LAugust 5, 2018 21:22 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE DiagonalUnitaryDe-
igns'ReSubmit fin

International Journal of Quantum Information
© World Scientific Publishing Company

Diagonal-unitary 2-designs and their implementations by quantum
circuits

Yoshifumi Nakata

Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan
nakata@eve.phys.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp *

Mio Murao

Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan
Institute for Nano Quantum Information Electronics, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan
murao@phys.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp

Received Day Month Year
Revised Day Month Year

We study efficient generations of random diagonal-unitary matrices, an ensemble of
unitary matrices diagonal in a given basis with randomly distributed phases for their
eigenvalues. Despite the simple algebraic structure, they cannot be achieved by quantum
circuits composed of a few-qubit diagonal gates. We introduce diagonal-unitary t-designs
and present two quantum circuits that implement diagonal-unitary 2-designs with the
computational basis in N-qubit systems. One is composed of single-qubit diagonal gates
and controlled-phase gates with randomized phases, which achieves an exact diagonal-
unitary 2-design after applying the gates on all pairs of qubits. The number of required
gates is N(N — 1)/2. If the controlled-Z gates are used instead of the controlled-phase
gates, the circuit cannot achieve an exact 2-design, but achieves an e-approximate 2-
design by applying gates on randomly selected pairs of qubits. Due to the random choice
of pairs, the circuit obtains extra randomness and the required number of gates is at
most O(N2(N + log1/¢)). We also provide an application of the circuits, a protocol of
generating an exact 2-design of random states by combining the circuits with a simple
classical procedure requiring O(N) random classical bits.
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1. Introduction

Understanding typical properties of an ensemble is a useful methodology for
analyzing quantum many-body systems. When we investigate typical properties
of all pure states in a Hilbert space, we use random states, an ensemble of
pure states uniformly distributed in a given Hilbert space with respect to the
unitarily invariant measure. Random states have been intensively studied from
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many aspects, e.g., their entanglementmzmjﬂ a relation to an appearance
of the Gibbs state in subsystemmmmjﬁlﬂ, a possible mechanism for
black holes to have entropy+?, and quantum informational taskmmm.
Since random states are obtained by applying random unitary matriced?d to any
pure state, quantum circuit implementations of random unitary matrices are also
studiedmﬁmmmmmlﬁm. It has been shown that the ensemble of uni-
tary matrices simulating up to the ¢-th order of statistical moments of random
unitary matrices, referred to as a unitary t-design, can be approximately achieved

by quantum circuits30. Random unitary matrices themselves have many utilities in
quantum informational taskmm‘ﬁmm.

Phase-random states are restricted random states, where only phases of the
expansion coefficients in a given basis are randomly distributed3?. They are origi-
nally introduced for investigating typical properties of time evolving states in iso-
lated systems. It has been shown that phase-random states with a separable basis
and equal-amplitudes have extremely high entanglement on average2. This class
of pure states have been studied in the context of locally maximally entangleable
state , and in relation with mutually unbiased bases®?. They also reveal
typical properties of states that appear in instantaneous quantum polynomial-time
(IQP) circuited 443l 5ng commuting circuits*?, which are likely to have stronger
computational power than classical computers even though they exploit only diag-
onal gates and a separable pure initial state. However, it had not been yet clarified
whether or not the corresponding phase-random states can be efficiently generated.

In this paper, we provide quantum circuits that efficiently generate phase-
random states of N qubits with the computational basis (tensor products of Pauli Z
basis). To this end, we introduce random diagonal-unitary matrices and diagonal-
unitary t-designs, which are analogous to random unitary matrices and unitary
t-designs, respectively. In particular, we consider those with the computational ba-
sis. One may think that such random diagonal-unitary matrices could be obtained
by applying one-qubit diagonal gates with random phases. However, this is not the
case since such random diagonal-unitary matrices generate large amount of entan-
glement even if an initial state is separablm, but one-qubit gates cannot. More
precisely, only a diagonal-unitary 1-design can be achieved by one-qubit diagonal
gates. A natural question is whether we can achieve a diagonal-unitary t-design
(t > 2) by using two-qubit diagonal gates.

We show that phase-random circuits composed of two-qubit diagonal gates
achieve diagonal-unitary 2-designs. Due to the commutativity of the gates, the
circuit becomes stationary after applying the two-qubit gates on all pairs of qubits,
as long as the pairs are deterministically selected. We first explicitly show that such
a stationary circuit is a diagonal-unitary 2-design if we use controlled-phase gates
with two-valued random phases and single qubit phase gates with three-valued
random phases. On the other hand, if we do not use random phases in a genuine
two-qubit gate, e.g., the phases in each controlled-phase gate are fixed such that it
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becomes the controlled-Z gate, the stationary circuit is not a diagonal-unitary 2-
design. Hence, in the case of the phase-random circuit using the controlled-Z gates,
we need to introduce extra randomness to achieve a diagonal-unitary 2-design. We
show that, if we apply two-qubit gates on randomly selected pairs of qubits, the
phase-random circuit results in an e-approzimate diagonal-unitary 2-design after
applying at most O(N?(N + log1/€)) gates. In this case, the circuit does not be-
come stationary after applying the gates on all pairs of qubits because of the random
choices of the pairs. These results show that random variables in genuine two-qubit
gates enhance the ability of randomizing phases.

We also provide an application of the phase-random circuit, i.e., a protocol for
generating random states. We show that an exact 2-design of random states can
be obtained by combining the phase-random circuit with a simple classical proce-
dure requiring O(N) random classical bits. Since our protocol uses only diagonal
gates in the quantum part of the protocol, it is simpler than previously known
implementations particularly from an experimental point of view.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. @l we give definitions of random
unitary matrices, random diagonal-unitary matrices, and the corresponding designs.
In Sec. Bl we present our two main theorems on the phase-random circuits, and the
protocol generating an exact 2-design of random states. After explaining a sketch
of the proofs of our theorems in Sec. dl we present proofs of the first and second
theorem in Sec. Bl and in Sec. [0 respectively. Finally, we summarize and present
concluding remarks in Sec. [1

2. Random matrices and Designs

We review definitions of random unitary matrices and random states. Then, we
present definitions of random diagonal-unitary matrices, phase-random states, and
their corresponding designs.

In this paper, for simplicity, we denote by E any expectations over a probability
distribution. When it is necessary, we explicitly write the space taken over for the
expectation.

Definition 1 (Random unitary matrices and random states) Let U/(d) be
the unitary group of degree d. Random unitary matrices Upaar are the ensemble of
unitary matrices uniformly distributed with respect to the Haar measure on U(d),
dftHaar- Random states Yaar are defined by the ensemble of states {U,, [¥) }v, cttianr
for any fixed state |U) € H.

Note that the distribution of random states is independent of the choice of the
state |U) since the Haar measure dpiga,, is unitarily invariant.

Definition 2 (Random diagonal-unitary matrices and phase-random states)
Random diagonal-unitary matrices with an orthonormal basis {|un) }, Udiag ({|un)}),
are an ensemble of diagonal unitary matrices of the form U, = >0 _, €™ |u,,) (uy,|
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where the phases ¢, are uniformly distributed with respect to the normal-
ized Lebesgue measure dp = dey---dpa/(27)¢ on [0,27)% For a given state
|¥), phase-random states Ypnase({|(¥|un)|,|un)}) are an ensemble of states

{Ue 19} 0, cthasas ({Jun) 1) -

In contrast to random unitary matrices, random diagonal-unitary matrices de-
pend on the choice of the basis {|u,)},. Consequently, phase-random states depend
on the basis {|u,)}, and the distribution of the amplitudes when the initial state
is expanded in the basis, {|(¥|u,)|}n.

A t-design of an ensemble is another finite ensemble that simulates up to the
t-th order of moments of the original one on average. An e-approximate ¢-design is
an ensemble that approximates the ¢-design, where € is a degree of approximation.
In the case of designs of matrices, we evaluate the degree of approximation in terms
of the diamond norm®3. For a superoperator £ on H, the diamond norm is defined
by
[(€ ®ida)X|s

E|o := sup sup ,
1Ele =50 2 s

where idy is the identity operator on another d-dimensional Hilbert space H’ and
X is any positive operator on H ® H’'. To define an e-approximate t-design, let V
be an ensemble of unitary matrices and £y (p) be a superoperator such that

P (p) == Ev[U2p(US)®1, (1)

for any states p on a system consisting of t N qubits. Then, an e-approximate unitary
t-design is defined as follows (see, e.g., Ref. 27)):

Definition 3 (e-approximate unitary t-designs) Let U be random unitary
matrices or random diagonal-unitary matrices. An e-approximate t-design of U,
denoted by U™ is a finite ensemble of unitary matrices such that

l& — &8, o < e.

Although there are several definitions of an e-approximate unitary ¢-design in
terms of different measures of the distance, they are shown to be all equivalent in the
sense that, if }V is an e-approximate unitary ¢-design in one of the definitions, then it
is also an ¢-approximate unitary ¢-design in other definitions, where ¢’ = poly (2" )e
(see Ref. [47 for details).

In the case of designs of states, we use a trace norm |X|; = Tr|X]| to evaluate
the difference.

Definition 4 (e-approximate state t-designs) Let T be random states or
phase-random states. An e-approzimate t-design of Y, denoted by Y9 is a fi-
nite ensemble of states such that

Evce.o [[9) (0] = Ex [[90u) (%] < e

1
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Wl(il,]'l) W2(i2’j2) ______ Wt(i“jl) ______ WT(}'TJ'T]
" — ] e
e — i

Fig. 1. A phase-random circuit. The vertical line denotes a two-qubit gate Wt(it’jt) randomly
selected from a diagonal two-qubit gate set Wiyjag-

In case of € = 0, the designs are called ezact t-designs. A t-design for ran-
dom states is referred to as a spherical t-desig , a complez-projective t-
desigm or a quantum state t-desigrm. In this paper, we call a t-design of ran-
dom states a complex-projective t-design. We also call a t-design of phase-random
states a toric t-design since the parameter space of phase-random states is a hyper-
torus.

We finally make a remark on the choice of phases in diagonal-unitary t-designs
and toric t-designs. It is sufficient to choose phases from a discrete set. For in-
stance, a set of unitary matrices Q; = {>_, € |u,,)(uy,|}, where ¢,, is randomly
chosen from {%}k:0,17...7t, is a diagonal-unitary ¢-design with the basis {|un)}
(see[Appendix A]for details). This simple fact means that we can use (¢ + 1)-valued

discrete random parameters instead of continuous random parameters. However,
even if the phases are randomly chosen from a discrete set, the implementation of
such unitary matrices requires global randomizations of phases. For implementing
these matrices by quantum circuits, we need to decompose each unitary matrix into
local unitary operations, namely, one- and two-qubit gates, in an efficient way. This
is the main concern of this paper.

3. Main results and an application

In this section, we introduce phase-random circuitddd and provide our main results,
i.e., phase-random circuits can achieve diagonal-unitary 2-designs. We also present
an application of phase-random circuit, a protocol generating an exact complex-
projective 2-design.

3.1. Phase-random circuit

We denote by |7) the computational basis where 7 is a binary representation of
n—1(nm=1,---,2Y). We investigate implementations of a diagonal-unitary t-
design in the computational basis L{g; ({|m)}) by phase-random circuits presented
in the previous work of the authors®#. For implementing a diagonal-unitary t-
design in a general basis, it is sufficient to apply a unitary operation transforming
the computational basis to the desired basis.

A phase-random circuit consists of T" diagonal two-qubit unitary gates shown in
Fig.[ For the ¢-th gate, we select two different numbers (i, j;) from {1,2,--- , N},
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as well as a two-qubit gate W; randomly from a given set of diagonal two-qubit
gates Waiag. We apply the two-qubit gate W; on the 7;-th and ji-th qubits.
An instance of the circuit is then specified by a set of parameters, Cr :=
{is, ji, Wi} |, and the unitary operation corresponding to the circuit is given by
Ur = W:(FiT’jT)W:(Fifl’l’jT’l) e Wl(il’jl), where Wt(it’jt) non-trivially acts on the ;-
th and js;-th qubits. Thus a phase-random circuit consisting of T' two-qubit gates is
denoted by a set of the unitary operations {Ur}e,..

3.2. Main results

The main result of this paper is that, if we choose an appropriate two-qubit diagonal
gate set Wiaiag, the phase-random circuit achieves a diagonal-unitary 2-design in
the polynomial number of gates. The necessary number of the gates depends on the
choice of the gate set Waiag.

We consider two gate sets. First, we study the gate set given by

100 0
10 10 010 0
CcCP __
Wdiag - {(0 eia> ® <0 ei6> 001 0O }a1ﬁ77€[0727")’
000 e

where all matrices are in the computational basis. In this case, we apply gates
randomly drawn from Wg,ﬁg on all the different pairs of qubits. We refer to this
phase-random circuit as a CP phase-random circuit, where the set of parameters is
given by CSF = {ay, Bt,7: }1—1. The expectation is taken by

T

1 2 27 2w
Ech[X] = H(%)?)/O dat/o dﬁt/o d’th

t=1

For the CP phase-random circuit, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1 The CP phase-random circuit is a diagonal-unitary 2-design in the
computational basis. The number of the required gates is W

It is not necessary to choose the phases uniformly from [0,27) and it suffices
to choose the phases o and 8 from {0, 2%, 4}, and « from {0, 7} (see [Appendix B]
for details). Thus, the CP phase-random circuit forms a finite ensemble and is a
design. Note that the controlled-phase gate with a random phase v € {0, 7} is the
same as a probabilistic application of the controlled-Z gate. Since all gates in the
CP phase-random circuit commute and are applied on deterministic choices of pairs
of qubits, they can be applied simultaneously in a practical implementation.

For simplifying the implementation, one may think if we can get rid of random
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parameters in two-qubit gates. Next, we deal with a gate set given by

100 0
10 10 010 0
czZ _
Wdiag - {<0 eia> ® (0 615) 001 0 }OZ;BE[O:%T)'
000 —1
Similarly to the CP phase-random circuit, «, 8 can be chosen from {0, %’T, %’T

instead of [0, 27). In this case, however, we cannot achieve an exact 2-design even if

we apply two-qubit gates randomly chosen from WdC;aZg on all pairs of qubits. This

fact is demonstrated in a three-qubit system as presented in the following. When we

apply two-qubit gates randomly chosen from WdC;aZg on every pair of three qubits,

we obtain a unitary matrix given by
Us = diag(l, ei(Otl-i'Ot?,)7 ei(,@l-i-otz)7 _ei(a1+31+042+043), ei(62+ﬂ3), _ei(a1+,82+a3+,83),
_ ei(,@1+a2+32+,33) _ei(a1+,81+a2+,82+a3+,83)>

2 4m
EREEY
1,2,3. Instead of checking if {Us},, s, is an exact diagonal-unitary 2-design in

where «; and f; are randomly chosen from [0,27) or {0 } for every i =
terns of a superoperator £2), we check an equivalent definition of an exact 2-
designIZZI given by Ea, 5,3 [U5> ® (UH®2 = Bty [US? @ (U)®?], where Ugiag
denotes random diagonal-unitary matrices. By a straightforward calculation, it can
be shown that Er,, 5.3 [U$2 @ (U1)®?] contains —1 as an element, but Ey[US? ®
(U])¥?] does not. That is, {Us}(a, 5,3 is not an exact diagonal-unitary 2-design.
This difference comes from a fact that the controlled-Z gate does not have any
parameters, resulting in a correlation between some elements of Us in a lower order,
e.g., (Us)ss = (Uz)1a(Us)ss.

Thus we need to introduce extra randomness to achieve a diagonal-unitary 2-
design by using a gate set W(ﬁazg. To this end, we choose (i, j;) randomly at each
time, so that the set of parameters is given by C$Z = {i, j;, o, Bt }7—1. The expec-
tation is given by
T 2 1 ) 2m 2m
Bege X = [ 7= 2 (57 /0 dat/o dB.X. (2)

t=1 it F£Jt

Due to the random choice of {iy, j; }, the upper bound of T' can exceed N(N —1)/2
in spite of commutativity of all gates. We call the corresponding phase-random
circuit a CZ phase-random circuit. Note that parameters o and 5 chosen from just
{0, %”, %’T} guarantees the CZ phase-random circuit to form a finite ensemble. The
circuit achieves an approximate 2-design, but not an exact 2-design, as stated in
the following theorem.
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Theorem 2 The CZ phase-random circuit {UT}ng consisting of T two-qubit
gates is an e-approrimate diagonal-unitary 2-design in the computational basis if
T > Tcon'u (6)7 where
N N? —1 3 2 -1 2
5t +O(N) ) log(26) ™" < Teonw(e) TN’ log2+ Nloge " + O(N?). (3)
Therefore, the CZ phase-random circuit is an e-approrimate diagonal-unitary 2-
design after applying at most O(N?(N +loge™1)) two-qubit gates.

In a practical sense, the CZ phase-random circuit has disadvantages compared
to the CP phase-random circuit since it cannot achieve an exact diagonal-unitary
2-design. Moreover, unlike the CP case, the gates in the circuit cannot be ap-
plied simultaneously since the dynamics should be stochastic by choosing ¢ and j
randomly for each gate. However, we present Theorem [] since the difference be-
tween the CZ and CP phase-random circuits show that a random parameter in the
controlled-phase gate dramatically improves the ability to randomize, which we find
theoretically interesting.

Finally, we emphasize that phase-random circuits are easily implementable in
experiments since they exploit only diagonal gates in the computational basis, which
can be fault-tolerantly implemented in super- and semi-conductor systems2*. Fur-
thermore, in the case of the CP phase-random circuit, all gates can be applied
simultaneously, which significantly simplifies the experimental implementation.

3.3. An application: a protocol for generating a complex-projective
2-design

Phase-random circuits generate toric 2-designs exactly for the CP case and ap-
proximately for the CZ case. By combining phase-random circuits with an extra
classical procedure, we can also obtain a complex-projective 2-design, which has
useful applications in quantum information processingmmm, To show this,
we first consider the difference between complex-projective and toric 2-designs.
The expectation of states for complex-projective t-designs is obtained from

Schur’s lemma00 and is given by
Exo (605 = Bt 1) 0]
1
-,

where Hg,)m is a projector onto the symmetric subspace in H®* and dsym is the

dimension of the symmetric subspace. On the other hand, the expectation of states

for toric t-designs is not a projector Hg,)m For instance, in N-qubit systems, the
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expectation of states for the toric 2-designs T}(i)asc({rn, [tn)}n) is

2N

Eye ()17 = 3 v finttn) (untnl

n=1

UnUm) + |UmUn) (Unlm | + (U Un]
+ 2 T2 2 | ,
> 7 %

n>m

which is not proportional to the projector Héf,zn

To close the gap, we consider a particular toric 2-design given by
{2-N/2 |n>}) where {|n)} is the computational basis. The expectation of

({27N/2|a)}) is given by

phasc(

the state over Tph&be

Ey(z) [|1/1>< %] o Z |an) (Afa] + 2 Z [m) \‘/"§|m”> <nm|\-/1-§< n|

n>m
= 2H§§2n > |an)(an| .
hasc({Q_N/Q, [7)}) and a set of states

{|n)} forms a complex-projective 2-design. Thus the protocol to obtain a complex-
projective 2-design using a phase-random circuit is given by

This shows that a probabilistic mixture of T®

(1) With probability 2N—1+1,
(2) With probability 2]%—11, perform the CP phase-random circuit with an ini-
tial state [+ + - - - 4).

choose a random bit 7 and generate a state |7).

This protocol of generating an exact complex-projective 2-design requires O(N)
random classical bits and O(N?) diagonal gates in the CP phase-random circuit.
Below is the comparison with previously proposed protocols of generating exact
and approximate complex-projective 2-designs.

e An exact unitary 2-design using Clifford operations is knownm, which re-
quires O(N?®) bits and O(N?) quantum gates. In this protocol, a descrip-
tion of unitary matrices is classically calculated and is decomposed into
one- and two-qubit unitary gates. Thus, for obtaining a sequence of states
in a complex-projective 2-design, it is necessary to repeat calculating a gate
decomposition and constructing the corresponding quantum circuit.

e An e-approximate unitary 2-design is presented where the circuit is com-
posed of one- and two-qubit Clifford gates and some gates are applied
probabilisticallym. The number of gates is O(N IOL%E) in their defini-
tion of the 2-design. It has been pointed out tha it corresponds to
O(N(N +log1/e)) in Definition Bl

e Random circuit are known to converge to an e-approximate unitary
2-design after applying O(N (N +log1/e)) gatesm. In random circuits, all
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gates are randomly chosen from a set called a 2-copy gapped gate set, e.g.,
a set of the controlled-NOT gate and single qubit rotation gates.

e A local random circuit composed of O(Nt*(N + log1/¢)) gates is shown
to form an e-approximate unitary t-design®*. The circuit is composed of
random SU (4) gates acting on nearest neighbor qubits.

In comparison with these results, the main advantage of our protocol is that
it uses only diagonal gates. Although the necessary number of gates in our pro-
tocol is the same as that of the previous results, the commutativity of diagonal
gates enables us to apply all gates simultaneously for implementation. Moreover,
diagonal gates greatly simplify a realization of the circuit in experiments. The CP
phase-random circuit requires only single-qubit rotations around the Z-axis and
the random application of the controlled-Z gate, which can be fault-tolerantly im-
plemented in super- and semi-conductor system@. Thus, our protocol provides a
way to generate a complex-projective 2-design by currently achievable technology.

4. Sketch of the proofs

In order to prove Theorem [I and 2] we analyze how two-qubit diagonal gates in
phase-random circuits transform an initial state. Since our goal is to show the
phase-random circuits are diagonal-unitary 2-designs, we consider an initial state
po on a 2N-qubit system (see Definition. Bl and Eq. ().

The technique is similar to that used for investigating the convergence of
random circuit . We denote the state after applying T two-qubit gates by
pT = (UT)®2p0(U})®2 and expand it in the Pauli basis to investigate the evolution
of each coefficient. We denote by p and q vectors corresponding to the subscripts
of the Pauli basis of two N-qubit systems (pi1,---,pn) and (g1, ,qn), where
pi, ¢ € {0,2,y, 2z}, respectively. Then, the state pr is expressed by

PT = 27N ZgT(pa q)ap 2y Oq,
P.qa

where o 1= 0p, ® -+ ® 0y, and ogq 1= 04, X -+ ® 04, are tensor products of the
Pauli operators. Similarly, we consider a state p, = (U¢)®2p0(UJ,)®2, where U, is

an element of a diagonal-unitary 2-design U/ 2)

diag: and expand py, in the Pauli basis

Py = 2N Z&p(P, q)UP ®ogq.
P.q

To simplify the following investigation, we introduce a notation. Since the way
how &7(p, q) is transformed depends on op, and o4, it is convenient to define subsets
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in {1,---, N} that specify the locations of 0., (w =0,z,y,2) in op and og;
I (p,q) = {ie{l,- N}pi = a € {z,y}},
I (p,a)={ie{l,- N}pi=q € {z,y}},
AP (p,q) = {i e {1,--- N}lp; = ¢ € {0,2}},
A (p,q) = (i€ {1,---, N}pi = g € {0, 2}},

where the bar sign of §; represents to take a self-inverse ‘flip’ map defined by 0 = 2
and T = y. We denote the number of elements in each subset by the corresponding
small letters, e.g., Y& (p,q) (A\F)(p,q)) is the number of elements in T'*) (p, q)
(A (p,q)). We also denote the union of T'*)(p,q) and T-)(p,q) (A (p,q)
and A7) (p,q)) by T'(p,q) (A(p,q)). Similarly, the number of elements in T'(p, q)
(A(p,q)) is denoted by y(p,q) (A(p,q)). By definition, y(p,q) = vP(p,q) +
7 (p,q) and A(p,q) = XH(p,q) + A7) (p,q). We introduce Fé;e)n(p,q) and
I‘Ogg(p,q) as subsets of I'(")(p, q) of which the number of elements is even and
odd, respectively.

We also define a function fs(p) of p, where S = {iy, -+ ,is} is a subset of
{1,--- N}, such as fs(p) = (p1, -+ ,Diy, " sDis -+, PN ). That is, the function fg
flips all elements of p in the set S. For instance, f13(y,z,0) = (y,,0) = (z,z, 2).
We denote (fs(p), fs(q)) simply by fs(p,q). Finally, we define Sepen(p,q) and
Sodd(P- @) bY Seven (P, @) = {fs(p, @) where s C A(p,q) UT™) (p,q) U, (p, @)}
and S,q4(p,q) = {fs(p,q) where s € A(p,q) UTH) (p,q) U F(();;(p, q)}. For sim-
plicity, we often omit the part (p,q) in equations when there is no ambiguity.

In terms of the expansion coefficients &7 (p, q) and &, (p, q), our goal is to show
that for any initial state po,

¥(p. ). {Ec, [ér (P @) ~ By [6(p.a)]| < 57y (4)

after sufficiently large T'. In we show that if Eq. (@) holds for any ini-
tial state, the phase-random circuit is an e-approximate diagonal-unitary 2-design.

Euf\?;g [€,(p,q)] for an initial state pp = 27V Ep)q éo(p,d)op ® 04 is obtained
by a tedious but straightforward calculation. For (p,q) such that A\(p,q) = N,
Eye €o(P,a)] = (P, a). For (p,q) satisfying v(p,a) + A(p,a) = N (A(p,q) #
N),

By l6eal=2| 5 - ¥ |awa), )
Seven(P,@)  Sodd(P,q)
where the summation is taken over all (p’,q’') € Scyen(oaq)(P,q). Otherwise,
By 18P, @)] =0.
In Section B we present that the CP phase-random circuit achieves Eq. () for
e = 0, which gives the proof of Theorem [Il In Section [6] we show that Eq. (@)
holds for the CZ phase-random circuit after at most applying O(N?(N + log1/¢))
two-qubit diagonal gates, implying Theorem
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5. CP phase-random circuit

We present a proof of Theorem [II To do so, we follow the transformation of the
expectation of the expansion coefficient Ecer [€7+1(p, q)] by the CP phase-random
circuit. For simplicity, hereafter we omit the subscript C$ for the expectation
value.

By applying Wpy1 (a1, Bri1,yr+1) on a pair of qubits specified by two num-
bers (i, 7), the expectation of the coefficients changes to

E[gT-i-l (pa Q)] = 2_2N Z GZ] (pu q; p/7 ql)]E[gT (plu q/)]7
(p’.q")

where the matrix G;;(p,q; p’,q’) is given in by
Gij (pa q; plv q/) = E[TrUpWT+1Up/ W}JrlTquWTJrqu/ W}+1] .

Then, we obtain

E[gT(pvq)] 1f 7’7] S A(p7q)u
! (MT(p, o) = Efer(fi(p, @)

TEler(f(p, @) = Eler(fi (b, q>>]) if i € D) (p,q), j € Alp, ),
i(E[mp,q)] Bl (f(p.a)]

+uB[¢r(fi(p, a))] + wE[Er(fi;(p, q))]> if i e 1™ (p,q), j € T (p,q),

0 otherwise,

El¢ri1(p,q)] =

(6)

where v and v are £1.

Note that a set of A(p,q) and I'(p,q) are both invariant under the transfor-
mation since the transformation is composed of a function fs(p,q) which flips x
(y) toy (z) and 0 (2) to z (0). This implies that for a given A’ C {1,---, N} and
I C {1l,---,N}, only the coefficients E[¢7(p, q)] for (p,q) such that A(p,q) = A’
and I'(p, q) = IV mix up each other by the transformation.

From the last case in Eq. (@), it is clear that for any pairs of indices (p,q)
satisfying v(p,q) + A(p,q) < N, we have E[¢r(p,q)] = 0 for any T after i ¢
A(p,q) UT(p,q) is chosen. The other cases show that when one of (i,7) is in
I'(p,q), we take the uniform average of the ‘flipped’ terms. In particular, when
1€ F(f)(p, q) is selected, the term acquires a negative sign. Hence, after all pairs
of qubits are drawn, the expectation of the state becomes an average of all flipped
terms with appropriate negative signs. Then, we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 1 After applying W;; to all combinations of i and j, which requires
N(N—1)
2

Tep = two-qubit gates, the coefficient converges to

EKTCP(p,q)]:z-N[ Y -y ]&J(p’,q'), (7)

Seven(P,a)  Sodaa(P,q)

where the summation is taken over all (p',q’) € Sepen(odd) (P> d)-
Since Eq. (@) is the same as Eq. (Bl), we obtain that for any initial states and
for all (p,q),
Elére, (@)l =By [60(p, q)]

This concludes the proof of Theorem [II

6. CZ phase-random circuit

Theorem [21is shown by proving the following two lemmas. The first lemma guaran-
tees that the state transformed by the CZ phase-random circuit for any initial state
converges to the corresponding toric 2-design. The second lemma states that the
convergence time Tron,(€) defined in Theorem [2] scales as the cube of the system
size N.

Lemma 1 For any initial state and ¥(p, q),

Th—I};o Ecgz [gT (pv q)] - Eu;iig [&P (p’ q)] =0.

Lemma 2 For any initial state, the convergence time Teony(€) satisfies
N N2 -1 3 2 —1 2
O Graha O(N) | log(2€)™" < Teonu(€) <TN?log2+ N2loge  + O(N?).
Therefore, Teony(€) is at most O(N3) + O(N?)loge™ 1.
We present the proof of Lemma [I] in Subsection and the proof of Lemma 2] in
Subsection

6.1. Convergence of the distribution

We consider a transformation of a state by the CZ phase-random circuit. Similarly
to the CP case, we obtain (see [Appendix D)

E[¢r(p,q)] if i, j € A(p, q),
5(E[er(fi(p, )] £ E[r(fi(p,))]) if i e I'®(p,q), j € Alp, q),
Elér+1(pa)l = § (E[Er(p, 9)] + vE[ér(fi(p, q))]

+uB[ér(fi(p, )] + wEEr(fij(p,q)))) if i € T (p,q), j € T (p,q),
0 otherwise.

(8)
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Wl(ihjl) W2(i2,j2)

- ~ Emmmmn

W

Fig. 2. A modified phase-random circuit. A N-qubit unitary operation W is applied in advance
of the phase-random circuit. The unitary operation W is composed of two-qubits diagonal gates

acting on neighboring qubits, W = Wx ny_1--- W3 2Wa 1.

where u,v € {4, —}. The transformation is different from that of the CP phase-
random circuits given by Eq. (@) only when i € T(*)(p,q) and j € A(p,q). This
prevents the circuit from randomizing the corresponding phases. Thus, we have to
introduce stochastic transformations by choosing (4, j) randomly in order to achieve
a diagonal-unitary 2-design.

To simplify the investigation, we introduce a modified phase-random circuit.
Similarly to the CP case, for any pairs of indices (p, q) satisfying v(p, q)+A(p,q) <
N, we have E[¢r(p,q)] = 0 for any T once after i ¢ A(p,q) UT(p,q) is chosen. In
order to avoid the complication by dealing with such (p,q), we first apply a two-
qubit gate W; ;(c, 8) on all neighboring qubits (2k — 1, 2k). We denote this unitary
operations by W = Wy N-1WnN_2 Nn—3---Wa1. (see Fig. @) When N is odd, we
define W by Wy N—1Wn—1,n—2-Wa 1. The number of two-qubit gates required
to perform W is Ty, = [N/2] where [n] is the smallest integer larger or equal to
n. Note that W is composed of commuting gates and is deterministic. Hence, they
can be applied simultaneously.

In analogy with Proposition[Il we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2 If v(p,q) + A(p,a) < N, E[¢r, (p,a)] = 0. If (p,q) satisfies
7(p,q) + A(p,a) = N,

Eltr,, (p,q)] = 2 7[ - Z] S &o(fuw o 5. ),

scTil,  scriy)” s'cr

where (p,q) is omitted for simplicity and A(p,q) is a set of i € A(p,q) such that
i is paired with an element of T'(p,q) in W.

After applying W consisting of Ty, two-qubit gates, additional T” two-qubit
diagonal gates randomly selected from VVdla are applied on a randomly chosen pair
of qubits. The following proposition shows how E[{r(p, q)] relates to E[{r11(p, q)]
for T'=Ty +T'.
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Proposition 3 For T' > T,

Elérn(pa)l= Y. G(p.a;p’,d)EEr(p,q), 9)
(p",a)

where G(p,a;p',d) is equal to 2OTHG=D Gf (pf ) = (p.a), yivegy if

(p’,d) = fi(p,q) forie A(p,q) and 0 otherwise.

Proof The equation (@) is equivalent to

AA=1) +79(y-1)

Elér41(p,q)] = NN —1)

Bler (b )4 gy > Bler(fie. )
i€A(p,q)

(10)
We show Eq. ([I0) recursively.
FirSt1Ya we show that E[&TW +1(pa q)] - E[&TW (f’L (p7 Q))] when ¢ €

A(p,q) and j € I'(p,q), and E[¢r, +1(p,q)] = E[¢r,, (p,q)] otherwise. This is
derived by using Eq. ([8) and Proposition [ in the following way. When 1,5 €

A(pvq)a Eq @) lmphes E[éTV—V+1(paq)] = E[&TW (paq)] When i € A(paq) and
jeTE)(p,q), E[¢r,. +1(p,q)] is calculated to be

Elér, 1 (p. )] = 5Eler, ((p. @))] £ 3Eler,, (fu (p. )]

where the second line of the equation is obtained from the relation

vj € T (p,q), Elér,, (f;(p, @)] = £E[¢r,, (P, q)]- (11)

When i, j € I'(p,q), a direct calculation shows that E[{7,. +1(p,q)] = E[¢r,;, (P, q)]
by using Eq. (I). Thus, we obtain the statement.

Since the probability that j € T'(p, q) is chosen for a fixed i € A(p, q) is given
by v/ (g), where (g) is a binomial coefficient, Eq. (I0) is shown for 7" = Ty;,.
Moreover, Elér, +1(p,a)] also satisfies Bléry +1(fi(p,a))] = +Eléry +1(p, )] for
i € '®)(p,q), so that Eq. [{I0) is recursively obtained.

Proposition B implies that, for 7" > Ty, E[{r(p,q)] is given by a con-
vex sum of E[¢r. (fs(p,q))] where s is a subset of A(p,q). We define sub-
sets LH) R*E) C {1,--. N} where each subset is mutually exclusive. For
such subsets, transformation of E[¢7(p,q)] is closed in X(LH), RF)) .=
{(p, )| AP (p,q) = LE , TH)(p,q) = R®)}. In Proposition d we consider trans-
formation in X(L™*), R®)) and derive the stationary distribution E[¢.(p,q)] =
limr 00 E[é7(p, q)] for (p,q) € B(LE), RE)).

Proposition 4 Let L&) and RF) be appropriate subsets of {1,---, N} where each
subset is mutually exclusive and L := L) U L) £ {1,---  N}. For (p,q) €
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Y(L™E), R®)), the stationary distribution E[és(p,q)] is uniform in S(LE), RE),
that is,

EBeomal=g Y Eler, (0q)) (12

(p’,a)€X(LEH), RE))

where 1 is the number of elements of L, which is also equal to \(p,q). Moreover,
for any (p,q), we obtain

E[§ (P, )] = B [€s (P, q)]- (13)

In order to prove Proposition dl we use the Perron-Frobenius theoremdd for
wrreducible and aperiodic non-negative matrices M. Irreducibility is the property
that for all ¢ and j there exists a natural number n such that (M™);; > 0 and
aperiodicity is the property that M;; > 0 for all i. A non-negative matrix is such
that M;; > 0 for all i and j. The Perron-Frobenius theorem is given by the following
statement.

Theorem 3 (Perron-Frobenius theoremm) If a non-negative matrix M is
irreducible and aperiodic, the mazimum eigenvalue N > 0 is uniquely deter-

mined. Let |\) be the eigenvector corresponding to the maximum eigenvalue, then,
limn_mo(%M)" =|A) (.

In addition to irreducibility and the aperiodicity, when a non-negative matrix
M is bistochastic, that is, Y . M;; = Zj M;; = 1, the maximum eigenvalue X is
known to be equal to 1. By applying these facts, we prove Proposition [ as follows.

Proof In the case of L = {1,---,N}, it is straightforward to prove from
Eq. (). When L # {1,---,N}, we obtain Eq. (IZ) by applying the Perron-
Frobenius theorem to the matrix G in X(L™*), R™#)). If we restrict the matrix G to
E(L(i), R(i)), G is an irreducible, aperiodic and bistochastic non-negative matrix
in B(L*), R®)). Hence, the Perron-Frobenius theorem guarantees that there exists
a unique stationary distribution in E(L(i), R(i)). Since the evolution governed by
Gin E(L(i), R(i)) is uniform, the stationary distribution is also uniform, resulting
that, ¥(p,q) € X(L™F), R&)),

1
Elé(p.a)] = 5 > Elér,, (p',d')].
(p',q)€X(LEH),RE))
Thus, we obtain Eq. ([I2).

Next, we show Eq. ([3). For (p,q) satisfying A(p,q) + v(p,q) < N,
E[fw(p,q)] = 0 since all E[¢7,. (P, q)] in the right hand side of Eq. (I2) are zero as
shown in Proposition 2 Since Eq. () implies E[¢ ) (p,q)] = 0 for such (p, q), we

diag

obtain El¢r.. (p,q)] = El&,@ (P, q)]. When (p, q) satisfies A(p,q) +v(p,q) = N,
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we substitute E[¢7, (p,q)] given in Proposition 2 into Eq. (I2)), and obtain

Eupal =2 Y - % ]so(p',q'>,

Seven (P>q) Sodd(P,q)

which is equal to E, ) €s (P, q)).
diag

6.2. Convergence time for the phase-random circuits

In this subsection, we investigate the convergence time Teony(€) defined by the
condition that VT > Teony(€),
(2) (2)
||5{UT}07QZ - 5u(§i2;g ||<> <6 (14)
where 51(,2) for an ensemble of unitary matrices V is a superoperator defined by
Eq. ). A sufficient condition for Eq. ([[) to hold is
(15)

v(p.,a), EC,IQZ [§T (pv q)] - Ecgz [goo (p, Q)]

< €
= 97N

Similarly, we obtain a necessary condition for Eq. (I4]) by evaluating a lower bound
of the diamond norm:

¥(p, ), [Eoes (62 (p, @)] ~ Ecer [fn(p, q>1\ <e (16)
See for details of derivations of these conditions. Note that
Eogz[8oo(p, @)l = By [€0(p, )] from Lemmalll

ia

We derive an upper and a lower bound on Teony(€) by using Eq. (&) and
Eq. (I4]), respectively, and prove Lemma[2l For (p, q) satisfying A(p,q)+7(p,q) <
N, Teonv(e) < Ty, = [N/2] since E[§r(p,q)] = 0 for T > Ty, and, for (p,q)
satisfying A(p,q) = N, Teonv(€) = 0 since E[é7(p,q)] = &o(p, q). In the following,
we consider only (p,q) such that v(p,q) + A(p,q) = N and A(p,q) # N.

In order to show Lemma[2] we use a technique of a Markov chain??. We provide
a brief introduction of a Markov chain in We map the transforma-
tion of E[¢r(p,q)] into a Markov chain and give a lower and upper bounds of the
convergence time.

6.2.1. Map to a Markov chain

We present a map from the transformation of E[¢(p,q)] by the (modified) CZ
phase-random circuit to a Markov chain. As shown in Proposition3] the transforma-
tion of E[¢r(p, q)] is restricted to (L), R®)) and G[(p,q); (p’,q’)] satisfies the
Markov property. Moreover, it is observed from PropositionBlthat G[(p, q); (p’,d’)]
is equivalent to the transition matrix of a random walk on a /-dimensional hyper-
cube where each vertex is given by (p,q) € X(L™*), R*)). Note that G is irreducible
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and aperiodic in ©(L(*), R®)). However, E[¢7(p, q)] cannot be regarded as a prob-
ability distribution since they are not necessarily non-negative. Instead, we define
a probability distribution in the following way.

We set the initial probability distribution {IIp(p,q)} of the Markov chain
M(LE) RH) to be

o EETW (pu q)] — Inin (L(i)a R(i))

Io(p,q) == Hgum (L&), RE)) ;
where
i (L&), RE)) .= ) Bl
| S (P-,q)GEI(I}‘l(ni)yR(i)) [€ry, (P, a)],
and
Hsum(L(i)7 R(i)) = Z (EET‘,—V (p, q)] — Hmin(L(i), R(i))) '

(p,q)€X(LH),R(H))

When there is no ambiguity, we omit (L(i),R(i)) for I;n and Ilgyy. Then the
probability distribution {IT;(p, q)} is calculated to be

I (p, q) = > Gl(p,); (P, )Mo (P, )
(p.a)eX(LE),RE))
1

= Hsum (E[gT‘;V-‘rl (p7 Q)] - Hmin)u

where we use PropositionBland the fact that the matrix G is bistochastic. Repeating
this, the probability distribution after k steps is

1 (p,q) = (El&ry, +£ (P, Q)] = Minin)- (17)

HS'le

Thus we can define a Markov chain M(L™*) R™)) on a I-dimensional hypercube
with transition matrix G[(p, q); (p’,q’)] and probability distribution Il (p, q).
Note that Eq. (I7) leads to ¥(p,q) € S(L™F), RH))

E[&TW +k (p7 q)] - ]E[é.oo (pa q)] ’

Iy (p, q) —Hoo(p,q)‘ =
where T (p, q) is the stationary distribution of the Markov chain M (L&) R#)).
This implies that if the Markov chain M(L®*) R®)) converges with an error
€/Msum, Elér;, (P, q)] converges with an error e. Hence Teony(€) = Tinix(€/sum)
where Thix is the mixing time of the Markov chain defined in

The mixing time of the Markov chain on the hypercube depends on two factors.
One is the dimension of the hypercube [ and another is the probability that no
change happens for a Markov chain, which is called a staying probability. Obvi-
ously, a larger [ and a smaller staying probability result in a longer mixing time.
For the Markov chain M(L™*) R™)) the maximum of the dimension and the min-
imum of the staying probability are achieved for [ = N — 1. If the Markov chain



L

August 5, 2018 21:22 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE DiagonalUnitaryDe-
igns' ReSubmit fin

Diagonal-unitary 2-designs and their implementations by quantum circuits 19

(0,0,1) (1,0,1)

(0,0,0)

(1,0,0)

1L,1,1
) LLY

(0,1,0)/ (1,1,0)

Fig. 3. A 3-dimensional cube. A random walk on the cube is equivalent to a Markov chain M
with N = 3.

M(LE), RF)) with | = N — 1 converge with an error ¢/Tgum, the other Markov
chains with [ # N — 1 converges with an error less than ¢/Ilg,,,. Thus, hereafter,
we consider only the Markov chain M(L™®), R(H)) with I = N — 1, which we denote
by M.

Finally, we simplify the notation of the Markov chain M. Since it is equivalent
to a Markov chain on a (N — 1)-dimensional hypercube with a transition matrix
G, we label each vertex by a binary number i = (i1, -+ ,ix_1) € {0,1}¥ =1, not by
(p, q). If we identify (po, qo) with io =0---0, a new label for f (Po,do) is given by
0---010- - -0 where only the k-th digit of the binary representation is 1. The vertices
i and j are connected if and only if H(i,j) = 1 where H(i,]) = Yok ik — Jrl (see
Fig. B). In this new labeling, the transition matrix G[(p,q); (p’,q’)] is simplified to

1-2  ifi=j,

0 otherwise.

6.2.2. Lower bound on the mixing time of a Markov chain M

The Markov chain on a (N — 1)-dimensional hypercube with a staying probability
1/2 has been well studied. For such a Markov chain, the transition matrix is given
by /24 P’/2 where P’ has a matrix element — for H (i, j) = 1, and 0 otherwise.

All eigenvalues of the transition matrix are known to be {1 — ﬁ}k:m.. ,N—1-

On the other hand, it is observed from Eq. ([I8) that P(,]) = (1 — )+ 2P
Hence, the eigenvalues of P(i,]) are given by {1 — %}kzow N—1, which leads
to max;—23,... [A| =1 — m. Using Eq. (EJ)) in [Appendix E] the mixing time
Tmix(€") is bounded from below by
N(N —1) 1

(? —1)log 50 < Tnix(€').

6.2.3. Upper bound of the mizing time of a Markov chain M

In order to derive an upper bound on the mixing time, we slightly modify the

transition matrix P(Z, ;) by changing the staying probability from 1— % to1— ﬁ
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2

A new transition matrix 75(;, Jj) is given by

1- v ifi=7,
0 otherwise.

We denote by M a new Markov chain with a transition matrix P. Since the staying
probability of P is smaller than P, the mixing time of M provides an upper bound
on that of M.

We investigate the mixing time of the Markov chain M by the coupling method
(see[Appendix F)). For constructing a coupling, we interpret M as follows. At a step
t=ko+m(N—-1)(kp=1,--- ,N—1landm=0,1,---), choose j € {i1, - ,in_1}
at random and, if j = iy,, flip ix,, otherwise, do nothing. Based on this, we define
a coupling (Xj,Y:). A state in Xy (Yy) is a bit sequence 1 ---xn-1 (y1 -+ Yn—1)
where z; (y;) € {0,1}. At astept = ko +m(N —1) (kg = 1,---,N —1 and
m = 0,1,--), we randomly choose j € {i1, - ,in_1}. If j # ig,, do nothing. If
J = ik, and x; = y;, flip both of them. If j = i, and x; # yj;, flip z; and y,(j
where a(j) is the position satisfying 4(;) # Ya(;) next to j. For instance, when
X =(0,1,0,1,1) and Y = (1,1,0,0,0), «(1) = 4 and «(4) = 5. Each of X}, and Y}
is equivalent to the Markov chain M and they also satisfy Xg11 = Yiq1 if X = Y5,
Hence, (X, Y:) is a coupling of M.

To investigate the coupling, we use the property of a special type of Markov
chain, a coupon collecting. A coupon collecting of r-coupons is a Markov chain on
a set of states {0,1,---,r} with transition matrix given by

—k
Prob[Xpsy = k+1|X; = k] = — =,
.
k
Prob[Xps1 = k| X; = k] = —.
T

A coupon collecting of r coupons is interpreted as a trial of collecting a complete
set of r different coupons by drawing one coupon at each step. When ry coupons
are initially at hand, we denote the necessary number of steps to draw all coupons

by Téom0d,.

Proposition 5 Let (X, Y%) be a coupling of/\;l defined above and T, be its stop-
ping time. Then T, is bounded from above by

Tyy < (N = 1) 7N -LN=2), (19)

coupon

Proof By definition of the coupling, for a fixed kg € {1, -+, N — 1}, once iy, is
chosen at the steps k = ko +m(N — 1) (m = 0,1,---), we have z;, = y;,, . The
number of steps necessary for picking up ko from {1,---, N — 1} is equal to that

of a coupon collecting of (N — 1)-coupons with initially N — 2 coupons at hand,
that is, rc(éﬂ;é;fv‘”. Since there exists N — 1 choices of kg, the stopping time T3,
1) (N—1,N—2)

is smaller than or equal to (N — 1)Tcoupon
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A coupon collecting of r-coupons starting with no coupon is a well-studied
problem. If we draw coupons rlogr times, we can collect all r coupons with high

probability, that is, Tc(g;?gon is typically given by rlogr. For Tc(g;fggn, we first show
that
Prob[TC(g;fggn > r(log(r —ro) +¢)] <e ¢ (20)

for any ¢ > 0. This is shown in a standard way (see for details).
By appealing to Theorem M Proposition Bl and Eq. (20), we can bound A((N —

1)%¢) by
A((N —1)%¢) < max Prob[Ty, > (N — 1)%c)]

x,Y

< Prob[(N — 1)7-LN=2) ~ (N — 1)2(]

coupon

= Prob[r-LN=2) > (N —1)(]

coupon
c

<e “.

Denote by Tmix(e’ ) the mixing time of the Markov chain M with an error €. Since

Tmix(€') is defined by A(Thmix(€')) < €/, we obtain
Tix(€¢) < (N —1)%loge ™1,

which also provides an upper bound on the mixing time of the Markov chain M
since Tix(€') < Tmix(€).

6.2.4. Upper and lower bounds of the convergence time Teony(€)

We require an error €/(Ils,m27Y) in order to obtain an upper bound on the con-
vergence time Teony(€) (see Eq. ([3) and, an error €/Tlgyy, for a lower bound (see
Eq. (0)). Recalling that the unitary operation W consists of Ti;, = [N/2] two-
qubit gates, we obtain bounds for T,ony(€) such that

N(N —1)

gy (L), R
(——— — logl ( )

2¢

> Tconv(e) - TW

27NHsum (L(i), R(i)) )

€

< (N = 1) log(
It is straightforward to show that Tgum (L), R®¥)) < 1 for any (L), R®))

and any po. For the lower bound, there exist po and (L) R(¥)) such that
Hsum(L(i), R(i)) = 1. Therefore, we finally obtain

N [ N?
5+ <T + O(N)) log(2¢) ™! < Teonv(€) < TN?log2 4+ N?loge ™ + O(N?),

for any initial state pg. This concludes the proof of Theorem
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7. Summary and concluding remarks

In this paper, we have introduced concepts of diagonal-unitary ¢-designs and toric
t-designs that simulate up to the t-th order of statistical moments of diagonal-
unitary matrices and phase-random states, respectively. We have presented how
to implement diagonal-unitary 2-designs with the computational basis for N-qubit
systems by using two types of the phase-random circuits, the CP and CZ phase-
random circuit. We have shown that the CP phase-random circuit exactly achieves
a diagonal-unitary 2-design after applying two-qubit diagonal gates on all pairs of
qubits, which requires N (NN —1)/2 gates. On the other hand, the CZ phase-random
circuit approximately achieves a diagonal-unitary 2-design after applying at most
O(N?(N +1log1/e)) two-qubit diagonal gates on randomly chosen pairs of qubits.
Due to the random choice of pairs, the number of gates exceeds N (N —1)/2 despite
the commutativity of gates. Our results show that random variables in the genuine
two-qubit diagonal gate provide a stronger ability for randomizing phases. We have
also presented a protocol generating an exact complex-projective 2-design by using
the CP phase-random circuit, which is more feasible to implement in experiments
comparing to previously known protocols.

In analogy with random circuits, which are shown to approximately achieve
unitary t-designs for any ¢ by applying poly(N,t) two-qubit gatem, it is natural
to expect that the phase-random circuits with appropriate gate sets would also
achieve diagonal-unitary ¢-designs in poly(N,t) iterations. However, this is not the
case as long as we use two-qubit diagonal gates since there is a lack of the number
of parameters due to the commutativity of gates. Thus, the gate set should include
multi-qubit gates if only diagonal gates are used for constructing diagonal-unitary
t-designs for large ¢. It is interesting to specify the diagonal gate set of the phase-
random circuit achieving diagonal-unitary ¢-designs for arbitrary ¢ and to construct
a quantum circuit composed of non-diagonal two-qubit gates that achieves diagonal-
unitary t-designs, which will be addressed in a separate papem.
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Appendix A. Discrete phases are sufficient to achieve
diagonal-unitary t-designs

We show that a set of unitary matrices Q = {3, €' |u,)(u,|}, where ¢, is
randomly chosen from {i’;—’f}kzo_’ly... +, is a diagonal-unitary ¢-design in the basis

{lun)}-
For Uy = >, € |uy,) (un, U®t ® UT®t is calculated to

t
®t @t _
Us ®UT E expli E (D =Fm )] [tiny ==+ U Uy =+ Ui, ) (U, -+ Uy Uy =+ Ui, |
k=1

Mk, M
where the summations are taken over ny,--- ,ny = 1,---,d and mq,--- ,m; =
1, ,d.
For Z/lélig and €, the expectation of an operator X is taken over ¢; € [0, 2m)
and ¢} € {fi’f Ye=01,.. 1 forall i =1,---  d, respectively, namely,

1 2
]EZ/{C(;Q)Lg [X] = W‘/O Xd(bl c 'd(bd,
1
Eq,[X] = (t—i-—l)d Z Y X
(=00 B @m0, 25

The equation Eq, [U®' @ UT® | = E, «, [U®" @ UT®"] follows from an identity that

dlag

1

27 t
@y / expli Y _(dni — Gm,)]dd1 -+ dga =
k=1

t

7 X Y ey, -

+ / 27t / 27t =
1:07...77 ¢d:0_’..._’7 k=1

t+1 t+1

Thus, discrete phases are sufficient to achieve a diagonal-unitary ¢-design.

Appendix B. Discrete phases in the C' P phase-random circuits

We show that, in the CP phase-random circuits, it is sufficient to choose the phases «
and § from {0, 2?:’ , 43” }, and 7 from {0, 7}, instead of choosing the phases uniformly
from [0, 27r).

To show this, we consider two expectations of W' := ([[,_; Wi;(aj, By, 7ij)) ¥ @

(ITi; Wi (i, Bij, 7i7)) B2, where Wij(aij, Bij.7i7) € WS L, acts on the ith and jth

ij
qubits with phases a;;, 85, 7i;. One expectation is taken over «, 8,7 € [0,27) and is
denoted by Eeont[W]. The other is taken over o, 8 € {0, 2, 22} and v € {0, 7} and
is denoted by Egisc[W]. Due to the fact that all ayj, 5;; and ~;; are independent,

both expectations are given by

- HE[WU (aijaﬁija'yi]) ® WT (041]7ﬁz]7'71_])®2]'

i<j
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In Wi (g, Bij, vij )22 @ WJJ (g, Big, i) ©2, all terms except those equal to 1, e.g.,
e eis 2% and e tHiitYii) | disappear by integrating over ayj, Bi; and ;.
This is the case even if we average over «;;, 3;; € {0, %’T, %”} and vy;; € {0_7 7}, sipce
Wij2(Qij; BijsVij) @ W;j (vij, Bijs vij)®? does not contain terms such as €3/, 31
and €?”. Thus, it is shown that Econt[W] = Eqisc[W], namely, o5, 8;; can be chosen

from {0, 2%, 42} and v;; from {0,7}.

Appendix C. Necessary and sufficient conditions for an
e-approximate diagonal-unitary 2-design in terms of
the expansion coefficients

An e-approximate diagonal-unitary 2-design L{g;;) is defined by
(2) (2)
16 ~ Elacle < ©)

where Ugiag is random diagonal-unitary matrices and 81(,2) for an ensemble of unitary
matrices V is a superoperator defined by Eq. (). We show that sufficient and
necessary conditions for Eq. (CIJ) to hold in terms of Eqcz [¢r(p, q)] are given by

€
¥, [Eoge 6r(p. )] - Eoge 6] < 57y (©2)
and
(.. [Eegs 6r(p.a)] - Bogsx(p.al] < (€3)
respectively, for any initial state pg on a 2/N-qubit system.
First, we assume Eq. (C2)). Tt implies
€
. 3 [Boge [6r(p. )] - Eogs e (pra)]| < i ()
(p.a)
€
= Voo, || Y (Ecgz (7 (P, q)] — Eccz € (P, q)]) op ®0q| =55 (C.5)
(p.a) !
€
& Y0, 18500 (p0) = €57 (00)1 < 537 (C.6)
= 1800 — & lo <, )

where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is used to obtained the first relation and, a
relation that Vp, [E(p)|l1 < a implies |€]s < da, where d is a dimension of the
space that p acts on, is used to obtain the last relation. This provides the sufficient
condition.

To obtain a necessary condition, we start from ||5Z(12<)2,6) - 51512) o < € and use a

fact that |E]e > |E(p)|1 for any state p. In terms of the expansion coefficients, we
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obtain
o 2| 5 (Begleria)] - Boerlentp.alJopmog| < (€3
(p,a) 1
= Vpo, 2 V| Y <1Ecgz [$r(p,a)] — Eccz [§ (P, Q)]) op®og| <e  (C9)
(p.a) 2
2
=¥, 3 (Eogler.al] - Boeslen(pral) < (c.10)
(p,a)
= Y90, ¥(0. ), [Eog [6r (9. )] ~ Eogs 6 (pra)]| < (1)

where | X |2 = VTrXTX is a Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Thus we obtain the necessary
condition.

Appendix D. Calculation of G;;(p,q;p’,q’)
Gij(p,q;p’.d') is defined by

Gij(p, ;P q') = E[Trop Wijop W/ TrogWijoq W],

where W;; is a two-qubit diagonal gate on the i-th and j-th qubits and ran-
domly chosen from the gate set W% = {diag(1, e'®, e, —e(@+8)}, 5 or WP =
{diag(1, e, e e} 4 5. Since WEF is more general than W7, we start with
the calculation of G;(p,q;p’,q’) for WEF.

In order to calculate G;;(p, q; p’, d’), we define Dy, Eqp and A, by

Dab - 5a05bz + 5az5b0;
gab = 5a15by - 5ay6bwu

and
Aa = 5110 + 5112 - 6a;ﬂ - 6ay'

We also use a notation that d,cs =1ifn €S and §,es =01ifn ¢ S.
For W;; = diag(1, e, e, "), it is straightforward to calculate TropWijop W:]
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and we obtain

1
TrapW” Op/ W

1 1
= 0p.p’ {(5pi7pj€{01z} + 55 e{ay) (cosﬁ + cos(a — 7)) + §5pj€{x7y} (cosa + cos(ff — 7))

1
2

Opip;efz,y} [cosa + cos f — cosy — cos(a — ) + cos(a — ) + cos(f — 7)] }
1
+ 551,1.4); {51”6{1)1/} (cos B — cos(a — ”y))Dp].’p/j
— [0pieqo,23 (sin v — sin(B — 7)) + 6, e fa,y (siny + sin(a — ﬂ))}gpjﬁp;}
1
+ §5pj7p; {5pj€{zﬁy} (cosav — cos(B — 7))Dpi7p§
_ [6]0].6{072} (sinﬁ —sin(a — 7)) +0p, ey} (sinw + sin(f — a))] 8pi)p§}
1,. . 1,. .
-5 (sin B + sin(a — 7))5%1722)” ”%Ty (sino + sin(8 — 7))'Dm,p§5pj,p;

1
+

5 (cos(ar — j3) — cos W)EPi)pgé'p%p;.

™

In the case of WP, by taking the average over «, 3 = 0, 2;, L oand v = 0,m,
Gj is calculated to

1 1
22—NGij (P.a; P, d) =0p,pdq,qr (6Pi7pj;qi7Qj€{0,z} + Z5Pi;Qi€{O;Z}5pj;Qj SN,

1 1

+ Zapi,q¢6{w7y}5pj,Qj €{0,2} T Zapi,ppqque{w,y})
1

+ 16;01-,qie{xyy}épi,pééqi,qé (Dpjm;,qu,q; +& Dj:P; qj,q )
1

+ Zépqu]' e{ryy}épj,p’j 5qj7q; (D i, Daiq; Ep ,p )

)

1

+ ngi,pggqi,q; <5Pj,qj'€{072}5pj7:0;5 q; + Dy, Dy, 4
1

+ ngjyp; 5(1]'41;- (5p¢,qie{0,Z}5 ivpé(sin‘IQ + Dpi,p;inyqé)

1
+ ngi,pégqi .q; Ep, N &g, a5

By investigating each case, we obtain Eq. (@).
On the other hand, in the case of W%, ~ is set to be a + 8 + 7 and Gj is
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obtained as
1 ;. 1
92N Gij (pv qQGp,q ) :5P=P'5q7q/ 5:01'7:0]',111'41;' €{0,z} + Zapixppqwg' e{z,y}
1 1
+ 56101--,qie{xyy}épi,pééqi,qé Dpjm;’qu,qQ + §5pj,p;- gq]-7q§
1 1
+ 56201'-,‘11'6{1-,9}617]';179 511]-41; Dy, p; Dy q; + §5pi7p§gq¢,q§
1 1
+ ?Dm,pipqi,qégpj,pg-gqj,qg + §gpi7p§5qi7q§’Dpj7p;’qu,q§-

1
+ ng,pigquqi gpj N gqj-,qg

leading to Eq. (8.

Appendix E. Introduction of Markov chain

A Markov chain is a sequence of random variables indexed by a discrete step t € N
that take values in a set of states S = {s}. We define a probability distribution
{II;(s)}ses at a step t over the state space S. The Markov property is that the
probability distribution Il;; depends only on II;. This evolution of the probability
distribution is governed by a stochastic transition matriz P such that II;1; = PIl;.
The elements of a transition matrix are denoted by P(s, s’), which represents the
probability that a transition from s to s’ occurs. Using an initial distribution I, the
probability distribution at step ¢ is given by IT; = P'II. A Markov chain is said to be
irreducible (aperiodic) when the transition matrix is irreducible (aperiodic). For an
irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain, the Perron-Frobenius theorem guarantees
that there exists a unique stationary distribution Il = lim;_, o, II; independent of
the initial probability distribution.

We define the mizing time. The mixing time is the number of steps required for
the actual distribution to be close to the stationary distribution, where the distance
after t-steps is defined by

A(t) :== max [TL(s) — Moo (8)]-

We define the mixing time Tix(€¢’) such that for any € > 0
Tmix(€') ;== min{t|A(t') <€ forall ¢/ >t}.

In order to study an upper bound and a lower bound on the mixing time,
we introduce the relazation time of a Markov chain. Denote the eigenvalues of a
transition matrix P by A; (i = 1,2,---) in decreasing order. When a transition
matrix is irreducible and aperiodic, 1 = Ay > Ay. The relazation time Ty is defined
by

Trc =(1- i -
1= (11— max A])7,
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which gives bounds of the mixing time Ti,ix(€’) such that

(Trel - 1) lOg(i) < Tmix(el) < IOg(—

5e7 " min)TrEh (E.1)
where I, := ming I (s) is the minimum stationary probability .

Although the relaxation time provides both of the upper and the lower bound
on the mixing time, it does not give tight bounds. Hence, we introduce a coupling
method for investigating the upper bound on the mixing time. A pair of two random
walks (X¢,Y:), where ¢ denotes the number of steps, is said to be a coupling of a
Markov chain when the following two conditions are satisfied. First, X; and Y;
is each a faithful copy of the Markov chain. Second, (X,Y:) should satisfy the
condition that X; = Y; implies X; 1 = Y;41. For a coupling (Xt, Y;), we define the
stopping time Ty, by

Ty := min{t|X; =Y;, when Xy =z,Y, = y}.

By definition, X; = Y; for all t > T,,,. The stopping time is related to the mixing
time through the following theoremlﬁ.

Theorem 4 Let (X,,Y;) be a coupling of a Markov chain and T, be the stopping
time. Then,

A(t) < max Prob[T,, > t].
@y

Since the mixing time is obtained from A(t), we can derive an upper bound on the
mixing time from the stopping time.

In the main text, we use a relaxation time to obtain a lower bound on the
mixing time and investigate an upper bound on the mixing time by using the
coupling method.

Appendix F. Coupon collecting starting with non-zero coupons

We consider a coupon collecting and show that for ¢ > 0,

Prob[TC(g{fg()m > r(log(r —ro) +¢)] < e “. (F.1)
Suppose that any of the j-th coupons (j = 1,--- ,r — 1) are initially not at

hand. We denote by A; an event where the j-th coupon has not been collected
within r(log(r — ro) + ¢) steps. An upper bound of the left hand side of Eq. (EJ)
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is obtained by

Prob[r{lr0) > r(log(r — ro) + ¢)] = Prob[U/_]° A;]

coupon

r—ro

< Z Prob[4;]
j=1

r—ro

1
_ Z (1 _ _)r(log(rfro)Jrc)
=

1
_ _ 1- = r(log(r—rg)+c)
(r=ro)(1- 1)

< (r —rg) exp[—log(r — 7o) — ]
=e “
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