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We have generalized the well-known statement that the Clifford group is a unitary 3-design into
symmetric cases by extending the notion of unitary design. Concretely, we have proven that a
symmetric Clifford group is a symmetric unitary 3-design if and only if the symmetry constraint is
described by some Pauli subgroup. We have also found a complete and unique construction method
of symmetric Clifford groups with simple quantum gates for Pauli symmetries. For the overall
understanding, we have also considered physically relevant U(1) and SU(2) symmetry constraints,
which cannot be described by a Pauli subgroup, and have proven that the symmetric Clifford
group is a symmetric unitary 1-design but not a 2-design under those symmetries. Our findings are
numerically verified by computing the frame potentials, which measure the difference in randomness
between the uniform ensemble on the symmetric group of interest and the symmetric unitary group.
This work will open a new perspective into quantum information processing such as randomized
benchmarking, and give a deep understanding to many-body systems such as monitored random

circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Randomness in quantum systems is a ubiquitous con-
cept that underpins the core of quantum information pro-
cessing and quantum many-body systems [1, 2]. The
uniform randomness plays central role not only in un-
derstanding fundamental phenomena such as thermal-
ization [3, 4] and information scrambling [5, 6], but also
realizing efficient quantum communication [7, 8] and en-
cryption [9, 10]. To utilize the beautiful and powerful
property of the randomness, there have been significant
advancements in engineering of approximations of the
Haar unitary ensemble, namely the unitary design. A
unitary t-design is an ensemble of unitaries that mimics
the Haar random unitaries up to the ¢-th moment, and
it has proven useful in tasks such as data hiding [11],
quantum state discrimination [12, 13], quantum advan-
tage [14-16], quantum gravity [2], to name a few.

One of the most prominent examples of unitary designs
is the Clifford group. Initial interest in the Clifford group
was primarily in the context of quantum computing, e.g.,
the classical simulability [17, 18]. However, currently it
is known to be applicable to even wider fields such as
the quantum state tomography [19] and hardware verifi-
cation via randomized benchmarking [20-23]. Although
for general qudits, the Clifford group is only a unitary
1-design [24], it elevates to a unitary 2-design if the local
Hilbert space dimension is prime [11, 25, 26]. Intrigu-
ingly, the multiqubit Clifford group singularly qualifies
as a unitary 3-design [27, 28].

While the concurrent presence of classical simulabil-
ity and the pseudorandomness of the multiqubit Clifford
group has invoked numerous applications to quantum
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science [29-32], we point out that existing studies have
focused predominantly on the full ensemble of unitary
designs; our comprehension on realistic scenarios with
operational constraints/restrictions remains underdevel-
oped. One of the most outstanding questions pertains
to the relationship with symmetry, an essential concept
responsible for a wealth of phenomena in the natural sci-
ences. To further explore the physics and quantum in-
formation processing under realistic constraints, it is an
urgent task to establish how the symmetry impacts the
Clifford group.

In this work, we introduce the concept of a symmet-
ric unitary t-design and prove that the multiqubit Clif-
ford group under symmetry forms a symmetric unitary
3-design, if and only if the symmetry constraints are es-
sentially characterized by some Pauli subgroup. We also
propose a complete and unique method for constructing
symmetric Clifford operators with elementary quantum
gates that operate on a maximum of two qubits. We sub-
sequently show that, other classes of symmetry stand in
stark contrast, as the Clifford groups under these symme-
tries are merely symmetric unitary 1-designs. For com-
prehensive understanding, we have highlighted such a re-
markable disparity through practical examples of U(1)
and SU(2) symmetries. Finally, we provide numerical ev-
idence for our findings by computing the frame potentials
for the Clifford groups under two representative types of
symmetries.

II. SETUP

We first overview the conventional Clifford group and
unitary designs. The Clifford group on N qubits is de-
fined as the normalizer of the Pauli group in the unitary
group U, i.e., Cy := {U € Un|UPNUT = Py}, where
Py = {£1,+i} - {I,X,Y,Z}*N is the group generated
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by the Pauli operators I, X, Y and Z on each qubit. It
is convenient to introduce the t-fold twirling channel to
characterize the randomness of a subgroup X of Uy as

By (L) = /U L), )
€

where L is a linear operator acting on tN qubits and px
denotes the normalized Haar measure on X'. We say that
the subgroup X is a unitary t-design if

P = Pruy- (2)

We note that the definition of unitary designs can be ex-
tended for general subsets of the unitary group by con-
sidering a distribution on the sets [33], and that our main
statement is invariant under the extended definition, as
we show in Appendix F. From Eq. (1), we see that uni-
tary t-designs with larger ¢ better approximate the Haar
random unitaries, which can be regarded as a unitary oo-
design. In this regard, it is known that the Clifford group
Cy is a unitary 3-design but not a 4-design [27, 28]. Note
that unitary ¢-designs are always t'-designs if ¢ > ¢/, but
the contrary does not hold in general.

The symmetric Clifford group and symmetric unitary
designs are defined as the symmetric generalizations of
the conventional ones. In the following, we consider sym-
metry that can be represented by a subgroup G of Uy.
We define the G-symmetric Clifford group on NV qubits as
the group consisting of the Clifford gates commuting with
all the elements in G. We can give a rigorous definition
as follows:

Definition 1. (Symmetric Clifford group.) Let G be a
subgroup of Un. The G-symmetric Clifford group Cn g s
defined by

CN’g =Cn ﬁuN,g (3)
with the G-symmetric unitary group
Ung ={U eln |YG e g, [UG]=0}. (4)

Now it is natural to define for a subgroup X" of Uy to be
a G-symmetric unitary design if the subgroup approxi-
mates the G-symmetric unitary group Uy g. The rigorous
definition is as follows:

Definition 2. (Symmetric unitary designs.) Let G and
X be subgroups of Un. X is a G-symmeltric unitary t-
design if the t-fold twirling channel ®; x satisfies

(I)t,X = q)t,MN,g' (5)

Note that in these definitions, the symmetry constraint
is described by Uy g rather than by G itself, and the
conventional definitions are included as the special case
when the symmetry is trivial, i.e., G = {I}.

III. MAIN RESULTS

Now we are ready to present our two main results. The
first one is the description of the randomness of symmet-
ric Clifford groups in terms of symmetric unitary designs,
which we rigorously present in Theorem 1. The second
one is the complete and unique construction of symmet-
ric Clifford circuits with elementary gates, which we con-
cisely state in Theorem 2.

A. Characterization of pseudorandomness in
symmetric Clifford groups

We prove that the G-symmetric Clifford group Cy g is a
G-symmetric unitary 3-design if and only if the symmetry
constraint by G is essentially described by some Pauli
subgroup. This can be rigorously stated as follows:

Theorem 1. (Randomness of the Clifford group under
symmetry.) Let G be a subgroup of Un. Then, Cng is a
G-symmetric unitary 3-design if and only if Un.g = Un,0
with some subgroup Q of Py .

This theorem provides a guarantee that, under a Pauli
symmetry, the symmetric Clifford group maintains its
pseudorandomness, which is applicable to various quan-
tum information processing tasks [11-16]. Moreover, it is
remarkable that this theorem also states that the Clifford
group maintains the pseudorandomness under symmetry
only if the symmetry can be characterized by some Pauli
subgroup. We note that symmetry constraints can be
captured by Uy g without using G itself, because when
two subgroups G and G’ of Uy satisfy Un g = Un g/, the
G- and G’-symmetric Clifford groups are identical to each
other, and moreover the notions of G- and G’-symmetric
unitary designs are the same. We do not directly present
the condition for G itself, because there are cases when
G # G’ but Un,g = Un,g, for example when G = {I,Z}
and G’ = {e"%]0 € R}.

We illustrate how we can use this theorem to know
whether symmetric Clifford groups are symmetric uni-
tary 3-designs by taking the following three physically
important examples:

G = {19V, z%N} (6)
g={(@)*" | oer}, (7)

. QN
G = {(ez(exx+eyY+ezz)) ‘ Ox, 0,07 € ]R} . (8)

These groups are isomorphic to Zs, U(1) and SU(2), re-
spectively, which appear ubiquitously in quantum sys-
tems; first-principles description of electronic structures,
atomic, molecular, and optical physics, quantum spin
systems, and lattice gauge theory, to name a few. When
G is given by Eq. (6), G-symmetric Clifford group is a
G-symmetric unitary 3-design, because G itself is a Pauli
subgroup. In contrast, when G is given by Eq. (7) or



(8) with N > 2, G-symmetric Clifford group is not a G-
symmetric unitary 3-design, because in these cases Uy g
cannot be expressed as Uy, o with any Pauli subgroups
Q. We note that when G is given by Eq. (7) or (8)
with N = 1, G-symmetric Clifford group is again a G-
symmetric unitary 3-design. In fact, G itself is not a
Pauli subgroup, but Uy g can be expressed as Uy, o with
a Pauli subgroup Q = {I,Z} or P;.

We can prove that there is no Pauli subgroup Q such
that Un,g = Un,o when G is given by Eq. (7) or (8) with
N > 2 as follows: First, we suppose that Uy g = Un o
with some Pauli subgroup Q. Second, we note that we
always have Q C Uy yy - Third, the qubit permutation
group S satisfies S C Uy, g, which implies that Un sy o C
Un,s. By these three relations, we get Q C Unuy o =
UNuye C Uns. Combined with Q@ C Py, this implies
that Q C {1, 4i} - {I®N XON YON 7N Then, we
have X(1)X(2) € Un,o = Un g, where X(;) is the Pauli
X operator on the jth qubit. However, this contradicts
with Eq. (7) as well as with Eq. (8).

We emphasize that we can completely characterize the
randomness of the examples in terms of unitary designs,
i.e., we can clarify the maximal ¢ such that Cyg is a
G-symmetric unitary t-design. In fact, as expected from
the non-symmetric case, we can prove the no-go theorem
for G-symmetric unitary 4-designs except for the most
constrained case of Uy g = {eI|0 € R}, which we will
describe in Theorem 4; generally we have ty.x = 3 for
Pauli symmetry. On the other hand, when G is given by
Eq. (7) or (8) with N > 2, we get tyax = 1, which we will
describe in Theorem 3. Note that the single-qubit case
is special since we have ty,.x = 3,00 for Eq. (7) and (8),
respectively. This is because the symmetry constraint
can be written by Pauli subgroup {I,Z} in the case of
Eq. (7), and the G-symmetric Clifford operators are re-
stricted to the identity operator up to phase in the case of
Eq. (8). We finally remark that we cannot increase tmax
by considering a nonuniform mixture in the definition of
unitary designs, which we show in Appendix F.

While we guide readers to Appendix B for details on
the derivation, it is informative to provide a brief sketch
on the proof. In the proof of the “if” part, it is suf-
ficient to show that Cn, g is a O-symmetric unitary 3-
design for all Pauli subgroups Q. We explicitly con-
struct a map D with a certain class of symmetric Clif-
ford operators and show that the twirling channels satisfy
P30y ¢ = P3uy o = D by considering the fixed-points of
P30y, and P34, ;. We emphasize that the nontrivial
and technical contribution of Theorem 1 resides in the
“only if” part. Namely, if Cxn g is a G-symmetric unitary
3-design, then there exists a Pauli subgroup Q such that
Un,g = Un,o. Concretely, we construct Q as the group
generated by the set Q' := {Q € {I,X,Y,Z}*N|3G €
G st. tr(GQ) # 0}, where A®" = A ® A®""! and
A® B :={A® B|A € A,B € B} for general opera-
tor sets A and B. The inclusion Uy g D Un o directly
follows from span(G) C span(Q), because for any G € G,
every Pauli basis in G with a nonzero coefficient is in-

cluded in Q. However, the proof of the inverse inclusion
Un,g C Un o requires some technical lemmas (see Ap-
pendix B 2). We consider the function U + UQUT from
Un g to Uy for arbitrary taken @ € Q' and show that it
is a constant function.

B. Construction of symmetric Clifford groups

From the viewpoint of algorithms and experiments, it
is crucial to give an explicit construction for the symmet-
ric Clifford operators. In fact, for a Pauli symmetry, we
show that the set of symmetric Clifford operators consid-
ered in the proof of Theorem 1 actually form a complete
and unique expression of the symmetric Clifford opera-
tors (see Fig. 1 (a)). We will later discuss the case for
non-Pauli symmetry. This is a symmetric extension of
the result in Refs. [34, 35], where they showed that the
standard Clifford operators can be uniquely decomposed
by elementary gate sets.

As a preparation for stating the theorem, it is crucial
to mention that every Pauli subgroup naturally gives a
decomposition into three parts. Concretely, we note that
any Pauli subgroup Q can be transformed into the form

R = Po{,X,Y,Z}*M @ {1,2}*N2 o {I}®N:  (9)

by some Clifford conjugation action up to phase, i.e.,
PoWOWT = R with some W € Cy, where Py :=
{£1,+i}. We denote the subsystem of Nj qubits by
Ap (k= 1,2,3) and the set of indices representing the
qubits in Ap by I'y. We can get Ni, Ny, N3, and
W by considering the following two types of induction
processes. Let Q be a Pauli subgroup on n qubits.
The process is to take a Pauli subgroup Q' on n — 1
qubits such that (i) W/OQW'T = {[,X,Y,Z} ® Q or (ii)
W'QW't = {I,Z} ® Q' up to phase with some Clifford
operator W’. We can conduct the first type of induction
process while @ has noncommutative pairs of elements,
and the second type of process while @ # {I} up to
phase, as we show in Lemma 14 in Appendix G. N7 and
Ny are given as the numbers of the first and the second
induction processes, respectively, and N3 = N — Ny — Ns.
We can get the Clifford operator W by taking the prod-
uct of the Clifford operators W’ in all the induction pro-
cesses. By using these notations, we can present the fol-
lowing theorem:

Theorem 2. (Complete and unique construction of the
Clifford group under Pauli symmetry.) Let Q be a sub-
group of Pn. Then, there exists some W € Cny and R
in the form of Eq. (9) such that PoWQWT = R, and
every Q-symmetric Clifford operator U can be uniquely
expressed as Fig. 1(a) as

U=wi|T][] cP)yrs |V

Jjels
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FIG. 1. Circuit representation of Q-symmetric Clifford op-
erators presented in Theorem 2. (a) Complete and unique ex-
pression for Q-symmetric Clifford operators in a general case.
(b) Example for the symmetry Q = {I®4 X®1 y®1 74}
Every O-symmetric Clifford operator can be uniquely ex-
pressed with u; € {0,1,2,3}, v € {0,1}, V € Cz and
P; e {1,X,Y,Z}%2
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with p; € {0,1,2,3}, v € {0,1}, V € Cn, and
P; € {IX,Y,Z}®Ns, where S; is the S gate on the
Jth qubit, CZ; 1) is the controlled-Z gate on the jth and
kth qubit, V acts on the subsystem Az, and C(Pj)(r,)
s the controlled-P; gates with the jth qubit as the con-
trol qubit and the qubits in the subsystem As as the
target qubits, and T[] means the ordered product, i.e.,
TH?:l Oj = On e 0201.

The complete and unique expression by Eq. (10) gives
an efficient way to generate all the elements of a Q-
symmetric Clifford group. In fact, we can understand
that it is much more efficient than choosing symmetric
elements from the entire Clifford group. Namely, the size
of the quotient group of the symmetric Clifford group
Cn . divided by the freedom of phase Uy := {e¥|§ € R}
is given by

(Crvg /Uo| =4V - 2NN D72 ey gy - (480) ™

N22(N2/2+N3)2+3(N2/2+N3)’ (11)

where we used the fact that there are 4, 2, |Cn, /Up| and
4Ns choices for each Wi, Vjk, V, and Pj, respectively,
and |C, /Uo| ~ 22Ni+3Ns [36]. This is much smaller
than the size |Cn/Uo| ~ 22V 3N of the entire Clifford
group. The reduction rate is exponential with N in a
standard setup where Ny and N are O(1) [37, 38], which
highlights the significance of the explicit construction of

symmetric Clifford operators. We can see that each qubit
in Ay, Ay and Az contributes as 0, 1/2 and 1 qubit in
the estimation of the size |Cn,g/Uy|. When we ignore
the phase degree of freedom, the size |Cn g /Uo| of the G-
symmetric Clifford group on N qubits is almost the same
as the size |Cy, /24, /Uo| of the entire Clifford group on
N2/2 —+ N3 qubits.

We illustrate the construction of Pauli-symmetric
Clifford operators by taking the symmetry Q =
{194 X®1 y®1 7911 on four qubits as an example,
which appears as the symmetry of the XYZ Hamilto-
nian with arbitrary connectivity. We know from The-
orem 2 that every OQ-symmetric Clifford operator U
can be uniquely expressed as Fig. 1 (b) by noting
that WQWT = {1(1),Z(1)} ® {I(Q),Z(g)} with W =
H(l)CNOT(4,2)CNOT(173)CNOT(374)CNOT(1,2) We can
confirm that the symmetry constraint greatly reduces the
size of the Clifford group by seeing that |C4 0 /Up| ~ 108
and |Cy4/Up| ~ 10'3. Such a striking difference is dis-
played in more depth in Fig. 2. Here, we indeed find
that the existence of Pauli symmetry leads to exponen-
tial reduction of |Cn,g/Up|. As can be seen from Eq. (11),
we can understand that the entire curve is shifted by
N7 4+ N3/2 in the asymptotic limit, which gives the ad-
vantage of using the construction method presented in
Theorem 2.

While we leave the detailed proof of this theorem to
Appendix C, we here provide the proof sketch. It is suffi-
cient to consider the construction of Cy g with a specific
class of Pauli subgroups R given by Eq. (9), because there
exists some Clifford conjugation action W-WT that gives
one-to-one correspondence from Cy,g to Cy g for general
Pauli subgroups Q. In the proof of the completeness, the
key is to take the Heisenberg picture, i.e., to see how
the conjugation action of a unitary operator transforms
Pauli operators. For arbitrary U € Cy g, U satisfies
UZ(J-)UT = Z(j) and UX(]-)UT = Xy for all j € I't, and
UZ(J-)UJr = 7y for all j € T';. We can inductively con-
struct U’ such that U'U is in the form of Eq. (10), and
U’Z(j)U/]L = Z(j) and U’X(j)U/T = X(j) for all j € I'y
and j € I's. This implies that U’ is a Clifford operator
acting nontrivially only on the subsystem Ajs, and thus
U’ is in the form of Eq. (10). Since U can be written
as U = U'T(U'U), and both U’ and U'U is in the form
of Eq. (10), we know that U is in the form of Eq. (10).
We prove the uniqueness by the proof by contradiction.
Namely, we take arbitrary U € Cy,x and suppose that
there are two different sets of (5, vk, V, P;) that realize
U, and show that they must coincide with each other.

IV. U(1) AND SU(2)-SYMMETRIC CLIFFORD
GROUPS

As prominent examples of non-Pauli symmetries, we
clarify the property of the G-symmetric Clifford group
when G is given by Eq. (7) or (8) on multiple qubits. Con-
cretely, in these cases, the G-symmetric Clifford group
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FIG. 3. Circuit representations of (a) U(1)-symmetric and
(b) SU(2)-symmetric Clifford operators.

Cn,g is a G-symmetric unitary 1-design, but not a 2-
design. This property characterizes the randomness of
the symmetric Clifford group under U(1) and SU(2) sym-
metries given by Eqgs. (7) and (8). We rigorously present
this statement as a theorem.

Theorem 3. (Randomness of U(l) and SU(2)-
symmetric Clifford groups.) Let N > 2 and G be given
by Eq. (7) or (8). Then, Cng is a G-symmetric unitary
1-design but not a 2-design.

Let us remark that, as for 2-designs, we can actually
show no-go theorems in a more general class of symme-
tries, which are described as a tensor product of repre-
sentations of a nontrivial connected Lie subgroup of a
unitary group. This type of symmetry represents the
conservation of the total observables on the system. In
the proof of 1-designs and the disproof of 2-designs, we
use the proof idea of the “if” part and the “only if” part
in the proof of Theorem 1, respectively.

By using the result and the proof idea of Theorem 2,
we have also found a complete and unique expression for
the G-symmetric Clifford operators when the symmetry is
given by Eq. (7) or (8). Concretely, in the case of Eq. (7),

every G-symmetric Clifford operator U is uniquely ex-
pressed as Fig. 3 (a) as
N

[T czgn | (1IsG) | &= (2

1<j<k<N j=1

U=c

with p; € {0,1,2,3}, v, € {0,1}, 0 € Sy and ¢ € Uy,
where K, is the permutation operator that brings the
jth qubit to the o(j)th qubit. It follows that the size of
the quotient group of the symmetric Clifford group Cn g
divided by the freedom of phase is

ICn.g/Uy| =2V V=172 4N . NI
~92(N/2)?+3(N/2)+(N+1/2)logy(N/e) (13)

In the case of Eq. (8), the G-symmetric Clifford opera-
tors are restricted to cK, with ¢ € Uy and o € &y as
expressed in Fig. 3 (b). The size of Un g /Uy is N!. See
Theorem 8 in Appendix C for details.

V. UNITARY 4-DESIGNS

We can show that the G-symmetric Clifford group Cn g
is not a G-symmetric unitary 4-design except for the triv-
ial case when the G-symmetric unitary subgroup Uy g has
only scalar multiples of I.

Theorem 4. (No-go theorem for symmetric unitary 4-
designs.) Let G be a subgroup of Un. Then, Cng is a
G-symmetric unitary 4-design if and only if Un g = Upl.

This theorem and Theorem 1 imply that under a non-
trivial Pauli symmetry, the symmetric Clifford group is a
symmetric unitary 3-design but not a 4-design. We can
prove this theorem by using the proof idea used in the
“only if” part of Theorem 1 as follows:

Proof. Since the “if” part is trivial, it is sufficient to
prove the “only if” part. Suppose that Cyg is a G-
symmetric unitary 4-design. We define L € L(H®*) by
L:= ZPerg P®4 where Py := {I,X,Y,Z}®N. We take
arbitrary U € Cny,g. By Lemma 17 in Appendix G, we
can take a function sy : Py — {£1} and a bijection hy
on PJ; such that UPUT = sy (P)hy (P) for all P € Py,
We note that sy and hy are dependent on U. By using
the definitions of L, sy and hy, we get

UStLUtet = Y (upUT)®*
PeP}

= > (su(P)hy(P))®*

PePY

= > su(P)ho(P)®*

PeP;

= > hy(P)®

PePY;
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FIG. 4. Frame potentials F;(X) of G-symmetric groups X =
Cn,g,Un,g computed by numerically taking the average over
randomly generated unitaries. Here we compare the results
for the Pauli symmetry R given by Eq. (9) with Ny = 1,
N3 =2, N3 = 3 and the U(1) symmetry given by Eq. (7) with
N = 4. (a) Frame potentials F}(X) for the case of the Pauli
symmetry computed by taking the average over 10° samples.
(b) Size scaling of the relative error of F;(Cn,g) against the
theoretical lower bound F(Un,g). Here, we independently
generate M samples for U and U’ respectively, and compute
the mean value of [tr(UU'T)|*. As we increase the total data
size M?, the errors become smaller for ¢ < 3, while they
remain finite for ¢ = 4. Panels (c¢) and (d) show the results
for the case of U(1) symmetry on a 4-qubit system. Here
the G-symmetric Clifford group is only a G-symmetric unitary
1-design, and not a 2-design. The numerical simulation is
performed using the library Qulacs [39].

:ZP®4

PePY;
=L. (14)

Since this holds for all U € Cnyg and Cng is a
G-symmetric unitary 4-design, by Lemma 10 in Ap-
pendix B, we have U®LU®* = [ for all U € Uyg.
We therefore get UPUT = P for all U € Ung and
P € P} by Lemma 11 in Appendix B. This implies that
any U € Uy g satisfies PUP = U for all P € P}, which
is equivalent to U = €T with some # € R. This means
that Uy g C Upl. Since Un,g D Upl always holds, we get
Ung =Uol. O

VI. VERIFICATION VIA FRAME POTENTIALS

We can give a numerical evidence to Theorems 1 and
2 by computing the frame potentials, which are defined
for a subgroup X of Uy g as [2]

F(X) = /U U ) ), (15)

where the integral is replaced by a summation if X is
a finite set up to phase. Similarly to the conventional
case [2], we can measure the distance between the t-
fold twirling channels ®; x and @, , by the frame
potentials. It is therefore straightforward to show that
F(X) > F,(Un,g), where the equality holds if and only
if X is a G-symmetric unitary ¢-design.

Figure 4 (a)(b) clearly shows that the Clifford group
Cn,g under Pauli symmetry is a G-symmetric unitary 3-
design but not a 4-design. In sharp contrast, Fig. 4 (¢)(d)
shows that, when the Clifford group is constrained by
G = {(e%)2N|9 € R}, which is isomorphic to U(1),
then the G-symmetric Clifford group Cy,¢ is only a G-
symmetric unitary 1-design and not a 2-design.

We remark that, in order to compute frame potentials
numerically, we have sampled symmetric Clifford oper-
ators uniformly from the entire Cy . For instance, in
the case of Pauli-symmetric case, we have utilized the
complete and unique construction provided in Theorem 2
(or Fig. 1); we have randomly chosen the parameters
wi € {0,1,2,3}, v, € {0,1}, P; € {I,X,Y,Z}*Ns with a
uniform probability, and have also employed the method
in Ref. [35] in order to uniformly choose Clifford opera-
tors V' € Cy, acting on the subsystem Aj. This can also
be done in a similar way for U(1) and SU(2)-symmetric
cases as well based on Fig. 3 and Eq. (12).

It is beneficial to mention that the frame potentials of
the symmetric unitary groups can be written with those
of the unitary groups of several dimensions. In order to
state the result, we explain the irreducible decomposition
of group representations [40]. We consider the regular
representation p of the group G, i.e., p(G) := G for all
G € G. Since p is a unitary representation, p is com-
pletely reducible, and thus there exist some set of pairs
{(Zx, Tr)} of spaces such that the Hilbert space H of the
N qubits is decomposed into

HZ@I)\@M%\ (16)
A

and

p(G)=Pr(G) el (17)
A

with inequivalent irreducible representations py of G on
7T and the identity operator I on 7. This implies that A
is the index for inequivalent irreducible representations,
7T, is the representation space, and 7y is the multiplicity
space.



Theorem 5. (Formula for frame potentials of symmet-
ric unitary groups.) Let G be a subgroup of Uy and the
regular representation p of G be irreducibly decomposed in
the form of Eq. (17). Then, the frame potential Fy(Un g)
of the G-symmetric unitary group Un.g is given by

t' Z H dlm I)\

(tx)ES: A

FiUng) = Fn( (7)) (18)

with Sy := {(tx)| X\t = ¢, tx € Z, tx > 0} and the
unitary group U(Tx) on Jx.

We illustrate the result of Theorem 5 in the case of the
Pauli symmetries Q, which are unitarily equivalent to the
Pauli subgroup R given by Eq. (9), as we have explained
in Sec. IIIB. In this case, A is the index for specifying
the sequence of the eigenvalues of Z; for j € I's. We
take 7 as the Hilbert space of the subsystems A; and As
which is the simultaneous eigenspace of (Z;) jer, with the
eigenvalues specified by A, and also take 7 as the Hilbert
space of the subsystem Ajs. This means that there are
22 choices for A, and for each of them, the dimensions of
Ty and Jy are 2Vt and 273, respectively. When ¢ < 23,
Eq. (18) gives the following simple form:

ZH

(tx)ES: A

_22N1t 1 Z

(tx)ES: H)‘ A

—22Nit g1 (202
=N+ Nt 41 (19)

2N1 2t

Fy(Un,o)

where we used Fi, (U(Jy)) = ta! in the first line, and the
multinomial theorem in the third line.

Proof. We are going to prove Eq. (18) by considering the

generating function of Fy(Uy g). For a unitary subgroup
X, we define fy by

fx(2):= /UEX det (eZ(UJFUT)) dux(U)Vz e C. (20)

Then, fr satisfies

fx(2)
etr(Z(U+UT))dMX(U)

Jres
J

<Z ‘;(tr(U))t> (Z “z,'(tr(UT))t’> dux(U)
€X \t=0 so U

t+t ,

o /U ex(tr(U))%tr(U*»f A (U)

ZZ

t
X)
) t'=

U
oo
|t/v

C

t=0
t=

=3 ), (21)

t=0

where we used

/ (tr(U)) (e (U)) dpie (1)
UeXx

_i o reie t r eio T\t
=5 ), (/U _ (B0 (e 0)) d,uX(U)>d9

L[
_ (/ ez(t—t )Ode)
21 0

([ @) @) )
=6 0 Fy(X). (22)

in the second to last line, and we note that the definition
of the frame potential (Eq. (15)) is equivalent to F;(X) =
Joea 1t0(U)[**dpx (U) by the left invariance of the Haar
measure. By Eq. (2.26) of Ref. [40], every U € Uy g can
be written as

U=Pr1reu, (23)
A

with the identity operator I on Z, and some Uy € U(T»),
and we have

det ( 2(U+U )> =det (@ (I ® ez(U*JrUD))
A

=T (det (ezwwa))dim@“
A
= H det (edi“‘(z*)z(Uﬁ'U;)) . (24)
A
Since Eq. (23) gives one-to-one correspondence between
Un,g and the set of U(J»), by Egs. (20) and (24), we get
fUN,g (Z)

= [ et () gy o (0)
UelUn,g

:H/ det (edim(z*)z(Uﬁ'Ui)) dpui(7,)(Ur)
X JUXEU(TN)

=1 fucan) (dim(Z,)2). (25)
A

By using Eq. (21) and comparing the coefficients of 22
of both sides of Eq. (25), we get Eq. (18). O

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have generalized the unitary 3-design
property of the multiqubit Clifford group into symmetric
cases. We have rigorously shown that a symmetric Clif-
ford group is a symmetric unitary 3-design if and only



if the symmetry is given by some Pauli subgroup (The-
orem 1), and also have provided a way to generate all
the elements without redundancy (Theorem 2). Further-
more, we have also proven that two physically important
class of U(1) and SU(2) symmetries, which cannot be re-
duced to Pauli subgroups, only yields symmetric unitary
1-designs. Finally, for numerical validation, we have com-
puted the frame potentials by randomly sampling sym-
metric unitaries, and have confirmed that our findings
indeed hold.

We can derive another property of the symmetric Clif-
ford group with respect to locality, from the results about
the construction method of the symmetric Clifford oper-
ators. As we have shown in Theorem 2 and after The-
orem 3, under the Pauli, U(1), and SU(2) symmetries,
all the symmetric Clifford operators can be constructed
with 2-qubit local symmetric Clifford operators. It can
be seen as a symmetric generalization of the fact that all
the Clifford operators can be constructed with 2-qubit
local Clifford operators [34, 35]. This stands in contrast
to the result in Ref. [41], which shows that while all the
unitary operators can be constructed with local unitary
operators, some symmetric unitary operators cannot be
constructed with local symmetric unitary operators.

We envision two important future directions. First,
it is theoretically crucial to reveal the requirement to
achieve symmetric unitary designs in the approximate
sense. While it is known for the non-symmetric case

that the approximate t-designs require only polynomial
gate depth with respect to both the qubit count N and
order t [42, 43], it is far from trivial whether this is also
true for the symmetric case. Second, it is practically
intriguing to develop a constructive way to generate
symmetric Clifford circuits under general symmetry G
that cannot be described by some Pauli subgroup. While
we provide such an example for both U(1) and SU(2)
symmetry, it is important to construct circuits in an
automated way for general situations, in particular when
one is interested in performing Clifford gate simulation
for the purpose of quantum many-body simulation [44].
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Appendix A: General Remarks for Detailed Proofs

In the following, we present the detailed proofs of the theorems in the main text. In Appendix B, we prove
Theorem 1 in the main text, which states that the symmetric Clifford group is a symmetric unitary 3-design if and
only if the symmetry constraint can be written as the commutativity with a Pauli subgroup. In Appendix C, we
prove Theorem 2 in the main text, which gives a one-to-one correspondence from the sets of elementary gates to the
symmetric Clifford gates. In Appendix D, we prove the former half of Theorem 3 in the main text. We show that
the symmetric Clifford group is a symmetric unitary 1-design under the U(1) and SU(2) symmetries, which are not
Pauli symmetries. In Appendix E, we prove the latter half of Theorem 3 in the main text in a more general form.
We take a larger class of symmetries than the one in Appendix D, and show that the symmetric Clifford group is not
a symmetric unitary 2-design for those symmetries. In Appendix G, we present the technical lemmas that we use in
the proofs of the statements above.

Before going into the details, we introduce the notations in the following appendices. For general Hilbert spaces K
and K’, we denote the set of all linear operators from K to K’, all linear operators on K, and all unitary operators
on K by LK — K'), L(K) and U(K), respectively. We denote the Hilbert space for N qubits by H. We denote the
unitary group on N qubits by Uy. We denote the Pauli group on N qubits by Py. We define the Clifford group on
N qubits as the normalizer of Py and denote it by Cy. As for Clifford operators on a single qubit, we denote the
Pauli-X, Y and Z, Hadamard and S operators on the jth qubit by X;, Y;, Z;, H; and S;, respectively. As for Clifford
operators on two qubits, we denote the controlled-NOT, the controlled-Z and the SWAP operators on the jth and
kth qubits by CNOT} ;,, CZ; ; and SWAP; ;, respectively, where the jth qubit is the control qubit and the kth qubit
is the target qubit of CNOT; ;. We denote the set of Pauli operators without phase by 73]‘\'; ={I,X,Y,Z}*N where
A% = A@ A% and A® B := {A® B|A € A, B € B} for general operator sets A and B. For convenience, we
formally define Uy := {e? | § € R} and Py := {£1,+i}. We denote the symmetric group of degree M by &G,;. We
denote by (O) the group generated by the operators in a set O. We denote a = b (mod r) when a — b is an integer
multiple of r.

Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 1 (Unitary 3-designs)

In this appendix, we define the notion of symmetric Clifford group and symmetric unitary design, and prove
Theorem 1 in the main text, namely the statement that the symmetric Clifford group is a symmetric unitary 3-design
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if and only if the symmetry constraint is described by some Pauli subgroup.

First, we define the symmetric Clifford group as the symmetric subgroup of the conventional Clifford group.

Definition 3. (Restatement of Definition 1.) Let G be a subgroup of Un. The G-symmetric Clifford group Cn g is
defined by

Cng =CnNUng, (B1)
where
Ung :={U elUn | VG € G [U,G] = 0}. (B2)
An operator U € Uy is called a G-symmetric Clifford operator if U € Cn g.
This definition includes the conventional Clifford group Cy as the special case when G = {I}.
Next, we define the notion of symmetric unitary design. For a subgroup G of Uy and ¢t € N, we define G-symmetric

unitary ¢-designs as the group that approximate Uy g.

Definition 4. (Restatement of Definition 2.) Let t € N and G be a subgroup of Un. A subgroup X of Uy is a
G-symmetric unitary t-design if

Qt,X = q)t,uN‘g7 (B3)

where ®; x s the t-fold twirling channel defined by

Dy i= / 5t,Ud,UX(U)v (B4)
UeXx

with the normalized Haar measure on X and &y is the t-fold unitary conjugation map on L(H®') defined by
Ev(L) :=UP'LUT™® VL € L(H®Y). (B5)

This definition includes the standard unitary designs as the special case when G = {I}. This type of unitary
designs are sometimes called unweighted unitary designs in comparison with weighted unitary designs, where
non-uniform mixtures of & y are considered (see Definition 5). As we show in Theorem 11, the conditions for a
symmetric Clifford group being unweighted and weighted unitary designs are equivalent to each other. It is therefore
sufficient to focus only on unweighted unitary designs, and we express them simply as unitary designs in the following.

We are going to prove that Cy g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design if and only if the symmetry condition can be
described by the commutativity with some Pauli subgroup. This can be rigorously stated as follows:

Theorem 6. (Restatement of Theorem 1.) Let G be a subgroup of Un. Then, Cn.g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design
if and only if Un g = Un,o with some subgroup Q of the Pauli group Py .

We present the overall structure of the proof of this theorem in Fig. 5. We prove the “if” part in Proposition 1,
and the “only if” part in Proposition 2.

1. Proof of the “if” part of Theorem 1 (Theorem 6)

The “if” part of Theorem 6 is equivalent to the statement that Cy, g is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design for all Pauli
subgroups Q, which we show in the following proposition. This is because if Uy g = Un o, then Cn g = Cn o and
G-symmetric unitary 3-designs are the same as Q-symmetric unitary 3-designs.

Proposition 1. Let Q be a subgroup of Pn. Then, Cn, g is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design.
By the definition of unitary t-designs, the goal is to prove ®¢, , = Py . In the following, we introduce two

useful properties of ®; x for X = Cy, 0 and Uy, o.

As the first property, we cannot distinguish whether there is a symmetric unitary conjugation action before the
action of ®; x. This can be directly proven by the right invariance of px. We also use this lemma in the proofs of
Theorems 9 and 11.
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|1The0rem 1. Cpyg is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design iff 3Q € Py s.t. Uy s = Uy o.

1t € I
if " part

Proposition 1. Cy 4 is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design for @ < Py.

Lemmal. VD E€G. g, @35 0D = D3y forQ c Py, X =CpygorUyy.

Lemma 2. VL € My, @35 (L) =L forQ c Py.

Lemma3. 3D € G, s.t. VL € L(H®3), D(L) € M, for Q C Py.

N
€— Lemmas 4, 16
€— Lemma 14 €— Lemmas 12, 13 I Lemma 15
Lemma 5. Lemma 6. Lemma 7. Lemma 8.
S gates CZ gates Clifford gates Controlled-Pauli gates
“only if” part

Proposition 2. If Cy ¢ is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design,
then Uy g = Uy g, where Q = ({Q € Py | 3G € Gs.t.tr(GQ) # 03}).

Lemma9. IfL = zpe?ﬁ ¥p(G)P®3, then VU € Cy ¢, UBSLUT®S = L.

L Lemma 17

Lemma 10. If Cy g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design and
YU € Cyg, UBSLUT®3 = L then VU € Uy g, UBSLUT®3 = L.

Lemma I1. IfL =3, ,.v'pP®® and VU € Uy g, USLUT®? = L,
then YU € Uy g and P € Py satisfying y'p # 0, UPUT = P.

L Lemma 18

FIG. 5. Overall structure of the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 1. Let N € N, t € N, G be a subgroup of Un, X = Cn,g or Un,g, Prx be defined by Eq. (B4), and €, g be
the set of all t-fold G-symmetric Clifford conjugation mixture maps defined by

n €N, ALy, An €R, Up,Us, .., Un €Cng, Y A= 1}. (B6)

j=1
Then, for any t-fold G-symmetric Clifford mizture map D € &; g,
Oy 0D =P . (B7)
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Proof. Since D € €; g, D can be written as D = 2?21 i€, with some Aj, Ag, ..., Ay € R and Uy, Uy, ...,U, € Cng
satisfying >7_) Aj = 1. For any j € {1,2,...,n}, we get

O xo&uy, = / Evo&udux(U) = / Ervu,dux(U) = / Eudux(U) = $y x, (B8)
Uex U

cX Uex

where we used the right invariance of py. We note that the Haar measure on a compact Lie group X is right-invariant
by Corollary 8.31 of Ref. [45]. We therefore get

n n
D xoD=Y Nlxoby, =Y NPrax=x (B9)

j=1 j=1
O
As the second property, we introduce trivial fixed-points of ®; » for X = Cny o and Uy, o in an explicit form.

Lemma 2. Let N € N, G be a subgroup of Un, X = Cn,g or Un,g, P3 x be defined by Eq. (B4), and Mg be the
linear subspace of L(H®?) defined by

Mg 1= span ({VU(GI R Gy ® Gg) | o€ 63, G,Gq,G3 € g}), (BlO)

where the span is taken over the field C and V, € U(H®?) is the permutation operator that brings the jth copy of
qubits to the o(j)th qubits, i.e.,

Vo ([W1) @ [W2) @ [W5) := [Yo-1(1) @ [Wo1(2)) @ [Yg-1(3)) (B11)
for all |U1),|¥s2),|Us) € H. Then, P3 »(L) = L for all L € Mg.

As for Eq. (B11), we note that the state of the jth copy of qubits after the action of V, is the same as that of the
o~ 1(j)th copy of qubits before the action, because V,, brings o~1(j)th copy of qubits to the jth copy of qubits.

Proof. Since @3 y is a linear map and Mg is a linear subspace spanned by {V,(G1®G28G3) | 0 € &3,G1, G2, Gs € G},
it is sufficient to show that @3 x(V,(G1 ® G2 ® G3)) = V,(G1 @ G2 ® G3) for all 0 € &3, G1,G2,G3 € G. Since V,
commutes with U®3, and G1, G2 and G3 commute with U for all U € Uy,g, we have [V,(G1 @ G2 ® G3),U®3] =0
for all U € Un,g. We therefore get

O3 x(Vo(G1® G2 @ G3)) = U3V, (G ® Go @ G3)UT3dux (U)
Uex

= Vo(G1 @ Ga ® G3)dux (U)

vex

=V,(G1 ® G2 ® G3). (B12)
O

Although we only require the fact that all the points in Mg are fixed-points of @3, , in our proof, we can prove
that the set of all the fixed-points of ®3y , corresponds with My, by using the result of Ref. [46].

In order to connect Lemmas 1 and 2 to the proof of Proposition 1, it is sufficient to find a map D € €3 ¢ satisfying
D(L) € Mg for all L € L(H®?). If we can construct such a map D, we can explicitly compute the t-fold uniform
unitary mixture map ®; x as 3 x = P3x oD =D for X = Cy g and Uy,o, which implies that 3¢, o = P31y o-
We present the existence of such a map D as a lemma.

Lemma 3. Let N € N, Q be a subgroup of Pn, €3 o be the set all t-fold Q-symmetric Clifford conjugation mizture
maps defined by Eq. (B6) and Mg be defined by Eq. (B10). Then, there exists a map D € €3 o such that D(L) € Mg
for all L € L(H®3).

In order to simplify the proof of this lemma, we show that the statements of this lemma for two symmetry groups
are equivalent if the two groups can be transformed into each other by some Clifford conjugation action up to phase.

Lemma 4. Let N € N, G and G’ be subgroups of Uy satisfying UG’ = UgW GW T with some W € Cy, and €, g and
€ g be the sets of all t-fold G- and G'-symmetric Clifford conjugation mizture maps defined by Eq. (B6). Then, there
exists a map D' € €3 g such that D'(L) € Mg: for all L € L(H®?) if and only if there exists a map D € €3¢ such
that D(L) € Mg for all L € L(H®3).
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Proof. Since UyG' = UyWGW T is equivalent to UyG = UyWTG'W, it is sufficient only to prove the “if” part. We
suppose that there exists a map D € €3 g such that D(L) € Mg for all L € L(H®3). By the definition of €3 g, D can
be written as

D= Z/\jgg,uj (B13)
j=1
with some n € N, Uy, Us, ...,U, € Cn,g, and A1, Ag, ..., A, € R satisfying Z;‘L:1 A;j = 1. We define

D/ = Z)\jgg)WUjWJ[. (B14)

j=1

Then, D’ € €3 g by noting that WU;WT € Cy g for all j € {1,2,...,n}. By this definition, we also know that for any
L € L(H®Y),

D/(L) zw®3D(WT®3Lw®3)WT®3
EWE MW T®3
=span ({WEV,WiS(WGWT @ WGWT @ WGsW1) | 0 € &3,G1,G2,G3 € G)})
=span ({V, (G} @ G, @ GY) | 0 € 63,G, G5, G5 € G')})

O
Now we note that any Pauli subgroup Q can generally be transformed into a Pauli subgroup R in the form of
R :=Po{l,X,Y,Z}*" @ {I,Z}*N2 @ {1}V (B16)

with some Ny, No, N3 > 0 up to phase via some Clifford conjugation action, which we prove in Lemma 14 in Ap-
pendix G. By combining this property and Lemma 4, we know that it is sufficient only to prove Lemma 3 when Q is
given as R in the form of Eq. (B16).

Since we are going to deal with three copies of the system each of which is decomposed into three subsystems, we
define the notations for explicit presentation of the Hilbert space on which an operator acts or in which a vector exists.
When we explicitly show that an operator O acts on a Hilbert space K and a vector |¥) exists in K, we denote O%)
and |\I/>()C), respectively. The notations for Hilbert spaces are as follows: In order to distinguish the Hilbert spaces
‘H associated with the 3 copies of the N qubits that we consider in the context of unitary 3-designs, we denote the 3
Hilbert spaces by H!, H? and H? (see Fig. 6 (a)). The symmetry R induces a natural decomposition of each Hilbert
space H’ into three parts H7, H3 and H3 of N; No and N3 qubits, correspondingly to the representation of R. We
also denote the Hilbert space of the Ith qubit in 3, by wa. (see Fig. 6 (b)). We denote the tensor product of the

t.hree spaces of HL, H2 and H3 by Hi°" (see Fig. 6 (c)). We may refer to ’ch simply as Hj when we need not specify
j.
In the proof of Lemma 3, we focus on the following four types of R-symmetric Clifford operators; the S gates on a
qubit in Hsq, the controlled-Z gates on two qubits in Hs, the Clifford gates on qubits in Hs, and the controlled-Pauli
gates with a control qubit in Ho and target qubits in Hs (see Fig. 6 (d)). We are going to see their properties one by
one in the four lemmas below.
First, we prove the property of the mixture of the S gates on #,. In the following, we denote the Pauli
Z-basis of the qubit in Hy, by |z;;) with z;; € {0,1}, and define |x) = ®,cq123)0e12,. N1, [Ti0) for

T = (Tj1)jef1,2,3}0€{1,2,....No}-

Lemma 5. Let N € N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), €3 » be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mizture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m € {1,2, ..., Na}, Dy ,,, be defined by

3 3 , 3 ,
(D)= 1 3 (@8 0) | 1 [ Q) (B17)
=0 \ j—1 j=1

and K € L(H®3) be in the form of

K = PO) @ |a) (y| (") @ 0 (") (B18)
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( . .
(a) :]_[1: U(}[l) ———— (b) ‘7{1] }[11‘1_ ZH1 XV
. "7_[21"1_ M2
2 — 72\ — NIy
H—— U( )— HIL T2 \g{ZJ,Z_ZHB—
(i
3 (37) i
H U MY
j_[‘]
\ L ” 73,2

(d)

HY HE || 7} || H3

HA| HE || HZ || HE

F3|| HE || 7S || H3

T gt | Cifford | | Pauli |

FIG. 6. Setup of Proposition 1 and the notations of the Hilbert spaces in the proof. (a) In the proof of unitary 3-designs,
we consider unitary operations U on 3 copies of a Hilbert space, which we denote by M, H? and H3. When we explicitly
show that a unitary operator U acts on H’, we denote UM, (b) The symmetry R decomposes each Hilbert space H’ into
three parts; HJ, H3 and H} for the N1, N» and N3 qubits, correspondingly to the representation of R. The figure is for
the case when N3 = 1, N2 = 2 and N3 = 2. We denote the Hilbert space for the Ith qubit in Hi by ’Hfal. (c) We define
Hiot = WL QHE @ HS for k =1,2,3. We note that the total Hilbert space H®* can be expressed in two ways as H' @ H? ® H3
and as Hi** @ HY' @ HE*'. (d) As R-symmetric Clifford operations, we focus on four types of gates; the S gates on qubits
in Ha, the controlled-Z gates on two qubits in Hz, the Clifford gates on qubits in H3, and the controlled-Pauli gates with a
control qubit in H2 and target qubits in Hs.

with some P € P;Nl, z,y € {0,112 and O € L(HLY). Then, we have D1, € €3 = and

_ K (f S5 @im = 51 Ym)
Drm(K) = { 0 (otherjfwi(lse). = (B19)

Proof. Since s(*.) c ¢ ~r and Di,, is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of I3, S®3  (52)®3 and
(S3)®3, we can confirm that D; ,,, € €3 z. By noting that S = D seqoy i 12) (2, we get

3
1 tot : tot : tot
DLm(R ) :Z E P(Hl ) X (Z“ Zj:l Tj,m w> <y|(H2 ) Z'_V' 22:1 yj,m) ® O(H3 )

n=0
3
= (i PR R R y-f=m>> PO") @ |z) (y| (") @ 0"
pn=0
K GE Y @im = Y Yjm (mod 4)) (B20)
0 (otherwise).

. 3 3 . . 3 3
Since @ and Y, take only 0 or 1, 7% &jm = 35— yjm (mod 4) is equivalent to > 25 jm =D 51 Yjm- O
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Second, we prove the property of the mixture of the controlled-Z gates on Hs.

Lemma 6. Let N € N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), €3 be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mizture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m,m' € {1,2, ..., No} satisfy m # m’, Do s be defined by

1o > > HE L HD
Do, me (L 52 & czr Hem *w) | 1 ®CZVT( b M) (B21)
v=0 \ j=1 j=1

for all L € L(H®?), and K € L(H®®) be in the form of Eq. (B18) with some P € Py , x,y € {0,1}*"* and
O € L(HEY). Then, Dy m € €3 % and

Dy (K) = 4 K ot T = X1 Yjm g (mod 2)) (B22)
e 0 (otherwise).

j j
Proof. Since CZ (H2"“’H2vm’) € Cn,r and Dy 4, y is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of I®3 and CZ%3,

we can confirm that D . n € €3,r. By noting that CZ =3 (g 1;(=1)*" [zw) (zw], we get

1

1 tot tot tot
Do (K) =3 ZP(% ) ® (il’E?:m,mwj,m/ |z) <y|(7'lz )i yj,myj,mf) ® OHs™)
v=0
1
- <; Z (1 Thm e =5 Yim Y, mf)> POE") © |2) <y|(”2 ) & o(H5™)
v=0
3
K (if Zj:l TjmTjm’ = Zj:] YjmYjm (mod 2)) (B23)
0  (otherwise).
O

Third, we prove the property of the mixture of the Clifford gates on Hz. We use the result of Refs. [27, 28] stating
that the conventional Clifford group is a unitary 3-design.

Lemma 7. Let N € N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), €3 be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mizture maps defined by Eq. (B6), Ds be defined by

Ds(L) := |V\ Z ( UH) @ UH3) g U(Hi)) I (UT(Hé) @ UTH3) g UT(H2)> (B24)
uey

for all L € L(H®3) with V being the set of all the representatives of the equivalence classes in Cn,/(Uol), and
K € L(H®3) be in the form of Eq. (B18) with some P € Pfy , @,y € {0,1}*N2 and O € L(HY"). Then, D3 € €31
and

Dy(K) = PU4™) g j2) (9 () @ 3 a, 1) (B25)
ceS3

with some {aytocs, € CO2, where Ty, € U(HLY) is defined as the permutation operator satisfying
T, (1)) @ 1) ") @ 165) 09)) = 16-10)) %) @ 160-100)) ) @ [ 1) ) (B26)
for all [&1),1&2) . |€3) € Ha.

Proof. Since U (#3) € Cn g for all U € V and Ds is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of U®3 for U € V,
we can confirm that Ds € €3 z. By the definition of D3, D3(K) is written as

Dy(K) = PO) @ |a) (/") @ 0/(47) (B27)
with

0 = /U . U ou" e, (U). (B28)
"€CNy
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Since the Clifford group Cy, is a unitary 3-design [27, 28], O’ can also be written as
0 = / 00U dpyyy, (U). (B29)
U’ €l
For any U € Un,, by the left invariance of piyy,, we get
Ue3o'tes — / (UU/)®30/(UU/)T®3 d,ul/INS (U/) _ / U/®30U/T®3 dNZ/INS (U/) - 0. (B30)
U’ elUn, U’ €Un,

This implies that O’ commutes with U®3 for all U € Uy,. By Theorem 7.15 of Ref. [47], O’ can be written as
O = Y ves, Yo ly with some {a, }oes, € CSs. o

Finally, we prove the property of the mixture of the controlled-Pauli gates on Hy and Hs. Here we fix the control
qubit as the mth qubit in Hs.

Lemma 8. Let N € N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), €3 r be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mizture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m € {1,2,..., Na}, Dy, be defined by

3 ) ) 3 ) )
Din(D) =z 3 | @C@04n7) ) L[ @ (@) ) (B31)
j=1

QePy, \J=1

for all L € L(H®3), where C(Q)(H;W’H%) 1s the controlled-Q operator defined for @) € P]'f,g by
C(@Hm ™) = 10) (0)) & 10) 1 1) (1)  Q(P4), (B32)

and J € L(H®3) be in the form of

Hgoc)

7= P04 olz) (") o 7 (B33)
with some P € 73;}\,1, x,y € {0,1}*N2 and o € &3 satisfying

3 3
> w= yuforalle{l,2,.., No}, (B34)
j=1 j=1

3 3
Z:cm:jﬁl, = Zyﬂyj,l, (mod 2) for all 1, € {1,2,..., N}, (B35)
j=1 j=1

and To(5),m: = Yjm forallj € {1,2,3} andm’ € {1,2,...,m—1}, where T, is defined by Eq. (B26). Then, Dy, € €31
and

Dym(T) = P @ |y (y () @ T(57) (B36)

with some ¢ € R and o' € &3 satisfying T,/ (;)m = Yjm for all j € {1,2,3} and m’' € {1,2,...,m}.

Proof. Since the controlled-Pauli operators can be expressed as products of the controlled-X, Y, and Z operators,

we can confirm that C(Q)(H;‘M’Hé) € Cn,r- Dam is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of C(Q)®? for
Qe 77]'\,*'3, and thus we can also confirm that D, ,, € €3 z. By noting that

CQMn™) = 37 |2 (:]r) @ Q= (4), (B37)
z€{0,1}
we know that
1 (11") (1) S (#3) | (H5) S ot (140)
Dam()) = o, Y. P ) ez (y\" ) o [ Q) | T, Q) Quim i) (B38)
j=1 j=1
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We note that

3 ; ot tot to 3 ; tot
®ij’m(ﬂé) () _ (s )_Ta(irtft) ®Q”m(yg) (%)
Jj=1 j=1
tot 3 1(]))
7—1 HS
(@ere
j=1
(Htot) 3 . ('Hj)
=T, Qre.m (Hs) | (B39)
j=1
By Egs. (B38) and (B39), we get
3 3
tot Htot 1 7
Dym(J) = 4N3 Z ™) g |z) <y|(H2 )®T( ) ®Q%<J‘),m(”§) ®Q7yj,7n(H3)
QePL, J=1 J=1
tot tot Htot j
PO 5 ) () 705 [ L5 @m0 (B40)
erJrS Jj=1

First, we consider the case when x,(;) m = yjm for all j € {1,2,3}. In this case, we have

4N3 > ®Q“"”<”m pom (74) —4N3 > ®1w = (), (B41)

QePry, I=1 QePf, =1

By Egs. (B41) and (B41), we get

(Htot)

Dy () = POE) @) (y|(5) @ T5™) 1) — o p(5) ) | (g () @ 7 (B42)

where ¢ := 1 and ¢’ := 0. Since 0’ = 7, we get T,/ (j)m = Zo(j),m = Yjm for all j € {1,2,3} and m' € {1,2,...,m}.
Next, we consider the case when 2, (j) m 7# ¥j,m for some j € {1,2,3}. Since Eq. (B34) is satisfied for k = m, we can
take p,q € {1,2,3} that uniquely satlsfy To(p),m 7 To(j),m for j € {1 2,31\ {p} and ygm # y;m for j € {1,2 3}\{q}

Then, such p and ¢ satisfy p # q and 25 (p)m = Yg,m- We note that

2N3 Z ®Q%<a>m vim (F3) _ Z Q H3)

Qery, I=1 er e
N3 1
:® — Z Q(H§Z)®Q(H§Z)
=1 2 QeP;
N3
:®SWAP(H§L’H§,L)
=1
(Htot)
=7 (B43)

where SWAP(*5.0%5.1) is the SWAP operator between the Hilbert spaces 5, and H3;, and 7, € &3 is the trans-
position between p and ¢. By Egs. (B40) and (B43), we get

1
2Ns

Hgot ) T(Hgot)

Tp.q

Dam(]) = = P(E™) @ |y () (") 0 7 = P |2y (|5 o T (Bag)
where ¢ := 1/2™ and ¢’ := o7, ,. For any m’ € {1,2,...,m—1}, since Eq. (B34) is satisfied for k = m and k = m’, and
Eq. (B35) is satisfied for k& = m and k' = m/, we get Z(p) m' = To(q),m’ by Lemma 15 in Appendix G. We therefore
get Tyt (j),m! = To(ryq()m' = To(j),m' = Yjm: for j € {1,2,3}. As for the conclusion in the case of m’ = m, since
%/(]{),m = Lo (1,4 (5)m = To(p)m + 0r, ()0 = Yam T 0jiry () = Yaom + 05,0 = Yjm (m0d 2), we get Tor(j),m = yj,m for
je{1,2,3
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By combining the five lemmas above, we prove Lemma 3.

Proof of Lemma 3. By Lemma 14 in Appendix G, we can take R in the form of Eq. (B16) and W € Cy such that
UW OWT = UyR. By Lemma 4, it is sufficient to show that there exists a map D € €3 & such that D(L) € Mz for
all L € L(H®3). We define D by

D:D4OD30D2 ODl, (B45)
where Dy, Ds, D3, and Dy are defined by Egs. (B17), (B21), (B24), (B31), and

Dy = D17N2 o "'OD172 o,Dl,lv

os)
=~
-~

(B46)
Dy :=Dyn,—10---0Dy30Dy, (B47)
D2,m = DZ,m,Nz O--+0 D2,m,m+2 o DQ,m,m+17 (B48)
D4 Z:'D47N20~~~OD472 OD4’1. ( )

By Lemma 16 in Appendix G, we can confirm that D € €3 . Take arbitrary L € £(H®?). Since Dy, D, D3 and Dy
are linear maps, My, is a linear subspace, and L can be written as

L= 3 PO & [ (94" 0 OUS) (B50)
PEP;\,1 e,ye{0,1}3N2
with some Op 5, € L(H5"), it is sufficient to show that
Dy o D3 OD20D1(K) € Mz (B51)

for all K € L(H®?) in the form of Eq. (B18) with P € Py , @,y € {0,1}*"* and O € L(H}"). By Lemmas 5, 6 and
7, we get

ot tot 2ot ) )
Dy oDy oD (K) = pH") |) <y|(H2 ) & Y ocs, aUTg( ) (if  and y satisfy Egs. (B34) and (B35))
0 (otherwise)

(B52)

with some {a, },ee, € CO2, where we note that Eq. (B35) in the case of k = k' can be derived from Eq. (B34). Since
D, is a linear map and My is a linear subspace, it is sufficient to show that

Dy(J) € M (B53)

for all J € L(H®?) in the form of Eq. (B33) with P € Py , ¢,y € {0,1}3"> satisfying Eqs. (B34) and (B35) and
o € 63. By Lemma 8, we know that

Dy(J) = P @ |2) () (*4") @ 77 (B54)
with ¢ € R and o’ € &3 satisfying x,(j); = y;, for all j € {1,2,3} and I € {1,2,..., Na}. We therefore get
D) eV Vs (PO 2 405 707
—cV, <Rsﬁf Ve S(S?f%m) ® T(E,H'tim)) ( P™) @ |a) (5| () o TS{EN))
—eV, <R§?ﬁt)P(""im) © S |2y () () T(f?f%Ut)T(ff"?t)) , (B55)
where R, € U(H!°Y) and S, € U(HL) are defined as the permutation operators satisfying
Ry (160 @ 162) D) @ 163) D) 1= 16,-10) ") @ 165-12)) ) @ [99-15) 1), (B56)

So (160) %) @ [92) ") @ 145) "2 ) 1= 15,1 0)) ) @ 1) (M) @ 1) () (B57)
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for all |¢;) € H1 and [¢);) € Ha. We note that

tot tot tot 3 j 3 j 3 j tot
s 1)) = ST @1 ) | = @laror) ) = R 1) ) = 147 (B58)

j=1 j=1

where @; = (zj1)ie1,... N} Y = Wiieqn, Ny 1T5) = Queqr, . noy 1250) and |y5) = Qg nyy (W50 for
j €41,2,3}. By Egs. (B55) and (B58), we have

D7) = i (RSP 6 ) 9157 1057 ). (B59)
R((:,{f: ’)P(Htf)t) can be written as
() (e S o)
RV P = N QP (B60)
j=1

PPy, P3P,

with some (p, p, p, € C defined for Py, Py, P3 € Py . |y) <y|(H;Ot) can be written as

) (y]*57) = 0% 195 (0] (P0)

7€{1,2,3},1€{1,2,...,N2}

- ® 5 X eyt

j€{1,2,3},1€{1,2,...,N2}  w;;€{0,1}

DY ®  (cypmemigma(i
2

we{0,1}3N2 je{1,2,3},1€{1,2,...,N2}

3 N2 .
:23%2 Z (—1)%i. Yawi ® <® Zw”(H;J)> . (B61)

we{0,1}3N2 j=1 \i=1

By plugging Egs. (B60) and (B61) into Eq. (B59), we get

3 j N» ) p
Dul)) = 3w ) Cry,papa(~ DTV, Q) (Pj(m 0@zl e IW@) © M
Py, Py, P3EPY ,we{0,1}3N2 j=1 =1
(B62)
]

By combining Lemmas 1, 2 and 3, we prove Proposition 1.

Proof of Proposition 1. Let X be Cn,g or Un,o. By Lemma 3, we can take D € €3 g such that D(L) € Mg for all
L € L(H®?). For any L € L(H®?), By Lemma 1, we have

P53 x(L) = @3.x(D(L)). (B63)
Since D(L) € Mg, by Lemma 2, we get
By 1(D(L)) = D(L), (B64)

Egs. (B63) and (B64) imply that ®3 x = D. Since this holds for X = Cn ¢ and Un,o, we get Pz ey o = Pauy o, i€,
Cn,o is a O-symmetric unitary 3-design. O
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2. Proof of the “only if” part of Theorem 1 (Theorem 6)

In the “only if” part of the proof of Theorem 6, we take arbitrary unitary subgroup G such that the G-symmetric
Clifford group is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design, and construct a Pauli subgroup Q such that the constraints by
G and Q are the same. We rigorously present this statement with the concrete construction of Q in the following
proposition.

Proposition 2. Let N € N, G be a subgroup of Un, Cn,g be a G-symmetric unitary 3-design, and Q be defined by
Q:=({Q e P | 3G € G s.t. tr(GQ) #0}) . (B65)
Then, Z/fN7g = UN7Q.

Since we always have Uy ,g D Un,o by the construction of Q, we focus on the proof of Uy g C Un,o. In the proof of
this, it is central to prove that for any G € G, each term of G in the Pauli basis with a nonzero coefficient must be in-
variant under the conjugation action of U € Uy, g. We prove it in three steps, correspondingly in Lemmas 9, 10 and 11.

First, we show that we can construct an operator L € £(H®3) from arbitrary taken G € G such that L is invariant
under the conjugation action of U®3 for all U € Cy,g. Here we use the definition of the Clifford operators, which
transform a Pauli operator into some Pauli operator by its conjugation action.

Lemma 9. Let N € N, t,#' € N satisfy t = t' (mod 2), U € Cx, G € L(H) satisfy UGUT = G, and L € L(H®?) be
defined by

L= Y ~p(G)"P*, (B66)

PePY

where yp(G) : LIH) — C gives the expansion coefficient of P in the Pauli basis, i.e.,

o (G) = QLNtr(GP). (B67)

Then, UPtLUT®t = L.
We note that here we present this lemma in a general form because we also use it in the proof of Theorem 10.

Proof. By Lemma 17 in Appendix G, there exist some function sy : 73;{, — {+1} and some bijection hy on P]J{, such
that for any P € P},

UPU" = sy (P)hy(P). (B68)
We therefore get
S w(@P=G=UGU = 3 3p(@su(Pho(P) = 3 Aoy (@sulh (P)P. (B69)
PeP PeP PePf;
By comparing the both sides, we get
1P(G) = 1 gy (G)su (b (P)) (B70)

for all P € Py. By using this relation, we get

USLUT = Y yp(G) (UPUT)E
PePY;

= 3" (@) (su(P)hu (P

PePY

= Z vp(G) sy (P) hy (P)®*

PePY
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= 3" ((@su(P) hu(P)*"

Pepy

= Z (’thl(P)(G)SU(hﬁl(P)))t,P@

PePY

_ Z 'YP(G)t/P®t

PePy
=L. (B71)

O

Second, we suppose that Cn g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design and that L € £(H®?) is invariant under the
conjugation action of U®3 for all U € Cy g, and we show that such L is invariant under the conjugation action of U®3
even for all U € Uy g. This directly follows from the definitions of symmetric unitary designs and the Haar measure.

Lemma 10. Let N € N, t € N, G be a subgroup of Un, Cn.g be a G-symmetric unitary t-design, and L € L(H®?)
satisfy UPLLUT® = L for all U € Cn.g. Then, UP'LUT® = L for allU € Un.g.

We present this lemma in a general form because we also use it in the proofs of Theorem 10 and Theorem 4 in the
main text.

Proof. Since L satisfies U'®* LU'1®* = L for all U’ € Cy.g, we have

/ U/®tLU'T®tduchg(U’) = / Ldpc, ;(U") = L. (B72)
U’eCn,g U’€Cn,g
Since Cn,¢ is a G-symmetric unitary t-design, we have
/ U LU dpc,, ,(U') = / U LU dpy,, , (U”). (B73)
U'eCn.,c

U'eUn,g

By Egs. (B72) and (B73), we get
L= / U LU dyy, o (U). (B74)
U'eUn.g
We therefore get for any U € Un g,

USLUT®" = U®fU’®tLU'T®tUT®tdu (U

UU ®tL(UU ) ®fdMMN g(U/)

s
),

U'eUn,g
= / U LU ® dpyy, o (U)
U'eUn,g
=L, (B75)
where we used the left invariance of iy - O

Finally, under the assumption that L is in the form given in Lemma 9 and it is invariant under the conjugation
action of U®* for all U € Uy g, we prove that every Pauli basis composing L with a nonzero coefficient is invariant
under the conjugation action of U for all U € Uy g. In the proof of this, we fix a Pauli operator P and consider a
continuous map U + UPUT from Un,g to Uy. By the assumption above and the unitary invariance of the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, we know that the value of this map only takes discrete points. The combination of this and the
connectedness of Uy g implies that this map always takes the constant value P, where we use the fact that only a
singleton is a discrete and connected nonempty set. In the concrete proof process, we consider the linear expansion
of UPU in the Pauli basis.



Lemma 11. Let N € N, t > 3, G be a subgroup of Uy, and L € L(H®?) be defined by

L:= Z 2 PO
PeP};

with some vp € C for P € Pﬁ and satisfy
USLUT™ = I
for allU €Uy g. Then, UPUT = P for allU € Uxg and P € 7’; satisfying vp # 0.
This lemma, is also used in the proof of Theorem 4 in the main text.

Proof. We define ap, p,(U): Un,g — R by

1
ap, p,(U) := Q—Ntr(UPlUT Py)
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(B76)

(B77)

(B78)

for P, P, € Py, and prove that {ap p/(U)}ueuy o is discrete for all P, P’ € Py, satisfying 7} # 0. We can confirm
that ap, p,(U) € R by noting that UP,UT and P are hermitian. Take arbitrary U € Uy g. Since L satisfies Eq. (B77),

for any P’ € PJ;, we get
1
Z vpapp (U)' = Z Vp - Wtr((P/UPUT)®t)
PePy; PePy;

1
ZQTNU(P’@U@LUW)

1
:Wtr(Pl®tL)

1
= Z Vp - Wtr((P/P)@)
PeP};

= Z '7;96P,P’

PePl
’
:'YP/.

By the triangle inequality, we have

Y Mellapp )" = el
PePyY

By taking the sum over P’ € Py, we get

Y Wellape @ = Y Wel= Y Il

PP ePY; PePY; PeP;

For any P € Py, UPUT can be expanded in the Pauli basis as

UPUt = > QLNtr(UPUTP’)P’: > app(U)P.

P G'P;\rj P’G'PI,

By considering the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the both sides, we get

1 ZQLNtr((UPUT)T(UPU )

1
=2thI‘ E OépVP/(U)*OéP,P//(U)P,P”
P/,P//ep?\’[

(B79)

(B80)

(B81)

(B82)
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1
Z Oépyp/(U)*Ozp7p//(U)27NtI‘(P/P”)
P PrePY

= Z aP,P’(U)*O[P,P”(U)(SP’,P”
P PrEPY

= 3 lapp (@) (BS3)

N
PeP;

By Egs. (B81) and (B83), we get

Yo Wellape @) = Y Wpl-1= Y Wel| X lape @] = > hpllape@)F.  (B84)

P,P'eP}; PePY PePy PePf; P,P'ePY;

This is equivalently expressed as

> Wel(lapp (U)]" = lapp (U)) > 0. (B85)
P,P'EPY

Since |ap p/(U)| <1 by Eq. (B83) and ¢ > 3, we have |ap p/(U)|* — |ap p/(U)|* < 0. This implies that equality holds
in Eq. (B85). We therefore get for any P, P’ € Py satisfying 75 # 0,

lap,p (U)|" = |ap,p (U)* = 0. (B86)

Since ap p/(U) € R, we get
app (U) =0,%1. (B8T)
This implies that {ap p/(U)}vecuy o is discrete. On the other hand, since Uy g is connected by Lemma 18 in Ap-

pendix G and ap p/(U) is continuous, {ap p/(U)}veuy o is connected. We therefore know that {ap p/(U)}veuy g is
a singleton, which implies that for any U € Uy g,

app/(U) =app(I)=0dpp. (B88)
By plugging this into Eq. (B82), we get
UPU'= > 6pp P =P. (B89)
PePf;
O

By combining the three lemmas above, we prove Proposition 2.

Proof of Proposition 2. First, we prove that Uy g D Uy g. We define Q' := {Q € Py | 3G € G tr(GQ) # 0}. Then,
Q is the group (Q') generated by Q'. For any G € G, we know that

G= Y %@Q= %@Q+ Y 1@Q= Y (G)Q €span(Q) C span(Q), (B90)

QePi Qe QePi\o’ Qe

where 7¢(G) is defined by Eq. (B67), and we used yo(G) = 0 for all Q € P{;\Q' by the definition of Q'. For any
U € Un,g, we therefore get [U, G] = 0. Since this holds for all G € G, we get Un.o C Un g.

Next, we prove that Uy g C Un,o. Take arbitrary @ € Q. By the definition of Q’, we can take G € G such that
v0(G) # 0. By the definition of vp(G), G can be written as

G= Y (G)P. (B91)

PeP};
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We define L € L(H®3) by

L:= > ~p(G)P%. (B92)

PeP;

By Lemma 9, we get U¥3LUT®3 = L for all U € Cy,g. Since Cy g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design, by Lemma 10,
we get USLUT®3 = [ for all U € Uy g. By Lemma 11, we know that UPUT = P for all U € Uy and P € Py
satisfying yp(G) # 0. Since Q satisfies 7o (G) # 0, we have for any U € Un g, UQUT = Q, or equivalently [U, Q] = 0.
Since this holds for all @ € Q" and Q = (Q'), we get [U,Q] = 0 for all U € Uy and Q € Q. This implies that
UN,g C Z/{N7Q. O

By combining Propositions 1 and 2, we prove Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorem 6. First, we consider the “if” part. We suppose that Uy g = Un,o with some subgroup Q of Py.
Then, the conditions for G- and Q-symmetric unitary 3-designs are equivalent and Cy.g = Cny NUNg =Cn NUN,0 =
Cn,o. Thus it suffices to show that Cy ¢ is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design, which we proven in Proposition 1.
Next, we consider the “only if” part. We suppose that Cy g is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design. We define Q :=
{Q € P | 3G € G s.t. tr(GQ) # 0}). Then, Q is a subgroup of Py and by Proposition 2, we get Uy g = Un,o.

Appendix C: Proof of Theorem 2 (Construction of symmetric Clifford groups)

In this appendix, we present complete and unique constructions of symmetric Clifford groups with elementary gate
sets under Pauli symmetries and certain non-Pauli symmetries in Theorems 7 and 8, respectively (see Figs. 1 and 3
in the main text). Theorem 7 corresponds to Theorem 2 in the main text. We note that the theorems about unitary
designs in this paper are proven without using these theorems.

1. Pauli symmetries

First, for any Pauli symmetry, we present a construction of the symmetric Clifford group and prove that the
construction is complete and unique. By using the fact that any Pauli subgroup can be transformed into a simple
Pauli subgroup in the form of Eq. (B16), we know that it is sufficient only to consider such form of symmetries. We
show that every symmetric Clifford operator can be written with the four types of operators that we consider in the
proofs of Lemmas 5, 6, 7 and 8, and we also show that it is expressed in a unique way.

Theorem 7. (Restatement of Theorem 2.) Let N € N and Q be a subgroup of Pn. Then, there exist W € Cy and
N1, No, N3 € N such that

PoW QW' = Po{,X,Y,Z}M @ {1, Z}*N> @ {1}V, (C1)

which gives a decomposition of N qubits into three subsystems A1, Ay and As, each consisting of N1, Ny and Nj
qubits. Moreover, for any U € Cn, g, there uniquely exist {1, ;V;l € {0,1,2,3}V2 {1 }i<jcren, € {0,1}N2(N2=1)/2,

V eCn, and {Pj}é\gl € (PJJ\?B)Nz such that

N2 N2
=Wt (P; Vjk i
v=whT[[CiR) |V II 285 en | (118G, | W (C2)
Jj=1 J,k:1<j<k<Na j=1

where Sz jy acts on the jth qubit in the system Ag, CZ jy (2,k) acts on the jth and kth qubits in the system Ao, V
acts on the system As, C;(P;) is the controlled-P; gate with the jth qubit in the system Ao as the control qubit and the
qubits in the system As as the target qubits, and T[] represents the ordered product, i.e., TH;’L:1 O; : =0y ---020,.

We note that here we use different notations from those in Theorem 2 in the main text for convenience of explanation.
The subscript (j, %) in O ) means that O acts on the kth qubit in the susbystem A;.
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Proof. By Lemma 14 in Appendix G, we can take W € Cy and Ni, No, N3 > 0 such that PoWQOWT = PyR and
R =Po{l,X,Y,Z}®N @ {I,Z}®N2 @ {I}®Ns. Since U € Cy,g is equivalent to WIUW € Cn r, it is sufficient to prove
that for any U € Cn z, there uniquely exist {z; é\’:zl €{0,1,2,3}2 {v; 1 hi<jcr<n, € {0,1}V2(NV2=1/2 1V € Cn and
{P; }j 1 € (Py,)N? such that

N2 N2
— . . Vij,k M
U= |T[[Cp) |V 1T ezl en| | 1186, ) (C3)
Jj=1 7,k 1<j<k< N, j=1

First, we take arbitrary U € Cn g and prove that U can be expressed in the form of Eq. (C3). We are going to prove
by mathematical induction that for any [ € {0,1, ..., No}, there exist {pj}ézl € {0,1,2,3}, {vjrh<j<ijt1<k<N, €
{0,1}1@N2=1=0/2 T € Cy, and {Q;}._; € (£PF,)" such that

U, Zam] =0, Xam] =0if 1 <m < Ny, (C4)
U, Z,m] = 0if 1 <m < No, (C5)
U, X2m] =0if 1 <m <1, (C6)
where
l l N2
T Hle(Qa‘) T HMH 1CZ<V51’§>7<2,1<> H Stz | U (C7)
j= J=1k=j+

We can easily verify that this holds for [ = 0, because U’ = U in this case and U € Cy r satisfies U’Z(Lm)U’T =
Z(Lm) and U/X(l)m)U/T = X(l,m) for all m € {1,2, ...,Nl}, and U’Z(zym)U’T = Z(Q,m) for all m € {1,2, ...,Ng}. 