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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 t-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 UN , i.e., CN := {U ∈ UN |UPNU† = PN}, where
PN := {±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 UN as

Φt,X (L) :=

∫
U∈X

U⊗tLU†⊗tdµX (U), (1)

where L is a linear operator acting on tN qubits and µX
denotes the normalized Haar measure on X . We say that
the subgroup X is a unitary t-design if

Φt,X = Φt,UN
. (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 t better approximate the Haar
random unitaries, which can be regarded as a unitary ∞-
design. In this regard, it is known that the Clifford group
CN is a unitary 3-design but not a 4-design [27, 28]. Note
that unitary t-designs are always t′-designs if t > t′, 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 UN .
We define the G-symmetric Clifford group on N 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 is
defined by

CN,G := CN ∩ UN,G (3)

with the G-symmetric unitary group

UN,G := {U ∈ UN | ∀G ∈ G, [U,G] = 0}. (4)

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

Definition 2. (Symmetric unitary designs.) Let G and
X be subgroups of UN . X is a G-symmetric unitary t-
design if the t-fold twirling channel Φt,X satisfies

Φt,X = Φt,UN,G . (5)

Note that in these definitions, the symmetry constraint
is described by UN,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 CN,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, CN,G is a
G-symmetric unitary 3-design if and only if UN,G = UN,Q
with some subgroup Q of PN .

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 UN,G without using G itself, because when
two subgroups G and G′ of UN 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′ = {eiθZ|θ ∈ 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 =
{
I⊗N ,Z⊗N} , (6)

G =
{(
eiθZ

)⊗N ∣∣∣ θ ∈ R
}
, (7)

G =

{(
ei(θXX+θYY+θZZ)

)⊗N ∣∣∣∣ θX, θY, θZ ∈ R
}
. (8)

These groups are isomorphic to Z2, 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
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(8) with N ≥ 2, G-symmetric Clifford group is not a G-
symmetric unitary 3-design, because in these cases UN,G
cannot be expressed as UN,Q 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 UN,G can be expressed as UN,Q with
a Pauli subgroup Q = {I,Z} or P1.

We can prove that there is no Pauli subgroup Q such
that UN,G = UN,Q when G is given by Eq. (7) or (8) with
N ≥ 2 as follows: First, we suppose that UN,G = UN,Q
with some Pauli subgroup Q. Second, we note that we
always have Q ⊂ UN,UN,Q

. Third, the qubit permutation
group S satisfies S ⊂ UN,G , which implies that UN,UN,G

⊂
UN,S . By these three relations, we get Q ⊂ UN,UN,Q =
UN,UN,G ⊂ UN,S . Combined with Q ⊂ PN , this implies

that Q ⊂ {±1,±i} · {I⊗N ,X⊗N ,Y⊗N ,Z⊗N}. Then, we
have X(1)X(2) ∈ UN,Q = UN,G , where X(j) 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 t such that CN,G 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 UN,G = {eiθI|θ ∈ R}, which we will
describe in Theorem 4; generally we have tmax = 3 for
Pauli symmetry. On the other hand, when G is given by
Eq. (7) or (8) with N ≥ 2, we get tmax = 1, which we will
describe in Theorem 3. Note that the single-qubit case
is special since we have tmax = 3,∞ 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,Q is a Q-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
Φ3,CN,G = Φ3,UN,G = D by considering the fixed-points of
Φ3,CN,G and Φ3,UN,G . We emphasize that the nontrivial
and technical contribution of Theorem 1 resides in the
“only if” part. Namely, if CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary
3-design, then there exists a Pauli subgroup Q such that
UN,G = UN,Q. Concretely, we construct Q as the group
generated by the set Q′ := {Q ∈ {I,X,Y,Z}⊗N |∃G ∈
G s.t. tr(GQ) ̸= 0}, where A⊗n := A ⊗ A⊗n−1 and
A ⊗ B := {A ⊗ B|A ∈ A, B ∈ B} for general opera-
tor sets A and B. The inclusion UN,G ⊃ UN,Q directly
follows from span(G) ⊂ 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 ⊂ UN,Q requires some technical lemmas (see Ap-
pendix B 2). We consider the function U 7→ UQU† from
UN,G to UN for arbitrary taken Q ∈ 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 := P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗N1 ⊗ {I,Z}⊗N2 ⊗ {I}⊗N3 (9)

by some Clifford conjugation action up to phase, i.e.,
P0WQW † = R with some W ∈ CN , where P0 :=
{±1,±i}. We denote the subsystem of Nk qubits by
Ak (k = 1, 2, 3) and the set of indices representing the
qubits in Ak by Γk. We can get N1, N2, 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 ′QW ′† = {I,X,Y,Z} ⊗ Q′ or (ii)
W ′QW ′† = {I,Z} ⊗ Q′ up to phase with some Clifford
operator W ′. We can conduct the first type of induction
process while Q has noncommutative pairs of elements,
and the second type of process while Q ̸= {I} up to
phase, as we show in Lemma 14 in Appendix G. N1 and
N2 are given as the numbers of the first and the second
induction processes, respectively, and N3 = N−N1−N2.
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 ∈ CN and R
in the form of Eq. (9) such that P0WQW † = R, and
every Q-symmetric Clifford operator U can be uniquely
expressed as Fig. 1(a) as

U =W †

T
∏
j∈Γ2

C(Pj)(j,Γ3)

V
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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⊗4,Y⊗4,Z⊗4}.
Every Q-symmetric Clifford operator can be uniquely ex-
pressed with µj ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, ν ∈ {0, 1}, V ∈ C2 and
Pj ∈ {I,X,Y,Z}⊗2.

×

 ∏
j,k∈Γ2,j<k

CZ
νj,k
(j,k)

∏
j∈Γ2

S
µj

(j)

W (10)

with µj ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, νj,k ∈ {0, 1}, V ∈ CN3
and

Pj ∈ {I,X,Y,Z}⊗N3 , where S(j) is the S gate on the
jth qubit, CZ(j,k) is the controlled-Z gate on the jth and
kth qubit, V acts on the subsystem A3, and C(Pj)(j,Γ3)

is the controlled-Pj gates with the jth qubit as the con-
trol qubit and the qubits in the subsystem A3 as the
target qubits, and T

∏
means the ordered product, i.e.,

T
∏n
j=1Oj := On · · ·O2O1.

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,G divided by the freedom of phase U0 := {eiθ|θ ∈ R}
is given by

|CN,G/U0| =4N2 · 2N2(N2−1)/2 · |CN3
/U0| ·

(
4N3
)N2

∼22(N2/2+N3)
2+3(N2/2+N3), (11)

where we used the fact that there are 4, 2, |CN3
/U0| and

4N3 choices for each µj , νj,k, V , and Pj , respectively,

and |CN3/U0| ∼ 22N
2
3+3N3 [36]. This is much smaller

than the size |CN/U0| ∼ 22N
2+3N of the entire Clifford

group. The reduction rate is exponential with N in a
standard setup where N1 and N2 are O(1) [37, 38], which
highlights the significance of the explicit construction of

symmetric Clifford operators. We can see that each qubit
in A1, A2 and A3 contributes as 0, 1/2 and 1 qubit in
the estimation of the size |CN,G/U0|. When we ignore
the phase degree of freedom, the size |CN,G/U0| of the G-
symmetric Clifford group on N qubits is almost the same
as the size |CN2/2+N3

/U0| of the entire Clifford group on
N2/2 +N3 qubits.
We illustrate the construction of Pauli-symmetric

Clifford operators by taking the symmetry Q =
{I⊗4,X⊗4,Y⊗4,Z⊗4} 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 Q-symmetric Clifford operator U
can be uniquely expressed as Fig. 1 (b) by noting
that WQW † = {I(1),Z(1)} ⊗ {I(2),Z(2)} with W =
H(1)CNOT(4,2)CNOT(1,3)CNOT(3,4)CNOT(1,2). We can
confirm that the symmetry constraint greatly reduces the
size of the Clifford group by seeing that |C4,Q/U0| ∼ 108

and |C4/U0| ∼ 1013. 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/U0|. As can be seen from Eq. (11),
we can understand that the entire curve is shifted by
N1 + N2/2 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 CN,R with a specific
class of Pauli subgroupsR given by Eq. (9), because there
exists some Clifford conjugation actionW ·W † that gives
one-to-one correspondence from CN,Q to CN,R 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 ∈ CN,R, U satisfies
UZ(j)U

† = Z(j) and UX(j)U
† = X(j) for all j ∈ Γ1, and

UZ(j)U
† = Z(j) for all j ∈ Γ2. We can inductively con-

struct U ′ such that U ′U is in the form of Eq. (10), and
U ′Z(j)U

′† = Z(j) and U ′X(j)U
′† = X(j) for all j ∈ Γ1

and j ∈ Γ2. This implies that U ′ is a Clifford operator
acting nontrivially only on the subsystem A3, and thus
U ′ is in the form of Eq. (10). Since U can be written
as U = U ′†(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 ∈ CN,R and suppose that
there are two different sets of (µj , νj,k, V, Pj) 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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der various Pauli symmetries. Here, we show the scaling for
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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 Eqs. (7) and (8). We rigorously present
this statement as a theorem.

Theorem 3. (Randomness of U(1) and SU(2)-
symmetric Clifford groups.) Let N ≥ 2 and G be given
by Eq. (7) or (8). Then, CN,G 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

U = c

 ∏
1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
(j,k)

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

(j)

Kσ (12)

with µj ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, νj,k ∈ {0, 1}, σ ∈ SN and c ∈ U0,
where Kσ is the permutation operator that brings the
jth qubit to the σ(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

|CN,G/U0| =2N(N−1)/2 · 4N ·N !

∼22(N/2)
2+3(N/2)+(N+1/2) log2(N/e). (13)

In the case of Eq. (8), the G-symmetric Clifford opera-
tors are restricted to cKσ with c ∈ U0 and σ ∈ SN as
expressed in Fig. 3 (b). The size of UN,G/U0 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 UN,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, CN,G is a
G-symmetric unitary 4-design if and only if UN,G = U0I.

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 CN,G is a G-
symmetric unitary 4-design. We define L ∈ L(H⊗4) by
L :=

∑
P∈P+

N
P⊗4, where P+

N := {I,X,Y,Z}⊗N . We take

arbitrary U ∈ CN,G . By Lemma 17 in Appendix G, we
can take a function sU : P+

N → {±1} and a bijection hU
on P+

N such that UPU† = sU (P )hU (P ) for all P ∈ P+
N .

We note that sU and hU are dependent on U . By using
the definitions of L, sU and hU , we get

U⊗4LU†⊗4 =
∑
P∈P+

N

(UPU†)⊗4

=
∑
P∈P+

N

(sU (P )hU (P ))
⊗4

=
∑
P∈P+

N

sU (P )
4hU (P )

⊗4

=
∑
P∈P+

N

hU (P )
⊗4
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FIG. 4. Frame potentials Ft(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 N1 = 1,
N2 = 2, N3 = 3 and the U(1) symmetry given by Eq. (7) with
N = 4. (a) Frame potentials Ft(X ) for the case of the Pauli
symmetry computed by taking the average over 106 samples.
(b) Size scaling of the relative error of Ft(CN,G) against the
theoretical lower bound Ft(UN,G). Here, we independently
generate M samples for U and U ′ respectively, and compute
the mean value of |tr(UU ′†)|2t. As we increase the total data
size M2, the errors become smaller for t ≤ 3, while they
remain finite for t = 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].

=
∑
P∈P+

N

P⊗4

=L. (14)

Since this holds for all U ∈ CN,G and CN,G is a
G-symmetric unitary 4-design, by Lemma 10 in Ap-
pendix B, we have U⊗4LU†⊗4 = L for all U ∈ UN,G .
We therefore get UPU† = P for all U ∈ UN,G and
P ∈ P+

N by Lemma 11 in Appendix B. This implies that

any U ∈ UN,G satisfies PUP = U for all P ∈ P+
N , which

is equivalent to U = eiθI with some θ ∈ R. This means
that UN,G ⊂ U0I. Since UN,G ⊃ U0I always holds, we get
UN,G = U0I.

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 UN,G as [2]

Ft(X ) :=

∫
U,U ′∈X

|tr(UU ′†)|2tdµX (U)dµX (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 Φt,X and Φt,UN,G by the frame
potentials. It is therefore straightforward to show that
Ft(X ) ≥ Ft(UN,G), where the equality holds if and only
if X is a G-symmetric unitary t-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 (c)(d)
shows that, when the Clifford group is constrained by
G = {(eiθZ)⊗N |θ ∈ R}, which is isomorphic to U(1),
then the G-symmetric Clifford group CN,G 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 CN,G . 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
µj ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, νj,k ∈ {0, 1}, Pj ∈ {I,X,Y,Z}⊗N3 with a
uniform probability, and have also employed the method
in Ref. [35] in order to uniformly choose Clifford opera-
tors V ∈ CN3 acting on the subsystem A3. 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 ρ of the group G, i.e., ρ(G) := G for all
G ∈ G. Since ρ is a unitary representation, ρ is com-
pletely reducible, and thus there exist some set of pairs
{(Iλ,Jλ)} of spaces such that the Hilbert space H of the
N qubits is decomposed into

H =
⊕
λ

Iλ ⊗ Jλ (16)

and

ρ(G) =
⊕
λ

ρλ(G)⊗ I (17)

with inequivalent irreducible representations ρλ of G on
Iλ and the identity operator I on Jλ. This implies that λ
is the index for inequivalent irreducible representations,
Iλ is the representation space, and Jλ is the multiplicity
space.
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Theorem 5. (Formula for frame potentials of symmet-
ric unitary groups.) Let G be a subgroup of UN and the
regular representation ρ of G be irreducibly decomposed in
the form of Eq. (17). Then, the frame potential Ft(UN,G)
of the G-symmetric unitary group UN,G is given by

Ft(UN,G) = (t!)2
∑

(tλ)∈St

∏
λ

dim(Iλ)2tλ
(tλ!)2

Ftλ(U(Jλ)) (18)

with St := {(tλ)|
∑
λ tλ = t, tλ ∈ Z, tλ ≥ 0} and the

unitary group U(Jλ) on Jλ.

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. III B. In this case, λ is the index for specifying
the sequence of the eigenvalues of Zj for j ∈ Γ2. We
take Iλ as the Hilbert space of the subsystems A1 and A2

which is the simultaneous eigenspace of (Zj)j∈Γ2
with the

eigenvalues specified by λ, and also take Jλ as the Hilbert
space of the subsystem A3. This means that there are
2N2 choices for λ, and for each of them, the dimensions of
Iλ and Jλ are 2N1 and 2N3 , respectively. When t ≤ 2N3 ,
Eq. (18) gives the following simple form:

Ft(UN,Q) =(t!)2
∑

(tλ)∈St

∏
λ

(
2N1
)2tλ

(tλ!)2
· tλ!

=22N1t · t!
∑

(tλ)∈St

t!∏
λ tλ!

=22N1t · t! ·
(
2N2
)t

=2(2N1+N2)t · t!, (19)

where we used Ftλ(U(Jλ)) = tλ! 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 Ft(UN,G). For a unitary subgroup
X , we define fX by

fX (z) :=

∫
U∈X

det
(
ez(U+U†)

)
dµX (U) ∀z ∈ C. (20)

Then, fX satisfies

fX (z)

=

∫
U∈X

etr(z(U+U†))dµX (U)

=

∫
U∈X

( ∞∑
t=0

zt

t!
(tr(U))t

)( ∞∑
t′=0

zt
′

t′!
(tr(U†))t

′

)
dµX (U)

=

∞∑
t=0

∞∑
t′=0

zt+t
′

t!t′!

∫
U∈X

(tr(U))t(tr(U†))t
′
dµX (U)

=

∞∑
t=0

∞∑
t′=0

zt+t
′

t!t′!
δt,t′Ft(X )

=

∞∑
t=0

z2t

(t!)2
Ft(X ), (21)

where we used∫
U∈X

(tr(U))t(tr(U†))t
′
dµX (U)

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(∫
U∈X

(tr(eiθU))t(tr((eiθU)†))t
′
dµX (U)

)
dθ

=

(
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ei(t−t
′)θdθ

)
×
(∫

U∈X
(tr(U))

t (
tr(U†)

)t′
dµX (U)

)
=δt,t′Ft(X ). (22)

in the second to last line, and we note that the definition
of the frame potential (Eq. (15)) is equivalent to Ft(X ) =∫
U∈X |tr(U)|2tdµX (U) by the left invariance of the Haar

measure. By Eq. (2.26) of Ref. [40], every U ∈ UN,G can
be written as

U =
⊕
λ

I ⊗ Uλ (23)

with the identity operator I on Iλ and some Uλ ∈ U(Jλ),
and we have

det
(
ez(U+U†)

)
=det

(⊕
λ

(
I ⊗ ez(Uλ+U

†
λ)
))

=
∏
λ

(
det
(
ez(Uλ+U

†
λ)
))dim(Iλ)

=
∏
λ

det
(
edim(Iλ)z(Uλ+U

†
λ)
)
. (24)

Since Eq. (23) gives one-to-one correspondence between
UN,G and the set of U(Jλ), by Eqs. (20) and (24), we get

fUN,G (z)

=

∫
U∈UN,G

det
(
ez(U+U†)

)
dµUN,G (U)

=
∏
λ

∫
Uλ∈U(Jλ)

det
(
edim(Iλ)z(Uλ+U

†
λ)
)
dµU(Jλ)(Uλ)

=
∏
λ

fU(Jλ)(dim(Iλ)z). (25)

By using Eq. (21) and comparing the coefficients of z2t

of both sides of Eq. (25), we get Eq. (18).

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
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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].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors wish to thank Hidetaka Manabe and
Takahiro Sagawa for insightful discussions. This work
was supported by JST Grant Number JPMJPF2221,
JST ERATO Grant Number JPMJER2302, and JST
CREST Grant Number JPMJCR23I4, Japan. Y.M. is
supported by World-leading Innovative Graduate Study
Program for Materials Research, Information, and Tech-
nology (MERIT-WINGS) of the University of Tokyo.
Y.M. is also supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant No.
JP23KJ0421. N.Y. wishes to thank JST PRESTO No.
JPMJPR2119, and the support from IBM Quantum.

[1] F. Dupuis, M. Berta, J. Wullschleger, and R. Renner,
One-shot decoupling, Communications in Mathematical
Physics 328, 251 (2014).

[2] D. A. Roberts and B. Yoshida, Chaos and complexity by
design, Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 1 (2017).

[3] S. Popescu, A. J. Short, and A. Winter, Entanglement
and the foundations of statistical mechanics, Nature
Physics 2, 754 (2006).
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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 L(K → 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 UN . We denote the Pauli group on N qubits by PN . We define the Clifford group on
N qubits as the normalizer of PN and denote it by CN . 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 Xj , Yj , Zj , Hj and Sj , 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 CNOTj,k, CZj,k and SWAPj,k, respectively, where the jth qubit is the control qubit and the kth qubit
is the target qubit of CNOTj,k. We denote the set of Pauli operators without phase by P+

N := {I,X,Y,Z}⊗N , where
A⊗n := A ⊗ A⊗n−1 and A ⊗ B := {A ⊗ B|A ∈ A, B ∈ B} for general operator sets A and B. For convenience, we
formally define U0 := {eiθ | θ ∈ R} and P0 := {±1,±i}. We denote the symmetric group of degree M by SM . 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

CN,G := CN ∩ UN,G , (B1)

where

UN,G := {U ∈ UN | ∀G ∈ G [U,G] = 0}. (B2)

An operator U ∈ UN is called a G-symmetric Clifford operator if U ∈ CN,G.
This definition includes the conventional Clifford group CN as the special case when G = {I}.

Next, we define the notion of symmetric unitary design. For a subgroup G of UN and t ∈ N, we define G-symmetric
unitary t-designs as the group that approximate UN,G .
Definition 4. (Restatement of Definition 2.) Let t ∈ N and G be a subgroup of UN . A subgroup X of UN is a
G-symmetric unitary t-design if

Φt,X = Φt,UN,G , (B3)

where Φt,X is the t-fold twirling channel defined by

Φt,X :=

∫
U∈X

Et,UdµX (U), (B4)

with the normalized Haar measure on X and Et,U is the t-fold unitary conjugation map on L(H⊗t) defined by

Et,U (L) := U⊗tLU†⊗t ∀L ∈ L(H⊗t). (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 Et,U 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 CN,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,Q with some subgroup Q of the Pauli group PN .

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 CN,Q is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design for all Pauli
subgroups Q, which we show in the following proposition. This is because if UN,G = UN,Q, then CN,G = CN,Q 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,Q is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design.

By the definition of unitary t-designs, the goal is to prove ΦCN,Q = ΦUN,Q . In the following, we introduce two
useful properties of Φt,X for X = CN,Q and UN,Q.

As the first property, we cannot distinguish whether there is a symmetric unitary conjugation action before the
action of Φt,X . This can be directly proven by the right invariance of µX . We also use this lemma in the proofs of
Theorems 9 and 11.
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“   ” part

“           ” partonly if

Theorem 1. 𝒞!,𝒢 is a 𝒢-symmetric unitary 3-design iff ∃𝒬 ⊂ 𝒫! s.t. 𝒰!,𝒢 = 𝒰!,𝒬 .

Proposition 1.

Proposition 2. If 𝒞!,𝒢 is a 𝒢-symmetric unitary 3-design,

𝒞!,𝒬 is a 𝒬-symmetric unitary 3-design for 𝒬 ⊂ 𝒫!.

Lemma 14 Lemmas 12, 13

Lemma 1. ∀𝒟 ∈ ℭ%,𝒬 , Φ&,𝒳 ∘ 𝒟 = Φ&,𝒳 for 𝒬 ⊂ 𝒫!, 𝒳 = 𝒞!,𝒬 or 𝒰!,𝒬 .

Lemma 2. ∀𝐿 ∈ ℳ𝒬 , Φ&,𝒳 𝐿 = 𝐿 for 𝒬 ⊂ 𝒫!.

Lemma 3. ∃𝒟 ∈ ℭ%,𝒬 s.t. ∀𝐿 ∈ ℒ ℋ⊗& , 𝒟 𝐿 ∈ ℳ𝒬 for 𝒬 ⊂ 𝒫! .

Lemma 9. If 𝐿 = ∑)∈𝒫!" 𝛾) 𝐺 𝑃⊗&, then ∀𝑈 ∈ 𝒞!,𝒢, 𝑈⊗&𝐿𝑈,⊗& = 𝐿.

Lemma 10.

Lemma 11. If 𝐿 = ∑)∈𝒫!" 𝛾′)𝑃
⊗& and ∀𝑈 ∈ 𝒰!,𝒢, 𝑈⊗&𝐿𝑈,⊗& = 𝐿, 

Lemmas 4, 16

Lemma 5.
S gates

Lemma 6.
CZ gates

Lemma 7.
Clifford gates

Lemma 8.
Controlled-Pauli gates

Lemma 15

If 𝒞!,𝒢 is a 𝒢-symmetric unitary 3-design and 
∀𝑈 ∈ 𝒞!,𝒢, 𝑈⊗&𝐿𝑈,⊗& = 𝐿, then ∀𝑈 ∈ 𝒰!,𝒢, 𝑈⊗&𝐿𝑈,⊗& = 𝐿.

then 𝒰!,𝒢 = 𝒰!,𝒬 , where 𝒬 = 𝑄 ∈ 𝒫!- | ∃𝐺 ∈ 𝒢 s. t. tr 𝐺𝑄 ≠ 0 .

if

Lemma 17

Lemma 18

then ∀𝑈 ∈ 𝒰!,𝒢 and 𝑃 ∈ 𝒫!- satisfying 𝛾′) ≠ 0, 𝑈𝑃𝑈, = 𝑃.

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, Φt,X be defined by Eq. (B4), and Ct,G be
the set of all t-fold G-symmetric Clifford conjugation mixture maps defined by

Ct,G :=


n∑
j=1

λjEt,Uj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ n ∈ N, λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R, U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ CN,G ,
n∑
j=1

λj = 1

 . (B6)

Then, for any t-fold G-symmetric Clifford mixture map D ∈ Ct,G,

Φt,X ◦ D = Φt,X . (B7)
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Proof. Since D ∈ Ct,G , D can be written as D =
∑n
j=1 λjEt,Uj

with some λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R and U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ CN,G
satisfying

∑n
j=1 λj = 1. For any j ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, we get

Φt,X ◦ Et,Uj =

∫
U∈X

Et,U ◦ Et,UjdµX (U) =

∫
U∈X

Et,UUjdµX (U) =

∫
U∈X

Et,UdµX (U) = Φt,X , (B8)

where we used the right invariance of µX . 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

Φt,X ◦ D =

n∑
j=1

λjΦt,X ◦ Et,Uj
=

n∑
j=1

λjΦt,X = Φt,X . (B9)

As the second property, we introduce trivial fixed-points of Φt,X for X = CN,Q and UN,Q in an explicit form.

Lemma 2. Let N ∈ N, G be a subgroup of UN , X = CN,G or UN,G, Φ3,X be defined by Eq. (B4), and MG be the
linear subspace of L(H⊗3) defined by

MG := span ({Vσ(G1 ⊗G2 ⊗G3) | σ ∈ S3, G1, G2, G3 ∈ G}) , (B10)

where the span is taken over the field C and Vσ ∈ U(H⊗3) is the permutation operator that brings the jth copy of
qubits to the σ(j)th qubits, i.e.,

Vσ (|Ψ1⟩ ⊗ |Ψ2⟩ ⊗ |Ψ3⟩) := |Ψσ−1(1)⟩ ⊗ |Ψσ−1(2)⟩ ⊗ |Ψσ−1(3)⟩ (B11)

for all |Ψ1⟩ , |Ψ2⟩ , |Ψ3⟩ ∈ H. Then, Φ3,X (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 Vσ is the same as that of the
σ−1(j)th copy of qubits before the action, because Vσ brings σ−1(j)th copy of qubits to the jth copy of qubits.

Proof. Since Φ3,X is a linear map andMG is a linear subspace spanned by {Vσ(G1⊗G2⊗G3) | σ ∈ S3, G1, G2, G3 ∈ G},
it is sufficient to show that Φ3,X (Vσ(G1 ⊗ G2 ⊗ G3)) = Vσ(G1 ⊗ G2 ⊗ G3) for all σ ∈ S3, G1, G2, G3 ∈ G. Since Vσ
commutes with U⊗3, and G1, G2 and G3 commute with U for all U ∈ UN,G , we have [Vσ(G1 ⊗ G2 ⊗ G3), U

⊗3] = 0
for all U ∈ UN,G . We therefore get

Φ3,X (Vσ(G1 ⊗G2 ⊗G3)) =

∫
U∈X

U⊗3Vσ(G1 ⊗G2 ⊗G3)U
†⊗3dµX (U)

=

∫
U∈X

Vσ(G1 ⊗G2 ⊗G3)dµX (U)

=Vσ(G1 ⊗G2 ⊗G3). (B12)

Although we only require the fact that all the points in MG are fixed-points of Φ3,UN,G in our proof, we can prove
that the set of all the fixed-points of Φ3,UN,G corresponds with MUN,UN,G

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 ∈ C3,Q satisfying
D(L) ∈ MQ for all L ∈ L(H⊗3). If we can construct such a map D, we can explicitly compute the t-fold uniform
unitary mixture map Φt,X as Φ3,X = Φ3,X ◦ D = D for X = CN,Q and UN,Q, which implies that Φ3,CN,Q = Φ3,UN,Q .
We present the existence of such a map D as a lemma.

Lemma 3. Let N ∈ N, Q be a subgroup of PN , C3,Q be the set all t-fold Q-symmetric Clifford conjugation mixture
maps defined by Eq. (B6) and MQ be defined by Eq. (B10). Then, there exists a map D ∈ C3,Q such that D(L) ∈ MQ
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 UN satisfying U0G′ = U0WGW † with some W ∈ CN , and Ct,G and
Ct,G′ be the sets of all t-fold G- and G′-symmetric Clifford conjugation mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6). Then, there
exists a map D′ ∈ C3,G′ such that D′(L) ∈ MG′ for all L ∈ L(H⊗3) if and only if there exists a map D ∈ C3,G such
that D(L) ∈ MG for all L ∈ L(H⊗3).
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Proof. Since U0G′ = U0WGW † is equivalent to U0G = U0W
†G′W , it is sufficient only to prove the “if” part. We

suppose that there exists a map D ∈ C3,G such that D(L) ∈ MG for all L ∈ L(H⊗3). By the definition of C3,G , D can
be written as

D =

n∑
j=1

λjE3,Uj
(B13)

with some n ∈ N, U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ CN,G , and λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R satisfying
∑n
j=1 λj = 1. We define

D′ :=
n∑
j=1

λjE3,WUjW † . (B14)

Then, D′ ∈ C3,G by noting that WUjW
† ∈ CN,G′ for all j ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}. By this definition, we also know that for any

L ∈ L(H⊗t),

D′(L) =W⊗3D(W †⊗3LW⊗3)W †⊗3

∈W⊗3MGW
†⊗3

=span
({
W⊗3VσW

†⊗3(WG1W
† ⊗WG2W

† ⊗WG3W
†) | σ ∈ S3, G1, G2, G3 ∈ G)

})
=span ({Vσ(G′

1 ⊗G′
2 ⊗G′

3) | σ ∈ S3, G
′
1, G

′
2, G

′
3 ∈ G′)})

=MG′ . (B15)

Now we note that any Pauli subgroup Q can generally be transformed into a Pauli subgroup R in the form of

R := P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗N1 ⊗ {I,Z}⊗N2 ⊗ {I}N3 (B16)

with some N1, N2, 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 |Ψ⟩ exists in K, we denote O(K)

and |Ψ⟩(K)
, 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 H1, H2 and H3 (see Fig. 6 (a)). The symmetry R induces a natural decomposition of each Hilbert

space Hj into three parts Hj
1, Hj

2 and Hj
3 of N1 N2 and N3 qubits, correspondingly to the representation of R. We

also denote the Hilbert space of the lth qubit in Hj
k by Hj

k,l. (see Fig. 6 (b)). We denote the tensor product of the

three spaces of H1
k, H2

k and H3
k by Htot

k (see Fig. 6 (c)). We may refer to Hj
k simply as Hk 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 H2, the controlled-Z gates on two qubits in H2, the Clifford gates on qubits in H3, and the controlled-Pauli
gates with a control qubit in H2 and target qubits in H3 (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 H2. In the following, we denote the Pauli
Z-basis of the qubit in Hj

2,l by |xj,l⟩ with xj,l ∈ {0, 1}, and define |x⟩ :=
⊗

j∈{1,2,3},l∈{1,2,...,N2}, |xj,l⟩ for

x := (xj,l)j∈{1,2,3},l∈{1,2,...,N2}.

Lemma 5. Let N ∈ N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), C3,R be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}, D1,m be defined by

D1,m(L) :=
1

4

3∑
µ=0

 3⊗
j=1

Sµ(H
j
2,m)

L

 3⊗
j=1

Sµ†
(Hj

2,m)

 (B17)

and K ∈ L(H⊗3) be in the form of

K = P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗O(Htot

3 ) (B18)
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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 H1, H2 and H3. When we explicitly

show that a unitary operator U acts on Hj , we denote U (Hj). (b) The symmetry R decomposes each Hilbert space Hj into
three parts; Hj

1, Hj
2 and Hj

3 for the N1, N2 and N3 qubits, correspondingly to the representation of R. The figure is for

the case when N1 = 1, N2 = 2 and N3 = 2. We denote the Hilbert space for the lth qubit in Hj
k by Hj

k,l. (c) We define

Htot
k := H1

k ⊗H2
k ⊗H3

k for k = 1, 2, 3. We note that the total Hilbert space H⊗3 can be expressed in two ways as H1 ⊗H2 ⊗H3

and as Htot
1 ⊗ Htot

2 ⊗ Htot
3 . (d) As R-symmetric Clifford operations, we focus on four types of gates; the S gates on qubits

in H2, the controlled-Z gates on two qubits in H2, the Clifford gates on qubits in H3, and the controlled-Pauli gates with a
control qubit in H2 and target qubits in H3.

with some P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 and O ∈ L(Htot
3 ). Then, we have D1,m ∈ C3,R and

D1,m(K) =

{
K (if

∑3
j=1 xj,m =

∑3
j=1 yj,m)

0 (otherwise).
(B19)

Proof. Since S(H
j
2,m) ∈ CN,R and D1,m is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of I⊗3, S⊗3, (S2)⊗3 and

(S3)⊗3, we can confirm that D1,m ∈ C3,R. By noting that S =
∑
z∈{0,1} i

z |z⟩ ⟨z|, we get

D1,m(K) =
1

4

3∑
µ=0

P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗

(
iµ

∑3
j=1 xj,m |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) i−µ

∑3
j=1 yj,m

)
⊗O(Htot

3 )

=

(
1

4

3∑
µ=0

iµ(
∑3

j=1 xj,m−∑3
j=1 yj,m)

)
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗O(Htot

3 )

=

{
K (if

∑3
j=1 xj,m ≡∑3

j=1 yj,m (mod 4))
0 (otherwise).

(B20)

Since xj,m and yj,m take only 0 or 1,
∑3
j=1 xj,m ≡∑3

j=1 yj,m (mod 4) is equivalent to
∑3
j=1 xj,m =

∑3
j=1 yj,m.
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Second, we prove the property of the mixture of the controlled-Z gates on H2.

Lemma 6. Let N ∈ N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), C3,R be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m,m′ ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2} satisfy m ̸= m′, D2,m,m′ be defined by

D2,m,m′(L) :=
1

2

1∑
ν=0

 3⊗
j=1

CZν
(
Hj

2,m,H
j

2,m′

)L

 3⊗
j=1

CZν†
(
Hj

2,m,H
j

2,m′

) (B21)

for all L ∈ L(H⊗3), and K ∈ L(H⊗3) be in the form of Eq. (B18) with some P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 and

O ∈ L(Htot
3 ). Then, D2,m,m′ ∈ C3,R and

D2,m,m′(K) =

{
K (if

∑3
j=1 xj,mxj,m′ ≡∑3

j=1 yj,myj,m′ (mod 2))
0 (otherwise).

(B22)

Proof. Since CZ

(
Hj

2,m,H
j

2,m′

)
∈ CN,R and D2,m,m′ is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of I⊗3 and CZ⊗3,

we can confirm that D2,m,m′ ∈ C3,R. By noting that CZ =
∑
z,w∈{0,1}(−1)zw |zw⟩ ⟨zw|, we get

D2,m,m′(K) =
1

2

1∑
ν=0

P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗

(
iν

∑3
j=1 xj,mxj,m′ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) i−ν

∑3
j=1 yj,myj,m′

)
⊗O(Htot

3 )

=

(
1

2

1∑
ν=0

iν(
∑3

j=1 xj,mxj,m′−
∑3

j=1 yj,myj,m′ )

)
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗O(Htot

3 )

=

{
K (if

∑3
j=1 xj,mxj,m′ ≡∑3

j=1 yj,myj,m′ (mod 2))
0 (otherwise).

(B23)

Third, we prove the property of the mixture of the Clifford gates on H3. 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), C3,R be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6), D3 be defined by

D3(L) :=
1

|V|
∑
U∈V

(
U (H1

3) ⊗ U (H2
3) ⊗ U (H3

3)
)
L
(
U†(H1

3) ⊗ U†(H2
3) ⊗ U†(H3

3)
)

(B24)

for all L ∈ L(H⊗3) with V being the set of all the representatives of the equivalence classes in CN3
/(U0I), and

K ∈ L(H⊗3) be in the form of Eq. (B18) with some P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 and O ∈ L(Htot
3 ). Then, D3 ∈ C3,R

and

D3(K) = P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗

∑
σ∈S3

ασT
(Htot

3 )
σ (B25)

with some {ασ}σ∈S3
∈ CS3 , where Tσ ∈ U(Htot

3 ) is defined as the permutation operator satisfying

Tσ

(
|ξ1⟩(H

1
3) ⊗ |ξ2⟩(H

2
3) ⊗ |ξ3⟩(H

3
3)
)
= |ξσ−1(1)⟩(H

1
3) ⊗ |ξσ−1(2)⟩(H

2
3) ⊗ |ξσ−1(3)⟩(H

3
3) (B26)

for all |ξ1⟩ , |ξ2⟩ , |ξ3⟩ ∈ H3.

Proof. Since U(Hj
3) ∈ CN,R for all U ∈ V and D3 is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of U⊗3 for U ∈ V,

we can confirm that D3 ∈ C3,R. By the definition of D3, D3(K) is written as

D3(K) = P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗O′(Htot

3 ) (B27)

with

O′ :=
∫
U ′∈CN3

U ′⊗3
OU ′†⊗3

dµCN3
(U ′). (B28)
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Since the Clifford group CN3
is a unitary 3-design [27, 28], O′ can also be written as

O′ =
∫
U ′∈UN3

U ′⊗3
OU ′†⊗3

dµUN3
(U ′). (B29)

For any U ∈ UN3
, by the left invariance of µUN3

, we get

U⊗3O′U†⊗3 =

∫
U ′∈UN3

(UU ′)⊗3O′(UU ′)†⊗3 dµUN3
(U ′) =

∫
U ′∈UN3

U ′⊗3
OU ′†⊗3

dµUN3
(U ′) = O′. (B30)

This implies that O′ commutes with U⊗3 for all U ∈ UN3 . By Theorem 7.15 of Ref. [47], O′ can be written as
O′ =

∑
σ∈S3

ασTσ with some {ασ}σ∈S3 ∈ CS3 .

Finally, we prove the property of the mixture of the controlled-Pauli gates on H2 and H3. Here we fix the control
qubit as the mth qubit in H2.

Lemma 8. Let N ∈ N, R be defined by Eq. (B16), C3,R be the set of all 3-fold R-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6), m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}, D4,m be defined by

D4,m(L) :=
1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

 3⊗
j=1

C(Q)(H
j
2,m,H

j
3)

L

 3⊗
j=1

C(Q)†(H
j
2,m,H

j
3)

 (B31)

for all L ∈ L(H⊗3), where C(Q)(H
j
2,m,H

j
3) is the controlled-Q operator defined for Q ∈ P+

N3
by

C(Q)(H
j
2,m,H

j
3) = |0⟩ ⟨0|(H

j
2,m) ⊗ I(H

j
3) + |1⟩ ⟨1|(H

j
2,m) ⊗Q(Hj

3), (B32)

and J ∈ L(H⊗3) be in the form of

J = P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ (B33)

with some P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 , and σ ∈ S3 satisfying

3∑
j=1

xj,l =

3∑
j=1

yj,l for all l ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}, (B34)

3∑
j=1

xj,lxj,l′ ≡
3∑
j=1

yj,lyj,l′ (mod 2) for all l, l′ ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}, (B35)

and xσ(j),m′ = yj,m′ for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3} and m′ ∈ {1, 2, ...,m−1}, where Tσ is defined by Eq. (B26). Then, D4,m ∈ C3,R
and

D4,m(J) = cP (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′ (B36)

with some c ∈ R and σ′ ∈ S3 satisfying xσ′(j),m′ = yj,m′ 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
j
2,m,H

j
3) ∈ CN,R. D4,m is an affine combination of the conjugation actions of C(Q)⊗3 for

Q ∈ P+
N3

, and thus we can also confirm that D4,m ∈ C3,R. By noting that

C(Q)(H
j
2,m,H

j
3) =

∑
z∈{0,1}

|z⟩ ⟨z|(H
j
2,m) ⊗Qz(H

j
3), (B37)

we know that

D4,m(J) =
1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗

 3⊗
j=1

Qxj,m(Hj
3)

T
(Htot

3 )
σ

 3⊗
j=1

Qyj,m†(H
j
3)

 . (B38)
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We note that  3⊗
j=1

Qxj,m(Hj
3)

T
(Htot

3 )
σ =T

(Htot
3 )

σ · T (H
tot
3 )

σ−1

 3⊗
j=1

Qxj,m(Hj
3)

T
(Htot

3 )
σ

=T
(Htot

3 )
σ

 3⊗
j=1

Qxj,m

(
Hσ−1(j)

3

)
=T

(Htot
3 )

σ

 3⊗
j=1

Qxσ(j),m(Hj
3)

 . (B39)

By Eqs. (B38) and (B39), we get

D4,m(J) =
1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ

 3⊗
j=1

Qxσ(j),m(Hj
3)

 3⊗
j=1

Q−yj,m(Hj
3)



=P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ

 1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

3⊗
j=1

Qxσ(j),m−yj,m(Hj
3)

 . (B40)

First, we consider the case when xσ(j),m = yj,m for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. In this case, we have

1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

3⊗
j=1

Qxσ(j),m−yj,m(Hj
3) =

1

4N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

3⊗
j=1

I(H
j
3) = I(H

tot
3 ). (B41)

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

D4,m(J) = P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ I(H
tot
3 ) = cP (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′ , (B42)

where c := 1 and σ′ := σ. Since σ′ = σ, we get xσ′(j),m = xσ(j),m = yj,m for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3} and m′ ∈ {1, 2, ...,m}.
Next, we consider the case when xσ(j),m ̸= yj,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 satisfy xσ(p),m ̸= xσ(j),m for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{p} and yq,m ̸= yj,m for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{q}.
Then, such p and q satisfy p ̸= q and xσ(p),m = yq,m. We note that

1

2N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

3⊗
j=1

Qxσ(j),m−yj,m(Hj
3) =

1

2N3

∑
Q∈P+

N3

Q(Hp
3) ⊗Q(Hq

3)

=

N3⊗
l=1

1

2

∑
Q∈P+

1

Q(Hp
3,l) ⊗Q(Hq

3,l)


=

N3⊗
l=1

SWAP(H
p
3,l,H

q
3,l)

=T
(Htot

3 )
τp,q , (B43)

where SWAP(H
p
3,l,H

q
3,l) is the SWAP operator between the Hilbert spaces Hp

3,l and Hq
3,l, and τp,q ∈ S3 is the trans-

position between p and q. By Eqs. (B40) and (B43), we get

D4,m(J) =
1

2N3
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ T
(Htot

3 )
τp,q = cP (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′ , (B44)

where c := 1/2N3 and σ′ := στp,q. For anym
′ ∈ {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 xσ(p),m′ = xσ(q),m′ by Lemma 15 in Appendix G. We therefore
get xσ′(j),m′ = xσ(τp,q(j)),m′ = xσ(j),m′ = yj,m′ for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. As for the conclusion in the case of m′ = m, since
xσ′(j),m = xσ(τp,q(j)),m ≡ xσ(p),m+ δτp,q(j),p = yq,m+ δj,τp,q(p) = yq,m+ δj,q ≡ yj,m (mod 2), we get xσ′(j),m = yj,m for
j ∈ {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 ∈ CN such that
U0WQW † = U0R. By Lemma 4, it is sufficient to show that there exists a map D ∈ C3,R such that D(L) ∈ MR for
all L ∈ L(H⊗3). We define D by

D = D4 ◦ D3 ◦ D2 ◦ D1, (B45)

where D1, D2, D3, and D4 are defined by Eqs. (B17), (B21), (B24), (B31), and

D1 := D1,N2
◦ · · · ◦ D1,2 ◦ D1,1, (B46)

D2 := D2,N2−1 ◦ · · · ◦ D2,2 ◦ D2,1, (B47)

D2,m := D2,m,N2
◦ · · · ◦ D2,m,m+2 ◦ D2,m,m+1, (B48)

D4 := D4,N2
◦ · · · ◦ D4,2 ◦ D4,1. (B49)

By Lemma 16 in Appendix G, we can confirm that D ∈ C3,R. Take arbitrary L ∈ L(H⊗3). Since D1, D2, D3 and D4

are linear maps, MR is a linear subspace, and L can be written as

L =
∑

P∈P+
3N1

,x,y∈{0,1}3N2

P (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗O

(Htot
3 )

P,x,y (B50)

with some OP,x,y ∈ L(Htot
3 ), it is sufficient to show that

D4 ◦ D3 ◦ D2 ◦ D1(K) ∈ MR (B51)

for all K ∈ L(H⊗3) in the form of Eq. (B18) with P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 and O ∈ L(Htot
3 ). By Lemmas 5, 6 and

7, we get

D3 ◦ D2 ◦ D1(K) =

{
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗∑σ∈S3

ασT
(Htot

3 )
σ (if x and y satisfy Eqs. (B34) and (B35))

0 (otherwise)

(B52)

with some {ασ}σ∈S3
∈ CS3 , where we note that Eq. (B35) in the case of k = k′ can be derived from Eq. (B34). Since

D4 is a linear map and MR is a linear subspace, it is sufficient to show that

D4(J) ∈ MR (B53)

for all J ∈ L(H⊗3) in the form of Eq. (B33) with P ∈ P+
3N1

, x,y ∈ {0, 1}3N2 satisfying Eqs. (B34) and (B35) and
σ ∈ S3. By Lemma 8, we know that

D4(J) = cP (H
tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′ (B54)

with c ∈ R and σ′ ∈ S3 satisfying xσ′(j),l = yj,l for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3} and l ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. We therefore get

D4(J) =cVσ′Vσ′−1

(
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′

)
=cVσ′

(
R
(Htot

1 )
σ′−1 ⊗ S

(Htot
2 )

σ′−1 ⊗ T
(Htot

3 )
σ′−1

)(
P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |x⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′

)
=cVσ′

(
R
(Htot

1 )
σ′−1 P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ S

(Htot
2 )

σ′−1 |x⟩ ⟨y|(H
tot
2 ) ⊗ T

(Htot
3 )

σ′−1 T
(Htot

3 )
σ′

)
, (B55)

where Rσ ∈ U(Htot
1 ) and Sσ ∈ U(Htot

2 ) are defined as the permutation operators satisfying

Rσ

(
|ϕ1⟩(H

1
1) ⊗ |ϕ2⟩(H

2
1) ⊗ |ϕ3⟩(H

3
1)
)
:= |ϕσ−1(1)⟩(H

1
1) ⊗ |ϕσ−1(2)⟩(H

2
1) ⊗ |ϕσ−1(3)⟩(H

3
1) , (B56)

Sσ

(
|ψ1⟩(H

1
2) ⊗ |ψ2⟩(H

2
2) ⊗ |ψ3⟩(H

3
2)
)
:= |ψσ−1(1)⟩(H

1
2) ⊗ |ψσ−1(2)⟩(H

2
2) ⊗ |ψσ−1(3)⟩(H

3
2) (B57)
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for all |ϕj⟩ ∈ H1 and |ψj⟩ ∈ H2. We note that

S
(Htot

2 )
σ′−1 |x⟩(H

tot
2 ) = S

(Htot
2 )

σ′−1

 3⊗
j=1

|xj⟩(H
j
2)

 =

3⊗
j=1

|xσ′(j)⟩(H
j
2) =

3⊗
j=1

|yj⟩(H
j
2) = |y⟩(H

tot
2 ) . (B58)

where xj := (xj,l)l∈{1,...,N2}, yj := (yj,l)l∈{1,...,N2}, |xj⟩ :=
⊗

l∈{1,...,N2} |xj,l⟩ and |yj⟩ :=
⊗

l∈{1,...,N2} |yj,l⟩ for

j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. By Eqs. (B55) and (B58), we have

D4(J) = cVσ′

(
R
(Htot

1 )
σ′−1 P (H

tot
1 ) ⊗ |y⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) ⊗ I(H

tot
3 )
)
. (B59)

R
(Htot

1 )
σ′−1 P (H

tot
1 ) can be written as

R
(Htot

1 )
σ′−1 P (H

tot
1 ) =

∑
P1,P2,P3∈P+

N1

ζP1,P2,P3

3⊗
j=1

P
(Hj

1)
j (B60)

with some ζP1,P2,P3
∈ C defined for P1, P2, P3 ∈ P+

N1
. |y⟩ ⟨y|(H

tot
2 ) can be written as

|y⟩ ⟨y|(H
tot
2 ) =

⊗
j∈{1,2,3},l∈{1,2,...,N2}

|yj,l⟩ ⟨yj,l|(H
j
2,l)

=
⊗

j∈{1,2,3},l∈{1,2,...,N2}

1

2

∑
wj,l∈{0,1}

[(−1)yj,lZ]
wj,l(Hj

2,l)

=
1

23N2

∑
w∈{0,1}3N2

⊗
j∈{1,2,3},l∈{1,2,...,N2}

(−1)yj,lwj,lZwj,l(Hj
2,l)

=
1

23N2

∑
w∈{0,1}3N2

(−1)
∑

j,l yj,lwj,l

3⊗
j=1

(
N2⊗
l=1

Zwj,l(Hj
2,l)

)
. (B61)

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

D4(J) =
c

23N2

∑
P1,P2,P3∈P+

N1
,w∈{0,1}3N2

ζP1,P2,P3
(−1)

∑
j,l yj,lwj,lVσ′

3⊗
j=1

(
P
(Hj

1)
j ⊗

N2⊗
l=1

Zwj,l(Hj
2,l) ⊗ I(H

j
3)

)
∈ MR.

(B62)

□

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

Proof of Proposition 1. Let X be CN,Q or UN,Q. By Lemma 3, we can take D ∈ C3,Q such that D(L) ∈ MQ for all
L ∈ L(H⊗3). For any L ∈ L(H⊗3), By Lemma 1, we have

Φ3,X (L) = Φ3,X (D(L)). (B63)

Since D(L) ∈ MQ, by Lemma 2, we get

Φ3,X (D(L)) = D(L). (B64)

Eqs. (B63) and (B64) imply that Φ3,X = D. Since this holds for X = CN,Q and UN,Q, we get Φ3,CN,Q = Φ3,UN,Q , i.e.,
CN,Q is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design. □
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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 ∈ P+
N | ∃G ∈ G s.t. tr(GQ) ̸= 0}⟩ . (B65)

Then, UN,G = UN,Q.

Since we always have UN,G ⊃ UN,Q by the construction of Q, we focus on the proof of UN,G ⊂ UN,Q. 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 ∈ UN,G . We prove it in three steps, correspondingly in Lemmas 9, 10 and 11.

First, we show that we can construct an operator L ∈ L(H⊗3) from arbitrary taken G ∈ G such that L is invariant
under the conjugation action of U⊗3 for all U ∈ CN,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, t′ ∈ N satisfy t ≡ t′ (mod 2), U ∈ CN , G ∈ L(H) satisfy UGU† = G, and L ∈ L(H⊗t) be
defined by

L :=
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)
t′P⊗t, (B66)

where γP (G) : L(H) → C gives the expansion coefficient of P in the Pauli basis, i.e.,

γP (G) :=
1

2N
tr(GP ). (B67)

Then, U⊗tLU†⊗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 sU : P+
N → {±1} and some bijection hU on P+

N such

that for any P ∈ P+
N ,

UPU† = sU (P )hU (P ). (B68)

We therefore get∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)P = G = UGU† =
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)sU (P )hU (P ) =
∑
P∈P+

N

γh−1
U (P )(G)sU (h

−1
U (P ))P. (B69)

By comparing the both sides, we get

γP (G) = γh−1
U (P )(G)sU (h

−1
U (P )) (B70)

for all P ∈ P+
N . By using this relation, we get

U⊗tLU†⊗t =
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)
t′(UPU†)⊗t

=
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)
t′(sU (P )hU (P ))

⊗t

=
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)
t′sU (P )

thU (P )
⊗t
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=
∑
P∈P+

N

(γP (G)sU (P ))
t′hU (P )

⊗t

=
∑
P∈P+

N

(γh−1
U (P )(G)sU (h

−1
U (P )))t

′
P⊗t

=
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)
t′P⊗t

=L. (B71)

Second, we suppose that CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design and that L ∈ L(H⊗3) is invariant under the
conjugation action of U⊗3 for all U ∈ CN,G , and we show that such L is invariant under the conjugation action of U⊗3

even for all U ∈ UN,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⊗t)
satisfy U⊗tLU†⊗t = L for all U ∈ CN,G. Then, U⊗tLU†⊗t = L for all U ∈ 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 ′⊗tLU ′†⊗t = L for all U ′ ∈ CN,G , we have∫
U ′∈CN,G

U ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tdµCN,G (U
′) =

∫
U ′∈CN,G

LdµCN,G (U
′) = L. (B72)

Since CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary t-design, we have∫
U ′∈CN,G

U ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tdµCN,G (U
′) =

∫
U ′∈UN,G

U ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tdµUN,G (U
′). (B73)

By Eqs. (B72) and (B73), we get

L =

∫
U ′∈UN,G

U ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tdµUN,G (U
′). (B74)

We therefore get for any U ∈ UN,G ,

U⊗tLU†⊗t =
∫
U ′∈UN,G

U⊗tU ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tU†⊗tdµUN,G (U
′)

=

∫
U ′∈UN,G

(UU ′)⊗tL(UU ′)†⊗tdµUN,G (U
′)

=

∫
U ′∈UN,G

U ′⊗tLU ′†⊗tdµUN,G (U
′)

=L, (B75)

where we used the left invariance of µUN,G .

Finally, under the assumption that L is in the form given in Lemma 9 and it is invariant under the conjugation
action of U⊗t for all U ∈ UN,G , we prove that every Pauli basis composing L with a nonzero coefficient is invariant
under the conjugation action of U for all U ∈ UN,G . In the proof of this, we fix a Pauli operator P and consider a
continuous map U 7→ UPU† from UN,G to UN . 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 UN,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.
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Lemma 11. Let N ∈ N, t ≥ 3, G be a subgroup of UN , and L ∈ L(H⊗t) be defined by

L :=
∑
P∈P+

N

γ′PP
⊗t (B76)

with some γ′P ∈ C for P ∈ P+
N and satisfy

U⊗tLU†⊗t = L (B77)

for all U ∈ UN,G. Then, UPU† = P for all U ∈ UN,G and P ∈ P+
N satisfying γ′P ̸= 0.

This lemma is also used in the proof of Theorem 4 in the main text.

Proof. We define αP1,P2(U): UN,G → R by

αP1,P2(U) :=
1

2N
tr(UP1U

†P2) (B78)

for P1, P2 ∈ P+
N , and prove that {αP,P ′(U)}U∈UN,G is discrete for all P, P ′ ∈ P+

N satisfying γ′P ̸= 0. We can confirm

that αP1,P2
(U) ∈ R by noting that UP1U

† and P2 are hermitian. Take arbitrary U ∈ UN,G . Since L satisfies Eq. (B77),
for any P ′ ∈ P+

N , we get ∑
P∈P+

N

γ′PαP,P ′(U)t =
∑
P∈P+

N

γ′P · 1

2tN
tr((P ′UPU†)⊗t)

=
1

2tN
tr(P ′⊗tU⊗tLU†⊗t)

=
1

2tN
tr(P ′⊗tL)

=
∑
P∈P+

N

γ′P · 1

2tN
tr((P ′P )⊗t)

=
∑
P∈P+

N

γ′P δP,P ′

=γ′P ′ . (B79)

By the triangle inequality, we have ∑
P∈P+

N

|γ′P ||αP,P ′(U)|t ≥ |γ′P ′ |. (B80)

By taking the sum over P ′ ∈ P+
N , we get∑
P,P ′∈P+

N

|γ′P ||αP,P ′(U)|t ≥
∑

P ′∈P+
N

|γ′P ′ | =
∑
P∈P+

N

|γ′P |. (B81)

For any P ∈ P+
N , UPU† can be expanded in the Pauli basis as

UPU† =
∑

P ′∈P+
N

1

2N
tr(UPU†P ′)P ′ =

∑
P ′∈P+

N

αP,P ′(U)P ′. (B82)

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

1 =
1

2N
tr((UPU†)†(UPU†))

=
1

2N
tr

 ∑
P ′,P ′′∈P+

N

αP,P ′(U)∗αP,P ′′(U)P ′P ′′


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=
∑

P ′,P ′′∈P+
N

αP,P ′(U)∗αP,P ′′(U)
1

2N
tr(P ′P ′′)

=
∑

P ′,P ′′∈P+
N

αP,P ′(U)∗αP,P ′′(U)δP ′,P ′′

=
∑

P ′∈P+
N

|αP,P ′(U)|2. (B83)

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

∑
P,P ′∈P+

N

|γ′P ||αP,P ′(U)|t ≥
∑
P∈P+

N

|γ′P | · 1 =
∑
P∈P+

N

|γ′P |

 ∑
P ′∈P+

N

|αP,P ′(U)|2
 =

∑
P,P ′∈P+

N

|γ′P ||αP,P ′(U)|2. (B84)

This is equivalently expressed as ∑
P,P ′∈P+

N

|γ′P |(|αP,P ′(U)|t − |αP,P ′(U)|2) ≥ 0. (B85)

Since |αP,P ′(U)| ≤ 1 by Eq. (B83) and t ≥ 3, we have |αP,P ′(U)|t − |αP,P ′(U)|2 ≤ 0. This implies that equality holds
in Eq. (B85). We therefore get for any P, P ′ ∈ P+

N satisfying γ′P ̸= 0,

|αP,P ′(U)|t − |αP,P ′(U)|2 = 0. (B86)

Since αP,P ′(U) ∈ R, we get

αP,P ′(U) = 0,±1. (B87)

This implies that {αP,P ′(U)}U∈UN,G is discrete. On the other hand, since UN,G is connected by Lemma 18 in Ap-
pendix G and αP,P ′(U) is continuous, {αP,P ′(U)}U∈UN,G is connected. We therefore know that {αP,P ′(U)}U∈UN,G is
a singleton, which implies that for any U ∈ UN,G ,

αP,P ′(U) = αP,P ′(I) = δP,P ′ . (B88)

By plugging this into Eq. (B82), we get

UPU† =
∑

P ′∈P+
N

δP,P ′P ′ = P. (B89)

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

Proof of Proposition 2. First, we prove that UN,G ⊃ UN,Q. We define Q′ := {Q ∈ P+
N | ∃G ∈ G tr(GQ) ̸= 0}. Then,

Q is the group ⟨Q′⟩ generated by Q′. For any G ∈ G, we know that

G =
∑
Q∈P+

N

γQ(G)Q =
∑
Q∈Q′

γQ(G)Q+
∑

Q∈P+
N\Q′

γQ(G)Q =
∑
Q∈Q′

γQ(G)Q ∈ span(Q′) ⊂ span(Q), (B90)

where γQ(G) is defined by Eq. (B67), and we used γQ(G) = 0 for all Q ∈ P+
N\Q′ by the definition of Q′. For any

U ∈ UN,Q, we therefore get [U,G] = 0. Since this holds for all G ∈ G, we get UN,Q ⊂ UN,G .
Next, we prove that UN,G ⊂ UN,Q. Take arbitrary Q ∈ Q′. By the definition of Q′, we can take G ∈ G such that

γQ(G) ̸= 0. By the definition of γP (G), G can be written as

G =
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)P. (B91)
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We define L ∈ L(H⊗3) by

L :=
∑
P∈P+

N

γP (G)P
⊗3. (B92)

By Lemma 9, we get U⊗3LU†⊗3 = L for all U ∈ CN,G . Since CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design, by Lemma 10,
we get U⊗3LU†⊗3 = L for all U ∈ UN,G . By Lemma 11, we know that UPU† = P for all U ∈ UN,G and P ∈ P+

N
satisfying γP (G) ̸= 0. Since Q satisfies γQ(G) ̸= 0, we have for any U ∈ UN,G , UQU† = Q, or equivalently [U,Q] = 0.
Since this holds for all Q ∈ Q′ and Q = ⟨Q′⟩, we get [U,Q] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G and Q ∈ Q. This implies that
UN,G ⊂ UN,Q. □

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

Proof of Theorem 6. First, we consider the “if” part. We suppose that UN,G = UN,Q with some subgroup Q of PN .
Then, the conditions for G- and Q-symmetric unitary 3-designs are equivalent and CN,G = CN ∩ UN,G = CN ∩ UN,Q =
CN,Q. Thus it suffices to show that CN,Q is a Q-symmetric unitary 3-design, which we proven in Proposition 1.
Next, we consider the “only if” part. We suppose that CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary 3-design. We define Q :=

⟨{Q ∈ P+
N | ∃G ∈ G s.t. tr(GQ) ̸= 0}⟩. Then, Q is a subgroup of PN and by Proposition 2, we get UN,G = UN,Q.

□

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 ∈ CN and
N1, N2, N3 ∈ N such that

P0WQW † = P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗N1 ⊗ {I,Z}⊗N2 ⊗ {I}⊗N3 , (C1)

which gives a decomposition of N qubits into three subsystems A1, A2 and A3, each consisting of N1, N2 and N3

qubits. Moreover, for any U ∈ CN,Q, there uniquely exist {µj}N2
j=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N2 , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N2

∈ {0, 1}N2(N2−1)/2,

V ∈ CN3 and {Pj}N2
j=1 ∈ (P+

N3
)N2 such that

U =W †

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Pj)

V

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

N2∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

W, (C2)

where S(2,j) acts on the jth qubit in the system A2, CZ(2,j),(2,k) acts on the jth and kth qubits in the system A2, V
acts on the system A3, Cj(Pj) is the controlled-Pj gate with the jth qubit in the system A2 as the control qubit and the
qubits in the system A3 as the target qubits, and T

∏
represents the ordered product, i.e., T

∏n
j=1Oj := On · · ·O2O1.

We note that here we use different notations from those in Theorem 2 in the main text for convenience of explanation.
The subscript (j, k) in O(j,k) means that O acts on the kth qubit in the susbystem Aj .
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Proof. By Lemma 14 in Appendix G, we can take W ∈ CN and N1, N2, N3 ≥ 0 such that P0WQW † = P0R and
R = P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗N1 ⊗{I,Z}⊗N2 ⊗{I}⊗N3 . Since U ∈ CN,Q is equivalent to W †UW ∈ CN,R, it is sufficient to prove

that for any U ∈ CN,R, there uniquely exist {µj}N2
j=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N2 , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N2

∈ {0, 1}N2(N2−1)/2, V ∈ CN3
and

{Pj}N2
j=1 ∈ (P+

N3
)N2 such that

U =

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Pj)

V

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

N2∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

 . (C3)

First, we take arbitrary U ∈ CN,R and prove that U can be expressed in the form of Eq. (C3). We are going to prove
by mathematical induction that for any l ∈ {0, 1, ..., N2}, there exist {µj}lj=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}l, {νj,k}1≤j≤l,j+1≤k≤N2

∈
{0, 1}l(2N2−l−1)/2, T ∈ CN3

and {Qj}lj=1 ∈ (±P+
N3

)l such that

[U ′,Z(1,m)] = [U ′,X(1,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N1, (C4)

[U ′,Z(2,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N2, (C5)

[U ′,X(2,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ l, (C6)

where

U ′ :=

T

l∏
j=1

Cj(Qj)

T

 l∏
j=1

N2∏
k=j+1

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

U†. (C7)

We can easily verify that this holds for l = 0, because U ′ = U in this case and U ∈ CN,R satisfies U ′Z(1,m)U
′† =

Z(1,m) and U ′X(1,m)U
′† = X(1,m) for all m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N1}, and U ′Z(2,m)U

′† = Z(2,m) for all m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. We

take arbitrary l ∈ {0, 1, ..., N2 − 1} and suppose that we can take {µj}lj=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N2 , {νj,k}1≤j≤l,j+1≤k≤N2
∈

{0, 1}l(2N2−l−1)/2, T ∈ CN3
and {Qj}lj=1 ∈ (±P+

N3
)l satisfying Eqs. (C4), (C5) and (C6). By Eq. (C4), we get

[U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†,Z(1,m)] = [U ′X(2,l+1)U

′†, U ′Z(1,m)U
′†] = U ′[X(2,l+1),Z(1,m)]U

′† = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N1. (C8)

In the same way, by Eqs. (C4), (C5) and (C6), we get

[U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†,X(1,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N1, (C9)

[U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†,Z(2,m)] = U ′[X(2,l+1),Z(2,m)]U

′† = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N2 and m ̸= l + 1, (C10)

[U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†,Z(2,l+1)] = U ′[X(2,l+1),Z(2,l+1)]U

′† ̸= 0, (C11)

[U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†,X(2,m)] = U ′[X(2,l+1),X(2,m)]U

′† = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ l. (C12)

Since U ′ ∈ CN and X(2,l+1) ∈ P+
N , we get

U ′X(2,l+1)U
′† ∈ ±P+

N . (C13)

By Eqs. (C8), (C9), (C10), (C11), (C12) and (C13), we get U ′X(2,l+1)U
′† ∈ ±{X(2,l+1),Y(2,l+1)}⊗{I(2,l+2),Z(2,l+2)}⊗

· · · ⊗ {I(2,N2),Z(2,N2)} ⊗ {I(3,1),X(3,1),Y(3,1),Z(3,1)} ⊗ · · · ⊗ {I(3,N3),X(3,N3),Y(3,N3),Z(3,N3)}. By noting that

SXS† = Y, SYS† = −X and HXH† = Z, we can take µl+1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} and T ′ ∈ CN3
such that (S

µl+1

(2,l+1) ⊗
T ′)U ′X(2,l+1)U

′†(Sµl+1

(2,l+1) ⊗ T ′)† ∈ {X(2,l+1)} ⊗ {I(2,l+2),Z(2,l+2)} ⊗ · · · ⊗ {I(2,N2),Z(2,N2)} ⊗ {I(3,1),Z(3,1)} ⊗ · · · ⊗
{I(3,N3),Z(3,N3)}. Equivalently, there exist {νl+1,k}N2

k=l+2 ∈ {0, 1}N2−l−1 and {ξk}N3

k=1 ∈ {0, 1}N3 satisfying

(S
µl+1

(2,l+1) ⊗ T ′)U ′X(2,l+1)U
′†(Sµl+1

(2,l+1) ⊗ T ′)† = X(2,l+1)

(
N2∏

k=l+2

Z
νl+1,k

(2,k)

)(
N3∏
k=1

Zξk(3,k)

)
. (C14)

By noting that CZ(X⊗I)CZ† = X⊗Z, we know that U ′′X(2,l+1)U
′′† = X(2,l+1), i.e., [U

′′,X(2,l+1)] = 0 with U ′′ defined
by

U ′′ :=

(
N3∏
k=1

CZξk(2,l+1),(3,k)

)(
N2∏

k=l+2

CZ
νl+1,k

(2,l+1),(2,k)

)
(S
µl+1

(2,l+1) ⊗ T ′)U ′. (C15)
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By Eqs. (C4), (C5), (C6) and (C15), we get [U ′′,Z(1,m)] = [U ′′,X(1,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ N1, [U ′′,Z(2,m)] = 0 if
1 ≤ m ≤ N2, and [U ′′,X(2,m)] = 0 if 1 ≤ m ≤ l. In order to complete the process of mathematical induction, we show
that U ′′ can be written in the form of Eq. (C7). By plugging Eq. (C7) into (C15), we get

U ′′ =Cl+1

(
N3∏
k=1

Zξk(3,k)

)
T ′
(

N2∏
k=l+2

CZ
νl+1,k

(2,l+1),(2,k)

)
S
µl+1

(2,l+1)

×

T

l∏
j=1

Cj(Qj)

T

 l∏
j=1

N2∏
k=j+1

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

U†. (C16)

We note that

T ′
(

N2∏
k=l+2

CZ
νl+1,k

(2,l+1),(2,k)

)
S
µl+1

(2,l+1)

T

l∏
j=1

Cj(Qj)

 =

T

l∏
j=1

Cj(T
′QjT

′†)

T ′
(

N2∏
k=l+2

CZ
νl+1,k

(2,l+1),(2,k)

)
S
µl+1

(2,l+1).

(C17)

By plugging Eq. (C17) into Eq. (C16), we get

U ′′ =

T

l+1∏
j=1

Cj(Q
′
j)

T ′′

l+1∏
j=1

N2∏
k=j+1

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

l+1∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

U†, (C18)

where T ′′ := T ′T , Q′
j := T ′QjT ′† for j ∈ {1, 2, ..., l}, Q′

l+1 :=
∏N3

k=1 Z
ξk
(3,k). We have thus completed the process of

mathematical induction, which implies that we can take {µj}N2
j=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N2 , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N2 ∈ {0, 1}N2(N2−1)/2,

T ∈ CN3
and {Qj}N2

j=1 ∈ (±P+
N3

)N2 satisfying

∀m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N1} [U ′,Z(1,m)] = [U ′,X(1,m)] = 0, ∀m ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2} [U ′,Z(2,m)] = [U ′,X(2,m)] = 0 (C19)

with

U ′ :=

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Qj)

T

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

N2∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

U†. (C20)

This implies that

U =U ′†

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Qj)

T

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)


=

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(U
′†QjU

′)

U ′†T

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)

 . (C21)

Eq. (C19) implies that U ′ acts only on the system A3, and Eq. (C20) implies that U ′ is a Clifford operator. For any
j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}, the Pauli operator Qj on the subsystem A3 satisfies U ′†QjU ′ ∈ ±P+

N3
, i.e., U ′†QjU ′ = (−1)κjPj

with some κj ∈ {0, 1} and Pj ∈ P+
N3

. We note that

Cj(U
′†QjU

′) = (Cj(−I))κj Cj(Pj) = S
2κj

(2,j)Cj(Pj). (C22)

We therefore get

U =

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Pj)

U ′†T

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µj+2κj

(2,j)


=

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Pj)

V

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

 l∏
j=1

S
µ′
j

(2,j)

 , (C23)
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where V := U ′†T ∈ CN3
and µ′

j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} is defined by µ′
j ≡ µj + 2κj (mod 4).

Next, we prove that the expression of U ∈ CN,R by Eq. (C3) is unique. We suppose that {µj}N2
j=1, {µ′

j}N2
j=1 ∈

{0, 1, 2, 3}N2 , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N2 , {ν′j,k}1≤j<k≤N2 ∈ {0, 1}N2(N2−1)/2, V, V ′ ∈ CN3 and {Pj}N2
j=1, {P ′

j}N2
j=1 ∈ (P+

N3
)N2 satisfyT

N2∏
j=1

Cj(Pj)

V

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
νj,k
(2,j),(2,k)

N2∏
j=1

S
µj

(2,j)


=

T

N2∏
j=1

Cj(P
′
j)

V ′

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N2

CZ
ν′
j,k

(2,j),(2,k)

N2∏
j=1

S
µ′
j

(2,j)

 . (C24)

We consider applying these two operators to vectors given in the form of |Ψ⟩ ⊗ |x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ ⊗ |Ξ⟩, where |Ψ⟩,
|x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ := |x1⟩ ⊗ |x2⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |xN2⟩ and |Ξ⟩ are vectors of the system A1, A2 and A3, respectively. We first
consider the case when xl = 0 for all l ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. Then, we get

|Ψ⟩ ⊗ |x1x2 · · ·xN2
⟩ ⊗ V |Ξ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ ⊗ |x1x2 · · ·xN2

⟩ ⊗ V ′ |Ξ⟩ . (C25)

Since this holds for all |Ξ⟩ ∈ H3, we get V = V ′. We next take arbitrary j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2} and consider the case when
xl = δl,j for all l ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. Then, we get

|Ψ⟩ ⊗ |x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ ⊗ (iµjPj)V |Ξ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ ⊗ |x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ ⊗ (iµ
′
jP ′

j)V |Ξ⟩ . (C26)

Since this holds for all |Ξ⟩ ∈ H3, we get iµjPj = iµ
′
jP ′

j . Since µj , µ
′
j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} and Pj , P

′
j ∈ P+

N3
, this implies

that µj = µ′
j and Pj = P ′

j . We finally take arbitrary j, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2} satisfying j < k and consider the case when
xl = δl,j + δl,k for all l ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. Then, we get

|Ψ⟩ ⊗ (−1)νj,k |x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ ⊗ (iµjPj)V |Ξ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ ⊗ (−1)ν
′
j,k |x1x2 · · ·xN2⟩ ⊗ (iµjPj)V |Ξ⟩ . (C27)

This implies that (−1)νj,k = (−1)ν
′
j,k . Since νj,k, ν

′
j,k ∈ {0, 1}, we get νj,k = ν′j,k. We therefore get µj = µ′

j , νj,k = ν′j,k,
V = V ′ and Pj = P ′

j for all j, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., N2}. This means that the expression of U ∈ CN,R in the form of Eq. (C3)
is unique.

2. U(1) and SU(2) symmetries

Next, we take U(1) and SU(2) symmetries given by Eqs. (7) and (8) in the main text as examples of non-Pauli
symmetries, and present complete and unique constructions for the symmetric Clifford groups. In both cases, every
symmetric Clifford operator can be written as the product of a permutation operator and a Pauli-symmetric Clifford
operator as shown in Fig. 3 in the main text.

Theorem 8. (Construction of the U(1) and SU(2)-symmetric Clifford groups.) Let N ∈ N, and G1 and G2 be given
by

G1 =
{(
eiθZ

)⊗N | θ ∈ R
}
, (C28)

G2 =

{(
ei(θXX+θYY+θZZ)

)⊗N
| θX, θY, θZ ∈ R

}
. (C29)

Then, for any U ∈ CN,G1
, there uniquely exist {µj}Nj=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N ∈ {0, 1}N(N−1)/2, σ ∈ SN and

c ∈ U0 such that

U = c

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

j

Kσ, (C30)

and for any U ∈ CN,G2
, there uniquely exist σ ∈ SN and c ∈ U0 such that

U = cKσ, (C31)
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where Kσ is defined as the permutation operator on H defined by

Kσ

 N⊗
j=1

|ψj⟩

 :=

N⊗
j=1

|ψσ−1(j)⟩ . (C32)

Proof. First, we consider the expression for CN,G1
. For the completeness of the expression, we take arbitrary U ∈ CN,G1

and show that U can be written in the form of Eq. (C30). Since U is G1-symmetric, we have

U
(
eiθZ

)⊗N
U† =

(
eiθZ

)⊗N
(C33)

for all θ ∈ R. By taking the derivative at θ = 0, we get

N∑
j=1

UZjU
† = U

 N∑
j=1

Zj

U† =
N∑
j=1

Zj . (C34)

By noting that the both sides are the sum of N different Pauli operators with equal coefficients, we know that

UZjU
† = Zσ(j) ∀j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} (C35)

with some σ ∈ SN . We define U ′ := UK†
σ. Then, we get

U ′ZjU
′† = UK†

σZjKσU
† = UZσ−1(j)U

† = Zj ∀j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}. (C36)

By Theorem 7, U ′ can be written as

U ′ = c

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

j

 (C37)

with some µj ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, νj,k ∈ {0, 1} and c ∈ U0. Note that the term c corresponds to the term V in Eq. (C2)
when N3 = 0. We therefore get

U = c

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

j

Kσ. (C38)

For the uniqueness of this expression, for any U ∈ CN,G1 , we take arbitrary two representations

U = c

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

j

Kσ = c′

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
ν′
j,k

j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µ′
j

j

Kσ′ (C39)

with σ, σ′ ∈ SN , {µj}Nj=1, {µ′
j}Nj=1 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}N , {νj,k}1≤j<k≤N , {ν′j,k}1≤j<k≤N ∈ {0, 1}N(N−1)/2 and c, c′ ∈ U0, and

show that all these parameters for the two representations are the same. We suppose that σ ̸= σ′. Then, we can take
j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} such that σ(j) ̸= σ′(j). By using the two representations for U , we get

Zσ(j) = UZjU
† = Zσ′(j), (C40)

but this is a contradiction. We therefore get σ = σ′. By Plugging this into Eq. (C39), we get

c

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
νj,k
j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µj

j

 = c′

 ∏
j,k:1≤j<k≤N

CZ
ν′
j,k

j,k

 N∏
j=1

S
µ′
j

j

 . (C41)

By Theorem 7, we get µj = µ′
j for all j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}, νj,k = ν′j,k for all j, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} satisfying j < k, and

c = c′.
Next, we consider the expression for CN,G2

. For the completeness of the expression, we take arbitrary U ∈ CN,G2

and show that U can be written in the form of Eq. (C31). In the same way as the case above, we have Eq. (C35) and

UXjU
† = Xσ′(j) (C42)
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with some σ′ ∈ SN . We suppose that σ ̸= σ′. Then, we can take j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} such that σ(j) ̸= σ′(j). This implies
that

[Zj ,Xj ] = U†[UZjU
†, UXjU

†]U = U†[Zσ(j),Xσ′(j)]U = 0 (C43)

but this contradicts with [Zj ,Xj ] ̸= 0. We thus get σ = σ′. We define U ′ := UK†
σ. Then, we get U ′ZjU ′† = Zj and

U ′XjU ′† = Xj for all j ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}. Since such U ′ is restricted to U ′ = cI with some c ∈ U0, we get

U = cKσ. (C44)

The uniqueness of this expression is trivial.

Appendix D: Proof of Unitary 1-Designs in Theorem 3

In this appendix, we take U(1) and SU(2) symmetries given by Eqs. (7) and (8) in the main text as examples
of non-Pauli symmetries, and show that the symmetric Clifford groups are symmetric unitary 1-designs for those
symmetries. This corresponds to the former half of the statement of Theorem 3 in the main text. The proof method
is similar to the one in the “if” part of Theorem 6.

Theorem 9. (1-design part of Theorem 3.) Let N ∈ N, G1 and G2 be defined by

G1 =
{(
eiθZ

)⊗N | θ ∈ R
}
, (D1)

G2 =

{(
ei(θXX+θYY+θZZ)

)⊗N
| θX, θY, θZ ∈ R

}
. (D2)

Then, CN,Gj
is a Gj-symmetric unitary 1-design for j = 1, 2.

Proof. First, we consider the symmetry given by G2. We define D by

D(L) :=
1

N !

∑
σ∈SN

KσLK
†
σ ∀L ∈ L(H), (D3)

where Kσ is the permutation operator defined by Eq. (C32). Then, for any L ∈ L(H) and σ′ ∈ SN , we get

Kσ′D(L)K†
σ′ =

1

N !

∑
σ∈SN

Kσ′KσLK
†
σK

†
σ′ =

1

N !

∑
σ∈SN

Kσ′σLK
†
σ′σ =

1

N !

∑
σ∈SN

KσLK
†
σ = D(L). (D4)

This implies that

D(L) ∈ span{V ⊗N | V ∈ U1} (D5)

by Theorem 7.11 of Ref. [47]. It is therefore sufficient to show that UV ⊗NU† = V ⊗N for all U ∈ UN,G2
and V ∈ U1, in

order to show that D(L) satisfies UD(L)U† = D(L) for all U ∈ UN,G2
. Take arbitrary U ∈ UN,G2

and V ∈ U1. Since
U satisfies [U, (eiθX)⊗N ] = [U, (eiθY)⊗N ] = [U, (eiθZ)⊗N ] = 0 for all θ ∈ R, by taking the derivative at θ = 0, we get

[U,Xtot] = [U,Ytot] = [U,Ztot] = 0, (D6)

where Xtot :=
∑N
k=1 Xk, Ytot :=

∑N
k=1 Yk and Ztot :=

∑N
k=1 Zk. Since V is a unitary operator on a single qubit, V

can be written as V = ei(ϕII+ϕXX+ϕYY+ϕZZ) with some ϕI, ϕX, ϕY, ϕZ ∈ R. This implies that

V ⊗N = ei(NϕII+ϕXXtot+ϕYYtot+ϕZZtot). (D7)

By Eqs. (D6) and (D7), we get [V ⊗N , U ] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G2
and V ∈ U1. By Eq. (D5), this implies that

[D(L), U ] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G2
. By Lemma 1, for X = CN,G2

and UN,G2
, we get

Φ1,X (L) = Φ1,X (D(L)) =

∫
U∈X

UD(L)U†dµX (U) =

∫
U∈X

D(L)dµX (U) = D(L) (D8)
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for all L ∈ L(H). Since this holds for X = CN,G2
and UN,G2

, this implies that Φ1,CN,G2
= Φ1,UN,G2

, or equivalently,
CN,G2

is a G2-symmetric unitary 1-design.
Next, we consider the symmetry given by G1. We define D by Eq. (D3). Then, D satisfies D ∈ C1,G . By the same

argument as the case of G2, we get D(L) ∈ span{V ⊗N | V ∈ U1}. We define D′ ∈ C1,G1 by

D′(L) :=
1

2N

∑
(µ1,µ2,...,µN )∈{0,1}N

(
N∏
k=1

Zµk

k

)
L

(
N∏
k=1

Z†µk

k

)
∀L ∈ L(H). (D9)

and D′′ by D′′ := D′ ◦ D. Then, we get D′′ ∈ C1,G1 by Lemma 16 in Appendix G, and

D′′(L) ∈ span{(V + ZV Z)⊗N | V ∈ U1}. (D10)

It is therefore sufficient to prove that [(V + ZV Z)⊗N , U ] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G1
and V ∈ U1, in order to show that

UD′′(L)U† = D′′(L) for all U ∈ UN,G1
. Take arbitrary U ∈ UN,G and V ∈ U1. In the same way as Eq. (D6), we can

prove that U satisfies

[U,Ztot] = 0. (D11)

Since V is a unitary operator on a single qubit, we note that V = ei(ϕII+ϕXX+ϕYY+ϕZZ), i.e., V = eiϕI cos(ϕ)I +

i sin(ϕ)(ϕXX + ϕYY + ϕZZ)/ϕ with some ϕI, ϕX, ϕY, ϕZ ∈ R, where ϕ :=
√
ϕ2X + ϕ2Y + ϕ2Z. We thus get V + ZV Z =

2eiϕI [cos(ϕ)I + i sin(ϕ) · ϕZZ/ϕ]. We take r ≥ 0 and ψ ∈ R such that r cos(ψ) = cos(ϕ) and r sin(ψ) = sin(ϕ) · ϕZ/ϕ.
Then we get V + ZV Z = 2reiϕIeiψZ. This implies that

(V + ZV Z)⊗N = (2reiϕI)NeiψZtot . (D12)

By Eqs. (D11) and (D12), we get [(V + ZV Z)⊗N , U ] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G1
and V ∈ U1. By Eq. (D10), this implies

that [D′′(L), U ] = 0 for all U ∈ UN,G1
. By the same argument as the case of G2, we know that CN,G1

is a G1-symmetric
unitary 1-design.

We note that there exists a group G such that the G-symmetric Clifford group CN,G is not even a G-symmetric

unitary 1-design. As a simple example, we can take N = 1 and G = {eiθ(αZ+βX) | θ ∈ R} with α, β ∈ R satisfying
α > β > 0. In this case, we can show that C1,G is not a G-symmetric unitary 1-design as follows: We take arbitrary
U ∈ C1,G . Then, U satisfies

Ueiθ(αZ+βX)U† = eiθ(αZ+βX) (D13)

for all θ ∈ R. By taking the derivative at θ = 0, we get

αUZU† + βUXU† = U(αZ + βX)U† = αZ + βX. (D14)

By noting that both UZU† and UXU† are Pauli operators and α > β > 0, we get

UZU† = Z, UXU† = X ∀U ∈ C1,G . (D15)

By Lemma 10, we get

UZU† = Z, UXU† = X ∀U ∈ U1,G . (D16)

This implies that U = eiθI with some θ ∈ R for all U ∈ U1,G , i.e., U1,G ⊂ U0I, but this contradicts with (αZ +

βX)/
√
α2 + β2 ∈ U1,G . We therefore know that C1,G is not a G-symmetric unitary 1-design.

Appendix E: Disproof of Unitary 2-Designs in Theorem 3

In this appendix, we show that for a certain class of non-Pauli symmetries, the symmetric Clifford group is not
a symmetric unitary 2-design. This is a generalized statement of the latter half of Theorem 3 in the main text.
Concretely, we consider the setup where a system consists of M ≥ 2 copies of n qubits and a symmetry group G is
given by

G =
{
F⊗M | F ∈ F

}
(E1)
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with a connected Lie subgroup F of Un on n qubits. In a physical perspective, this symmetry represents the conser-
vation of the total M quantities each of which is defined on n qubits. In a mathematical perspective, G is isomorphic
to F and the conserved quantities on n qubits are elements of the Lie algebra f of F . This form of symmetries
includes the U(1) and SU(2) symmetries given by Eqs. (7) and (8) in the main text as special cases. In fact, those
two symmetry groups are represented with M = N , n = 1 and F given by

F =
{
eiθZ | θ ∈ R

}
, F =

{
ei(θXX+θYY+θZZ) | θX, θY, θZ ∈ R

}
. (E2)

Theorem 10. (Generalized version of the 2-design part of Theorem 3.) Let N ∈ N and G be a subgroup of UN given
in the form Eq. (E1) with M ≥ 2, n ∈ N and a connected Lie subgroup F of Un. Then, CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary
2-design if and only if UN,G = UN .

Since we are going to deal with many Hilbert spaces in the proof, we define the notations for Hilbert spaces as
follows: In the context of unitary 2-designs, we consider two copies of the Hilbert space H associated with N qubits,
which we denote by H1 and H2. The symmetry G naturally induces the decomposition of the Hilbert space Hj into
M parts, which we denote the kth part by Hj

k. We denote Hj
k simply by Hk when we need not specify j.

Proof. Since CN is a unitary 3-design [27, 28], the “if” part is trivial. In the following, we consider the “only if” part.
Suppose that CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary 2-design. We define f as the Lie algebra of F , and we are going to prove
that f ⊂ {aI | a ∈ R}. We take arbitrary A ∈ f. Since eiθA ∈ F for all θ ∈ R, we have

M⊗
k=1

eiθA
(Hk) ∈ G. (E3)

We take arbitrary U ∈ CN,G . Then, U satisfies [
U,

M⊗
k=1

eiθA
(Hk)

]
= 0. (E4)

By taking the derivative at θ = 0, we get [
U,

M∑
k=1

A(Hk)

]
= 0. (E5)

We define βP as the expansion coefficient of P in A in the Pauli basis, i.e., βP := tr(AP )/2n. Then, A can be written
as

A =
∑
P∈P+

n

βPP. (E6)

By plugging Eq. (E6) into Eq. (E5), we get U, M∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

βPP
(Hk)

 = 0, (E7)

or equivalently,

U

 M∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

βPP
(Hk)

U† =
M∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

βPP
(Hk). (E8)

We define

B :=

M∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

β2
PP

(H1
k) ⊗ P (H2

k). (E9)

Then, we get U⊗2BU†⊗2 = B by Lemma 9. Since this holds for all U ∈ CN,G and CN,G is a G-symmetric unitary

2-design, we get U⊗2BU†⊗2 = B for all U ∈ UN,G by Lemma 10. By noting that the SWAP operator SWAP(H1,H2)
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between the Hilbert space H1 and H2 satisfies [SWAP(H1,H2), G] = 0 for all G ∈ G, we know that eiθ·SWAP(H1,H2) ∈
UN,G for all θ ∈ R. We thus get 2⊗

j=1

eiθ·SWAP(Hj
1,Hj

2)

B

 2⊗
j=1

e−iθ·SWAP(Hj
1,Hj

2)

 = B (E10)

for all θ ∈ R. By taking the derivative at θ = 0, we get 2∑
j=1

SWAP(Hj
1,H

j
2), B

 = 0. (E11)

This implies that for any Q,R, S ∈ P+
n ,

tr

 2∑
j=1

SWAP(Hj
1,H

j
2), B

(Q(H1
1) ⊗R(H1

2) ⊗ S(H2
1)
) = 0. (E12)

By using Eq. (E9), we expand the left-hand side of this as follows:

tr

 2∑
j=1

SWAP(Hj
1,H

j
2), B

(Q(H1
1) ⊗R(H1

2) ⊗ S(H2
1)
)

=tr

 2∑
j=1

SWAP(Hj
1,H

j
2),

M∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

β2
PP

(H1
k) ⊗ P (H2

k)

(Q(H1
1) ⊗R(H1

2) ⊗ S(H2
1)
)

=tr

 2∑
j=1

SWAP(Hj
1,H

j
2),

2∑
k=1

∑
P∈P+

n

β2
PP

(H1
k) ⊗ P (H2

k)

(Q(H1
1) ⊗R(H1

2) ⊗ S(H2
1)
)

=
∑
P∈P+

n

β2
P tr

([([
SWAP(H1

1,H1
2) ⊗ I(H

2
1) ⊗ I(H

2
2), P (H1

1) ⊗ I(H
1
2) ⊗ P (H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
]

+
[
SWAP(H1

1,H1
2) ⊗ I(H

2
1) ⊗ I(H

2
2), I(H

1
1) ⊗ P (H1

2) ⊗ I(H
2
1) ⊗ P (H2

2)
]

+
[
I(H

1
1) ⊗ I(H

1
2) ⊗ SWAP(H2

1,H2
2), P (H1

1) ⊗ I(H
1
2) ⊗ P (H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
]

+
[
I(H

1
1) ⊗ I(H

1
2) ⊗ SWAP(H2

1,H2
2), I(H

1
1) ⊗ P (H1

2) ⊗ I(H
2
1) ⊗ P (H2

2)
])

×
(
Q(H1

1) ⊗R(H1
2) ⊗ S(H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
)]

⊗
2⊗
j=1

M⊗
k=3

I(H
j
k)


=22(M−2)n

∑
P∈P+

n

β2
P

(
tr
([

SWAP(H1
1,H1

2), P (H1
1) ⊗ I(H

1
2)
] (
Q(H1

1) ⊗R(H1
2)
)
⊗ PS(H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
)

+tr
([

SWAP(H1
1,H1

2), I(H
1
1) ⊗ P (H2

1)
] (
Q(H1

1) ⊗R(H1
2)
)
⊗ S(H2

1) ⊗ P (H2
2)
)

+tr
(
PQ(H1

1) ⊗R(H2
1) ⊗

[
SWAP(H2

1,H2
2), P (H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
] (
S(H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
))

+tr
(
Q(H1

1) ⊗ PR(H2
1) ⊗

[
SWAP(H2

1,H2
2), I(H

2
1) ⊗ P (H2

2)
] (
S(H2

1) ⊗ I(H
2
2)
)))

. (E13)

The four terms in the sum can be calculated as follows:

tr([SWAP, P ⊗ I](Q⊗R)⊗ PS ⊗ I) =tr([SWAP, P ⊗ I](Q⊗R))tr(PS)tr(I)

=tr(SWAP([P ⊗ I,Q⊗R])) · 2nδP,S · 2n

=22nδP,Str(SWAP([P,Q]⊗R))

=22nδP,Str([P,Q]R), (E14)
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tr([SWAP, I ⊗ P ](Q⊗R)⊗ S ⊗R) =tr([SWAP, I ⊗ P ](Q⊗R))tr(S)tr(R)

=tr(SWAP[I ⊗ P,Q⊗R]) · 2nδS,I · 2nδR,I
=22nδR,IδS,Itr(SWAP[I ⊗ P,Q⊗ I])

=0, (E15)

tr(PQ⊗R⊗ [SWAP, P ⊗ I](S ⊗ I)) =tr(PQ)tr(R)tr([SWAP, P ⊗ I](S ⊗ I))

=2nδP,Q · 2nδR,I · tr(SWAP[P ⊗ I, S ⊗ I])

=22nδP,QδR,Itr(SWAP([P, S]⊗ I))

=22nδP,QδR,Itr([P, S])

=0, (E16)

tr(Q⊗ PR⊗ [SWAP, I ⊗ P ](S ⊗ I)) =tr(Q)tr(PR)tr([SWAP, I ⊗ P ](S ⊗ I))

=2nδQ,I · 2nδP,R · tr(SWAP[I ⊗ P, S ⊗ I])

=0, (E17)

where we used the cyclicity of the trace and the swap trick tr(SWAP(L⊗M)) = LM . By plugging Eqs. (E13), (E14),
(E15), (E16) and (E17) into Eq. (E12), we get

22(M−1)nβ2
Str([S,Q]R) = 0. (E18)

Suppose that βS ̸= 0. Then, Eq. (E18) means that tr([S,Q]R) = 0. Since this holds for all Q,R ∈ P+
n , we have

[S,Q] = 0 for all Q ∈ P+
n . This implies that S = I. We therefore know that βS ̸= 0 for all S ∈ P+

n \{I}, or equivalently,
A = βII. Since this holds for all A ∈ f, we get f ⊂ {aI | a ∈ R}). Since the connected Lie group F can be generated
by eif by Corollary 2.31 of Ref. [48], we know that F ⊂ {eiaI | a ∈ R}, which implies that G ⊂ {eiaI | a ∈ R}. We
thus get UN,G = UN .

Appendix F: Weighted Unitary Designs

In this appendix, we introduce weighted symmetric unitary designs and show that the condition for a symmetric
Clifford group to be a weighted symmetric unitary design is equivalent to the condition for it to be an unweighted
symmetric unitary design, which we defined in Definition 4. The definition of weighted symmetric unitary designs is
as follows.

Definition 5. (Weighted symmetric unitary designs.) Let N,n, t ∈ N, G be a subgroup of UN , λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R, and
U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ UN . A finite set of pairs {(λj , Uj)}nj=1 is a weighted G-symmetric unitary t-design if

∑n
j=1 λj = 1 and

n∑
j=1

λjEt,Uj = Φt,UN,G . (F1)

We present the equivalence between the conditions for a symmetric Clifford group to be weighted and unweighted
symmetric unitary designs in the following theorem.

Theorem 11. (Equivalence between unweighted and weighted symmetric unitary designs for symmetric Clifford
groups.) Let N, t ∈ N, G be a subgroup of UN,G. Then, there exists n ∈ N, λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R and U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ CN,G
such that {(λj , Uj)}nj=1 is a weighted G-symmetric unitary t-design if and only if CN,G is an unweighted G-symmetric
unitary t-design.

By combining this theorem with Theorems 1, 3, and 4 in the main text, we know that the condition for an ensemble
of CN,G is an unweighted G-symmetric unitary t-design.

Proof. First, we prove the “if” part. We suppose that CN,G is an unweighted G-symmetric unitary t-design. We define
n := |CN,G/(U0I)|, λj := 1/|CN,G/(U0I)| for all j ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, and take U1, U2, ..., Un from all the equivalence classes
of CN,G/(U0I). Then, we get

n∑
j=1

λjEt,Uj
= Φt,CN,G = Φt,UN,G . (F2)
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This means that {(λj , Uj)}nj=1 is a weighted G-symmetric unitary t-design.
Next, we prove the “only if” part. We suppose that there exists n ∈ N, λ1, λ2, ..., λn ∈ R and U1, U2, ..., Un ∈ CN,G

such that {(λj , Uj)}nj=1 is a weighted unitary t-design. We define a map D on L(H⊗t) by

D :=

n∑
j=1

λjEt,Uj
. (F3)

Then, we have

D = Φt,UN,G . (F4)

Since D ∈ Ct,G , by Lemma 1, we get

Φt,CN,G ◦ D = Φt,CN,G . (F5)

Since µUN,G is left-invariant and µCN,G is normalized, we get

Φt,CN,G ◦ Φt,UN,G =

∫
U ′∈CN,G

∫
U∈UN,G

Et,U ′ ◦ Et,UdµCN,G (U
′)dµUN,G (U)

=

∫
U ′∈CN,G

∫
U∈UN,G

Et,U ′UdµCN,G (U
′)dµUN,G (U)

=

∫
U ′∈CN,G

∫
U∈UN,G

Et,UdµCN,G (U
′)dµUN,G (U)

=

∫
U∈UN,G

Et,UdµUN,G (U)

=Φt,UN,G . (F6)

By Eqs. (F4), (F5) and (F6), we get

Φt,CN,G = Φt,CN,G ◦ D = Φt,CN,G ◦ Φt,UN,G = Φt,UN,G . (F7)

This means that CN,G is an unweighted G-symmetric unitary t-design.

Appendix G: Technical Lemmas

In this appendix, we present the technical lemmas that we use in the proofs of the theorems in this work.

1. Transformation of Pauli subgroups into the standard form

For the proofs of Lemma 3 and Theorem 7, we show that any Pauli subgroup can be transformed into the form
of Eq. (B16) up to phase via some Clifford conjugation action. For that purpose, we prepare two simple properties
about Pauli operators. First, we prove that any Pauli operator can be transformed into the Z operator on the first
qubit up to multiplicity of a constant via some Clifford conjugation action.

Lemma 12. Let N ∈ N, P ∈ PN and P ̸∈ P0I. Then, there exists some W ∈ CN such that WPW † = χZ1 with
χ ∈ P0.

Proof. By noting that S†jYj(S
†
j)

†
= Xj and HjXjH

†
j = Zj , we can construct W1 ∈ CN with S†j and Hj such that

W1PW
†
1 = χ

∏N
j=1 Z

µj

j with χ ∈ P0 and µj ∈ {0, 1}. Since P ̸∈ P0I, we can take some a ∈ {1, 2, ..., N} such that

µa = 1. We next define W2 :=
∏
j∈{1,2,...,N}\{a}(CNOTj,a)

µj . Then, W2(
∏N
j=1 Z

µj

j )W †
2 = Zj . We finally define

W3 := SWAP1,j if j ̸= 1 and W3 := I if j = 1. We define W :=W3W2W1. Then, WPW † = χZ1.

Next, we prove that any pair of two non-commutative Pauli operators can be simultaneously transformed into the
Z and X operators on the first qubit up to multiplicity of a constant via some Clifford conjugation action.
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Lemma 13. Let N ∈ N, P, P ′ ∈ PN , and P and P ′ be non-commutative with each other. Then, there exists some
W ∈ CN such that WPW † = χZ1 and WP ′W † = χ′X1 with χ, χ′ ∈ P0.

Proof. Since P and P ′ are non-commutative with each other, P ̸∈ P0I. By Lemma 12, we can take W1 ∈ CN such

that W1PW
†
1 = χZ1 with χ ∈ P0. Since W1PW

†
1 and W1P

′W †
1 are non-commutative, W1P

′W †
1 can be written as

W1P
′W †

1 = ηX1 ⊗ P ′′ or W †
1P

′W1 = ηY1 ⊗ P ′′ with η ∈ P0 and P ′′ ∈ PN−1. We define W2 := I in the former case

and W2 := S†1 in the latter case. Then, (W2W1)P
′(W2W1)

† = ηX1 ⊗ P ′′. If P ′′ ̸∈ P0I, we can take W ′ ∈ CN−1 by
Lemma 12 such that W ′P ′′W ′† = η′Z2 with η′ ∈ P0. We define W3 := W ′ · CZ1,2 and χ′ := ηη′. If P ′′ ∈ P0I, we
define W3 := I and χ′ := η. We define W :=W3W2W1. Then, WPW † = χZ1 and WP ′W † = χ′X1.

By using the two lemmas above, we prove that we can transform any Pauli subgroup into the form of Eq. (B16) up
to multiplicity of a constant via some Clifford conjugation action.

Lemma 14. Let n ∈ N and Q be a subgroup of Pn. Then, there exists W ∈ Cn and n1, n2, n3 ≥ 0 such that
P0WQW † = P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗n1 ⊗ {I,Z}⊗n2 ⊗ {I}⊗n3 .

Proof. We prove this lemma by mathematical induction about n. Since the statement of Lemma 14 trivially holds for
n = 1, it is sufficient to show that any subgroup Q of Pk+1 satisfies the following two properties for all k ∈ N:
i) If Q has a non-commutative pair of elements, then P0WQW † = P0{I,X,Y,Z} ⊗ Q′ with some W ∈ Ck+1 and
subgroup Q′ of Pk.
ii) If every pair of the elements of Q is commutative and Q ̸⊂ P0I, then P0WQW † = P0{I,Z} ⊗ Q′ with some
W ∈ Ck+1 and commutative subgroup Q′ of Pk.
Under the assumption of these two properties, we can construct the mathematical induction as follows. Suppose
that the statement of Lemma 14 holds for n = k ∈ N and take an arbitrary subgroup Q of Pk+1. If Q has a
non-commutative pair of elements, by the property i), P0WQW † = P0{I,X,Y,Z} ⊗ Q′ with some W ∈ Ck+1 and
subgroup Q′ of Pk. Since we suppose that the statement of Lemma 14 holds for n = k, Q′ satisfies P0W

′Q′W ′† =
P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗k1 ⊗{I,Z}⊗k2 ⊗{I}⊗k3 with some W ′ ∈ Ck and k1, k2, k3 ≥ 0. We therefore get P0[(I ⊗W ′)W ]Q[(I ⊗
W ′)W ]† = P0{I,X,Y,Z}⊗k1+1 ⊗ {I,Z}⊗k2 ⊗ {I}⊗k3 . If every pair of the elements of Q is commutative and Q ̸⊂ P0I,
by the property ii), P0WQW † = P0{I,Z} ⊗ Q′ with some W ∈ Ck+1 and commutative subgroup Q′ of Pk. Since we
suppose that the statement of Lemma 14 holds for n = k, Q′ satisfies P0W

′Q′W ′† = P0{I,Z}⊗k2 ⊗ {I}⊗k3 with some
W ′ ∈ Ck and k2, k3 ≥ 0. We therefore get P0[(I ⊗W ′)W ]Q[(I ⊗W ′)W ]† = P0{I,Z}⊗k2+1 ⊗ {I}⊗k3 . If Q ⊂ P0I, we
trivially get P0Q = P0. In all cases, the statement of Lemma 14 holds for n = k + 1, and we can complete the proof
by mathematical induction.
In the following, we prove the properties i) and ii). First, we prove the property i). Since Q is a finite group, Q can

be expressed as the group ⟨{Qj}Mj=1⟩ generated by some Q1, Q2, ..., QM ∈ Q. We take a, b ∈ {1, 2, ...,M} such that

Qa and Qb are non-commutative with each other. By Lemma 13, we can take W ∈ Ck+1 such that WQaW
† = χZ1

and WQbW
† = χ′X1 with some χ, χ′ ∈ P0. For any j ∈ {1, 2, ...,M}, WQjW

† can be written as

WQjW
† = Z

µj

1 X
νj
1 ⊗Q′

j (G1)

with some µj , νj ∈ {0, 1} and Q′
j ∈ Pk. We therefore get

P0WQW † =P0 ⟨{WQjW
†}Mj=1⟩

=P0 ⟨χZ1, χ
′X1, {WQjW

†}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a,b}⟩
=P0 ⟨Z1,X1, {Q′

j}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a,b}⟩
=P0 ⟨Z,X⟩ ⊗ Q′

=P0{I,X,Y,Z} ⊗ Q′, (G2)

where Q′ := ⟨{Q′
j}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a,b}⟩.

Next, we prove the property ii). As in the proof of the property i), Q can be expressed as Q = ⟨{Qj}Mj=1⟩ with
some Q1, Q2, ..., QM ∈ Q. Since Q ̸⊂ P0I, we can take a ∈ {1, 2, ...,M} such that Qa ̸∈ P0I. By Lemma 12, we
can take W ∈ Ck+1 such that WQaW

† = χZ1 with some χ ∈ P0. Since every pair of elements of Q is commutative,
[WQjW

†,Z1] = χ−1[WQjW
†,WQaW

†] = χ−1W [Qj , Qa]W
† = 0 for all j ∈ {1, 2, ...,M}. This implies that for any

j ∈ {1, 2, ...,M}, WQjW
† can be written as

WQjW
† = Z

µj

1 ⊗Q′
j (G3)

with some µj ∈ {0, 1} and Q′
j ∈ Pk. We therefore get

P0WQW † =P0 ⟨{WQjW
†}Mj=1⟩
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=P0 ⟨χZ1, {WQjW
†}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a}⟩

=P0 ⟨Z1, {Q′
j}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a}⟩

=P0 ⟨Z⟩ ⊗ Q′

=P0{I,Z} ⊗ Q′, (G4)

where Q′ := ⟨{Q′
j}j∈{1,2,...,M}\{a}⟩. Since every pair of elements of Q is commutative, we have for any j, j′ ∈

{1, 2, ...,M}\{a},

[Q′
j , Q

′
j′ ] =[Z

µj

1 WQjW
†,Z

µj′

1 WQj′W
†]

=[(χ−1WQaW
†)µjWQjW

†, (χ−1WQaW
†)µj′WQj′W

†]

=χ−µj−µj′W [Qµj
a Qj , Q

µj′
a Qj′ ]W

†

=0. (G5)

This means that every pair of elements of Q′ is commutative.

2. Property of 3-bit sequences

For the proof of Lemma 8, we prove the following property of 3-bit sequences.

Lemma 15. Let {xj}, {x′j}, {yj}, {y′j} ∈ {0, 1}3 satisfy

3∑
j=1

xj =

3∑
j=1

yj ,

3∑
j=1

x′j =
3∑
j=1

y′j ,
3∑
j=1

xjx
′
j ≡

3∑
j=1

yjy
′
j (mod 2), (G6)

and p, q ∈ {1, 2, 3} and σ ∈ S3 satisfy xσ(j) ̸= xσ(p) for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{p}, yj ̸= yq for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{q}, and
x′σ(j) = y′j for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then, x′σ(p) = x′σ(q).

Proof. We define zj := xσ(j) and z
′
j := x′σ(j). Then,

3∑
j=1

zj =

3∑
j=1

xσ(j) =

3∑
j=1

xj =

3∑
j=1

yj , (G7)

3∑
j=1

z′j =
3∑
j=1

x′σ(j) =
3∑
j=1

x′j =
3∑
j=1

y′j , (G8)

3∑
j=1

zjz
′
j =

3∑
j=1

xσ(j)x
′
σ(j) =

3∑
j=1

xjx
′
j ≡

3∑
j=1

yjy
′
j (mod 2). (G9)

Since {zj} and {yj} satisfy Eq. (G7), zj ̸= zp for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{p}, and yj ̸= yq for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}\{q}, we can
take w ∈ {0, 1} such that for any j ∈ {1, 2, 3},

zj ≡ w + δj,p, yj ≡ w + δj,q (mod 2). (G10)

By Eqs. (G8), (G9) and (G10), we get

z′p − y′q =
3∑
j=1

δj,pz
′
j −

3∑
j=1

δj,qyj

≡
3∑
j=1

(zj − w)z′j −
3∑
j=1

(yj − w)y′j (mod 2)

=

 3∑
j=1

zjz
′
j −

3∑
j=1

yjy
′
j

− w

 3∑
j=1

z′j −
3∑
j=1

yj


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=0. (G11)

Since z′p, y
′
q ∈ {0, 1}, this implies that z′p = y′q. By combining this, the definition of {z′j} and the assumption that

x′σ(j) = y′j for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we get

x′σ(p) = z′p = y′q = x′σ(q). (G12)

3. Property of t-fold mixture maps

In order to construct t-fold G-symmetric Clifford conjugation mixture maps D in Lemma 3 and D′′ in Theorem 9,
we prove that the set Ct,G of all t-fold G-symmetric Clifford mixture maps is closed under composition.

Lemma 16. Let N, t ∈ N, G be a subgroup of UN , Ct,G be the set of all t-fold G-symmetric Clifford conjugation
mixture maps defined by Eq. (B6) and D,D′ ∈ Ct,G. Then, D ◦ D′ ∈ Ct,G.

Proof. Since D,D′ ∈ Ct,G , D and D′ can be written as

D =

n∑
j=1

λjEt,Uj , D′ =
n′∑
j′=1

λ′j′Et,U ′
j′

(G13)

with some n, n′ ∈ N, U1, U2, ..., Un, U
′
1, U

′
2, ..., U

′
n′ ∈ CN,G and λ1, λ2, ..., λn, λ

′
1, λ

′
2, ..., λ

′
n′ ∈ R satisfying

∑n
j=1 λj =∑n′

j′=1 λ
′
j′ = 1. Then we get

D ◦ D′ =
n∑
j=1

n′∑
j′=1

λjλ
′
j′Et,Uj

◦ Et,U ′
j′
=

n∑
j=1

n′∑
j′=1

λjλ
′
j′Et,UjU ′

j′
, (G14)

UjU
′
j′ ∈ CN,G , and the coefficients satisfy

n∑
j=1

n′∑
j′=1

λjλ
′
j′ =

 n∑
j=1

λj

 n′∑
j′=1

λ′j′

 = 1. (G15)

We therefore get D ◦ D′ ∈ Ct,G .

4. Bijections induced by Clifford operators

We use the following lemma in the proofs of Lemma 9 and Theorem 4 in the main text.

Lemma 17. Let N ∈ N and U ∈ CN . Then, there exist some function sU : P+
N → {±1} and some bijection hU on

P+
N such that

UPU† = sU (P )hU (P ) (G16)

for all P ∈ P+
N .

Proof. U ∈ CN implies that for any P ∈ P+
N , UPU† ∈ PN , i.e.,

UPU† = s′P ′ (G17)

with some s′ ∈ {±1,±i} and P ′ ∈ P+
N . Since P and P ′ are hermitian, we have

s′∗P ′ = (s′P ′)† = (UPU†)† = UPU† = s′P ′. (G18)

Thus we get s′∗ = s′, and s′ ∈ {±1}. We define sU (P ) := s′ and hU (P ) := P ′. For any P1, P2 ∈ P+
N satisfying

P1 ̸= P2, we get

tr(hU (P1)hU (P2)) = tr(sU (P1)UP1U
† · sU (P2)UP2U

†) = sU (P1)sU (P2)tr(P1P2) = 0, (G19)

and thus we get hU (P1) ̸= hU (P2). This implies that hU is injective. By noting that P+
N is a finite set, we know that

hU is bijective.
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5. Connectedness of symmetric unitary groups

For the proof of Lemma 11, we prove the connectedness of UN,G for a general subgroup G of U(H). Here we give a
detailed explanation that an operator that is commutative with all representations of a group should be in the form
of Eq. (2.26) of Ref. [40], or Eq. (G32).

Lemma 18. Let N ∈ N and G be a subgroup of UN . Then, UN,G is connected.

Proof. We consider the regular representation ρ(G) of G, i.e., ρ(G) = G for all G ∈ G. Since ρ(G) is a unitary
representation, ρ(G) is completely reducible. Thus there exist Hilbert spaces {Hλ}λ, {Iλ}λ and {Jλ}λ satisfying

H =
⊕
λ

Hλ, Hλ = Iλ ⊗ Jλ (G20)

and ρ(G) is decomposed in the form of

ρ(G) =
⊕
λ

ρλ(G)
(Iλ) ⊗ I(Jλ) (G21)

with irreducible representations ρλ(G) of G on Iλ such that ρλ1
(G) and ρλ2

(G) are inequivalent if λ1 ̸= λ2. For the
proof of this lemma, it is sufficient to prove

UN,G =

{⊕
λ

I(Iλ) ⊗ U
(Jλ)
λ | Uλ ∈ U(Jλ)

}
. (G22)

By using this relation, the connectedness of UN,G follows from the connectedness of U(Jλ) for all λ.
Since UN,G ⊃

{⊕
λ I

(Iλ) ⊗ U
(Jλ)
λ | Uλ ∈ U(Jλ)

}
is trivial, we are going to prove the converse inclusion relation.

We take arbitrary U ∈ UN,G . Eq. (G21) can equivalently be expressed as

ρ(G) =
∑
λ

Γλ (ρλ(G)⊗ I) Γ†
λ (G23)

with isometries Γλ from Hλ to H. Since U commutes with ρ(G) for all G ∈ G, for any µ and ν, we have

Γ†
µ[U, ρ(G)]Γν = 0. (G24)

By plugging Eq. (G23) into Eq. (G24), we get∑
λ

Γ†
µ

[
UΓλ(ρλ(G)⊗ I)Γ†

λ − Γλ(ρλ(G)⊗ I)Γ†
λU
]
Γν = 0. (G25)

By noting that Γ†
λ1
Γλ2

= I if λ1 = λ2 and Γ†
λ1
Γλ2

= 0 if λ1 ̸= λ2, this implies that

ΓµUΓν(ρν(G)⊗ I)− (ρµ(G)⊗ I)Γ†
µUΓ†

ν = 0. (G26)

For each µ and ν, we take a basis {Eµ,ν,l}l of L(Iν → Iµ). Then, Γ†
µUΓν can be written as

Γ†
µUΓν =

∑
l

Uµ,ν,l ⊗ Eµ,ν,l (G27)

with some Uµ,ν,l ∈ L(Jν → Jµ). By plugging Eq. (G27) into Eq. (G26), we get∑
l

(Uµ,ν,lρν(G)− ρµ(G)Uµ,ν,l)⊗ Eµ,ν,l = 0. (G28)

This implies that Uµ,ν,lρν(G)− ρµ(G)Uµ,ν,l = 0. Since this holds for all G ∈ G, by Schur’s lemma (Propositions 5.3.3
and 5.3.4 of Ref. [49]), we get

Uµ,ν,l =

{
uµ,lI (if µ = ν)
0 (if µ ̸= ν).

(G29)
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Since ΓλΓ
†
λ is the projection onto Hλ and H =

⊕
λHλ, U can be written as

U =

(∑
µ

ΓµΓ
†
µ

)
U

(∑
ν

ΓνΓ
†
ν

)
=
∑
µ,ν

Γµ(Γ
†
µUΓν)Γ

†
ν . (G30)

By plugging Eqs. (G27) and (G29) into Eq. (G30), we get

U =
∑
µ,ν,l

Γµ(Uµ,ν,l ⊗ Eµ,µ,l)Γ
†
µ =

∑
µ,l

Γµ(uµ,lI ⊗ Eµ,µ,l)Γ
†
µ =

∑
µ

Γµ(I ⊗ Uµ)Γ
†
µ, (G31)

where Uµ :=
∑
l uµ,lEµ,µ,l. This can equivalently be expressed as

U =
⊕
λ

I(Iλ) ⊗ U
(Jλ)
λ (G32)

with some Uλ ∈ L(Jλ). For any λ, Uλ ∈ U(Jλ) follows from U ∈ U(H). We therefore get Eq. (G22).
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