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We consider classical shadows of fermion wavefunctions with η particles occupying n modes. We
prove that all k-Reduced Density Matrices (RDMs) may be simultaneously estimated to an average
variance of ϵ2 using at most

(
η
k

)(
1− η−k

n

)k 1+n
1+n−k

/ϵ2 measurements in random single-particle bases
that conserve particle number, and provide an estimator for any k-RDM with O(k2η) classical
complexity. Our sample complexity is a super-exponential improvement over the O(

(
n
k

)√
k

ϵ2
) scaling

of prior approaches as n can be arbitrarily larger than η, which is common in natural problems. Our
method, in the worst-case of half-filling, still provides a factor of 4k advantage in sample complexity,
and also estimates all η-reduced density matrices, applicable to estimating overlaps with all single
Slater determinants, with at most O( 1

ϵ2
) samples, which is additionally independent of η.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Fermion wavefunctions are notoriously complex as
their dimension scales exponentially with particle num-
ber. Overcoming the curse of dimensionality motivates
simulating fermions as a most relevant application of
quantum computing [1, 2]. A primary task in this appli-
cation is the characterization, or state tomography of the
simulated wavefunction. It often suffices to estimate k-
reduced density matrices (k-RDMs) as arbitrary observ-
ables such as the Hamiltonian of interacting electrons,
dipole moment, or other multi-point correlation functions
[3] are supported by this basis.

State tomography protocols based on measuring quan-
tum states in random bases [4, 5] have recently advanced
dramatically. The celebrated concept of classical shad-
ows [6, 7] tailors these random bases to estimate a tar-
geted family of observables to some variance ϵ2 with op-
timal sample complexity. For instance, random single-
qubit bases on n qubits simultaneously estimate all k-
local Pauli operators from the same set of O(3k/ϵ2) sam-
ples. Even though there are 3k

(
n
k

)
such Paulis, the cost

of estimation incredibly depends only on the size of their
support and is independent of n.

By representing fermions with qubits through, say, the
Jordan-Wigner or Bravyi-Kitaev encoding [8], state to-
mography on fermions is reduced to one of the many op-
timal schemes for qubit tomography. The most compact
encoding [9] then estimates all k-RDMs on n fermion
modes using only O((2n)k/ϵ2) samples. As bootstrap-
ping to a qubit-based scheme incurs substantial over-
head, directly randomizing the algebra of fermions, such
as with fermionic gaussians, further reduces the samples
required to only

(
n
k

)√
πk/ϵ2 [10]. As there are O(n2k) in-

dependent k-RDMs and O(nk) mutually commuting ob-
servables, this result is optimal, but does not realize the
super-exponential improvement seen in the qubit setting.

Discovering an analogous super-exponential improve-
ment would unlock for fermions many applications found
in the toolbox of randomized qubit measurements [11].
A missing ingredient is the particle number symmetry
present in many systems of interest, ranging from elec-
tronic structure to the Hubbard model. The design
of random bases targeting number-conserving k-RDMs
should account for this crucial prior that the fermion
wavefunction has a definite number of η particles occu-
pying these n modes. As the condition that n ≫ η also
occurs naturally, such as in modeling dynamical correla-
tion [12] or in plane-wave simulations [13, 14], a scheme
that scales with η instead of n is highly desirable. How-
ever, prior approaches target all k-RDMs, both number-
conserving and not. One solution is to choose random
bases that are also number-conserving, but this appears
challenging. For instance, prior attempts [10] required
bootstrapping to qubit protocols to achieve tomographic
completeness and ultimately achieved the same O(nk/ϵ2)
sample complexity, or was able to prove scaling with η
for only for the k = 1 case [15].

In this work, we successfully exploit particle number
symmetry. We find random bases that simultaneously es-
timate all

(
n
k

)2 independent number-conserving k-RDMs

⟨Dp⃗
q⃗ ⟩ = Tr

[
Dp⃗
q⃗ρ

]
, Dp⃗

q⃗

.
= a†p1 · · · a

†
pk
aqk · · · aq1 , (1)

of any quantum state ρ with an average variance of ϵ2 us-
ing only O(ηk/ϵ2) samples, where the fermion operators
satisfy the usual anti-commutation relations {aj , a†k} =

ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

08
96

4v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
5 

Ju
l 2

02
4



2

δjk, {aj , ak} = {a†j , a
†
k} = 0. As the number of fermion

modes can be arbitrarily larger than the number of parti-
cles, this is a super-exponential improvement in complete
analogy to the qubit setting.

Theorem 1. For any η-particle n-mode fermion state ρ,
let the unitary single-particle basis rotation be

Uη(u)
.
= e

∑n
p,q=1[ln(u)]pqa

†
paq ∈ C(

n
η)×(

n
η), (2)

where u ∈ Cn×n is a Haar random unitary. Mea-
sure Uη(u)ρU

†
η(u) to obtain the occupation z⃗ ∈ Sn,η

.
=

{(z1, · · · , zη) : ∀j ∈ [η], 1 ≤ zj < zj+1 ≤ n} with probabil-
ity ⟨z⃗|Uη(u)ρU†

η(u) |z⃗⟩ and let vz⃗ ∈ Zn×n be any permu-
tation matrix that maps elements of [η] to z⃗. Then the
single-shot estimator of any k-RDM is

⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩ = ⟨q⃗|U†

k(v
†
z⃗u)Eη,kUk(v

†
z⃗u) |p⃗⟩ , (3)

Eη,k
.
=

∑
r⃗∈Sn,k

|r⃗⟩ ⟨r⃗|
(
η−s′
k−s′

)(
n−η+s′

s′

)
(−1)k+s′

(
k
s′

) , (4)

where s′ = |r⃗ ∩ [η]| is the number of elements r⃗ and
(1, · · · , η) share in common, with average variance

V = Ep⃗,q⃗
[
Var[⟨D̂p⃗

q⃗ ⟩]
]
≤

Tr
[
E2
η,k

]
(
n
k

)2 −
(
n−k
η−k

)2(
n
η

)2(n
k

) . (5)

Importantly, the symmetries of our estimator allow it
to be evaluated efficiently in O(k2η) time [16], also inde-
pendent of n, even through the naive approach of multi-
plying dimension

(
n
k

)
×

(
n
k

)
matrices is efficient only for

constant k. This is through a reduction to evaluating
Pfaffians corresponding to traces of products of fermionic
gaussians [17, 18], which is similar to recent work [19]
but significantly faster due to hidden structure in our
number-conserving case.

We obtain our claim on sample complexity by averag-
ing over N independent sampled pairs (u, z⃗). An upper
bound on the variance in Equation (5) is

V ≤
(
η

k

)(
1− η − k

n

)k
1 + n

1 + n− k
. (6)

In the worst-case of half-filling η = n/2, with large n
and fixed k, this bound also implies a sample complexity
V = 1

2k

(
n/2
k

) (
1 +O

(
k2

n

))
which is an exponential factor

of 4k smaller than the prior approaches in the common
case k2 ≪ n. Even for small k, this reduction is highly
relevant to practical implementations of quantum algo-
rithms such as the variational quantum eigensolver [20].
The case of very large k = η is also of interest to applica-
tions such as quantum-classical auxiliary-field quantum
Monte Carlo [3], and we prove in that case V ≤ 4

3ϵ2 ,
compared to prior art of Õ(

√
n/ϵ2) [19]. Moreover, our

scheme is practical as the quantum circuits implement-
ing each basis rotation can have depth as little as O(n)

[21]. Notably, measurements in random single-particle
bases simultaneously reveals information on both local
and non-local observables where k and η − k is small re-
spectively.

The simple and exact expression for our estimator be-
lies a complicated analysis. Prior qubit analyses are
greatly simplified by how the easily implementable group
of random Clifford bases are a unitary 3-design [22, 23] on
the entire state space. Unfortunately for fermions, even
though random single-particle rotations are generated by
Haar random unitaries, they fail to be t-designs on the
entire state space except when η = 1 [19] or k = 1 [24].
We prove Theorem 1 in four key steps.

In Section II, the basic observation in the classical
shadows framework is that averaging over all classical
shadows in the random basis U ∈ U defines a measure-
ment channel

MU [ρ]
.
= Ez⃗,U

[
U† |z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗|U

]
= Tr [I]Tr1 [T2,U (ρ⊗ I)] , (7)

expressed in terms of a t-fold twirling channel acting on
the basis state |z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗| like

Tt,U
.
=

∫ (
U |z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗|U†)⊗t dUHaar(U). (8)

In our case Uη(u) ∈ U = ∧ηUn is the group of single-
particle rotations, where u ∈ Un is the n-dimension uni-
tary group. So long as U is tomographically complete
for ρ, the measurement channel may be inverted on any
classical shadow to form a single-shot unbiased estimate
of ρ = Eu,z⃗ [ρ̂u,z⃗] , where

ρ̂u,z⃗
.
= M−1

U
[
U†
η(u) |z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗|Uη(u)

]
. (9)

Hence, we demonstrate in Theorem 2 that ∧ηUn is to-
mographically complete, contrary to a previous negative
result where the u are restricted to permutations [10]. In
fact, it suffices to just invert the measurement channel
on the state |[η]⟩ ⟨[η]|, as

ρ̂u,z⃗ = U†
η(v

†
z⃗u)M

−1
U [|[η]⟩ ⟨[η]|]Uη(v†z⃗u), (10)

following the existence of a permutation vz⃗ such that
|z⃗⟩ = Uk(vz⃗) |[η]⟩, and the invariance of Haar integration
with respect to a change of variables.

In Section III, we find a closed-form expression for the
twirling channel T2,∧ηUn

for all n and η. We leave the
t = 3 case to future work, which would enable a per-
k-RDM variance analysis rather than an average. This
allows us to identify in Theorem 3 the eigenoperators ñx⃗,y⃗
of the measurement channel

MU [ñx⃗,y⃗] =

(
n+ 1

d

)−1

ñx⃗,y⃗, (11)

ñx⃗,y⃗
.
=

d∏
j=1

(
n̂xj

− n̂yj
)
, (12)
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where n̂j = a†jaj are number operators and x⃗ ∩ y⃗ =

∅. By expressing |[η]⟩ ⟨[η]| =
∑
x⃗,y⃗ cx⃗,y⃗ñx⃗,y⃗ as a lin-

ear combination of ñx⃗,y⃗, we successfully find the inverse
M−1

U [|[η]⟩ ⟨[η]|] =
(
n+1
d

)∑
x⃗,y⃗ cx⃗,y⃗ñx⃗,y⃗.

In Section IV, as the estimate ρ̂u,z⃗ has exponentially
large dimension, finding an expression for it does not
guarantee the efficient computation of arbitrary observ-
ables O. Fortunately, efficient computation is guaranteed
if the estimate ⟨Ô⟩ =

(
n+1
d

)∑
x⃗,y⃗ cx⃗,y⃗Tr [ñx⃗,y⃗O] simplifies

into an implicit sum over polynomially many terms with-
out explicitly forming ρ̂u,z⃗. For any observable that is a
linear combination of k-RDMs

O =
∑

p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

op⃗.q⃗D
p⃗
q⃗ , (13)

we show in Theorem 5 that the estimator for Ô =

Tr
[
oU†

k(v
†
z⃗u)Eη,kUk(v

†
z⃗u)

]
, with Equation (3) as a spe-

cial case when O is a single k-RDM. This expression high-
lights how our estimator has no preferred basis. Though
we specify k-RDMs in the computational basis, any basis
rotated k-RDMs, e.g. Uk(w)D̂

p⃗
q⃗U

†
k(w), which could con-

tain exponentially many terms, may be estimated just as
easily by absorbing v†z⃗u → v†z⃗uw. One might also think
that this estimator is computationally efficient only for
constant k as Uk(u) has dimension

(
n
k

)2. However, we
show in Section IV A that any k-RDM may be evaluated
in just O(k2η) time, which is also independent of n.

Finally, in Section V, the classical shadows framework
states that the variance of any observable for a given
quantum state Var

[
Ô
]
≤ ∥O∥2s,ρ is bounded above by

the square of a quantity called the shadow norm.

∥O∥2s,ρ
.
= Eu,z⃗

[
|⟨Ôtr⟩|2

]
, (14)

where Otr is the trace-free component of
O. The convention is to express ∥O∥2s,ρ =

Tr
[
T3,∧ηUn

(
ρ⊗M−1

U (Otr)⊗M−1
U (Otr)

)]
in terms

of the 3-fold twirling channel, which appears quite
difficult to evaluate. We achieve some simplification by
considering the case where O is a single k-RDM. Sub-
stituting our estimator Equation (3) into Equation (14),
we obtain in Theorem 6 a state-independent equality on
the squared shadow norm averaged over all k-RDMs

Ep⃗,q⃗[∥Dp⃗
q⃗∥

2
s,ρ] =

Tr
[
E2
η,k

]
(
n
k

)2 −
(
n−k
η−k

)2(
n
η

)2(n
k

) , (15)

seen in Equation (5) without needing to evaluate T3,∧ηUn .
The upper bound Equation (6) on this exact expression
for the squared average shadow norm is one that works
reasonably well when η ≪ n. Given the variance, we note
that taking the median-of-means [6] or mean of multiple
estimates [10] furnishes the additive error bounds com-
monly seen in related work.

In Section VI, we discuss other implications of our
results, such as estimating the overlap with all Slater

determinants with 16
3ϵ2 samples on average, and high-

light possible future directions. We relegate some of our
longer and highly technical proofs to the appendices. Ap-
pendix A evaluates T2,∧ηUn

in closed-form by a combina-
torial approach, and Appendix B evaluates certain triple-
and quadruple-sums over hypergeometric terms related
to finding the coefficients cx⃗,y⃗ and entries of the estima-
tion matrix. We define some commonly used notation in
the remainder of this section.

A. Notation

Let a†k |0⟩
.
= |k⟩ be basis elements of a dimension n

complex vector space Vn. The basis elements of the η
fermion space ∧ηVn are |z⃗⟩ .=

∧η
k=1 |zk⟩ = |z1⟩∧ · · ·∧ |zη⟩

with dimension dim [∧ηVn] =
(
n
η

)
. These are indexed by

the occupation number basis z⃗ ∈ Sn,η, where

Sn,η
.
= {(z1, · · · , zη) : ∀j ∈ [η], 1 ≤ zj < zj+1 ≤ n} ,

(16)

is the set of η sorted integers between 1 and n. For ex-
ample, [η] = (1, · · · , η) ∈ Sn,η, and using the set com-
plement notation, [n]\[η] = (η + 1, · · · , n) ∈ Sn,η. The
basis state |z⃗⟩ is an eigenvector of the number operators
n̂j = a†jaj , where products of d distinct number operators
n̂p⃗ = n̂p1 . . . n̂pd satisfy

⟨z⃗| n̂p⃗ |z⃗⟩ =

{
1, p⃗ ⊆ z⃗,

0, otherwise,
(17)

and are rank-
(
n−d
η−d

)
projectors. For instance, for all z⃗ ∈

Sn,η, the rank-1 projector

|z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗| = Πz⃗ = n̂z⃗. (18)

We will often perform sums over combinations of n̂z⃗ such
as

ek (n̂1, · · · , n̂d)
.
=

∑
z⃗∈Sd,k

n̂z⃗ =
1

k!

∑
z⃗∈S[d],k

n̂z⃗, (19)

which define elementary symmetric polynomials of de-
gree k in d commuting variables, where we introduce
Sp⃗,k as all permutations of k elements of p⃗. To simplify
notation, we may replace the argument ek

(
{n̂}[d]

) .
=

ek (n̂1, · · · , n̂d).
Let u ∈ Un be a unitary operation on basis elements

of the complex vector space Cn, that is |uk⟩
.
= u |k⟩ =∑

q uqk |q⟩ . The representation Uη(u) on ∧ηUn is then a
unitary fermion rotation applying

Uη(u) |z⃗⟩ =
η∧
k=1

|uzk⟩ =
∑

p⃗∈Sn,η

det [up⃗z⃗] |p⃗⟩ , (20)

where ux⃗y⃗ denotes the submatrix formed by taking rows
x1, x2, · · · and columns y1, y2, · · · of u. In other words,
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the determinant det [up⃗z⃗] is the determinant of a matrix
minor of u. Fermion rotations are a homomorphism of
Un as

Uη(v)Uη(u) = Uη(vu). (21)

Fermion rotations are also known as single-particle basis
rotations as each creation operator is rotated to a linear
combination of other creation operators as follows.

Uη(u)a
†
kU

†
η(u) =

∑
j

ujka
†
j , (22)

U†
η(u)a

†
kUη(u) =

∑
j

u∗kja
†
j . (23)

Consider the special case where vz⃗ ∈ Zn×n is any per-
mutation matrix such that |zj⟩ = vz⃗ |j⟩ for all j ∈ [η].
Then

|z⃗⟩ = Uη(vz⃗) |[η]⟩ . (24)

We often rotate product of creation and annihilation op-
erators. For any p⃗, q⃗ ∈ Sn,k, the rotated k-RDM is

Uη(u)D
p⃗
q⃗U

†
η(u) =

∑
p⃗′,q⃗′∈Sn,k

det[up⃗′p⃗]D
p⃗′

q⃗′ det[(u
†)q⃗q⃗′ ].

(25)

Given a linear combination k-RDMs Equation (13), the
rotated observable O′ = Uη(u)OU

†
η(u) is hence

O′ =
∑

p⃗′,q⃗′∈Sn,k

 ∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

det[up⃗′p⃗]op⃗,q⃗ det[(u
†)q⃗q⃗′ ]

Dp⃗′

q⃗′

=
∑

p⃗′,q⃗′∈Sn,k

(
Uk(u) · o · U†

k(u)
)
p⃗′,q⃗′

Dp⃗′

q⃗′ . (26)

Above, observe that conjugating O by the dimension
(
n
η

)
unitary Uη(u) is equivalent to conjugating o by the much
smaller dimension

(
n
k

)
unitary Uk(u).

II. TOMOGRAPHIC COMPLETENESS

A well-determined inversion of the measurement chan-
nel requires the choice of random bases to be tomograph-
ically complete [6]. In other words, any Hermitian η-
particle n-mode fermion state ρ must be shown to be
some linear combination

ρ =
∑
j

αjUη(u
′
j)Πz⃗jU

†
η(u

′
j) =

∑
j

αjUη(uj)Π[η]U
†
η(uj),

(27)

of fermion rotation Uη(u′j) generated by unitaries u′j with
coefficients αj . Note that we may replace Πz⃗j with Π[η],

or in fact any diagonal operator without loss of gener-
ality, as there always exists a permutation matrix vz⃗j
such that Πz⃗j = Uη(vz⃗j )Π[η]U

†
η(vz⃗j ). We may then col-

lect Uη(u′j)Uη(vz⃗j ) = Uη(u
′
jvz⃗j ) = Uη(uj) following the

homomorphism Equation (21). We now prove that the
decomposition of ρ in Equation (27) is always achievable.

Theorem 2 (Tomographic completeness). Any n-mode
η-particle fermion density matrix ρ is a linear combina-
tion of diagonal operators conjugated by some element
Uη(u) ∈ ∧ηUn as in Equation (27).

Proof. First, observe that ρ =
∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,η

ρp⃗,q⃗ |p⃗⟩ ⟨q⃗|,
where |p⃗⟩ ⟨q⃗| = Dp⃗

q⃗ forms a complete basis for ρ, and
can be written as a sum of Hermitian operators Dp⃗

q⃗;ϕ

.
=

eiϕDp⃗
q⃗ + e−iϕDq⃗

p⃗ like

Dp⃗
q⃗ =

1

2

(
Dp⃗
q⃗;0 − iDp⃗

q⃗;π/2

)
, (28)

Hence for any ρ, it suffices to show the existence of a
decomposition

Dp⃗
q⃗;ϕ =

∑
j

αjUη(uj)Πz⃗jU
†
η(uj), (29)

for any p⃗, q⃗, ϕ.
Second, it suffices to consider k-RDMs Dp⃗

q⃗ where p⃗

and q⃗ have no elements in common. In the trivial case
where p⃗ = q⃗, Equation (29) is automatically satisfied
as Dp⃗

q⃗ = n̂p⃗ is diagonal. Otherwise, if p⃗ ∩ q⃗ = z⃗ has
more than zero elements, we may always express Dp⃗

q⃗ =

(−1)xn̂z⃗D
p⃗\z⃗
q⃗\z⃗ with some sign depending on the order x

of the permutation that anti-commuts out the number
operators n̂z⃗. Now assuming that Dp⃗\z⃗

q⃗\z⃗ is of the form
Equation (29) where uj is identity on indices in z⃗ implies
that Dp⃗

q⃗ also has the same representation as the number
operators n̂z⃗ are already linear combinations of some Πy⃗
and commute with Uη(uj).

Third, it suffices to restrict the number of parti-
cles to η = k. Suppose we have found some Dp⃗

q⃗ =∑
j αjUk(uj)Π[k]U

†
k(uj) in the form of Equation (29).

Note that Π[k] = n̂1 · · · n̂k = D
[k]
[k] is a product of number

operators, and is diagonal. Hence Equation (25) implies
that for any η, Dp⃗

q⃗ =
∑
j αjUη(uj)D

[k]
[k]U

†
η(uj).

Finally, we show that in the space of k-particles, the
k-RDM Dp⃗

q⃗;ϕ has a rank-2 decomposition. It also suffices
to assume that p⃗ = [k] and q⃗ = [2k]\[k] = (k+1, · · · , 2k)
as Dp⃗

q⃗;ϕ = Uk(v)D
[k]
[2k]\[k];ϕU

†
k(v) for some permutation

matrix v. To diagonalize the Dp⃗
q⃗;ϕ, observe that it has

only two eigenvectors |ϕ±⟩ = 1√
2

(
eiϕ/2 |p⃗⟩ ± e−iϕ/2 |q⃗⟩

)
with non-zero eigenvalues. Hence

Dp⃗
q⃗;ϕ = |ϕ+⟩ ⟨ϕ+| − |ϕ−⟩ ⟨ϕ−| . (30)
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Let us find a fermion rotation that rotates Uk(wϕ) |p⃗⟩ =
|ϕ+⟩ and Uk(w) |q⃗⟩ = |ϕ−⟩. From Equation (20), we see
that wϕ must satisfy the following constraints

1√
2

(
eiϕ/2 |p⃗⟩+ e−iϕ/2 |q⃗⟩

)
=

∑
p⃗′∈Sn,k

det [(wϕ)p⃗′p⃗] |p⃗′⟩ ,

(31)
1√
2

(
eiϕ/2 |p⃗⟩ − e−iϕ/2 |q⃗⟩

)
=

∑
q⃗′∈Sn,k

det [(wϕ)q⃗′q⃗] |q⃗′⟩ .

(32)

As the determinant is zero for linearly dependent columns
or rows, we see by inspection that a solution is

wϕ =
1√
2

[
eiϕ/2Ik eiϕ/2Ik
e−iϕ/2Ik −e−iϕ/2Ik

]
, (33)

where Ik the dimension-k identity matrix.

D
[k]
[2k]\[k];ϕ = U(wϕ) (|[k]⟩ ⟨[k]| − |[2k]\[k]⟩ ⟨[2k]\[k]|)U†(wϕ).

(34)
Altogether, we obtain the general case, where there n

modes and η particles, the k-RDM Dp⃗
q⃗;ϕ with parameters

p⃗ ∩ q⃗ = z⃗ corresponding to dim(z̃) elements in common
and k′ = k − dim(z⃗) > 0 element not in common, as
follows.

Dp⃗
q⃗;ϕ = U(vwϕ)

(
n̂[k′] − n̂[2k′]\[k′]

)
n̂[2k′+dim(z⃗)]\[2k′]U

†(vwϕ)

=
∑

j∈{p⃗,q⃗}

U(vjwϕ)n̂[k]U
†(vjwϕ) (35)

wϕ =
1√
2

[
eiϕ/2Ik′ eiϕ/2Ik′

e−iϕ/2Ik′ −e−iϕ/2Ik′

]⊕
I[n]\[2k′], (36)

where v is any permutation that maps [k′] to p⃗\z⃗,
[2k′]\[k′] to q⃗\z⃗, and [2k′ + dim(z⃗)]\[2k′] to z⃗, and vp⃗
is any permutation that maps [k] to p⃗ and vq⃗ is any per-
mutation that maps [k] to q⃗.

Hence, we conclude that any k-RDM

Dp⃗
q⃗ =

{
Uk(v)D̂

[k]
[k]U

†
k(v), k′ = 0,∑4

j=1 αjU(w)D̂
[k]
[k]U

†(w), k′ > 0,
(37)

α =
1

2
(1, 1,−i,−i), (38)

w = (vp⃗w0, vq⃗w0, vp⃗wπ/2, vq⃗wπ/2). (39)

is a linear combination of at most four diagonal k-RDMs
D̂

[k]
[k] conjugated by single-particle basis rotations U(wj).

III. INVERSE MEASUREMENT CHANNEL

In this section, we invert the measurement channel
with the assurance from Section II that this is possi-
ble in principle given that single-particle rotations are

tomographically complete. Following Equation (27), the
measurement channel for any quantum state is

M∧ηUn [ρ] = M∧ηUn

∑
j

αjUη(uj)Π[η]U
†
η(uj)


=

∑
j

αjUη(uj)M∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
U†
η(uj). (40)

Above, we apply linearity of the measurement channel,
and commute the fermion rotations out of the measure-
ment channel by a change of variables in the Haar integral
of the twirling channel Equation (8). Hence, for any state
ρ, inverting the measurement channel reduces to evalu-
ating M−1

∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
on just a single basis state. Below,

Theorem 3 evaluates M−1
∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
in a useful form, first

by finding the eigenoperators of M∧ηUn , and second by
expressing Π[η] as a linear combination of these eigenop-
erators.

Theorem 3 (Inverse measurement channel). For any η
fermions on n-modes, the inverse measurement channel
M−1

∧ηUn
has eigenoperators and eigenvalue

∀x⃗ ∩ y⃗ = ∅, ñx⃗,y⃗
.
=

d∏
j=1

(
n̂xj − n̂yj

)
, (41)

M−1
∧ηUn

[ñx⃗,y⃗] =

(
n+ 1

d

)
ñx⃗,y⃗. (42)

On the basis state Π[η],

M−1
∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
=

η∑
d=0

ad

(
n+ 1

d

)
ñd, (43)

ad
.
=
(n− 2d+ 1)(n− d− η)!(η − d)!

(n− d+ 1)!
, (44)

where the symmetrized difference operator is

ñd =
∑

x⃗∈Sη,d

∑
y⃗∈S[n]\[η],d

ñx⃗,y⃗. (45)

Proof. From Equation (7), the measurement channel be-
comes

M∧ηUn
[Πp⃗] =

(
n

η

)
Tr1 [T2,∧ηUn

(Πp⃗ ⊗ I)] , (46)

Tt,∧ηUn

.
=

∫ (
Uη(u)Π[η]U

†
η(u)

)⊗t
duHaar(Un). (47)

The first step is evaluating the twirling channel from
Equation (8). In the second equality above, we use the
fact that |z⃗⟩ ⟨z⃗| = Uη(vz⃗)Π[η]U

†
η(vz⃗) followed by a change

of variables does not affect integration over the Haar mea-
sure. As Πp⃗ is diagonal, it suffices to evaluate only diag-
onal components of T2,∧ηUn

. Each matrix entry of the
fermion rotation Uη(u) is a determinant of the η × η
submatrix ux⃗y⃗. By the Leibniz formula, det [ux⃗y⃗] is a
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linear combination of η products of entries of u. Hence
Tt,∧ηUn

is a linear combination of the Haar integral of
2tη products of entries from u or u†, which are in turn
linear combinations of Weingarten functions [25]. Fol-
lowing an involved combinatorial proof in Theorem 8 of
Appendix A, we find that diagonal components of the
twirling channel are

T2,∧ηUn =
∑

p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,η

f(|p⃗ ∩ q⃗|)Πp⃗ ⊗Πq⃗ + · · · , (48)

f(k)
.
=

(
n+ 1

η

)−1(
n

η

)−1
η + 1

η + 1− k
. (49)

As f(|p⃗ ∩ q⃗|) has the same value for all states with
the same number of matching elements, the measurement
channel separates into a sum of projectors

M∧ηUn [Πp⃗] =

(
n

η

) η∑
k=0

f(k)Simk (Πp⃗) , (50)

Simk (Πp⃗)
.
=

∑
q⃗∈Sn,η:|p⃗∩q⃗|=k

Πq⃗. (51)

In Lemma 4, we show that Simk (Πp⃗) =∑η
j=0(−1)j+k

(
j
k

)
ej ({n̂}p⃗) is a linear combination

of elementary symmetric polynomials. Substitut-
ing into Equation (50) and applying the identity∑j
k=0

(−1)j+k(1+η)
1+η−k

(
j
k

)
=

(
η
j

)−1,

M∧ηUn
[Πp⃗] =

η∑
j=0

ej ({n̂}p⃗)(
n+1
η

)(
η
j

) . (52)

This representation allows us to identify the eigenop-
erators of M∧ηUn

by applying identity ek (A,X2, · · · ) −
ek (B,X2, · · · ) = (A − B)ek−1 (X2, · · · ). As Πp⃗ =
n̂p1 · · · n̂pη = eη ({n̂}p⃗), linearity of the measurement
channel implies

M∧ηUn

 d∏
j=1

(n̂pj − n̂yj )n̂pd+1
· · · n̂pη


=

d∏
j=1

(n̂pj − n̂yj )

η∑
j=d

ej−d
(
n̂pd+1

, · · · , n̂pη
)(

n+1
η

)(
η
j

) , (53)

Let us relabel the variables x⃗ = (p1, · · · , pd), z⃗ =
(pd+1, · · · , pη). Note that x⃗, y⃗, z⃗ have no elements in com-
mon. Hence,

M∧ηUn [ñx⃗,y⃗n̂z⃗] = ñx⃗,y⃗

η∑
j=d

ej−d
(
n̂z1 , · · · , n̂zη−d

)(
n+1
η

)(
η
j

) . (54)

Without loss of generality, let x⃗ ∪ y⃗ contain the last 2d
elements of [n]. Hence z⃗ ∈ Sn−2d,η−d. Now sum both
sides over all values of z⃗ using the summation identity

∑
q⃗∈Sm,b

ek (Xq1 , · · · , Xqb) =
(
m−k
b−k

)
ek (X1, · · · , Xm) on

both sides. Hence,

M∧ηUn
[ñx⃗,y⃗] = ñx⃗,y⃗

η∑
j=d

(
n−d−j
η−j

)
ej−d (n̂1, · · · , n̂n−2d)(

n+1
η

)(
η
j

) .

(55)

Observe that ñx⃗,y⃗ |p⃗⟩ is non-zero only if p⃗ contains d ele-
ments of x⃗ and y⃗. Hence for any state |p⃗⟩ where p⃗ has η−d
elements in [n− 2d], ej−d (n̂1, · · · , n̂n−2d) |p⃗⟩ =

(
η−d
j−d

)
|p⃗⟩.

Thus

M∧ηUn [ñx⃗,y⃗] = ñx⃗,y⃗

η∑
j=d

(
n−d−j
η−j

)(
η−d
j−d

)(
n+1
η

)(
η
j

) =
ñx⃗,y⃗(
n+1
d

) . (56)

We then obtain Equation (42) by a trivial inversion.
Evaluating M−1

∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
requires us to express Π[η]

as some linear combination of ñx⃗,y⃗. The symmetrized
difference operators ñd Equation (45) are eigenoperators
that enumerate over all combinations of x⃗ and all per-
mutations of y⃗ consistent with Π[η]. Hence, there exists
a linear combination

Π[η] =

η∑
d=0

adñd, ad =
Tr

[
Π{1,··· ,η}ñd

]
Tr [ñ2d]

, (57)

where the last line follows from trace orthogonality
Trη [ñj ñk] ∝ δjk.

It is helpful to expand ñd in terms of elementary sym-
metric polynomials.

ñd =

d∑
j=0

(−1)j
(
d

j

) (∑
z⃗∈Sη,d

)
(∑

z⃗∈Sη,d−j

)
(∑

z⃗∈S[n]\[η],d

)
(∑

z⃗∈S[n]\[η],j

)
×

∑
x⃗∈Sη,d−j

n̂x1 · · · n̂xd−j︸ ︷︷ ︸
ed−j(n̂1,··· ,n̂η)

∑
y⃗∈S[n]\[η],j

n̂y1 · · · ŷj︸ ︷︷ ︸
j!ej(n̂η+1,··· ,n̂n)

,

=

d∑
j=0

(−1)j
(η − d+ j)!

(η − d)!

(n− η − j)!

(n− η − d)!

× ed−j(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n). (58)

To evaluate Tr
[
Π{1,··· ,η}ñd

]
, note that

Π{1,··· ,η}ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n) |z⃗⟩ = δj,0 |z⃗⟩ for any basis state
with η particles and that Tr

[
Π{1,··· ,η}ed(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)

]
=(

η
d

)
. Hence

Tr
[
Π{1,··· ,η}ñd

]
=

(n− η)!

(n− η − d)!

(
η

d

)
. (59)

Evaluating Tr
[
ñ2d

]
is significantly more challenging,

and we leave most details to Lemma 14. There, we show
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that taking the square of Equation (58) leads to the sum,

Tr
[
ñ2d

]
=

η!(n− η)!(η − s)!

(n− η − s)!(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2
(60)

×
min(η,n−η)∑

s=0

 min(d,s)∑
j=max(0,s+d−η)

fη,d(s, j)

2

,

fη,d(s, j) =
(−1)j(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!

j!(s− j)!(d− j)!(η − s− d+ j)!
, (61)

which evaluates to Trη
[
ñ2d

]
= η!

d!
(n−d+1)!(n−η)!

(n−2d+1)(n−η−d)!2(η−d)!2 .
Substituting into Equation (57) and canceling terms,
then leads to Equation (44) for ad.

We complete the proof by applying M−1
∧ηUn

[ñd] =(
n+1
d

)
ñd and linearity of measurement channels to

M−1
∧ηUn

[
∑η
d=0 adñd].

Lemma 4. For any p⃗ ∈ Sn,η, let the projector onto ba-
sis states distance k from Πp⃗ be Simk (Πp⃗) from Equa-
tion (51). Then the following equalities are true

ek
(
n̂p1 , · · · n̂pη

)
=

η∑
j=0

(
j

k

)
Simj (Πp⃗) , (62)

Simk (Πp⃗) =

η∑
j=0

(−1)j+k
(
j

k

)
ej

(
n̂p1 , · · · n̂pη

)
.

(63)

Proof. Without loss of generality, let p⃗ = (1, · · · , η). For
any integer s ∈ [0, η], let r⃗ ∈ Sη,s, q⃗ ∈ S[n]\[η],η−s. For
any basis state |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ = |(r1, · · · , rs, q1, · · · , qη−s)⟩,

ek (n̂1, · · · n̂η) |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ =
(
s

k

)
|r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ , (64)

Simk (n̂1, · · · n̂η) |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ = δk,s |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ . (65)

Hence, the first equality Equation (62) immediately is
true for all basis states |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩. The second equality is
true as

⟨r⃗ ◦ q⃗|Simk (Πp⃗) |r⃗ ◦ q⃗⟩ =
η∑
j=0

(−1)j+k
(
s

j

)(
j

k

)
. (66)

When either s < k, observe that
(
s
j

)(
j
k

)
= 0. When

s ≥ k, we apply the fact
∑s
j=0(−1)j+k

(
s
j

)
P (j) = s!as

for any polynomial P (j) =
∑s
x=0 axj

x of degree at most
s. Observe that

(
j
k

)
is a polynomial of degree k with

coefficient as = 1
s!δk,s. Hence

∑s
j=0(−1)j+k

(
s
j

)(
j
s

)
= δk,s.

As s ≤ η, we may change the upper limits of the sum to∑η
j=0 · · · without affecting its value.

IV. EFFICIENT ESTIMATION FROM
FERMION SHADOWS

In the previous section, we found an expression for the
inverse measurement channel, which provides an unbi-
ased single-shot estimate ρ̂u,z⃗ of the quantum state ρ.

Hence, from Equation (9), the estimator for any observ-
able O is

⟨Ô⟩ = Tr
[
OU†

η(u)M−1
∧ηUn

[Πz⃗]Uη(u)
]
. (67)

However, this expression is not computationally efficient
as the right-hand side of Equation (43) for M−1

∧ηUn

[
Π[n]

]
is a sum of exponentially many terms, and each oper-
ator in the trace above has exponentially large dimen-
sion

(
n
η

)
×

(
n
η

)
. However, we now show below in Theo-

rem 5 that for observables that are linear combination
of k-RDMs, as in Equation (13), the estimator Equa-
tion (67) simplifies to multiplying at most 4 dimension(
n
k

)
×

(
n
k

)
= O(n2k) matrices, and is hence efficient for

any fixed k. We then go further in Section IV A to show
that efficient evaluation with respect to k is also possi-
ble by modifying a recent technique based on polynomial
interpolation of Pfaffians [19].

Furthermore in the special case where O = Dp⃗
q⃗ is just

a single k-RDM, the single shot estimate Theorem 5 sim-
plifies to

⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩ = ⟨q⃗|U†

k(v
†
z⃗u)Eη,kUk(v

†
z⃗u) |p⃗⟩ . (68)

Hence the single evaluation of

U†
k(v

†
z⃗u)Eη,kUk(v

†
z⃗u) =

∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

|q⃗⟩ ⟨p⃗| ⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩, (69)

simultaneously estimates all k-RDMs.

Theorem 5 (Estimator for k-RDMs). Let (u, z⃗) be
a classical shadow of ρ. Let the observable O =∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

op⃗,q⃗D
p⃗
q⃗ . Then the single-shot estimator is

⟨Ô⟩ = Tr
[
o · U†

k(v
†
z⃗u) · Eη,k · Uk(v

†
z⃗u)

]
, (70)

Eη,k
.
=

∑
r⃗∈Sn,k

|r⃗⟩ ⟨r⃗|
(
η−s′
k−s′

)(
n−η+s′

s′

)
(−1)k+s′

(
k
s′

) , (71)

where s′ = |r⃗ ∩ [η]| and vz⃗ is any permutation that maps
elements of [η] to z⃗.

Proof. The inverse measurement channel on Πz⃗ =

U†
η(v

†
z⃗)Π[η]Uη(v

†
z⃗) can be expressed as one on Π[η] through

M−1
∧ηUn

[Πz⃗] = U†
η(v

†
z⃗)M

−1
∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
Uη(v

†
z⃗). (72)

The estimator Equation (67) combined with the expres-
sion M−1

∧ηUn

[
Π[η]

]
from Theorem 3, is

⟨Ô⟩ =
η∑
d=0

ad

(
n+ 1

d

)
Tr

[
Uη(v

†
z⃗u)OU

†
η(v

†
z⃗u)ñd

]
. (73)

To simplify notation, let w = v†z⃗u. As ñd is diagonal, only
the diagonal components of Uη(w)OU†

η(w) have non-zero
contributions to the trace. When O from Equation (13)
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is a sum of k-RDMs, Equation (26) tells that diagonal
components of

Uη(w)OU
†
η(w) =

∑
r⃗∈Sn,k

(
Uk(w) · o · U†

k(w)
)
r⃗,r⃗
n̂r⃗ + · · · .

(74)
Hence, the single-shot estimate is

⟨Ô⟩ = Tr
[
Uk(w) · o · U†

k(w) · Eη,k
]
, (75)

Eη,k =
∑

r⃗∈Sn,k

|r⃗⟩ ⟨r⃗|Tr [n̂r⃗ñd] . (76)

Using the cyclic property of the trace, this matches the
form of Equation (70).

However, this evaluation is still not efficient as the esti-
mation matrix Eη,k is still a sum over exponentially many
terms through ñd =

∑
x⃗∈Sη,d

∑
y⃗∈S[n]\[η],d

ñx⃗,y⃗. The sum
over permutations implies that the trace has a value that
depends on r⃗ only through the number of elements that
are not in [η]. Suppose n̂r⃗ has k − s = |r⃗ ∩ [η]| elements
that overlap with [η] and s = |r⃗\[η]| elements that over-
lap with [n]\[η]. Then let

Eη,k =

k∑
s=0

Eη,k,s
∑

r⃗∈Sn,k:|r⃗\[η]|=s

|r⃗⟩ ⟨r⃗| , (77)

Eη,k,s
.
= Tr [n̂r⃗ñd] = Tr

[
n̂[k−s]n̂η+[s]ñd

]
. (78)

By expressing ñd in terms of elementary symmetric poly-
nomials Equation (45), we obtain

Eη,k,s =

d∑
d′=0

(η − d+ d′)!

(−1)d′(η − d)!

(n− η − d′)!

(n− η − d)!
Eη,k,s,d′

(79)

Eη,k,s,d′ = Tr
[
n̂[k−s]ed−d′(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)n̂η+[s]

× ed′(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n)
]
. (80)

Now, observe that n̂2j = n̂j and that some of the number
operators in n̂[k−s]n̂η+[s] may be identical to some of the
terms in the symmetric polynomials. Thus we separate
the sums in ed−d′(· · · ) and ed′(· · · ) into cases where the
number operator indices contain x′ and y′ elements of
[k − s] and η + [s] respectively, that is

Eη,k,s,d′ =

k−s∑
x′=0

s∑
y′=0

(
k − s

x′

)(
η − k + s

d− d′ − x′

)(
s

y′

)
(81)

×
(
n− η − s

d′ − y′

)(
n− (d+ k − x′ − y′)

η − (d+ k − x′ − y′)

)
.

Combining all these expressions,

Eη,k,s =

η∑
d=0

d∑
d′=0

k−s∑
x′=0

s∑
y′=0

· · · , (82)

is a quadruple sum over hypergeometric terms that we
simplify in Lemma 15 to obtain Equation (71).

A. k-RDM estimator in matrix multiplication time

We now present a scheme for computing the estimator
for any k-RDM in the time O(k2ηα+ηk) time, where mul-
tiplying a k×η matrix with a η×k matrix takes O(k2ηα)
time for some matrix multiplication exponent α ≤ 1.
From each measurement of the quantum state, we can
estimate any k-RDM in O(k2η) time, which is significant
improvement, especially in applications [3] where these
estimates must be computed a large number of times.

Following Section II and Equation (68), computing the
estimate of any k-RDM ⟨D̂p⃗

q⃗ ⟩ from a classical shadow
(u, z⃗) reduces to computing the estimate at most four
diagonal k-RDMs of the form

⟨n̂[k]⟩vz⃗uwj

.
=⟨Uk(wj)D̂[k]

[k]U
†
k(wj)⟩

=Trk
[
n̂[k]U

†
k(v

†
z⃗uwj)Eη,kUk(v

†
z⃗uwj)

]
, (83)

where the trace is over the k-particle subspace, i.e.
Trk [X] =

∑
x⃗∈Sn,k

⟨x⃗|X |x⃗⟩ = Tr [ΠkX] ,where Πk
projects onto k-particle subspace. For brevity, let u =

v†z⃗uwj . From Equation (77), the estimation matrix from
Equation (71) has the same value for all r⃗ that share the
same value s = |r⃗\[η]|. Hence, we may write

Eη,k =

k∑
s=0

E′
η,k,s︸ ︷︷ ︸

Eη,k,k−s

Simk,s

(
Π[η]

)
, (84)

Simk,s

(
Π[η]

) .
=

∑
r⃗∈Sn,k:|r⃗∩[η]|=s

|r⃗⟩ ⟨r⃗|

=

k∑
j=0

(−1)j+s
(
j

s

)
ej

(
{n̂}[η]

)
, (85)

where the proof for the second equality of
Simk,s

(
Π[η]

)
is similar to Lemma 4 for the special

case Simk

(
Π[η]

)
= Simη,k

(
Π[η]

)
. Then estimating

⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩ = Trk

[
Dp⃗
q⃗U

†
k(u)Eη,kUk(u)

]
reduces to estimating

terms of the form

⟨n̂[k]⟩u =

k∑
s=0

E′
η,k,sTrk

[
n̂[k]U

†
k(u)Simk,s

(
Π[η]

)
Uk(u)

]
.

(86)
We proceed further by representing regular fermions

operators with Majorana fermion γp operators where

ap =
γ2p−1 + iγ2p

2
, a†p =

γ2p−1 − iγ2p
2

, (87)

n̂j =
1

2

(
1 + iβj

)
, βj

.
= γ2j−1γ2j , (88)

and βj is a Majorana bivector. In this representation, the
single-particle rotations U(u) rotates Majorana operators
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to other linear combination of Majorana operators

U(u)γpU
†(u) =

∑
q

ũp,qγq, (89)

ũ = Re[u]⊗
(

1 0
0 1

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I[2]

+Im[u]⊗
(

0 −1
1 0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Y

. (90)

More generally, given any real orthogonal matrix R ∈
O2n, let us overload the notation for U with

U(R)γpU
†(R) =

∑
q

Rq,pγq. (91)

Elementary symmetric polynomials of number operators
ej′

(
{n̂}[k]

)
can be shown to be linear combinations of

ej
(
{β}[η]

)
for j′ ∈ [0, j]. From the generating function

η∏
j=0

(κ− λn̂j) =

η∑
j=0

κη−j(−λ)jej
(
{n̂}[η]

)
, (92)

for elementary symmetric polynomials, one can show that
η∏
j=0

(
κ− λ

2
− i

λ

2
βj

)

=

η∑
α=0

(
κ− λ

2

)η−α(
−iλ

2

)α
eα

(
{β}[η]

)
. (93)

The coefficient of the monomial (−λ)j is, after setting
κ = 1, and using the binomial theorem,

ej
(
{n̂}[η]

)
=

1

2j

η∑
α=0

(
η − α

j − α

)
iαeα

(
{β}[η]

)
. (94)

Substituting Equation (94) into Equation (85), we obtain

Simk,s

(
Π[η]

)
= (−1)s

η∑
j=0

fk,s(j)i
jej

(
{β}[η]

)
, (95)

fk,s(j)
.
=

k∑
x=j

(−1)x
(
x

s

)
1

2j

(
η − j

η − x

)
. (96)

The estimate ⟨Π̂[k]⟩u is then a linear combination
traces of various degrees of elementary symmetric poly-
nomials of Majorana bivectors

⟨n̂[k]⟩u =

k∑
j=0

αη,k,jTrk
[
n̂[k]U

†
k(u)ej

(
{β}[η]

)
Uk(u)

]
,

(97)

αη,k,j
.
=

k∑
s=0

(−1)sfk,s(j)i
jE′

η,k,s. (98)

with some coefficients αη,k,j . The speedup we present in
this section arises from an improved method for comput-
ing in O(ηk2) time traces of the form

Trk
[
n̂[k]U(u)ej

(
{β}[η]

)
U†(u)

]
. (99)

simultaneously for all elementary symmetric polynomials
j = 0, · · · , η of Majorana bivectors. Once computed,
the k-RDM estimate ⟨Uk(u)D̂[k]

[k]U
†
k(u)⟩ is obtained by an

appropriate linear combination of Equation (99).
We note that inner product Equation (99) can be

inferred from O(n) calculations of fermionic linear op-
tics [18], which is related to the strong simulability of
matchgate circuits or non-interacting fermion distribu-
tions [17], and is known to be possible in polynomial time
O(poly(n)) [26]. Given any real anti-symmetric matrix
M that has block-diagonal form

M = R

⊕
j∈[n]

λjY

RT , R ∈ SO2n, (100)

let the fermionic gaussian [18]

ρ(M) = e
i
2

∑
j,k∈[2n] θjMj,kθk (101)

= U(R)
∏
j∈[n]

(1 + iλjβj)U
†(R).

Following [18], it is well-known that the trace of two prod-
ucts of fermionic gaussians evaluates to a Pfaffian as fol-
lows

Tr [ρ(M)ρ(K)] = Pf(M)Pf(K −M−1). (102)

Our algorithm works in two key steps. First, it reduces
the inner product computation with each elementary
symmetric polynomials ex(β1, · · · , βη) Equation (99) to
evaluating at most η instances of fermionic linear optics
Tr [ρ(M)ρ(K)] for some M and K. Second, theses η in-
stances turn out to be related and may actually all be
evaluated with one unit of effort.

In the first step, we show that for any operator X,
the trace of Trk

[
n̂[k]X

]
= Trk [ρkX] over k particles is

equal to the trace over all particles times an appropriate
fermionic gaussian

ρk
.
= ρ (Λ⊗ Y ) = n̂[k]

∏
j∈[n]\[k]

(1− n̂j), (103)

Λ
.
= I[k] − I[n]\[k] = I[n] − 2I[n]\[k] = 2I[k] − I[n], (104)

for some invertible matrix Λ. This implies the desired
equality

Trk
[
n̂[k]X

]
= Tr

n̂[k] ∏
j∈[n]\[k]

(1− n̂j)X

 = Tr [ρkX] .

(105)

Next, observe that the fermionic gaussian itself is a
generating function for elementary symmetric polynomi-
als

ρ(κM) = U(R)

n∏
j=1

(1 + iκλjβj)U
†(R) (106)

= U(R)

n∑
j=0

(iκ)jej (λ1β1, · · · , λnβn)U†(R),
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Hence the following fermonic gaussian is a linear combi-
nation of the symmetric polynomials ej

(
{β}[η]

)
seen in

Equation (95)

ρη(κ)
.
= ρ

(
κI[η] ⊗ Y

)
=

η∑
j=0

(iκ)jej
(
{β}[η]

)
. (107)

Thus, a single evaluation of

Tr
[
ρkUk(u)ρη(κ)U

†
k(u)

]
=

η∑
j=0

(iκ)jTrk
[
U(u)n̂[k]U

†(u)ej
(
{β}[η]

)]
, (108)

is some linear combination of the desired quantity Equa-
tion (99). Evaluating this on O(η) different values
of κ then provides enough information to compute all
Trk

[
Π[k]U(v)ej

(
{n̂}[η]

)
U†(v)

]
, e.g. by polynomial in-

terpolation.
In the second step, we avoid using polynomial inter-

polation and find a faster approach. Observe that the

traces we compute turn out to be Pfaffians of appropri-
ately defined matrices.

Tr
[
ρkUk(u)ρη(κ)U

†
k(u)

]
= (−1)n−kPf [A(κ)] . (109)

A(κ)
.
= κI[η] ⊗ Y − ũTΛ⊗ Y ũ (110)

By taking high-order derivatives with respect to κ, we
are able to isolate the traces with individual elementary
symmetric polynomials. For instance,

∂xκTr
[
ρkUk(u)ρη(κ)U

†
k(u)

]
|κ=0

= x!ixTrk
[
n̂[k]U(u)ex

(
{β}[η]

)
U†(u)

]
. (111)

In the following, we present an efficient method to com-
pute all derivatives of the Pfaffian in Equation (109). Ob-
serve that the derivatives of a Pfaffian in general is

∂Pf(A) =
1

2
Pf(A)Tr

[
A−1∂A

]
. (112)

In our case, the derivatives are

∂κPf(A(κ)) =
1

2
Pf(A)Tr

[
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

]
, (113)

∂2κPf(A(κ)) =
1

2
∂κPf(A)Tr

[
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

]
− 1

2
Pf(A)Tr

[
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

]
, (114)

... =

∂xκPf(A(κ)) =
1

2

x−1∑
j=0

(
x− 1

j

)
∂x−j−1
κ (−1)jPf(A)Tr

[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j+1
]
. (115)

This recursion allows us to compute higher-order deriva-
tives from lower-order derivatives. After computing all
the traces Tr

[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j] |κ=0, the recursion for
all derivatives ∀x ∈ [η], ∂xκPf(A)|κ=0 can be solved in
O(η2) time.

We now evaluate the trace. Observe that

A(0) = A−1(0) = −ũTΛ⊗ Y ũ. (116)

Hence, the trace

Tr
[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j] |κ=0

= (−1)jTr
[(
(Λ⊗ Y )(ũI[η] ⊗ Y ũT )

)j]
. (117)

In principle, it suffices to evaluate the all eigenvalues of
(Λ⊗Y )(ũI[η]⊗Y ũT ). Computing eigenvalues of a 2n×2n
matrix takes O(nω) time and would enable the straight-
forward computation of the trace. Indeed, a similar ap-
proach was taken in [19] for the non-particle conserv-
ing case. However, we now highlight optimizations for
our particle-conserving case that reduces the problem to
finding the eigenvalues of an even smaller 2k×2k matrix.
Using the identity Λ = 2I[k] − I[n],
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Tr
[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j] |κ=0

= (−1)jTr
[(
2(ũT I[k] ⊗ Y ũ)(I[η] ⊗ Y )− (ũT I[n] ⊗ Y ũ)(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j]
= (−1)jTr

[(
−2(ĩu

T
I[k] ⊗ I[2]ĩu)(I[η] ⊗ I[2]) + I[η] ⊗ I[2]

)j]
, (118)

where ĩu .
= −Im[u] ⊗ I[2] + Re[u] ⊗ Y. Hence using the binomial expansion and the cyclic property of the trace,

Tr
[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j] |κ=0 = (−1)j
j∑

y=0

(−2)y
(
j

y

)
Tr

[
I[η] ⊗ I[2]

[
(ĩu

T
I[k] ⊗ I[2]ĩu)(I[η] ⊗ I[2])

]y]

= (−1)j

[
Tr

[
I[η] ⊗ I[2]

]
+

j∑
y=1

(−2)y
(
j

y

)
Tr

[[
(ĩu

T
I[k] ⊗ I[2]ĩu)(I[η] ⊗ I[2])

]y]]

= (−1)j

2η + j∑
y=1

(−2)y
(
j

y

)
Tr


(I[k] ⊗ I[2])(ĩuI[η] ⊗ I[2]ĩu

T
)(I[k] ⊗ I[2])︸ ︷︷ ︸

M


y

 . (119)

Within the trace, observe that the matrix M is non-
zero on only a 2k× 2k block. We may write M = m ·mT

where

m = (I[k] ⊗ I[2])(ĩuI[η] ⊗ I[2]), (120)

is a 2k × 2η submatrix of ĩu. We note that constructing
the 2k × 2η submatrix of ĩu for any u = v†z⃗uvp⃗wϕ only
takes O(kη) arithmetic opertations if v†z⃗, vp⃗, wϕ, which
contain at most two non-zero elements in any row or col-
umn, are stored as sparse matrices. Hence M is obtained
by matrix multiplication of a 2k×2η matrix with a 2η×2k
matrix, which takes O(k2ηα) time for some matrix mul-
tiplication exponent α ≤ 1. Once M is obtained, we
may obtain all of its non-zero eigenvalues in O(kω) times.
Subsequently, all powers of its eigenvalues up to η may be
obtained (such as by repeated squaring) in O(ηk) multi-
plications, which allows all traces Tr [My] for all y ∈ [η]
to be computed in an overall time of O(k2ηα+ kω + ηk).
Assuming the naive cubic-time algorithm for matrix this
takes O(k2η) times, dominated by the cost of forming
M . Subsequently, all traces Tr

[(
A−1(I[η] ⊗ Y )

)j] |κ=0

for all j ∈ [η] may be computed recursively in O(η2)
time, which implies an overall complexity of O(η2+ k2η)
for computing all derivatives of the Pfaffian ∂xκPf(A).

V. ERROR OF ESTIMATION

We now evaluate the variance of our estimator from
Section IV for any k-RDM. For brevity, we use the no-
tation for the expectation Eu

.
= Eu∼Un

and Eu,z⃗
.
=

Eu∼Un
E|z⃗⟩∼Uη(u)ρU

†
η(u)

.
= Eu∼Un

∑
z⃗ Uη(u)ρU

†
η(u) |z⃗⟩.

Consider an observable O = Otr +αI where Otr is trace-
less. From the definition of variance for any estimate
⟨Ô⟩ = Tr [Oρ̂u,z⃗], the variance

Var
[
⟨Ô⟩

]
= Eu,z⃗

[
|Tr [Oρ̂u,z⃗]− Tr [Oρ]|2

]
= Eu,z⃗

[
|Tr [Otrρ̂u,z⃗]|2

]
− |Tr [Otrρ]|2 , (121)

only depends on the traceless component. An up-
per bound on the variance is then the state-dependent
shadow norm

∥O∥2s,ρ
.
= Eu,z⃗

[
|Tr [Otrρ̂u,z⃗]|2

]
. (122)

As the traceless component of any k-RDM is

(Dp⃗
q⃗ )tr = Dp⃗

q⃗ − δp⃗,q⃗

(
n−k
η−k

)(
n
η

) I, (123)
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the shadow norm of any k-RDM is then∥∥∥Dp⃗
q⃗

∥∥∥2
s,ρ

= Eu,z⃗
[∣∣∣⟨D̂p⃗

q⃗ ⟩
∣∣∣2]

− δp⃗,q⃗

2

(
n−k
η−k

)
Eu,z⃗

[
⟨D̂p⃗

q⃗ ⟩
]

(
n
η

) −
(
n−k
η−k

)2(
n
η

)2
 , (124)

where ⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩ = Tr

[
Dp⃗
q⃗ ρ̂u,z⃗

]
is our single-shot estimator

from Equation (70) in the previous section that implicitly
depends on the shadow (u, z⃗). One may also define a
state-independent shadow norm by maximizing ∥O∥2s

.
=

maxρ ∥O∥2s,ρ . Below, we prove that the average variance
of estimating all k-RDMs is also a quantity independent
of ρ and also small.

Theorem 6 (Error of estimation). For all η-particle n-
mode fermion states ρ, the average variance over all k-
RDMs is upper-bounded by the average squared shadow
norm

Ep⃗,q⃗
[∥∥∥Dp⃗

q⃗

∥∥∥2
s,ρ

]
=

Tr
[
E2
η,k

]
(
n
k

)2 −
(
n−k
η−k

)2(
n
η

)2(n
k

) (125)

≤
(
η

k

)(
1− η − k

n

)k (
1 + n

1 + n− k

)
.

Proof. Consider the case p⃗ = q⃗, where the cross-
term Eu,z⃗

[
⟨D̂p⃗

p⃗⟩
]

= Eu,z⃗ [Tr [n̂p⃗ρ̂u,z⃗]] in Equa-
tion (124) appears. Using the identity

∑
p⃗∈Sn,k

n̂p⃗ =∑
p⃗∈Sn,k

ek(n̂p1 , · · · , n̂pk) = ek(n̂1, · · · , n̂n), observe that
on the space of η-particle states,

ek(n̂1, · · · , n̂n) =
(
n−k
η−k

)(
n
k

)(
n
η

) I. (126)

Hence, the sum

K
.
=

∑
p⃗∈Sn,k

Eu,z⃗
[
⟨D̂p⃗

p⃗⟩
]
=

(
n−k
η−k

)(
n
k

)(
n
η

) , (127)

and the sum of shadow norms over all diagonal k-RDMs∑
p⃗∈Sn,k

∥∥∥Dp⃗
p⃗

∥∥∥2
s,ρ

=
∑

p⃗∈Sn,k

Eu,z⃗
[∣∣∣⟨D̂p⃗

p⃗⟩
∣∣∣2]−K, (128)

and the sum of shadow norms over all k-RDMs

∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

∥∥∥Dp⃗
q⃗

∥∥∥2
s,ρ

= Eu,z⃗

 ∑
p⃗,q⃗∈Sn,k

∣∣∣⟨D̂p⃗
q⃗ ⟩
∣∣∣2
−K

= Eu,z⃗
[
Tr

[(
U†
k(vz⃗u)Eη,kUk(vz⃗u)

)2
]]

−K

= Tr
[
E2
η,k

]
−

(
n−k
η−k

)2(n
k

)(
n
η

)2 , (129)

is state-independent, where in the second line, we sub-
stitute the estimator Equation (70), and in the last line,
we use the cyclic property of traces to cancel all adjacent
unitaries Uk(vz⃗u)U

†
k(vz⃗u) = I. We then obtain Equa-

tion (125) by diving Equation (129) by the number of
terms

(
n
k

)2 in the sum.
From Equation (129), an upper bound on the

average shadow norm is just Ep⃗,q⃗
[∥∥∥Dp⃗

q⃗

∥∥∥2
s,ρ

]
≤

Tr[E2
η,k]

(nk)
2

.
= Qn,η,k. From Theorem 5, ⟨p⃗|Eη,k |p⃗⟩ =

(−1)s
(
k
s

)−1(η−k+s
s

)(
n−η+k−s

k−s
)
, where s = |p⃗\[η]|. By

writing the sum
∑
p⃗∈Sn,k

· · · =
∑k
s=0

(
n−η
s

)(
η
k−s

)
· · · and

collecting terms,

Qn,η,k =

(
η

k

) k∑
s=0

(
k

s

)k−1∏
j=0

n− η + k − s− j

n− j


×

{
(η − k + s)!(n− η + k − s)!(n− k)!

n!(η − k)!(n− η)!

}
. (130)

We arrive at the bound in Equation (125) by observing

that the product on the right
[∏k−1

j=0 · · ·
]
≤

(
1− η−k

n

)k
,

and that
∑k
s=0

(
k
s

)
{· · · } = 1+n

1+n−k .

We note that tighter bounds may be derived for specific
parameter regimes. For instance, when k = η, we may
increase the upper limit on the sum as the summand is
zero when s ≥ η. Hence, the sum

Qn,η,η =

n∑
s=0

η!(n− η)!

(η − s)!(n− s− η)!

(n− s)!2

n!2
(131)

≤ Q2η,η,η =

2η∑
s=0

s−1∏
j=0

(η − j)2

(2η − j)2
≤

2η∑
s=0

1

4s
≤ 4

3
,

is symmetric about and maximized at η = n/2. Other
interesting asymptotic bounds include the limit of large

n with η held constant. There
(
1− η−k

n

)k
= 1 −

O(k(η−k)n ) implies Qn,η,k =
(
η
k

)(
1−O

(
k(η−k)
n

))
. At

half-filling η = n/2, in the limit of large n with k

held constant,
(
1− η−k

n

)k
= 2−k

(
1 +O(k2/n)

)
implies

Qn,n2,k =
(
η
k

)
2−k

(
1 +O(k2/n)

)
.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have presented a technique to estimate all k-RDMs
of fermion states extremely efficiently with an average
error that depends only on the number of particles, in
contrast to all prior methods which depend on the num-
ber of modes. Our main assumption that the state of
interest has a definite number of particles applies to very
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many systems of interest. On a quantum computer, our
scheme may be applied with any fermion-to-qubit map-
ping so long as the random number-conserving single-
particle rotations can be applied. Implementing our ap-
proach in the second-quantized representation also facil-
itates a straightforward approach to error mitigation by
symmetry verification [27, 28] and can detect multiple
errors – simply check that the measured state |z⃗⟩ has
η-particles.

Our estimator is also computationally efficient for all
parameters. Many observables such as electronic struc-
ture or nuclear Hamiltonians only require k ≤ 3. How-
ever, there are natural applications for large k as well.
Consider the problem of estimating overlaps with ar-
bitrary Slater determinants |q⃗′⟩ = Uη(w) |q⃗⟩ for any
w ∈ Un, a key component of quantum-classical auxiliary-
field quantum Monte Carlo [3]. For any pure state
|ψ⟩ =

∑
p⃗∈Sn,η

ψp⃗ |p⃗′⟩, add η more modes and prepare
the state

|ψ′⟩ = |ψ⟩+ |n+ [η]⟩√
2

. (132)

Then the η-RDM Uη(w)D
n+[η]
q⃗ U†

η(w) has expectation

Tr
[
Uη(w)D

n+[η]
q⃗ U†

η(w) |ψ′⟩ ⟨ψ′|
]
=
ψq⃗′

2
, (133)

which is half of the desired overlap with the Slater de-
terminant |q⃗′⟩. Our approach simultaneously estimates
all η-RDMs extremely efficiently using only 4

3ϵ2 samples
on average according to Equation (131), which compares
favorably to very recent work [19] that performs the
same task using exponentially more Õ(

√
n/ϵ2) samples,

through with a stronger per-RDM error guarantee rather
than an average. Many variations on this idea are possi-
ble future directions to pursue. For instance, the number

of additional modes required may also be reduced to as
few as 1 by preparing |ψ′⟩ = |ψ⟩+|n−η+1+[η]⟩√

2
and esti-

mating Dn−η+1+[η]
q⃗ U†

η(w), or even to 0 when the sign is
not important by estimating Uη(w)D

q⃗
q⃗U

†
η(w).

As our estimator has no preferred basis, any rotated
k-RDM Uη(w)D

p⃗
q⃗U

†
η(w) may be estimated just as effi-

ciently and easily as Dp⃗
q⃗ even if they contain exponen-

tially many terms in the computational basis. Even
more general k-RDMs of the form Uη(w)D

p⃗
q⃗U

†
η(w

′) where
w ̸= w′ may also be estimated following Equation (70),
though we leave the Pfaffian method in Section IV A
for this case to a future analysis. This suggests that
our approach is tailored to estimating observables of the
form O =

∑
j∈[R] αjUη(wj)D

p⃗j
q⃗j
Uη(w

′
j), similar to Equa-

tion (27), that either have a low-rank structure or are
well-approximated by it, meaning that R is small and |α⃗|2
is minimized. As the upper-bound on the variance of our
estimator was evaluated using the 2-fold twirling channel,
this approach bounded the average variance across all k-
RDMs rather than each k-RDM individually. We leave
to future work the task of obtaining the shadow norm of
linear combinations of k-RDMs such as O, which would
require a challenging evaluation of the 3-fold twirling op-
erator for the group ∧ηUn, followed by understanding the
covariance of k-RDM estimation.
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Integrals of polynomial functions with respect to the Haar measure on the dimension n unitary group Un can be
evaluated as follows.

Definition 7 (Twirling operator). The twirling operator of degree t on
∧η
k=1 Un with respect to the Haar measure

on Un is

Tt,U
.
=

∫ (
U(u) |[η]⟩ ⟨[η]|U†(u)

)⊗t
duHaar(Un), (A1)

where |η⃗⟩ = |[η]⟩ .=
∧η
k=1 |k⟩ is a basis vector of

∧η
k=1 Un and |k⟩ are orthonormal bases for Un.

The purpose of this section is to prove the main result we use for the measurement channel. In the following, we
will choose randomization with respect to single-particle basis rotations Uη(u), where u ∈ Un is Haar random. In
other words, U = ∧ηUn. The corresponding twirling operators are linear in the basis of Weingarten integrals, which
will be key to evaluating difficult quantities such as the measurement channel and shadow variance without the help
of t-design results.

Theorem 8. Twirling operator
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n,η

f(|p⃗1 ∩ p⃗2|)Πp⃗1 ⊗Πp⃗2 +
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Our derivation begins by expressing the twirling operator in the basis of Weingarten integrals.

Definition 9 (Weingarten integral [25, Equation (1)]). The basis (⃗i, i⃗′, j⃗, j⃗′) Weingarten integral of degree t on Un is∫
u∼Un

ui1j1 · · ·uiqjqu
†
j′1i

′
1
· · ·u†j′qi′qdu =

∑
π,ξ∈Sq

δ⃗i,π(⃗i′)δξ−1 (⃗j),⃗j′WgUn
(
πξ−1

)
, (A3)

δx⃗,π(x⃗′)
.
=

{
1, ∀j ∈ [q], xj = x′π(j),

0, otherwise.
(A4)

where Sq is is the symmetric group on q elements, and WgUn
(
πξ−1

)
= WgUn

(
ξ−1π

)
= WgUn

(
π−1ξ

)
is the so-called

Weingarten function, which depends only on the conjugacy class of the permutation.

With the help of Weingarten integrals, we may evaluate the twirling operator and express then in a simpler form.
We use the notation x⃗⊕ y⃗ = (x1, .., xdim(x⃗), y1, · · · , ydim(y⃗)) for list concatenation, and Sk for the symmetric group on
k elements.

Lemma 10 (Twirling operator structure factor). The twirling operator evaluates to

Tt,∧ηUn
=

∑
p⃗θ,q⃗θ∈Sn,η

f(p⃗, q⃗)
⊗
θ∈[t]

|p⃗θ⟩ ⟨q⃗θ| , (A5)

f(p⃗, q⃗) =
∑
µ∈S⊕t

η

∑
ν∈S⊕η

t

∑
ξ∈Stη

(−1)µ
∏
θ∈[t]

det
[
∆q⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
WgUn (µνξ) , (A6)

where f is the structure factor, p⃗ .
=

⊕
j∈[t] p⃗j, q⃗

.
=

⊕
j∈[t] q⃗j, ∆ij = δij, and

⊕
j∈[t] p⃗

ξ
j
.
= ξ (p⃗) , µ =

⊕
j∈[t] µj , ν =⊕

j∈[η] νj

µ

⊕
θ∈[t]

x⃗θ

 =

 x1,µ1(1) · · · xt,µ1(1)

...
. . .

...
x1,µη(η) · · · xt,µη(η)

 , ν

⊕
j∈[t]

x⃗j

 .
=

 xν1(1),1 · · · xνt(t),1
...

. . .
...

xν1(1),η · · · xνt(t),η

 . (A7)

Proof. The twirling operator from Definition 7 is Tt,∧ηUn

.
=

∫
u∼Un

(
U(u) |η⃗⟩ ⟨η⃗|U†(u)

)⊗t
du. By expanding the fermion

rotation using Equation (20),

Tt,∧ηUn =
∑

p⃗θ.q⃗θ∈Sn,η

∫
u∼Un

∏
θ∈[t]

det [uq⃗θ η⃗] det
[
u†η⃗p⃗θ

]
du

︸ ︷︷ ︸
f(p⃗,q⃗)

⊗
θ∈[t]

|p⃗θ⟩ ⟨q⃗θ| . (A8)

Note that transposing a matrix does not change its determinant. We now expand the determinants into Weingarten
integrals Definition 9 using the Leibniz formula

det
[
u†η⃗x⃗

]
=

∑
τ∈Sη

(−1)τ
∏
i∈[η]

(
u†τ(η⃗)x⃗

)
ii
=

∑
τ∈Sη

(−1)τ
∏
i∈[η]

u†τ(i)xi
. (A9)

det [ux⃗η⃗] =
∑
σ∈Sη

(−1)σ
∏
i∈[η]

(
uσ(x⃗)η⃗

)
ii
=

∑
σ∈Sη

(−1)σ
∏
i∈[η]

uxσ(i)i, (A10)

where (−1)σ = sgn(σ) is parity of the permutation σ. Above, we use the notation (σ(x⃗))j = xσ(j) = j for any vector
x⃗ ∈ Zη. In particular, (σ(η⃗))j = ησ(j) = σ(j) since η⃗ = (1, 2, · · · , η). The following identity will be useful

det [∆x⃗,y⃗] =
∑
σ∈Sη

(−1)σδx⃗,σ(y⃗) =
∑
σ∈Sη

(−1)σ
∏
i∈[η]

δxi,yσ(i)
=

{
(−1)σ, y⃗ = σ(x⃗),

0, otherwise.
(A11)
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Hence the structure factor

f(p⃗, q⃗)
.
=

∫
u∼Un

∑
σθ,τθ∈Sη

sgn(⊕j∈[t]σj︸ ︷︷ ︸
σ

⊕j∈[t]τj︸ ︷︷ ︸
τ

)
∏
θ∈[t]

∏
i∈[η]

uqθ,σθ(i),i

∏
i∈[η]

u†τθ(i),pθ,idu

=
∑

π,ξ∈Stη

∑
σθ,τθ∈Sη

sgn(στ)δσ(q⃗),ξ(p⃗)δη⃗⊕t,πτ(η⃗⊕t)WgUn
(
ξπ−1

)
=

∑
π,ξ∈Stη

∑
τθ∈Sη

sgn(τ)
∏
θ∈[t]

det
[
∆q⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
δπ(η⃗⊕t),τ(η⃗⊕t)WgUn (ξπ)

=
∑

π,ξ∈Stη

∏
θ∈[t]

det
[
∆q⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
det

[
∆η⃗,η⃗πθ

]
WgUn (ξπ) , (A12)

Above, we use the notation
⊕

θ∈[t] η⃗
π
θ
.
= π (η⃗⊕t) and

⊕
θ∈[t] p⃗

ξ
θ
.
= ξ (p⃗).

We may simplify further as det
[
∆η⃗,η⃗πθ

]
is non-zero only when π (η⃗⊕t) =

⊕
θ∈[t] µθ(η⃗) is a permutation that preserves

the same set of terms {k}k∈[η] for each j. The number of unique valid π is thus η!
(
t
1

)η
η!
(
t−1
1

)η · · · η!(11)η = (η!)
t
(t!)

η.
Hence valid π decompose into π = µν, where ν ∈ S⊕η

t which swaps elements at the same position between different
copies of η⃗, and µ ∈ S⊕t

η permutes within each η⃗. More precisely,

µ

⊕
θ∈[t]

x⃗θ

 =

 x1,µ1(1) · · · xt,µ1(1)

...
. . .

...
x1,µη(η) · · · xt,µη(η)

 , ν

⊕
j∈[t]

x⃗j

 .
=

 xν1(1),1 · · · xνt(t),1
...

. . .
...

xν1(1),η · · · xνt(t),η

 . (A13)

This decomposition exactly characterizes valid permutations without any over-counting as |S⊕t
η ||S⊕η

t | = (t!)
η
(η!)

t.
Thus

f(p⃗, q⃗) =
∑
ν∈S⊕η

t

∑
µ∈S⊕t

η

∑
ξ∈Stη

(−1)µ
∏
θ∈[t]

det
[
∆q⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
WgUn (ξµν) , (A14)

and we then apply the cyclic property WgUn (ξµν) = WgUn (µνξ).

We find for the structure factor f(p⃗, q⃗) that the case where q⃗ is some permutation of p⃗ occurs quite frequently. We
may further simplify the twirling operator in this case.

Lemma 11 (Twirling operator diagonal structure factor). The coefficient of diagonal components of the twirling
operator

Tt,∧ηUn
=

∑
p⃗∈S⊗t

n,η

f(p⃗)
⊗
θ∈[t]

|p⃗θ⟩ ⟨p⃗θ|+
∑

p̸⃗=q⃗∈S⊗t
n,η

f(p⃗, q⃗)
⊗
θ∈[t]

|p⃗θ⟩ ⟨q⃗θ| , (A15)

is the diagonal structure factor

f(p⃗) =
∑

ν∈Sη⃗,··· ,η⃗

∑
γ∈Sp⃗1,··· ,p⃗t

∑
µ,χ∈S⊕t

η

(−1)µχWgUn (µνχγ) . (A16)

where ν ∈ Sη⃗,··· ,η⃗ swaps matching elements between t copies of η, and γ ∈ Sp⃗1,··· ,p⃗t swaps matching elements between
the t vectors p⃗j.

Proof. Observe that the twirling operator has unit trace, Tr [Tt,∧ηUn ] = 1. Using the expression for it from Lemma 10,

Tr [Tt,∧ηUn ] =
∑

p⃗θ∈Sn,η

f(p⃗, p⃗). (A17)

Let us define f(p⃗) .= f(p⃗, p⃗). Hence

f(p⃗) =
∑
µ∈S⊕t

η

∑
ν∈S⊕η

t

∑
ξ∈Stη

(−1)µ
∏
θ∈[t]

det
[
∆p⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
WgUn (µνξ) . (A18)
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Now observe that det
[
∆p⃗θ,p⃗

ξ
θ

]
is non-zero only when

⊕
θ∈[t] p⃗θ = ξ

(⊕
θ∈[t] p⃗θ

)
is a permutation that preserves the

same set of terms in p⃗θ. Similar to the derivation of Equation (A13), valid ξ decomposes into ξ = χγ, γ ∈ Sp⃗1,··· ,p⃗t
which swaps matching elements between different p⃗j , and χ ∈ S⊕t

η permutes within each p⃗j . Thus

f(p⃗) =
∑
ν∈S⊕η

t

∑
γ∈Sp⃗1,··· ,p⃗t

∑
µ,χ∈S⊕t

η

(−1)µχWgUn (µνχγ) . (A19)

The diagonal structure factor in Lemma 11 contains many instances of Weingarten functions, each depending on
permissible swaps between the vectors p⃗j . We now show that for each η, there is only one unique sum.

Lemma 12. For all η ≥ 0, t = 2, p⃗1, p⃗2 ∈ Sn,η,

f(p⃗) = gη (|p⃗1 ∩ p⃗2|) Ξn,η, Ξn,η =
∑
ν∈S⊕η

t

∑
µ∈S⊕t

η

(−1)µWgUn (µν) , (A20)

gη(k) = (η!)
2 η + 1

η − k + 1
. (A21)

Proof. We make use of the fact that the Weingarten function depends only on cycle structure of the permutation,
which is uniquely determined by its conjugacy class. Hence we have the identities such as

WgUn (abc) = WgUn (cab) = WgUn
(
c−1b−1a−1

)
. (A22)

From Lemma 11, the structure factor

f(p⃗) =
∑
ν∈S⊕η

2

∑
γ∈Sp⃗1,p⃗2

∑
µ,χ∈S⊕2

η

(−1)µχWgUn (µνχγ) . (A23)

Let us insert an identity term µνχγ = µνχγχ−1χ and substitute χµ→ µ to obtain

f(p⃗) =
∑
χ∈S⊕2

η

∑
γ∈Sp⃗1,p⃗2

Ξn,η
(
χγχ−1

)
, (A24)

Ξn,η (τ)
.
=

∑
µ∈S⊕2

η

∑
ν∈S⊕η

2

(−1)µWgUn (µντ) . (A25)

Whereas γ ∈ Sp⃗,q⃗ is a product of up to k = |p⃗ ∩ q⃗| 2-cycles (pjqj) that transposes matching elements of p⃗, q⃗, let
the set Θk ∋ χγχ−1 represents all possible transpositions (pjqk) between up to any k elements of p⃗, q⃗. As the cycle
structure is invariant under conjugation, cycles

(
χγχ−1

)
= cycles (γ). Let the set

Θη,j =
{
χγχ−1 : χ ∈ S⊕2

η , γ ∈ S⊕η
2 , 2-cycles (γ) = j

}
, (A26)

|Θη,j | =
(
η

j

)
(η)(η − 1) · · · (η − j + 1)

j!
=

(
η

j

)
η!

(η − j)!
= j!

(
η

j

)2

(A27)

be the distinct elements generated by any γ with a cycle structure of (2, · · · , 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
j times

, · · · ). Then

Θk =

k⋃
j=0

Θη,j , |Θk| =
k∑
j=0

j!

(
η

j

)2

. (A28)

As there are fewer elements in |Θk| than there are permutations in
∣∣S⊕2
η

∣∣ ∣∣S⊕k
2

∣∣, the map from (χ, γ) → τ is injective
with multiplicity

Θ−1
η,k(τ) =

{
(µ, ν) : τ = µνµ−1, µ ∈ S⊕2

η , ν ∈ S⊕k
2

}
, (A29)∣∣∣Θ−1

η,k(τ)
∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣Θ−1

η,k,j

∣∣∣ = (
k

j

)
(η!)2

j!
(
η
j

)2 =
k!(η − j)!2

(k − j)!
, j = 2-cycles(τ) (A30)
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The elements of (µ, ·) ∈ Θ−1
k (τ) are permutations within each vector p⃗, q⃗

This allows us to express the structure factor Weingarten sum over distinct elements in Θη

Ξn,η,j
.
=

∑
τ∈Θη,j

Ξn,η (τ) , (A31)

⇒ f(k) =

k∑
j=0

∣∣∣Θ−1
k,j

∣∣∣Ξn,η,j . (A32)

We now evaluate Ξn,η,j+1 in terms of Ξn,η,j . Observe that the case j = 0 corresponds to τ ∈ Θη,0={e} . Hence

Ξn,η,0 = Ξn,η (e) = Ξn,η. (A33)

For any j > 0, observe that any element of τj+1 ∈ Θη,j+1 is the product of a transposition and an element τj ∈ Θη,j .
Let Gτj = {(jk) : (jk) /∈ τj} be the set of transpositions between any element of p⃗ and q⃗, excluding those contained
in τ . There are

∣∣Gτj ∣∣ = (η − j)2 such transpositions. Hence

Ξn,η,j+1 =
∑

τ∈Θη,j+1

Ξn,η (τ) =
∑

τ∈Θη,j

∑
g∈Gτ

Ξn,η (gτ) (A34)

When j = 1, consider all transpositions g ∈ Ge in the sum

Ξn,η,1 =
∑
g∈Ge

Ξn,η (g) =
∑
g∈Ge

∑
µ∈S⊕2

η

∑
ν∈S⊕η

2

(−1)µWgUn (µνg) . (A35)

Observe that only the η elements g ∈ S⊕η
2 ∩G leave the sum unchanged as seen by a change of variables νg → ν ∈ S⊕η

2 .
For all other transpositions in Ge/S

⊕η
2 , consider the transposition (ljrk) representing swapping elements p1,j ↔ p2,k

where j ̸= k. For every ν ∈ S⊕η
2 , with k 2-cycles, e.g. for k = 1, gν = (ljrk)(lrrr) consider the ν with

one more or less 2-cycles where the added cycle shares an index with g. E.g., (ljrk)(lrrr)(lkrk) = (lkljrk)(lrrr)
or (lj , rk)(lr, rr)(lj , rj) = (ljrjrk)(lr, rr). There is always an odd permutation µ′ ∈ S⊕2

η that converts the 3-
cycle back into a 2-cycle. For instance, (rjrk)(ljrjrk) = (ljrk). Thus the sum

∑
µ∈S⊕2

η
(−1)µWgUn (µgν) =∑

µ∈S⊕2
η

(−1)µWgUn (µµ′gν) = −
∑
µ∈S⊕2

η
(−1)µWgUn (µgν) = 0, and

Ξn,η,1 = ηΞn,η,0 = ηΞ. (A36)

For any j > 0, a similar argument holds – only η − j transpositions in Gτj do not cancel. All other elements gν have
a matching µ′gν′ with exactly the same cycle structure where µ′ is odd. Hence

Ξn,η,j+1 = (η − j) Ξn,η,j =
η!

(η − j)!
Ξn,η = j!

(
η

j

)
Ξn,η. (A37)

Now substituting our result for Ξn,η,j into the structure factor,

f(k) =

k∑
j=0

k!(η − j)!2

(k − j)!

η!

(η − j)!
Ξn,η = (η!)

2
k∑
j=0

k!(η − j)!

η!(k − j)!
Ξn,η = (η!)

2 η + 1

η − k + 1
Ξn,η. (A38)

Above, we use the fact A(η, k) =
∑k
j=0

k!(η−j)!
η!(k−j)! =

η+1
η−k+1 . which may be proven by induction. Assuming A(η, k) =

η+1
η−k+1 is true. Then A(η, 0) =

∑0
j=0

0!(η−j)!
η!(0−j)! = 1 is true. Observe that

A(η, k) =

k∑
j=0

k!(η − j)!

η!(k − j)!
=
η + 1

k + 1

k+1∑
j=1

(k + 1)!(η + 1− j)!

(η + 1)!(k + 1− j)!
. (A39)

k + 1

η + 1

(
A(η, k) +

η + 1

k + 1

)
= A(η + 1, k + 1) (A40)

Now A(η, k) = η+1
η−k+1 is true implies that

k + 1

η + 1

(
η + 1

η − k + 1
+
η + 1

k + 1

)
=

η + 2

η − k + 2
, (A41)

and A(η + 1, k + 1) is true. By iterating from A(η, 0) for all η, hence A(η, k) is true for all k ≤ η.
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With the partially evaluated twirling operator, we may evaluate some useful sums of Weingarten functions.

Lemma 13. The sum of Weingarten functions

Ξn,η =
∑
ν∈S⊕η

2

∑
µ∈S⊕2

η

(−1)µWgUn (µν) =
1

(η!)
2 (n

η

)(
n+1
η

) . (A42)

Proof. We use the fact that the twirling operator has unit trace Tr [T2,∧ηUn
]. From its expression in Lemma 11

combined with the form for the structure factor f(p⃗) = gη(|p⃗1 ∩ p⃗2|)Ξn,η, where gη(k) = (η!)
2 η+1
η−k+1 in Lemma 12,

Tr [T2,∧ηUn
] =

∑
p⃗∈S⊗2

n,η

gη (|p⃗1 ∩ p⃗2|) Ξn,η = Ξn,η

η∑
k=0

gη (k)
∑

p⃗1∈Sn,η

∑
Sim(p⃗1,p⃗2)=k

1. (A43)

The combinatorial factor ∑
p⃗1∈Sn,η

∑
|p⃗1∩p⃗2|=k

1 =

(
n

η

)(
η

k

)(
n− η

η − k

)
. (A44)

Hence

Tr [T2,∧ηUn
] = Ξn,η

(
n

η

)
(η!)

2
η∑
k=0

η + 1

η − k + 1

(
η

k

)(
n− η

η − k

)
= 1. (A45)

We now evaluate the sum

A =

η∑
k=0

η + 1

η − k + 1

(
η

k

)(
n− η

η − k

)
=

η∑
k=0

η + 1

k + 1

(
η

η − k

)(
n− η

k

)
. (A46)

Using the recurrence relation
(
n
k

)
= n+1−k

k

(
n
k−1

)
= n+1

k

(
n
k−1

)
−
(
n
k−1

)
implies n+1

k

(
n
k−1

)
=

(
n
k

)
+
(
n
k−1

)
=

(
n+1
k

)
. Hence

the term 1
k+1

(
n−η
k

)
= 1

n−η+1

(
n−η+1
k+1

)
, and

A =
η + 1

n− η + 1

η∑
k=0

(
n− η + 1

k + 1

)(
η

η − k

)
=

η + 1

n− η + 1

η∑
k=0

(
n− η + 1

η − k + 1

)(
η

k

)
. (A47)

We perform the sum using the Chu-Vandermonde identity
∑η
k=0

(
n−m
η−k

)(
m
k

)
=

(
n
η

)
, to obtain

A =
η + 1

n− η + 1

(
n+ 1

η + 1

)
=

(
n+ 1

η

)
. (A48)

Substituting A back into Equation (A45), we obtain Ξn,η = 1
(η!)2

(
n+1
η

)−1(n
η

)−1.

Appendix B: Hypergeometric sums

In this section we evaluate the hypergeometric sums associated with Tr
[
ñ2d

]
in Equation (60) of Theorem 3 and

the estimation matrix entries Eη,k,s in Equation (82) of Theorem 5.

Lemma 14. For all integers n ≥ η ≥ 0, d ∈ [0,min(n, n− η)],

Trη
[
ñ2d

]
=

∑min(η,n−η)
s=0

(
η
η−s

)(
n−η
s

) (∑min(d,s)
j=max(0,s+d−η)(−1)j(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!

(
s
j

)(
η−s
d−j

))2

(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2

=
η!

d!

(n− d+ 1)!(n− η)!

(n− 2d+ 1)(n− η − d)!2(η − d)!2
. (B1)



20

Proof. From Equation (58), ñd =
∑d
j=0(−1)j (η−d+j)!(η−d)!

(n−η−j)!
(n−η−d)!ed−j(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n). Hence, the trace of

its square

Trη
[
ñ2d

]
=

Trη
[(∑d

j=0(−1)j(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!ed−j(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n)
)2

]
(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2

=

d∑
j,k=0

(−1)j+k(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!(η − d+ k)!(n− η − k)!

(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2
tη,d,j,k, (B2)

tη,d,j,k = Trη [ed−j(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n)ed−k(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ek(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n)] . (B3)

Let |η, s⟩ be any state with s fermions supported on the number operators n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n, that is
∑
j∈[n]\[η] n̂j |η, s⟩ =

s |η, s⟩ and
∑
j∈[η] n̂j |η, s⟩ = η − s |η, s⟩. Note that there are

(
η
s

)(
n−η
s

)
such states. Observe that

ej(n̂1, · · · , n̂η) |η, s⟩ =
(
η − s

j

)
|η, s⟩ , ek(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n) |η, s⟩ =

(
s

k

)
|η, s⟩ . (B4)

Hence the trace

tη,d,j,k =

min(η,n−η)∑
s=0

(
η

s

)(
n− η

s

)
⟨η, s| ed−j(n̂1, · · · , n̂η)ej(n̂η+1, · · · , n̂n) · · · |η, s⟩

=

min(η,n−η)∑
s=0

(
η

s

)(
n− η

s

)(
s

j

)(
s

k

)(
η − s

d− j

)(
η − s

d− k

)
. (B5)

Substituting into Equation (B2), and noting that the summand is zero when d− j > η− s due to the term
(
η−s
d−j

)
and

similarly for
(
η−s
d−k

)
, we obtain the sum

Trη
[
ñ2d

]
=

∑min(η,n−η)
s=0

∑min(d,s)
j,k=max(0,s+d−η) Fn,η,d(s, j, k)

(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2
, (B6)

where the summand

Fn,η,d(s, j, k) = (−1)j+k(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!(η − d+ k)!(n− η − k)!

×
(
η

s

)(
n− η

s

)(
s

j

)(
s

k

)(
η − s

d− j

)(
η − s

d− k

)
. (B7)

By recognizing the double sum over j, k as the square of a sum,

Trη
[
ñ2d

]
=
η!(n− η)!(η − s)!

∑min(η,n−η)
s=0

(∑min(d,s)
j=max(0,s+d−η) fn,η,d(s, j)

)2

(n− η − s)!(η − d)!2(n− η − d)!2
, (B8)

fn,η,d(s, j) = (−1)j
(η − d+ j)!(n− η − j)!

j!(s− j)!(d− j)!(η − s− d+ j)!
. (B9)

The above sum holds for all non-negative integers satisfying η ≤ n, d ≤ min(η, n − η). This proves the first equality
in Equation (B2).

We find it convenient to define

Fn,η,d(j, k) =

min(η,n−η)∑
s=0

Fn,η,d(s, j, k), (B10)

Fn,η,d(k) =

min(d,s)∑
j=max(0,s+d−η)

Fn,η,d(j, k), (B11)

Fn,η,d =

min(d,s)∑
k=max(0,s+d−η)

Fn,η,d(k). (B12)
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For example, the sum simplifies when d = 0 as only the summand is non-zero only when j = k = 0. Hence

Fn,η,0 =

min(η,n−η)∑
s=0

Fn,η,d(s, 0, 0) = (η)!2(n− η)!2
∑
s

(
η

s

)(
n− η

s

)
= (η)!2(n− η)!

(
n

n− η

)
= (η)!2(n− η)!n!, (B13)

where we apply the Chu-Vandermonde identity
∑k
j=0

(
m
j

)(
n−m
k−j

)
=

(
n
k

)
for any complex m,n and integer k ≥ 0.

Our proof strategy is to first find a linear recurrence in d satisfied by F2η,η,d with F2η,η,0 as the initial condition,
and second to find a linear recurrence in n satisfied by Fn,η,d with F2η,η,d as the initial condition. A more direct proof
would find a linear recurrence in d satisfied by Fn,η,d, but we were unable to do so in reasonable time. Let the shift
operator on the variable x be Sxf(x) = f(x+ 1). From the definition of the summand, it is straightforward to verify
that it is annihilated like Qi(s, j, k)Fn,η,d(s, j, k) = 0 by the difference operators

Q(s, j, k) = {(j − s− 1)(−k + s+ 1)(s− η)Ss − (n− η − s)(d− η − j + s)(d− η − k + s),

(k + 1)(η + k − n)(−d+ η + k − s+ 1)Sk − (d− k)(k − s)(d− η − k − 1),

(d− j + 1)(d− k + 1)(d− η − j)(d− η − k)Sd − (d− η − j + s)(d− η − k + s),

(j + 1)(η + j − n)(η − d+ j − s+ 1)Sj − (d− j)(j − s)(d− η − j − 1),

(n− η − s+ 1)Sn − (n− η + 1)(η + j − n− 1)(η + k − n− 1)}. (B14)

The amazing method of creative telescoping by Wilf and Zeilberger [29] guarantees the existence of s-free operators
Qi(j, k) that do not depend on s and some certificate Ri(s, j, k) that annihilate this proper hypergeometric summand
according to

[Qi(j, k) + (Ss − 1)Ri(s, j, k)]Fn,η,d(s, j, k) = 0. (B15)

The s-free property of Q allows us to perform a sum over s ∈ [s0, s1].

s1∑
s=s0

Qi(j, k)Fn,η,d(s, j, k) =

s1∑
s=s0

(Ss − 1)Ri(s, j, k)Fn,η,d(s, j, k), (B16)

⇒ Qi(j, k)

s1∑
s=s0

Fn,η,d(s, j, k) = Ri(s1, j, k)Fn,η,d(s1, j, k)−Ri(s0, j, k)Fn,η,d(s0, j, k). (B17)

Hence Q defines the linear recurrence that the sum
∑s1
s=s0

Fn,η,d(s, j, k) satisfies. A key insight in evaluating the
right-hand side is that the summand has compact support. Using the Euler’s reflection formula (−z)! = π

(z−1)! sin(πz)

and canceling poles when z approaches an integer, observe that

Fn,η,d(s, j, k) =
(−1)j+kη!(n− η)!(η − s)!(η − d+ j)!(η − d+ k)!(n− η − j)!(n− η − k)!

j!k!(d− j)!(d− k)!(s− j)!(s− k)!(n− η − s)!(η − d+ j − s)!(η − d+ k − s)!
, (B18)

is zero whenever the number of factorials with negative arguments in the denominator is greater than that in the
numerator. Hence we may change the summation limits to, for instance,

Fn,η,d(j, k) =

min(η,n−η)∑
s=0

Fn,η,d(s, j, k) =

min(η,n−η)+1∑
s=−1

Fn,η,d(s, j, k). (B19)

This allows the telescoping sum
∑min(η,n−η)
s=−1 (Ss − 1)Ri(s, j, k)Fn,η,d(s, j, k) = 0 due to the natural boundaries of

Fn,η,d(s, j, k). Thus Qi(j, k) defines a recurrence satisfied by Fn,η,d(j, k). By recursing the procedure and finding
(s, j)-free Qi(k) and then (s, j, k)-free Qi, we then obtain the desired recurrence for Fn,η,d as follows

∑
k

[Qi(k) + (Sj − 1)Ri(j, k)]Fn,η,d(j, k) = Qi(j, k)Fn,η,d(j) = 0, (B20)∑
j

[Qi + (Sk − 1)Ri(k)]Fn,η,d(j) = Qi(j, k)Fn,η,d = 0, (B21)
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At each iteration x of the recursion, the operators R(x, · · · ) are also called certificates as the correctness of Q(· · · )
may be readily verified by reducing each equation [Qi(· · · ) + (Sx − 1)Ri(x, · · · )] with respect to the annihilators
Qi(x, · · · ) of the preceding iteration. For instance, reducing Equation (B15) with respect to the annihilators Equa-
tion (B14) may be done by hand, through verification of later iterations should be done by computer.

We now state the recurrences
[
Q̃i(· · · ) + (Sx − 1)R̃i(s, · · · )

]
F2η,η,d(x, · · · ) = 0 with respect to d, s, j, k. These were

all computed in Mathematica by the HolonomicFunctions package [30]. The s-free operators and certificates are

Q̃(j, k) = {(d− k)(d− η − k − 1)(d− η − j + k)− (k + 1)(k − η)(η − d− j + k + 1)Sk,

(d− j)(d− η − j − 1)(d− η + j − k)− (j + 1)(j − η)(η − d+ j − k + 1)Sj ,

(d− η)(d− η + j − k)(d− η − j + k)

− 2(2d− 2η + 1)(d− j + 1)(d− k + 1)(d− η − j)(d− η − k)Sd}, (B22)

R̃(s, j, k) = { (d− k)(s− j)(k − s)(d− η − k − 1)

d− η − k + s− 1
,
(d− j)(j − s)(s− k)(d− η − j − 1)

d− η − j + s− 1
,

(j − s)(s− k)(3η − 3d+ j + k − 2s)}. (B23)

The (s, j)-free operators and certificates are

Q̃(k) =
{
(2 + k)(1 + k − η)S2

k +
(
−2 + 2(−2 + d)k − 2k2 + d(3− d+ η)

)
Sk

+ (−d+ k)(1− d+ k + η),

2(1 + d)(−1− d+ k)(−1 + d− 2η)(1 + 2d− 2η)(−d+ k + η)Sd

+ (1 + k)(k − η)(−1− 3d+ 2k + 2η)Sk − η
(
8d2 − 9dk + d+ 4k2 + k − 1

)
+ (2d− k)

(
−3dk + d(2d− 1) + 2k2 + k − 1

)
+ η2(4d− 2k + 2)

}
, (B24)

R̃(k) =
{j(−d+ k)(−1 + 2d− 2η)(−1 + j − η)(d− j + k − η)(1− d+ k + η)

(1 + k)(k − η)(1− d− j + k + η)(2− d− j + k + η)
,

((−1− d+ j)(−1 + d+ j − k − η)(−d+ j + η))
−1
j(−1 + j − η)(−d+ j − k + η)

×
( (

−2 + d(5 + 17d) + j − 5dj + 2(−2− 7d+ 2j)k + 2k2
)
η

+ (−2d+ k)
(
−1 + d+ 4d2 − 2dj + (−1− 3d+ 2j)k

)
+ (−3− 11d+ 2j + 4k)η2 + 2η3

)}
. (B25)

The (s, j, k)-free operators and certificates are

Q̃ = {(2d− 2η − 1) + (d+ 1)(d− 2η − 1)(2d− 2η + 1)Sd}, (B26)

R̃(k) =
{ (1 + 3d− 2k − 2η)

(
(1 + k)(k − η)Sk +

(
−2dk + 2k2 + d(−1 + d− η)

))
2(−1− d+ k)(−d+ k + η)

}. (B27)

Hence, Q̃ defines the recurrence satisfied by

F2η,η,d =
(η − d+ 3/2)

d(2η − d+ 2)(η − d+ 1/2)
F2η,η,d−1

=
(η + 1/2)!

d!(η − d+ 1/2)!

(2η − d+ 1)!

(2η + 1)!

(η − d− 1/2)!

(η − 1/2)!
F2η,η,0

=
(2η − d+ 1)!

d!(2η − 2d+ 1)(2η)!
F2η,η,0

=
η!2(2η − d+ 1)!

d!(2η − 2d+ 1)
. (B28)

We now state the recurrences [Qi(· · · ) + (Sx − 1)Ri(s, · · · )]Fn,η,d(x, · · · ) = 0 with respect to n, s, j, k and their cer-
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tificates. The s-free operators and certificates are

Q(j, k) = {
(η − n− 1)(d− η − k − 1)

(
d2 − dj − η(3d+ k − 2(n+ 1)) + dn+ jk − k2 + kn− n2 − n

)
+ (k + 1)(n− η + 1)(η + k − n)(η − d− j + k + 1)Sk + (n− 2η)(η − d+ k + 1)Sn,

(η − n− 1)(d− η − j − 1)
(
d2 + d(−3η − k + n)− j2 + j(−η + k + n)− (n+ 1)(n− 2η)

)
+ (j + 1)(n− η + 1)(η + j − n)(η − d+ j − k + 1)Sj + (n− 2η)(η − d+ j + 1)Sn,

(n− η + 2)
(
d2 − d(4η + j + k − 2n− 2)− η2 − η(j + k − 4n− 6) + (n+ 1)(j + k − 2n− 3)

)
Sn

− (2d− n− 1)(n− η + 1)(n− η + 2)(η + j − n− 1)(η + k − n− 1) + (n− 2η + 1)S2
n}, (B29)

R(s, j, k) = { (j − s)(k − s)(−η + n+ 1)(s− 1− η)(−d+ η + k + 1)(d− 2η − k + n)

(−η + n− s+ 1)(d− η − k + s− 1)
,

(j − s)(s− k)(−η + n+ 1)(s− 1− η)(−d+ η + j + 1)(−d+ 2η + j − n)

(η − n+ s− 1)(−d+ η + j − s+ 1)
,

(j − s)(k − s)(η − n− 2)(η − n− 1)(s− 1− η)(η + j − n− 1)(η + k − n− 1)

(η − n+ s− 2)(η − n+ s− 1)
}. (B30)

The (s, j)-free operators and certificates are

Q(k) = {(−η + n+ 1)
(
d2 + d(η − 2n− 3) + k2 + k(η − n) + (n+ 1)(−η + n+ 1)

)
+ (d+ η − n− 1)Sn − ((k + 1)(−η + n+ 1)(η + k − n))Sk,

(−η + n+ 2)
(
d2 + d(3η + 2k − 4n− 7) + (n+ 2)(−2η − k + 2n+ 3)

)
Sn

+ (d− n− 2)(2d− n− 1)(n− η + 1)(n− η + 2)(η + k − n− 1)

+ (d+ η − n− 2)S2
n}, (B31)

R(j, k) = {j(2d− n− 1)(−η + n+ 1)(η + j − n− 1)

d− η + j − k − 1
+

(j(d+ η + j − k − n− 1))

d− η + j − k − 1
Sn,

(n− 2η + 1)−1
[
j(n− 2d+ 1)(−η + n+ 1)(−η + n+ 2)(η + j − n− 1)(−η − k + n+ 1)

+
(
d2 − d(2η + j + k − n− 1) + η2 − η(k − j + 2n+ 2)− (n+ 1)(j − n− 1)

) ]
× j(η − n− 2)Sn

}
. (B32)

The (s, j, k)-free operators and certificates are

Q = {(d− n− 2)(2d− n− 1)(−η + n+ 1) + (2d− n− 2)Sn}, R(k) = kSn. (B33)

Hence, Q defines the recurrence satisfied by

Fn,η,d =
(n− d+ 1)(n− 2d)(n− η)

(n− 2d+ 1)
Fn−1,η,d

=
(n− d+ 1)!

(2η − d+ 1)!

(n− 2d)!

(2η − 2d)!

(n− η)!

η!

(2η − 2d+ 1)!

(n− 2d+ 1)!
F2η,η,d

=
(n− d+ 1)!

(2η − d+ 1)!

(n− η)!

η!

(2η − 2d+ 1)

(n− 2d+ 1)
F2η,η,d

=
(n− d+ 1)!

(2η − d+ 1)!

(n− η)!

η!

(2η − 2d+ 1)

(n− 2d+ 1)

η!2(2η − d+ 1)!

d!(2η − 2d+ 1)

=
η!(n− η)!

d!

(n− d+ 1)!

(n− 2d+ 1)
. (B34)

We complete the proof by dividing Trη
[
ñ2d

]
=

∑
s,j,k Fn,η,d,s,j,k

(η−d)!2(n−η−d)!2 .
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We now apply the same technique to evaluate the estimation matrix entries Eη,k,s from Equation (82). In the
following, the sum tn,η,k,s = Eη,k,s following a change of variables d′ → d− d′.

Lemma 15. The sum

tn,η,k,s =

η∑
d=0

d∑
d′=0

k−s∑
x′′=0

s∑
y′′=0

Fn,η,k,s(d, d
′, x′′, y′′) = (−1)s

(
k

s

)−1(
η − k + s

s

)(
n− η + k − s

k − s

)
, (B35)

where the summand

Fn,η,k,s(d, d
′, x′′, y′′) = ad

(
n+ 1

d

)
(−1)d−d

′ (η − d′)!

(η − d)!

(n− η − d+ d′)!

(n− η − d)!

(
k − s

x′′

)(
η − k + s

d′ − x′′

)(
s

y′′

)
×
(
n− η − s

d− d′ − y′′

)(
n− (d+ k − x′′ − y′′)

n− η

)
. (B36)

Proof. As Fn,η,k,s(d, d′, x′′, y′′) is zero outside the domain of summation in
∑η
d=0

∑d
d′=0

∑k−s
x′′=0

∑s
y′′=0 · · · , we may

replace the summation limits with a sum over all integers

tn,η,k,s
.
=

∑
d

∑
d′

∑
x′′

∑
y′′

Fs(d, d
′, x′′, y′′). (B37)

We find it convenient to define

tn,η,k,s =
∑

d,c,a,b′

Fn,η,k,s(d, c, a, b). (B38)

The sum simplifies when k = s = 0 to

tn,η,0,0 = tn,η,0,0(0, 0, 0, 0) = 1. (B39)

Our proof strategy is to first find a linear recurrence in k satisfied by tn,η,k,0 with tn,η,0,0 as the initial condition,
and second to find a linear recurrence in s satisfied by tn,η,k,s with tn,η,k,0 as the initial condition. As with the proof
of Lemma 14, we exhibit a sequence of y′′-free, x′′-free, d′-free, and finally d-free operators Q that annihilate the
summand QFn,η,k,s(d, d′, x′′, y′′) together with certificates R that verify their correctness.

When s = 0, tn,η,k,0 =
∑
d,d′,x′′ Fn,η,k,s(d, d

′, x′′, 0) is a triple sum. We now state the recurrences[
Q̃i(· · · ) + (Sx − 1)R̃i(x, · · · )

]
Fn,η,k,s(x, · · · , 0) = 0 with respect to k, d, d′, x′′ and their certificates. The d′-free

operators and certificates are

Q(d, a) =
{
(−1 + d− k)(a− d− k + n)Sk + (1 + k)(a− d− k + η),

(1 + a)(1 + a− d− k + η)Sa − (a− d)(1 + a− d− k + n),

− (−1 + a− d)(1 + d)(−1 + 2d− n)(a− d− k + n)(d− η)Sd

+ (d− k)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(a− d− k + η)
}
, (B40)

R(d, c, a) =
{ (a− c)(1 + k)(−1 + c− η)(a− d− k + η)

(−1 + a− k)(k − η)
,

(a− c)(1 + a− d− k + n)(−1 + c− η)

1 + a− c− k + η
,

(a− c)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(−1 + c− η)(−a+ d+ k − η)

−1 + c− d

}
. (B41)

The (d′, x′′)-free operators and certificates are

Q(d) =
{
(−1 + d− k)(d+ k − n)Sk + (1 + k)(k − η),

(1 + d)2(1− 2d+ n)(d+ k − n)(d− η)Sd + (d− k)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(d− n+ η)
}
, (B42)

R(d, a) =
{a(1 + k)(a− d− k + η)

−a+ d+ k − n
,

a(d− k)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(−1 + a− 2d− k + n)(a− d− k + η)

(−1 + a− d)(a− d− k + n)

}
. (B43)
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The (d, d′, x′′)-free operators and certificates are

Q =
{
(−1− k)Sk + (1 + k + n− η)

}
, (B44)

R(d) =
{ d2(−1 + d− η)

(−1 + d− k)(−1 + 2d− n)

}
. (B45)

Hence, we solve the first order recurrence defined by Qtn,η,k,0 to obtain

tn,η,k,0 =
n− η + k

k
tn,η,k−1,0 =

(n− η + k)!

k!(n− η)
tn,η,0,0 =

(n− η + k)!

k!(n− η)
. (B46)

For the case s > 0, we now state the recurrences
[
Q̃i(· · · ) + (Sx − 1)R̃i(x, · · · )

]
Fn,η,k,s(x, · · · , 0) = 0 with respect

to s, d, d′, x′′, y′′ and their certificates. The y′′-free operators and certificates are

Q(d, c, a) =
{
(a− d− k + n)(1− a+ k − s)(k − s− η)Sk

+ (1 + k − s)(a− c− k + η)(a− d− k + s+ η),

(k − s)(−1− a+ d+ k − s− η)Ss + (a− k + s)(−1 + k − s− η),

(−1 + c− d)(1 + d)(−1 + 2d− n)(a− d− k + n)Sd

− (1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(a− d− k + s+ η),

(−1 + a− c)(c− η)Sc + (c− d)(−a+ c+ k − η),

(1 + a)(1 + a− c− k + η)(1 + a− d− k + s,+η)Sa

− (a− c)(1 + a− d− k + n)(a− k + s)
}
, (B47)

R(d, c, a, b) =
{
− b(k − s+ 1)(a+ b− d+ η − k)(b+ c− d− η + n− s)

a+ b− d− k + n
,

b(a− k + s)(η − k + s+ 1)(a+ b− d+ η − k)(b+ c− d− η + n− s)

(b− s− 1)(η − n+ s)(a− c+ η − k + s+ 1)
,

((b+ c− d− 1)(c− d− η + n)(a+ b− d− k + n))
−1
b(2d− n+ 1)(−d+ n+ 1)2

× (a+ b− d+ η − k)(a+ b+ c− 2d− k + n− 1)(−b− c+ d+ η − n+ s),

b(a+ b− d+ η − k),

b(c− a)(a− k + s)(b+ c− d− η + n− s)

a− c+ η − k + s+ 1

}
. (B48)

The (d′, y′′)-free operators and certificates are

Q(d, a) =
{
(1− d+ k)(a− d− k + n)(1− a+ k − s)(k − s− η)Sk

+ (a− 1− k)(1 + k − s)(k − η)(a− d− k + s+ η),

(−1 + a− d)(1 + d)(−1 + 2d− n)(a− d− k + n)(d− η)Sd

− (d− k)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(a− d− k + s+ η),

(1 + a)(k − a)(1 + a− d− k + s+ η)Sa + (a− d)(1 + a− d− k + n)(a− k + s),

(s− k)(−1− a+ d+ k − s− η)Ss − (a− k + s)(−1 + k − s− η)
}
, (B49)

R(d, c, a) =
{
(a− c)(1 + k − s)(−1 + c− η)(a− d− k + s+ η)

(a− c)(1 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(−1 + c− η)(a− d− k + s+ η)

−1 + c− d
,

(a− c)(1 + a− d− k + n)(a− k + s)(1− c+ η)

1 + a− c− k + η
, 0
}
. (B50)
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The (d′, x′′, y′′)-free operators and certificates are

Q(d) =
{
− (−1 + d− n)(2d− n)(1 + 2d− n)(k − s)(n− s− η)Ss

+ (1 + d)2(−1 + 2d− n)(d+ k − n)(d− η)Sd

+
(
d3 + d2(k − 1− n− 2s− η) + k(n+ ns− η)− ns(1 + s+ η)

+ d(2s+ η + (n+ 2s)(s+ η)− k(1 + 2s+ η))
)
(−1 + d− n)(1 + 2d− n),

(1 + d)(2 + d)2(1− 2d+ n)(2d− n)(1 + d+ k − n)(1 + d− η)S2
d

+
(
n(n(−1 + k − s) + 2s) + d2(2k + n− 4s− 2η)− d(−1 + n)(2k + n− 4s− 2η) + 2nη − k(2 + n)η

)
× (1 + d)(n− d)(−1 + 2d− n)(3 + 2d− n)Sd

+ (d− k)(d− n)(2 + 2d− n)(3 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(d− n+ η)
}
, (B51)

R(d, c) =
{
((−1 + a− d)(a− d− k + n))

−1
a(−1 + a− k)(−1 + d− n)(1 + 2d− n)

[
− d3 + k2 − kn+ k2n+ n2

− kn2 − ks− kns+ n2s−
(
k + kn− n2

)
η + d2(1− 2k + 3s+ 3η) + a

(
d2 − k(1 + n)

+ d(−1 + k − 2s− 2η) + n(1 + s+ η)
)
+ d

(
−k2 + s+ η − 3n(1 + s+ η) + k(2 + 3n+ s+ η)

) ]
,

((−2 + a− d)(−1 + a− d)(−1 + a− d− k + n)(a− d− k + n)(d− η))
−1
a(−1 + a− k)(d− k)(d− n)

× (3 + 2d− n)(1− d+ n)2(a− d− k + s+ η)
[
4d4 − 2(−2 + a)(−1 + a− k)η

− d
(
a2(−2 + n) + 3k2n+ (−1 + n)(4 + 3n− 8s+ 5ns)− k(4 + n(−8 + 5n+ 3s))

+ a(6 + k(2− 4n)− 4s+ n(−4 + n+ 4s))
)
− 2d

(
9 + a2 − a(7 + k − 4n) + k(3− 2n) + n(−11 + 3n)

)
η

+ n3(1− k + s+ η)− 2d3(−6 + 3a− 3k + 2n+ 3s+ 4η) + (−2 + a)n(−2s+ (−5 + a− k)η)

+ n2((3− a+ k)(−1 + k − s)− (5− 2a+ k)η) + d2
(
2a2 + 2k2 − k(−10 + 9n+ 2s+ 4η)

+ a(−12− 4k + 5n+ 4s+ 8η)− 2(−6 + 7s+ 11η) + n(−5 + n+ 9s+ 12η)
)]}

. (B52)

The (d, d′, x′′, y′′)-free operators and certificates are

Q =
{
− (n− η + k − s)Ss − (η + s− k + 1)

}
, (B53)

R(d) =
{
− d(1 + d)2(d+ k − n)(d− η)(−1 + d+ k − s− η)

(−1 + d− n)(2d− n)(1 + 2d− n)(k − s)(n− s− η)
Sd (B54)

− ((−1 + 2d− n)(2d− n)(k − s)(n− s− η))
−1
d

×
(
d4 + d3(−2 + 2k − n− 3s− 2 η) + (1 + n)(1− k + s+ η)(ns+ k(−n+ η))

+ d2
(
1 + k2 + n+ 5s+ 3η + (s+ η)(2n+ 4s+ η)− k(3 + n+ 5s+ 3η)

)
− d

(
k2(1 + 2n− η) + (1 + s+ η)(2s+ 4ns+ η + nη) + k(−1− 3 s+ η(s+ η)− 3n(1 + 2s+ η))

) )}
.

Hence, we solve the first order recurrence defined by Qtn,η,k,s to obtain

tn,η,k,s = − (η + s− k)

(n− η + k − s+ 1)
tn,η,k,s−1

= (−1)s
(η + s− k)!

(η − k)!

(n− η + k − s)!

(n− η + k)!
tn,η,k,0

= (−1)s
(η + s− k)!

(η − k)!

(n− η + k − s)!

(n− η + k)!

(n− η + k)!

k!(n− η)!

= (−1)s
(
k

s

)−1(
η + s− k

s

)(
n− η + k − s

k − s

)
. (B55)
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