. (25).

The evaluation of the right-hand side of Eq. (28] proceeds analogously to that of Eq. (I8). The computation in the
case m® = 0 is identical. In the case m® > 0, we again define coincidences and paths. The only difference is that now
rather than just computing the probability that v%, = a for all a = 1,2, the paths come in with signs which may be
plus or minus one. This can only reduce the contribution of the terms with m® > 0. We bound the case with k + 1
coincidences as before. We also bound the case with a shift symmetry as before. The only difference is the case all
sequences happen on step i = m®. The probability of this happening is (1/N)2. The sign, however, is completely
random; it is equally likely to be plus or minus one. This, the paths with exactly k coincidences, all occurring on step
i =mY, contribute zero to the expectation value (25]). Thus,

E[[A™] < (N¥ 4+ O(m))AH + NEmFH R (m /(N — m))F L (26)

Picking m as before, we find that E[|A|] < )\}{/3(1 + O(log(log(N))/log(N)). Thus, with high probability we do indeed
get a quantum expander from this classical tensor product expander.
We now describe our second construction of a quantum expander from a classical tensor product expander.



Theorem 3 Suppose {P(1),...,P(D)} form a (N,D,1—¢,2) classical tensor product expander (i.e. k =2). Assume
that N > 2. Let

N
N 2mid
Z=Y"1j)jle™
j=1

and p = 1/(1+¢€). Define a quantum operation E(M) with D + 1 Kraus operators \/5P(1),...,\/%P(D),/1—pZ.
Then £ is a (N, D+ 1,1 — 5) quantum expander.

Thus, any constant-gap classical 2-TPE can be used to construct a constant-gap quantum expander. No attempt
has been made to optimize the constant 48, which we believe can be made arbitrarily close to one when NV is large
and € is close to 1.

Proof of Theorem [3: The idea is that the classical TPE randomizes the diagonal elements of the density matrix
simply because it is an expander, and it randomizes the off-diagonal elements because it is a £k = 2 TPE. Next the
phase operation Z adds a phase to the off-diagonal elements so that they are no longer fixed by the classical TPE.

Thus the only fixed state will be the identity matrix.
1

More formally, let |¢1) = —= Zil [i)]i) and |p2) = \/ﬁ > iz [9)]7). These two states form an orthonormal

basis for the invariant subspace of % Zle P(s)® P(s). Thus the fact that P(1),..., P(D) form a 2-TPE implies the
bound

1 D
BZP(S)@’P(S)—%—W

s=1

<A

Next, a short calculation shows that (p2|Z]p2) = —1/(N — 1). Now apply the following Lemma to the subspace
orthogonal to |p1).

Lemma 1 Let II be a projector and let X and Y be operators such that | X| < 1, |Y] < 1, IX = XII = II,
[(I-ID)X(I-TI)|| < 1—ex and |[IIYTI|| < 1—ey. Assume0 < ex,ey < 1. Then for any0 <p <1, |[pX+(1-p)Y]| <
1. Specifically,

€ .
IpX + (1 =p)Y | < 1= 75 min(pex, 1 - p). (27)
Setting p =1/(1+ €x), we obtain
EXEY EXEY
X+1-pY|<l——F—"7—<1- . 2
[pX + (1 -pY| < 20 T ex) = 51 (28)

The Lemma is proved in Appendix[Al We apply the Lemma by taking X = % Ele P(s)®P(s)—p1, Y = ZQZ*—
and II = 9. Then plugging ex = e and ey =1 —1/(N —1) > 1/2 into ([28) completes the proof of Theorem Bl |}

IIT. QUANTUM TENSOR PRODUCT EXPANDERS

In this section we define tensor product expanders and show that random unitaries provide a way of constructing
tensor product expanders. We begin with some preliminaries and definitions, present applications to the Solovay-
Kitaev problem of approximating unitaries by a string of elementary operations, and finally prove that random
unitaries give tensor product expanders. The proof of this last statement begins in subsection [ITC} it closely follows
[15] and should be read in conjunction with that paper.

A. Preliminaries, Definitions, and Applications

Suppose we have a collection of unitaries {U(1),...,U(D)} € Uy. Define a quantum operation & that applies U®*

for s € {1,..., D} chosen uniformly at random. In other words
1 2
- = ®k T\®k
E(M) = D E U(s)®"M(U(s)")®", (29)

s=1
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where M is an N¥ x N¥ matrix. Since an N* x N* matrix can also be viewed as an N2*-dimensional vector, we can
also interpret £ as a linear operator on an N 2?*-dimensional vector space. Define this operator to be

D
£y % S U @ (U(s))®. (30)
s=1

Note that & and fk are isospectral. A

In previous work[4, 15, [15] £&; was said to be a (N, D, \) quantum expander if the second-largest eigenvalue of &
was < A. In fact, the definition of quantum expanders included even quantum operations that were not mixtures of
unitaries, as long as they could be expressed using < D Kraus operators. Here we will change notation from [4, 15, [15]
slightly. We say that a set of unitaries {U(1),...,U(D)} is a (N, D, A, k) tensor product expander if the operator
& has FYY (defined below) eigenvalues equal to one, and all of its other eigenvalues have absolute value < X. This
differs from the notation of [4, |5, [15] in that the set of unitaries, rather than the quantum operation, constitutes the
quantum expander?. When N and D are understood, we sometimes simply say that {U(1),...,U(D)} are a k-tensor
product expander with gap 1 — A.

We define ' to be the rank of the projector

Ti = / Ur @ (U*)®kdU
UeUn
or equivalently of the operation 7T, which is defined by
Te(M) = / USkM(UT)®F, (31)
UelUn

(Throughout the paper the integration measure dV will be the Haar measure.) This map is the “twirling” operation|2].
Since Ty is a Hermitian map and Tx(7x(M)) = Ti.(M), the map T (M) has all eigenvalues equal to zero or unity.
For m € Sk, we define the N* x N* matrix Py(n) is defined to be

N N
PN(TF) = Z Z |i1,...,iN><i7r(1),...,i7r(N)|.
i1=1 ip=1

Since Py (7) commutes with any matrix of the form U®¥ it follows that 7, (Py (7)) = E(Pn (7)) = Py (n) for any
m. We claim that the Py (7) (and their linear combinations) constitute all of the unit eigenvalues of &,. This fact
follows from Schur-Weyl duality, and specifically Thm 3.3.8 of [20] which states that 7 (M) = M if and only if M is
a linear combination of Py () operators. Thus F}¥ = dim Span{Px(7) : 7 € Sy}

An important special case is when N > k. In this case, the set {Py(7)[1,2,...,k) : m € St} is linearly independent,
which implies that {Py(7) : 7 € Si} is linearly independent and thus that F¥ = k!.

In the quantum case, tensor product expanders give us a way to approximate the twirling operator 7y of [2]. This
is because

17 = Talloo < A, (32)

so whenever A < 1, £2° = 7). Let us consider various other possibilities for implementing twirling as a sum of different
unitary transformations: one approach to exactly implementing the twirling operation is to use ¢-designs[1], but the
number of unitaries that must be implemented in this case grows with N. Another approach was discussed in [16],
which avoids having the number of unitaries grow in N, but requires the ability to implement a number of unitaries
growing linearly in the logarithm of the error of the approximation. In contrast, tensor product expander require only
the ability to implement a constant number of unitaries to get arbitrarily good approximations. This is a definite
advantage; however, in practice, our construction of tensor product expanders here, which relies on the ability to
construct random unitary operations, probably cannot be efficiently implemented using gates; instead, we would like
to efficiently implement a deterministically constructed tensor product expander. This raises the interesting question
of whether the constructions of [5] can lead to tensor product expanders also.

2 One can slightly generalize this by defining a set of unitaries and a set of associated probabilities to be a tensor product expander;
howeverm in this paper we consider applying each unitary with equal probability summing to unity.



The limit of large k: The situation when k is large has some similarities to the classical case. It still holds that any
(N, D, A, k) quantum tensor product expander is also a (IV, D, A, k') quantum tensor product expander for all k¥’ < k.
In particular, if a set of unitaries forms a (N, D, \, 00) quantum tensor product expander than it is also a (N, D, \, k)
quantum tensor product expander for any finite k. This is equivalent to generating a Cayley graph expander on Uy .
One difference between the quantum and classical cases is that there is no upper bound to the size of irreps of Uy,
like there is for Sy .

Note that constant degree Cayley graph expanders are known for Us; indeed, choosing the matrices at random will
yield an expander with probability one|21]. However, no proof of this fact is known for N > 2.

B. Solovay-Kitaev gate approximation

One application of tensor product expanders is to the problem of approximating an arbitrary V € Uy with a
string of gates from a fixed universal set {U(1),...,U(D)}. The fact that {U(1),...,U(D)} is universal means that
(U1),...,U(D)) is dense in Uy (optionally neglecting an overall phase). This means that for any V' € Uy and any
€ > 0, there exists a string s1, ..., $m such that U(s1)U(sz2) - - - U(sy,) is within a distance € of V. Often we also want
to know (a) how quickly m grows with 1/e and (b) how long it takes to find s1,...,58,,. When {U(1),...,U(D)}
contain their own inverses, the Solovay-Kitaev theorem|17] gives a poly log(1/¢) time (for fixed N) algorithm to find an
e-approximation with m = O(log>*°(!)(1/¢)). Very little is known in the case without access to inverses, except that
U(s) can be simulated to error ¢ using O(1/eV 2) applications of U(s), meaning that the Solovay-Kitaev construction
can be used with this amount of overhead.

Turning to lower bounds, observe a ball of radius € in Uy has volume O(eV 2). This implies that to approximate all
strings to within error € requires Q((1/¢)N”) different unitaries, or equivalently a Q(N2log1/e) string length. A long-
standing open question is whether the Solovay-Kitaev approximation can in general be improved to use the optimal
O(log 1/€) number of gates. Such optimally short approximations are known to exist whenever a particular random
walk on Uy has a gap|18]: specifically, the walk consisting of multiplying by U(s) for s randomly chosen from 1,..., D.
For Us, it was recently proven that generic U(1),...,U(D) are gapped[19] and thus yield short approximating strings.
However, the situation for Uy for N > 2 remains open.

In this section we will prove that when k is sufficiently large, unitaries forming k-tensor product expanders yield
optimal O(N?log 1/¢)-length e-approximations for any gate in Uy.

Theorem 4 . Suppose {U(1),...,U(D)} form a k-tensor product expander with gap 1 — X for k > %.
Then for any V € Uy there exists a string si,...,sm € {1,...,D} with m = O(NZ?log,,,(1/€)) and
d(V, U(Sl)U(Sz) cee U(Sm)) S €.

Here we define the distance between two unitaries d(U, V') by

d(U,V)= min ||U—e"V|y =2N —2[tr UV,
$€[0,27]
so that it ignores overall phase.
The main result from [1&] can be thought of a weaker version of Theorem [t it requires k = oo to achieve the same
conclusion. Unfortunately, Theorem [f] only shows that generic sets of unitaries are k-tensor product expanders for
k ~ N'6/log(N). So this result would have to be strengthened in order to meet the conditions of Theorem @l

Proof of Theorem [J Let |®) = \/LN Efvzl li)]i) be the maximally entangled state on CN @ CV. Define p(U) =
[(U® DaUT @ 1)]**. Observe that

5N (33)

Let B,/ be the ball of radius ¢/3 around the identity: B. 3 = {Uld(U,I) < ¢/3}. Let Vol(¢/3) denote the volume
of Bes = O((¢/3)N*). Define

2k
tr p(U)p(V) = [ tr UTV|2k N2k = <1 _d(U, V))

1

pe(U) = Vol(e/3) /‘/636/3 p(VU)AV, (34)

Similarly we define

pr = /V LAV (35)
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These states are normalized so that trp.(U) = trpg = 1. For any U we have the operator inequality p.(U) <

pr/ Vol(B./3). Also observe that pg = (T, ® I{F)(p(U)) for any U, where Iy denotes the N x N identity matrix.
We now claim that py = Iy /Zy, where Iy is a rank-Z g projector and Zgy < EN?. This can be proved using Schur-

Weyl duality[20].? To bound rank pyr = Zg, observe that the support of pg lies within Span{|y)®* : o) € (CNZ},

which has dimension (N k+k1 N < kN

Next, g p(U)Ily = p(U) for all U. Thus

1
tr pe(U)pm = tr pfy = Zn

Now we use the fact that ||E]" — Tk|loc < A" together with Cauchy-Schwartz to bound

1 A 1 1
tr pe(DE™ (pe(U)) > tr pe(I)pr — A /tr pe(U)24/tr p2, > — [ 1 — > > , 36
1pe(D)E™ (pe(U)) > trpe(I)pu Virpe(U) rpH_ZH< Vol(BE/B)g)—QZH—%m (36)
where in the second-to-last step we have assumed m > log(2/ Vol(B/3)?)/log(1/A) = O(N?log; 5 (1/€)).
On the other hand, if there is no string sy, ..., $;, such that d(U(s1)U(s2)...U(sm),U) < €, then

pDE™ () < (1-25) " <e . (37)

If k/logk > N3/e then ([B6) and ([B7) cannot simultaneously hold. Therefore there must exist at least one string
S1y. .+, 8m for which d(U(s1)U(s2)...U(sm),U) <e. |}

C. Trace Method and Schwinger-Dyson Equations

The next three sections are devoted to the expansion properties of randomly chosen unitaries. Recall that we would
like to construct a quantum tensor product expander by randomly chosing U(1),...,U(D) € Uy. There are two
cases. In the non-Hermitian case, the unitary matrices U(s) are chosen independently with the Haar measure. In
the Hermitian case, D is even and the unitary matrices U(s) for s = 1,...,D/2 are chosen independently with the
Haar measure and U(s + D/2) = U(s)', so that & is a Hermitian operator. We focus on the Hermitian case, and the
techniques can be readily extended to cover the non-Hermitian case. Our main result is that for random U(s), with
high probability we do indeed get a tensor product expander:

Theorem 5 . Let {U(1),...,U(D/2)} be chosen randomly with the Haar measure from the unitary group Uy, and
let U(s+D/2) = U(s)". Let k < O(N'/%/log(N)) and let X denote the F}Y + 1-st eigenvalue of & as defined in (29).
Then, for any ¢ > 1,

Pr |\ > (1 + O(klog(N)N YAy | < e~ /40N, (38)

We use a trace method to bound the eigenvalues of ,(M). We have

NQk
Z Z ( 117]1 ®M(l27]2)® ®M(zk7]k) gk ( (11731)®M(227]2)®®M(lkajk))) - Z'Aalm Z k'+|)\|m7
11,82,0,0k J1,9250 0k a=1

(39)
where we pick m to be an even integer. We will derive bounds on the expectation value of the trace to bound the
expectation of [A|™. Eq. (89) can be re-written as

D

kLA™ < ( ) S5 S 0(U(sm + D/2)..Usa + D/2)U(s1 + D/2)*te(U(s1)U (52)--U(5))"].  (40)

s1=1s9=1 Sm=1

3 Decompose (CN)®F into irreps of Uy as @u Qu ® Im,,, where Q is a Uy irrep which occurs with multiplicity m,. Since O®k has
maximally mixed partial traces, it follows that it can be expressed (up to normalization) as 3° , |u)|p)/dim Qu[® g, )|¥,.), where |[®g,,)
is the maximally entangled state on Q. ® QJ; (or equivalently the unique U y-invariant state on that space) and |¥,) is an arbitrary
state in C"» ® C™n. Then pp is proportional to 3°  |1) (1] ® [p) (u| ® Igi ® ¥y, which is a projector.
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Let EJ...] denote the average over the unitary group. Averaging Eq. (@) we find

D D D
Eiy= (%) SN S Bonlsty e sm) > KL+ B[N, (41)

s1=1s2=1 Sm=1

E[tr(UT (s,0)...U T (s2)UT (1)) tr(U (51)U (52)...U (5m))"] (42)
= E[tr(U(sm + D/2)..U(s2 + D/2)U(s1 + D/2))*tr(U(s1)U (s2)...U (5))"].

Eoyk(sl, ceey Sm)

As in [15], we write the average in Eq. (@2]) as an average of the form
E[LLs...L], (43)
where
Ly =tr(U(s1,1)U(s1,2)---U(S1,m;)), Lo =1tr(U(s2,1)U(s2.2)...U(S2,my))s - (44)

Here we have an average of c¢ traces, each of which is a product of some number of unitary matrices. In particular,
Eq. (@2) has ¢ = 2k, with Ly = Ly = .. = Ly = L}, | = ... = L],.
The Schwinger-Dyson equations for a product of this form are:

E[tr(U(8111)[](5172)...U(Slﬁml))LQ...Lc] (45)
= —% Z651,1,sl,jE[tr(U(Sl,l)---U(Sl,j—l))tr(U(Sl,j)---U(Sl,ml))LQ---LC]

1
-‘rN Z 55111751’j+D/2E[tr(U(81)2)...U(Sl)j_l))tl”(U(Sj+171)...U(Sl)ml))LQ...LC]
=2
1 c my
_N Z Z 651Y1)Sl,jE[tr(U(Sl71)...U(SLml)U(SlJ)U(Sl)jJ,_l)...U(Sl)j_l))Lg...Ll_lLH_l...Lc]
1=2 j—1
c my

1
+5 ; ; S5y 151,402 B[t (U(51,2) ..U (81,m0)U (51,j41)U (s1,542)---U(s1,j-1)) Law.Li—1 Lig1... L.

Our general algorithm for reducing traces starts by canceling all pairs of matrices U(s)U(s + D/2) appearing
successively in the same trace, and replacing tr(1) by N. We then apply Eq. ({@3]), repeating the cancellation of
successive U(s)U(s + D/2) and replacement of tr(1) by N on each iteration. A term terminates at a given level n if
there are no matrices left after n iterations.

Let m{ be the length of the trace after canceling successive U (s)U (s+D/2) before any iterations; on every successive
iteration, the length of the first trace, my, is bounded by m{. As in [15], the number of different choices of s, ..., sm
which give rise to a given m{ is bounded by

(D —1)™/2(D — 1)™/29™. (46)

This number is independent of the particular values of si1,...,5; 0. There are [D/(D — 1)|(D — 1)™} different
possible values of s7 1, ..., 51,m0 and therefore the total number of choices of s, ..., s,, which give rise to a given choice
of $1,1,..., 81,0 is bounded by

The number of terms terminating at the n-th level is bounded by
(2km —1)™. (48)

To see this, note that at each iteration of the Schwinger-Dyson equation, the number of terms on the right-hand side
is bounded by the number of matrices on the left-hand side minus one. Initially, there are 2km matrices, and this
number does not increase under Eq. (@H]).
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We can estimate the value of a term which terminates at a given level n > 1 as follows. First, there is a sign equal
to plus or minus 1. Next, there is a factor of (1/N)™. Finally, there is a factor of N for each trace of the form tr(1)
that appeared in this process. Suppose there are p such traces, giving a factor of NP?. How big can p be? Initially we
have ¢ = 2k different traces. The given term at level n arose from a specific choice of terms on the right-hand side of
Eq. () on the first iteration. This specific choice has k; different traces in it, with k; equal to either k — 1 or k+ 1.
After the second iteration there are ks traces, then ks, and so on. The number of traces ks, k3, ... can be determined
as follows: an application of Eq. (@3] may increase the number of traces by one if the term arises from the first or
second line on the right-hand side, or may decrease the number of traces by one if the term arises from the third or
fourth line on the right-hand side of Eq. ([@3]). Next, some of the traces may be trivial, being equal to tr(1). In the
event that the term arose from the first, second, or third line of Eq. (@3] it is not possible for any of the traces to be
trivial, under the assumption that any repetitions of the form U(s)U (s + D/2) have been replaced by 1 in the trace.
However, in the event that the term arose from the fourth line, then it is possible for one of the traces to be trivial,
increasing p by one. Thus, for each b < n, ky — k1 is equal to either +1,—1, or —2. Let ¢ be equal to the number
of times the first or second line was used from Eq. (@) and n — ¢ equal the number of times the third or fourth line
was used. Then, in order for all traces to be trivial in this particular term resulting from n iterations of Eq. (@3],

2k+qg—(n—q)—p=0. (49)
Also, since p can only increase when a term from the fourth line is used,
p<n—q. (50)
Thus,
p < |[(2k+n)/3]. (51)
Therefore, the value of a term terminating at the n-th level, n > 0, is bounded in absolute value by

NL@h+n)/3]-n (52)

Note that if m$ > 0 then there are no terms terminating at level n with n < k, so for m{ = 0, the trace is equal to
N2k while for m{ > 0, the terms are bound in absolute value by N° (this bound is only reached if k = n).

Eq. @3] generates an infinite series, whose n-th term is the sum of all terms terminating at level n. As in [15],
this series is absolutely convergent for 2km < N. In fact, the following stronger claim holds: Eq. ({#f) generates an
absolutely convergent series for 2km — 1 < N which converges to the expectation value of the trace. To see this, note
that the value p above, the number of traces of 1, is always bounded by 2km. Thus, the value of a term terminating
at the n-th level is bounded by

NZm =, (53)

Depending on n, sometimes (52)) gives a better bound and sometimes (B3] gives a better bound, but to estimate
convergence we will use (B3). Further, the number of terms terminating at level n is bounded by (2km — 1) times
some constant which depends on m and k, but not on n. To see this, note that there are at most 2km — 1 different
terms at each iteration of the Schwinger-Dyson equation which do not lead to reducing the total number of matrices
in the trace: these are the terms which come from the first and third line. Thus, the absolute value of the sum of
terms terminating at level n is bounded by some n-independent constant times ((2km—1)/N)", and for 2km—1 < N,
the series is absolutely convergent. Further, a term which has not terminated at the n-th level contains at most 2km
traces in it, and hence is bounded in absolute value by N2*™(1/N)". Therefore, the sum of all terms which have not
terminated at the n-th level is also bounded by some n-independent constant times ((2km — 1)/N)™), and hence for
2km — 1 < N the series converges to the average of the trace.

D. Example

We now work out a simple example to give some idea of the use of the Schwinger-Dyson equations. This example
will also be used later in the idea of “complete rung cancellation” and gives intuition behind the claim that for N > k
we have k! eigenvalues equal to unity. Let the matrix X be chosen from the unitary group with the Haar measure
and evaluate the expectation value for N > k

E[(tr(X)tr(XT))k]. (54)
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For k = 1, a single application of Eq. (@3] shows that this is equal to unity. For k = 2, we find

E[(tr(X)tr(XT))2] - 2E[(tr(X)tr(XT))] - (1/N)1E[tr(XX)(tr(XT)2)] (55)

24 (1 /N)2E[(tr(X)tr(XT))2] — 9(1/NY2E[er(X )tr(X )]
= 24 (1/NPE[((X0)r(X 1) ] - 21/N)

2
For N > 2, this shows that E[(tr(X)tr(XT)) ] = 2.

It is interesting to see what happens to the expectation value in Eq. (B3) for N = 1,k = 2. Then, the last line
2 2

Eq. (B3)) gives simply E[(tr(X)tr(XT)) | = E[(tr(X)tr(XT)) |, giving no information about the trace. For general
N, the sum of terms terminating at level 1 is equal to zero, while the sum of terms terminating at levels 2, 3,4,5,6...
is equal to 2, —2/N,2/N,—2/N?% 2/N?, ... respectively. Thus, we do not have a convergent series for N = 1,k = 2.

Up to now we have considered the series whose n-th term is the sum of terms terminating at a given level n. We now
consider instead write the expectation value of Eq. (54)) as a series in 1/N. For N > k, this series is again absolutely
convergent to the desired expectation value. It is easy to see that for arbitrary k, and for N > k, the expectation
value ([B4) is equal to k! + O(1/N), as there are k! terms which terminate at level k. We now show that for N > k,
the expectation value (B4)) is equal to k! exactly. Note that the expectation value in Eq. (B4]) is equal to the trace of
the map Tj (defined in (BI))

Thus, the trace of the map 75 (M) is equal to the number of unit eigenvalues of T (M). For N > k the trace of this
map can then be written as the sum of an infinite series in 1/N, and using the fact that the number of unit eigenvalues
is equal to an integer for all integer IV, we find that all terms in the series in 1/N, beyond the term of order N°,
must vanish exactly (the calculation above represents an explicit check of this for &k = 2 and it may be readily verified
for any k). Thus, for all N > k, the expectation value of Eq. (B4)) is equal to k!. This gives an alternate proof that
F,gv = k! when N > k.

E. Counting and Main Result

On a given iteration of the Schwinger-Dyson equations, we go from a product of ¢ traces to a product of ¢+ 1,
c¢—1, or ¢—2 traces. As in [15], we keep track of how the matrices move under this iteration process using a function
fn((1,4)) from pairs of integers to pairs of integers. We say that the matrix U(s;;) in the given product of traces,
L1Ls...L, is in position (I,7). Let us consider the case of a term on the first line, where ¢ increases by one. Then,
for any given j in the sum on the first line, we say that the matrix in position (1,%), for ¢ < j on the n + 1-st
iteration corresponds to the matrix in position (1,7) on the n-th iteration, and so f,((1,4)) = (1,4), while the matrix
in position (2,¢) on the n + 1-st iteration corresponds to the matrix in position (1,7 + j — 1) on the n-th iteration,
so fn((1,i+7—1)) = (2,4). The matrix in position (I,), for 2 < 1 < k + 1 on the n + 1-st iteration corresponds to
the matrix (I — 1,4) on the n-th iteration, so f,(I — 1,4) = (I,i). We follow a similar procedure for the other lines of
Eq. {@3) and if there are cancellations, we keep track of how the matrix moves under the cancellations.

We then keep track of which matrix after n iterations corresponds to a given matrix before any iterations, by
defining F,,((1,7)) = fa(fa-1(...f1((,7)) for I = 1,2,...,2k. Let us say that the matrix at position (I,) is “trivially
moved” under the n-th iteration of the Schwinger-Dyson equations if we are considering a term in the equations which
did not arise from T°U(s;,;)); that is, the matrix is trivially moved if it is not in either position (1, 1) or position (1, j)
using a term on the first or second line, or in either position (1,1) or position (,j) using a term from the third or
fourth line.

A given term in Eq. ([@3]) arises from a given choice of (I,7): for a term on the first or second line let us say [ = 1.
Let (1,1) = F,(lo, jo) and let (I,7) = F,, (I}, j5)- If a matrix is not trivially moved under on the n-th iteration then
there are two cases: (1) either Iy < k and I < k or lp > k and {{, > k. That is, either both matrices appeared in one
of the first k traces, which are traces of products of conjugates of unitaries, or both matrices appeared in one of the
last k traces, which are traces of unitaries. Or, case (2): lp < k and I > k or Iy > k and [ < k. That is, one matrix
was in one of the first k traces and the other was in one of the last k traces. We then break the first case into two
subcases: (a), jo = j4 or (b), jo # j,- We also break the second case into two subcases: (a), jo = m1 + 1 — j{ or (b),
jo # m1 + 1 —ji. In case la both matrices are unitary matrices U(s j,) or both are U(s1j,)! and in case 2a, one
matrix is U(s1,j,) and the other is U(syj,)". In case 1b, we know that sy j, = s1j; for jo # jj while in case 2b we
know that s j, = s1 4, + D/2 for jo # js. Thus, in case 1b or 2b the term in the Schwinger-Dyson equation implies
some constraint about the choice of s1 ;. To illustrate these different cases, consider the example (G3)): the first term
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on the right-hand side of the top line is an example of case 2a, while the second term on the same line is an example
of case la.

Consider a given j; if on some iteration and for some [ the matrix which was originally in position (I, j) is not trivially
moved and we have case 1b or 2b, then we can identify some k such that either s; ; = s1 or s1,; = s1,5 + D/2. Let
us write k = 7(j) in both cases, for some function 7(j). We define a term to have a “complete rung cancellation of
matrix j” if it is not possible to identify such a k for the given j. We claim that the sum of all terms with a complete
rung cancellation of matrix 4 is equal to k! so long as k < N. To show this, consider the product of traces

tr(U(sm + D/2)..U(si41 + D/2) XU (si—1 + D/2)..U(s1 + D/2))*tr(U(s1)...U (5i—5) XU (si51)-..U(sm)",  (56)

where X is some arbitrary unitary matrix. Averaging this trace over all unitary matrices U(s) and over all unitary
matrices X with the Haar measure, we find that the trace is equal to k!: this can be established by applying Eq. (@3]
to this trace, and always cyclically permuting the trace so that X is in the first position. This calculation is very
similar to the example calculation (B4) above. However, applying the Schwinger-Dyson equations to the trace (56
without first applying the cyclic permutation generates precisely the sum of terms mentioned above, those in which
there is a complete rung cancellation of matrix i. Thus, this sum of terms equals k!. We further claim that for any
given i1, 12, ..., iq, the sum of all terms with complete rung cancellations of matrices i1, i, ...i4 is equal to k!, as may be
shown by considering a trace in which matrices U(s;, ), U(s;,), ... are replaced by X7, Xo, ..., and the trace is averaged
over the different X7, Xo,.... Then, using the inclusion-exclusion principle, the sum of terms in which for no ¢ is there
a complete rung cancellation of matrix ¢ is equal to the sum of all terms minus k!. So, we now focus on the sum of
terms with no complete rung cancellations, which we define to be E(')yk(sl, .y Sm); if a given choice of sq, ..., $;, gives
rise to a term which terminates at level n with no complete rung cancellations, then it is possible to identify a 7(z)
for each 1.

We now follow the same approach as in [15] to bound the number of choices of sy, ..., Sm0 which can produce a term
which terminates at a level n with no complete rung cancellations. Given the sequence of choices of terms on the
right-hand side of the Schwinger-Dyson equation (45]), as well as knowledge of which cancellations occurred at each

iteration, we know the function 7(i), and given this function 7(i) there are now only at most [D/(D — 1)](D — 1)™1/2
possible values of sy 1,..., S1,m0- Thus, the total number of choices of s1, vy S0 which can produce a term which
terminates at level n is bounded by the number of possible choices of terms and cancellations in the Schwinger-Dyson
equation (@5) at cach of the n iterations multiplied by [D/(D — 1)](D — 1)™/2. At each iteration of the Schwinger-
Dyson equations, we make a particular choice of [, j at each level, which requires specifying one particular matrix out
of all the matrices on the right-hand side; there are at most 2m1k — 1 matrices on the right-hand side, so there are
at most 2m1k — 1 choices (in [15], the slightly worse bound (2m1k — 1)? was found; we tighten the bound here). At
each such iteration of the Schwinger-Dyson equations, there may be cancellations in two different traces if the term
came from the second line of Eq. (45]), with at most m; cancellations in each trace, or cancellations in two different
places of a single trace, if the term came from the fourth line of Eq. ([@3]), with at most m; cancellations in each place.
Let us call the number of cancellations ¢y, co with 0 < ¢; < m; and 0 < ¢ < my. Then, by specifying [, j, ¢1, co for
each iteration, we succeed in fully specifying how the matrices move under the n iterations of the Schwinger-Dyson
equation; this requires specifying n numbers ranging from 1...2km; — 1, and 2n numbers ranging from 0...mj;.
Thus, there are at most

[D/(D = DD = 1)/ (2kmf) — 1) (mf +1)*" < [D/(D = 1))(D — 1)/ (2kmS)°*" (57)
choices of s, ..., S0 which can produce a term which terminates at level n. Using Eq. 7)), the number of choices of
S1, ..., Sm Which can produce a term which terminates at level n is at most

m 2%k 1)3n+1
3" (D - 1)™22m (2kmd)* < (D~ 1)””%’”% (58)

3n+1

For any s, ..., $m, we define n,in(s1, ..., $m) to be the smallest level at which a term terminates with no complete
rung cancellations. The sum of terms with m? = 0, which is the same as the sum of terms with n,,;, = 0, is bounded
by

N2kp=m(D — 1)m/29m = N2\ (59)
Thus, we re-write the sum in Eq. [I]) as

co D D
B < kl+N2kN2)\m( ) Z Z Z Z Gpprin (510eems5m )i o0 1 (515 +oes Sm). (60)

n=k s1=1s2=1 Sm=1
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Therefore, for any s1, ..., S, With 1, > 0,

El(S1, .0y 8m) < > N2E=)/3(9km, — 1) (61)
nznmin(517~~~75m)
— 2K/ [N—2/3(2km — 1)
1— N—2/32km —1)
From Egs. (GI60GT),
. = (2km + 1)3F [N=2/3(2km — 1)]"
B < ki {N2 4 Ny 1_N_2/3(2m_1)} (62)
n=k
= 2km + 1
m [ ar2 2k/3 —2/3 41n
< 1+/\H{N +N ; eSS (MM }
We then pick m = (1/4k)N'/6 so that N=2/3(2km + 1)* < 1/2 and
A< (B = DY < N AR(1 4+ 0(1)™ (63)

= Mg (1+ O(log(N)kN~Y6).

Using Markov’s inequality, the probability that || is greater than c(1 + O(klog(N)N~Y/%)\g (D), for any ¢ > 1, is
bounded by ¢~ (1/4RN"°, |

IV. DISCUSSION

We have introduced quantum and classical tensor product expanders. These provide a way to approxiamte t-
designs by acting many times with a small number of unitaries. An important open question is whether efficient
implementations of these tensor product expanders exist.
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APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA {1

First, we reduce to the case when the matrices are 2 x 2 with IT = |1)(1] and X is diagonal. Express ||pX +(1—p)Y||
as the maximum of (¢|pX + (1 — p)Y|9)) over all unit vectors |ip). Write |1)) as |tp) = cos(0)|11) + sin(6)]1)2), where
0 <6< m/2and |¢1),|2) are normalized vectors such that IT|e);) = |p1) and (I — II)|eh2) = |1h2). Our conditions
on X imply that (¢|X[y) = cos?(6) + (o] X |1p2) sin?(0) and that [(¢a]X|1h2)| < 1 — ex. Next, for 4,5 = 1,2
define Vi ; = (4;|Y|1;). Since |Y]| < 1, we also have that || 327, Y;,|i)(j]|| < 1. We can now replace Y with

i,j=1
S7 o1 Yili) (Gl and X with [1)(1] + (] X[3ha) [2)(2].

i,j=1
Now suppose that |(|X|¢)| > 1 — exey/12. Using our bound on |(1)2| X |¢)2)|, we obtain

€EX ey

1-— < cos? () +sin?(0)(1 — ex) = 1 — sin?(A)ex,

implying that sin?(#) < ey /12. We will show that this yields an upper bound on (1Y |¢)).
Since ||V < 1, we have |Y1 o], [Y21] < (/1 — [Y?|. Thus

[{WIY[)] < cos®(0)|Y1,1] + sin(f) cos(8)(|Y1,2] + [Yz,1) + sin®(6)[Ya,o| (A1)
< i - 24 &
< cos(0)|Y1,1] +sin(0)24/1 — |Y1 1|2 + D (A2)

If & were not constrained then the first two terms of (A2) would be maximized by taking 6 to be 6 =

arctan(2,/1 — [Y1,112/[Y11]) > arctan(2/2ey — €2./(1 — ey)) > arctan(2y/2ey). Using sin®(arctan(z)) = 22/(1 + 22),
we have sin?(6) > 8ey /(1 +8ey) > ey /2. Since 6 is constrained to lie in [0, arcsin(y/ey /12)], it cannot equal . Thus
maximizing (A2) will require setting 6 to one of the endpoints of the allowed region. In particular, the maximum
value of (AZ) occurs when sin?(f) = ey /12. A similar argument proves that setting |V 1| = 1 — ey maximizes (A2)
as well. Now we calculate

€y 2 €y 2 1 €y
<(1-— S 26y — Y14/ = <1-X
(WY )| < (1 —ey) +2 D 2ey — €5 + T 1 (1 \/; 12) ey <1 0 (A3)

We have shown that for any 1, either (| X|¢) < 1 — exey /12 or (|Y|¢p) < 1 — €y /10. We now use the triangle
inequality to bound

(WpX + (1 —p)Y|¢) < max (p (1 — e)igy) +(1—=p)p+(1—-p) (1 _ %))

<1- i—;min(pex,l —p).

Since this bound applies for all normalized |4)), it must also upper-bound ||[pX + (1 —p)Y||. Thus we obtain (7). The
remaining steps of the Lemma are direct calculations. |
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