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We conduct a theoretical investigation on the existence of Barren Plateaus for alternated disentan-
gled UCC (dUCC) ansatz, a relaxed version of Trotterized UCC ansatz. In the infinite depth limit,
we prove that if only single excitations are involved, the energy landscape of any electronic structure
Hamiltonian concentrates polynomially. In contrast, if there are additionally double excitations, the
energy landscape concentrates exponentially, which indicates the presence of BP. Furthermore, we
perform numerical simulations to study the finite depth scenario. Based on the numerical results, we
conjecture that the widely used first-order Trotterized UCCSD and k-UpCCGSD when k is a con-
stant suffer from BP. Contrary to previous perspectives, our results suggest that chemically inspired
ansatz can also be susceptible to BP. Furthermore, our findings indicate that while the inclusion of
double excitations in the ansatz is essential for improving accuracy, it may concurrently exacerbate
the training difficulty.

Variational quantum eigensolvers (VQEs) are a class of
variational quantum algorithms (VQAs) aiming to find
the ground energy of a Hamiltonian. In VQEs, a trial
wave function (or an ansatz) is prepared using a pa-
rameterized quantum circuit (PQC), and the expectation
value (or the cost function) of a Hamiltonian is measured
on a quantum computer. The cost function is then mini-
mized by training the parameters using variational prin-
ciple on a classical computer. While VQEs have been suc-
cessfully demonstrated for various small molecules [1–5],
the theoretical understanding of their trainability, effi-
ciency and accuracy is still lacking. Here, we study the
trainability of a specific class of VQE algorithms, by in-
vestigating the landscape of the cost function.

The ansatz plays a crucial role in VQEs. Roughly
speaking, the ansatzs employed in VQEs fall into
three categories [6, 7]: chemically inspired ansatz [1],
hardware-efficient ansatz (HEA, [2]), and Hamiltonian
variational ansatz (HVA, [8]). Among chemically in-
spired ansatzs, a class of ansatzs derived from unitary
coupled cluster (UCC) theory is considered a promising
candidate for VQE applications [1, 9, 10]. In UCC the-
ory, the trial wave function is parameterized as the uni-
tary exponentiation of excitation operators acting upon
a reference state:

|ψUCC(θ)⟩ = eT̂ (θ)−T̂ †(θ) |ψ0⟩ , (1)

where T̂ (θ) =
∑

ia θ
a
i â

a
i +

∑
ijab θ

ab
ij â

ab
ij + . . . and |ψ0⟩ is

the Hartree–Fock state [11]. Here we use the shorthand

âab...ij... := â†aâ
†
b . . . âj âi, where â (â†) represents the annihi-

lation (creation) operator, and i, j, . . . (a, b, . . . ) label the

occupied (virtual) orbitals. In practice, T̂ is truncated at
a finite order. For example, the widely used UCCSD [1, 7]
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corresponds to the truncation up to double excitations.
As for the implementation, the canonical approach is to
approximate the large exponentiation in Eq. (1) by Trot-

terization [12]: eA1+···+Am =
(
e

A1
k . . . e

Am
k

)k
+ O(k−1).

In this work, we study a relaxed version of the kth-order
Trotterized UCC ansatz, which we refer to as the alter-
nated disentangled UCC (dUCC) ansatz :

|ψk-UCC(θ)⟩ =
k∏

i=1

m∏
j=1

eθ
(i)
j τ̂j−(θ

(i)
j τ̂j)

†
|ψ0⟩ , (2)

where τ̂l ∈
{
âai , â

ab
ij , . . .

}
. By “relaxed” we mean that

the parameters across the k alternations in the kth-order
Trotterized UCC ansatzs become independent. dUCC
offer the advantage over UCC of being provably able to
express the exact FCI state using only single and dou-
ble excitations as k → ∞ [13]. Also, several commonly
discussed ansatzs can be considered as examples of alter-
nated dUCC ansatzs, including k-UpCCGSD [10], basis
rotation ansatz (BRA, [14], since the Givens rotations
are equivalent to single excitation rotations when acting
on neighboring qubits), and the first-order Trotterized
UCCSD mentioned above.
In the research field of trainability of VQAs, the Bar-

ren Plateaus (BP) phenomenon aroused a lot of concern,
since the presence of BP could rule out quantum advan-
tage. BP refers to the gradients of the cost function be-
ing exponentially vanishing with respect to system size at
most points [15], rendering gradient-based [16] and even
gradient-free [17] optimization intractable under random
initialization. Even with reasonable heuristics for ini-
tialization, BP remains an obstacle to performance — if
the initial guess does not position itself within the nar-
row gorge of the optimal solution, the algorithm can-
not escape a local minima without exponential training
cost. Due to the severity, there have been a series of
works in recent years trying to understand the causes
of BP [15, 18–21], identify which VQAs are affected by
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it [22–25], and propose solutions [26, 27]. Despite the
extensive work, currently the existence of BP is well-
understood only for a few problem-agnostic ansatzs such
as HEA [18, 23, 28] and tensor network-inspired ansatzs
[23–25]. In contrast, BP of problem-specific ansatzs (such
as chemically inspired ansatzs in VQE) are not as well-
understood, despite their potential to offer improved per-
formance.

In this Letter, we make a step towards this direction
by studying the concentration of cost function for various
alternated dUCC ansatzs in the infinite depth limit. We
first showed that for alternated dUCC ansatzs, the ex-
ponential concentration of cost implies BP at any depth,
while the converse is true only at poly(n) depth. Through
tensor network contraction and convergence of alternated
projections, we proved that when k → ∞:

(1) if the ansatz contains only single excitation rota-
tions, and these rotations form a connected graph
(e.g., ∞-UCC(G)S and ∞-BRA), then the cost
function concentrate around its mean polynomially
with respect to qubit number n;

(2) if the ansatz contains at least one additional dou-
ble excitation rotation (e.g., ∞-UCC(G)SD and∞-
UpCCGSD), then the cost function will concentrate
exponentially, which implies BP.

Furthermore, we conducted numerical simulation to
study the finite depth behavior. Based on the numeri-
cal results, we conjecture that the variance of the cost
function converges to its asymptotic value within rel-
ative error ε when k is approximately O(n2 ln 1/ε) for
k-BRA, O(n ln 1/ε) for k-UCC(G)S, and O(ln 1/ε) for
k-UCC(G)SD and k-UpCCGSD. If the conjecture holds
true, it would imply the presence of BP for first-order
Trotterized UCCSD and k-UpCCGSD when k is con-
stant.

As a side note, we also consider the “qubit” version of
alternated dUCC ansatzs in Appendix, where all Pauli Z
terms are trimmed after Jordan-Wigner transformation
of excitation operators [29]. Remark that the Givens ro-
tations can be viewed as qubit single excitation rotations
[14]. The most important finding is that the qubit ver-
sion of k-UCCS is exactly the same as k-UCCSD in terms
of cost variance, which may indicates the connection be-
tween qubit UCCS and standard UCCSD.

Definitions.— In VQE, the cost function to be min-
imized is naturally chosen to be the energy (expecta-
tion value) of an electronic structure Hamiltonian Hel =∑

pq hpqâ
q
p +

∑
pqrs gpqrsâ

rs
pq, with respect to an ansatz

U(θ) |ψ0⟩:

C(θ) = ⟨ψ0|U†(θ)HelU(θ) |ψ0⟩ . (3)

The design of the ansatz hence plays a prominent role
in VQE algorithms. We focus on a variant of the widely
employed UCC ansatzs, dubbed alternated dUCC ansatz.
In such ansatz, |ψ0⟩ is chosen to be the Hartree-Fock

state [11] specified by number of orbitals n and number
of particles ne:

|ψ0⟩ = | 1 . . . 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
ne

0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−ne

⟩. (4)

And U(θ) = UR
k (θ) is determined by a positive integer k

and a sequence of excitation rotationsR = (R1, . . . , Rm),
where each excitation rotation Rj accepts a parameter
θ and can be written as Rj(θ) = exp

(
θτ̂ − (θτ̂)†

)
with

τ̂ ∈
{
âqp, â

rs
pq, . . .

}
:

UR
k (θ) =

k∏
i=1

m∏
j=1

Rj(θ
(i)
j ). (5)

For the ease of analysis, we make two assumptions. (1)
The one- and two-electron integrals hpq and gpqrs are
both real and symmetric, i.e., hpq = hqp ∈ R and gpqrs =
gsrqp ∈ R. Moreover, gpqrs ̸= 0 only if p > q > r > s or
p < q < r < s. (2) The parameters θ are all real. The
first assumption can be removed, while the second is left
for future work.
BP is defined to be the exponential concentration of

cost gradients around 0, assuming uniformly random ini-
tialization of parameters. We discriminate it with the
concentration of cost function itself. Formally, consider
a family of unbiased cost functions (Cn(θ))n∈N+

, i.e.,

Eθ

[
∂θjCn

]
= 0 for all θj ∈ θ and n ∈ N+. Let G(n) =

maxθj∈θ Varθ
(
∂θjCn(θ)

)
, F (n) = Varθ (Cn(θ)). We say

the gradients of (Cn)n∈N+
(or (Cn)n∈N+

) concentrate
polynomially if G(n) (or F (n)) is Ω(1/ poly(n)), and con-
centrate exponentially if G(n) (or F (n)) is 1/ exp(Ω(n)).
Cost concentration and BP.— We will focus on cost

concentration instead of gradient concentration for the
ease of analysis. Fortunately, these two concepts are
closely related. In [30], the equivalence between expo-
nential cost concentration and exponential gradient con-
centration (i.e., BP) was established for ansatzs compris-
ing a polynomial number of independent Pauli rotations.
Since this result is not directly applicable in our setting,
we establish a quantitative relationship between the two
concepts, using the same arguments in [28].

Lemma 1 (Relationship between variances of cost and
gradients). For the cost function C of an alternated
dUCC ansatz UR

k (θ),

(km)−1 ·Varθ (C) ≤ max
θj∈θ

Varθ
(
∂θjC

)
≤ Varθ (C) . (6)

In fact, in Appendix we present a more general version
of Lemma 1 for all periodic cost functions without rapid
oscillations. Lemma 1 implies that for alternated dUCC
ansatzs, the exponential cost concentration implies ex-
ponential gradient concentration by second inequality of
Eq. (6), while the reverse holds only when km is sub-
exponential by the first inequality. Given our primary
focus on infinite depth behavior (i.e., k → ∞), the lower
bound in Eq. (6) becomes trivial, and we will exclusively
rely on the second inequality.
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Moments of cost function.— We analyze cost concen-
tration for the alternated dUCC in the infinite depth
limit by providing an explicit formula of cost variance.
In a unified manner, we will analyze the tth moment of
cost function, E [Ct], with a focus on t = 1, 2. The cal-
culation of E [Ct] involves two key steps:

1. Through tensor network contraction [22–25], E [Ct]
can be represented as product of enlarged tensors
corresponding to the reference state, gates and the
observable:

E
[
Ct
]
= ⟨Hel|⊗t

 m∏
j=1

E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]k

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
. (7)

Here,M⊗t,t :=M⊗t⊗(M∗)⊗t. This representation
allows for the separation of different parameters, re-
solving non-linearity by incorporating an enlarged
Hilbert space with dimension 22tn.

2. The periodicity of excitation rotations implies that
each E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
is an orthogonal projection, denoted

as PMj . LetM :=
⋂

j Mj represent the intersection
space. Through the convergence of alternating pro-
jections [31], we obtain:

lim
k→∞

E
[
Ct
]
= ⟨Hel|⊗t

PM |ψ0⟩⊗2t
. (8)

This approach circumvents the challenge of track-
ing the evolution of |ψ0⟩⊗2t

or |Hel⟩⊗t
at finite k.

Instead, it suffices to determine the intersection
space M , which turns out to be tractable.

Let us elaborate a bit more on the two key steps.
Firstly, to facilitate a more straightforward description
of the elevated tensors, the 2tn qubits are rearranged so
that the enlarged Hilbert space can be conceptualized
as a tensor product of n subsystems. Each subsystem,
which we refer to as a site, comprises 2t qubits. As an
illustrative example, |ψ0⟩⊗2t

is identified with

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
= | 1 . . . 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

2t

⟩⊗ne | 0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
2t

⟩⊗(n−ne). (9)

Secondly, in BP studies, it is common that the tth

moment superoperators of parameterized gates, such as
E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
in our case, are orthogonal projections. For

instance, in [15, 18, 24] the circuit or block of gates is
assumed to be Haar random up to the 2nd moment. Un-
der such assumption one can verify that the 2nd moment
superoperator of the circuit or block of gates is an or-
thogonal projection of rank 2. However, the projections
encountered in our analysis are notably more intricate.
Specifically, the tth moment of qubit single excitation ro-
tations forms a projection of rank 70 within the subsys-
tem it acts on, let alone normal excitation rotations that
are highly non-local. Consequently, while the authors
in [18] successfully track the evolution of reference state

under the Haar random assumption, achieving a similar
goal may not be possible in the present setting. Instead,
we turn to study the infinite case. It is worth noting that
the phenomenon where the infinite case is easier than the
finite one also arises in the theoretical analysis of classical
neural networks [32].
Thirdly, we ascertain the intersection space M by

leveraging the following identity:

M⊥ =M⊥
1 +M⊥

2 + . . .+M⊥
m. (10)

In other words, it suffices to determine the spanning set
of M⊥

j , and then take the union to obtain the spanning

set ofM⊥. To further simplify the analysis, we utilize the
symmetries of PMj = E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
and identify the spanning

set of M⊥
j within the invariant spaces induced by these

symmetries. To be specific, the symmetries and their
corresponding invariant spaces that contain |ψ0⟩⊗2t

are
listed below.

• The Z⊗2t
p -symmetry induces an invariant space

Heven
t = spanSeven

t , where

Seven
t :=

{
|b1b2 . . . b2t⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

bi ≡ 0

}⊗n

. (11)

• The particle number symmetry further induces an

invariant space Hpaired
2 = spanSpaired

2 at t = 2.

Here, we define Spaired
2 ⊆ Seven

2 to be the set of
paired states, and a vector |Φ⟩ ∈ Seven

2 is called a
paired state, if

# |0000⟩ = # |1111⟩+ n− 2ne, (12)

# |0011⟩ = # |1100⟩ , (13)

# |0101⟩ = # |1010⟩ , (14)

# |0110⟩ = # |1001⟩ , (15)

where # |b1b2b3b4⟩ counts the number of sites in |Φ⟩
that are in state |b1b2b3b4⟩.

• The
(
Sb
τ

)⊗n
-symmetry induces an invariant space

Hτ
t . Here, the operator Sb

τ defines a permutation
of qubits in one site by τ ∈ S2t, and Hτ

t is the +1
eigenspace of (Sb

τ )
⊗n.

In Appendix, the spanning set of M⊥
j ∩ Hpaired

2 and

M⊥
j ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S4
Hτ

2 is characterized at t = 2. With
these spanning sets in hand, we can then characterize the
intersection space M inside these invariant spaces, ac-
cording to Eq. (10). Surprisingly, as shown in Appendix,
while the dimension of each Mj is exponentially large,

the dimension of the intersection M ∩Hpaired
2 is at most

poly(n) at t = 2, under a mild assumption.
Cost function is unbiased.—We first show that E [C] =

0 for any alternated dUCC ansatz and any k (finite or
infinite).
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Theorem 1 (Unbiased cost function). For the cost func-
tion C of an alternated dUCC ansatz, we have E [C] = 0
for all k.

Proof. Recall Eq. (7). One checks that(∏m
j=1 E

[
R⊗1,1

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2 ∈ Heven

1 , while |Hel⟩ ∈

(Heven
1 )

⊥
.

As a corollary, Var (C) = E
[
C2
]
for cost function of

alternated dUCC ansatzs.
Polynomial concentration when there are only single

excitation rotations.— We start by considering the sce-
nario where only single excitation rotations are involved.
These class of ansatzs includes k-UCC(G)S, the alter-
nated disentangled variant of UCC truncated at single
excitations, and k-BRA. One might expect the trainabil-
ity to be similar for k-UCC(G)S and k-BRA since they
have the same expressibility when k is large enough [33].
Indeed, we prove that the cost variance is the same as
long as the graph formed by the index pairs of single
excitations is connected. Given a sequence of excitation
rotations R, the graph formed by single excitation rota-
tions in R is defined to be G = (V,E), where V = [n]
and E =

{
(u, v)

∣∣∃Rj ∈ R, s.t. Rj(θj) = eθj(â
v
u−âu

v )
}
.

Theorem 2 (Polynomial concentration). Suppose R
consists of single excitation rotations that form a con-
nected graph, and C be the cost function of UR

k .
There exists a function V1 such that limk→∞ Var (C) =
V1(n, ne, ∥h∥, ∥g∥) ∼ poly(n−1, ne, ∥h∥, ∥g∥). Here ∥·∥
is the ℓ2 norm.

Proof sketch. The proof is constructive. An explicit vec-
tor |Ψ∗⟩ is given, and is shown to equal PM |ψ0⟩⊗4

by

verifying that |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ M and |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ M⊥, us-

ing the spanning set of M⊥
j ∩ Hpaired

2 . We then obtain

limk→∞ E
[
C2
]
by Eq. (8), limk→∞ E [C] by Theorem 1,

and the theorem follows.

We present the closed form of the function V1 in Ap-
pendix. Remark that Theorem 2 applies to k-UCC(G)S,
and k-BRA, since for these ansatzs the graph formed by
single excitation rotations is a complete graph, a com-
plete bipartite graph and a path, respectively.

Exponential concentration when there are additionally
double excitation rotations.— Next, we explore the case
where double excitation rotations are included in the
ansatz, in addition to single excitation rotations. This
class of ansatzs includes k-UCC(G)SD, which is an al-
ternated disentangled variant of the UCCSD method,
and k-UpCCGSD. The 1-UCC(G)SD (equivalent to the
first-order Trotterized UCC(G)SD) and k-UpCCGSD are
both popular choice in VQE, with k-UpCCGSD improves
on 1-UCCSD in terms of both accuracy and efficiency [6].
We prove that the inclusion of any double excitation ro-
tations in the ansatz leads to the exponential vanishing
of the variance.

Theorem 3 (Exponential concentration). Suppose R
consists of single excitation rotations forming a connected
graph as well as at least one double excitation rotation,
and C be the cost function of UR

k . There exists a function
V2 such that limk→∞ Var (C) = V2(n, ne, ∥h∥, ∥g∥) ∼
poly (∥h∥, ∥g∥)/

(
n
ne

)
.

Proof sketch. It can be shown that dim(M⊥
j ∩ Hpaired

2 ∩⋂
τ∈S4

Hτ
2) = 1. Hence, PM |ψ0⟩⊗4

is the unique vector

inM⊥
j ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S4
Hτ

2 that satisfies
〈
112
∣∣ψ0

〉⊗4
= 1.

We then obtain limk→∞ E
[
C2
]
by Eq. (8), limk→∞ E [C]

by Theorem 1, and the theorem follows.

We present the closed form of the function V2 in Ap-
pendix. V2 is exponentially vanishing if ne = Θ(n). Re-
mark that Theorem 3 applies to k-UCC(G)SD, and k-
UpCCGSD, since in these ansatzs the single excitation
rotations form a connected graph, and they include dou-
ble excitation rotations.
Numerical results.— In order to study the cost con-

centration for finite k, we carry out numerical sim-
ulations for 4 alternated dUCC ansatzs: k-BRA, k-
UCCS, k-UCCSD and k-UpCCGSD. In Figure 1 we
plot the following quantities against different values
of k, n, and ne: (1) the ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ∞ distance between(∏m

j=1 E
[
R⊗2,2

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2

and PM |ψ0⟩⊗2
; (2) the dis-

tance (relative error) between cost variance at k and
limk→∞ Var (C), with respect to monomial observables
âqp + âpq and ârspq + âpqrs . All these distances converges to
0 as k increases until exhausting machine precision, val-
idating our predictions. Moreover, it appears that all
these distances decays at least as exp(−k/c(n)) for some
c(n) ∈ poly(n). Based on this discovery, we made the
following conjecture.

Conjecture. For any electronic structure Hamiltonian
Hel with hpq, gpqrs ∈ O(1), there exists some c(n) ∈
O(poly(n)), such that∣∣∣∣Var (C) / lim

k→∞
Var (C)− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp(−k/c(n)). (16)

Here C is the cost function that implicitly depends on
k. Moreover, c(n) ∈ O(n2) for k-BRA, c(n) ∈ O(n)
for k-UCC(G)S, c(n) ∈ O(1) for k-UCC(G)SD and k-
UpCCGSD.

Summary and discussion.— In this work, we con-
ducted a rigorous analysis of cost concentration for the
alternated dUCC ansatz in the infinite depth limit. Con-
trary to previous belief [34], we showed that the chemi-
cally inspired ansatz can also suffer from BP.

It is worth noting that our work does not rule out
the practicality of chemically inspired ansatzs. Firstly,
our study focused on alternated dUCC ansatzs, while the
trainability of Trotterized UCCSD and adaptive variants
[35] remains open. Secondly, the BP phenomenon is con-
sidered under random parameter initialization, whereas



5

0.04 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04

0.04

0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

1 2 ap aq + h. c. ap aq aras + h. c.

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
BRA(4,2) BRA(6,3)

0 25 50 75 100
k

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
BRA(8,4)

0 25 50 75 100
k

BRA(10,5)
10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UCCS(4,2) UCCS(6,3)

0 25 50 75 100
k

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UCCS(8,4)

0 25 50 75 100
k

UCCS(10,5)

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UCCSD(4,2) UCCSD(6,3)

0 25 50 75 100
k

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UCCSD(8,4)

0 25 50 75 100
k

UCCSD(10,5)
10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UpCCGSD(4,2) UpCCGSD(6,3)

0 25 50 75 100
k

10 16

10 13

10 10

10 7

10 4

10 1
UpCCGSD(8,4)

0 25 50 75 100
k

UpCCGSD(10,5)

FIG. 1: Convergence of the projected state and cost variance with respect to k. For different ansatzs k-BRA,
k-UCCS, k-UCCSD and k-UpCCGSD, and different n = 4, 6, 8, 10, ne =

n
2 , we compare the ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ∞ distance

between
(∏m

j=1 E
[
R⊗2,2

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2

and PM |ψ0⟩⊗2
, and the relative difference between cost variance at k and the

predicted asymptotic variance for all one- or two-electron terms. Notice that the cost variance is bounded by the ℓ1

distance multiplied by the ℓ∞ norm of the observable. The logarithm of distance in all cases decreases almost
perfectly in a linear manner as k increases, until reaching the machine precision.

VQE typically benefits from reasonable heuristics for
choosing an initial guess. BP imply that the optimizer
cannot escape local minimas, but there is still a possi-
bility that the initial guess is already inside the same
narrow gorge as the optimal solution. Lastly, we exclu-
sively considered the Jordan-Wigner transformation, as
employed in the canonical implementation of UCCSD.
However, results in [18] suggest that the Bravyi-Kitaev
transformation might be a better choice due to its local-

ity.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Kecheng Liu for helpful discussions. This
work was supported in part by the National Natu-
ral Science Foundation of China Grants No.62325210,
62272441, 12204489, 62301531, and the Strategic Prior-
ity Research Program of Chinese Academy of Sciences
Grant No.XDB28000000.



6

APPENDIX

Throughout the text, we will use X,Y, Z for Pauli matrices, I for 2× 2 identity matrix, and 11N for N ×N identity
matrix. Two additional 2 × 2 matrices are used: qubit annihilation operator Q = |0⟩⟨1|, and occupation number
operator N = |1⟩⟨1|. The symbol n is reserved for the number of orbitals (qubits), and ne for the number of occupied
orbitals. For any 2 × 2 matrix M (for example X,Y, Z, I), we define Mi := I⊗i−1 ⊗M ⊗ I⊗n−i, where i ∈ [n] and
[n] := {1, . . . , n}.

We use z∗ to denote the complex conjugate of z, andM† to denote the conjugate transpose of matrixM . i represents
the imaginary unit. Denote Sm the symmetric group on a set of size m. The set of bit string of length m is denoted
by Fm

2 . For a bit string b ∈ Fm
2 , b denotes the flip of b, i.e., b = b1b2 . . . bm ∈ Fm

2 and bi = 1 − bi,∀i. For two bit
strings b,b′ ∈ Fm

2 , b⊙ b′ denotes the bitwise dot, defined by
∑m

i=1 bi · b′
i.

Appendix A: Definitions and main results

In this work we study the scalability of various alternated disentangled UCC (dUCC) ansatzs, which can be viewed
as a relaxed version of Trotterized UCC. Recall that in UCC theory, the trial wave function is parameterized as the

unitary exponentiation of excitation operators T̂ (θ) =
∑

ia θiaâ
†
aâi+

∑
ijab θijabâ

†
aâ

†
bâiâj + . . . acting upon a reference

state |ψ0⟩:

|ψUCC(θ)⟩ = eT̂ (θ)−T̂ †(θ) |ψ0⟩ . (A1)

Here we use the convention that i, j, . . . (a, b, . . . ) label the occupied (virtual) orbitals, but generalized excitations
without the occupation constraint are also allowed (and we will use p, q, r, s, . . . for all orbitals to emphasize the

difference). The widely used UCCSD variant corresponds to truncated T̂ up to second excitations. For circuit
implementation, it is unclear how to exactly implement the large exponentiation in Eq. (A1) efficiently (i.e., to
polynomial number of one and two qubits gates), except for the case when there are only single excitations. The
canonical approach is to take a kth order Trotter approximation, with systematic error up to O(k−1). In contrast, for
the ease of our analysis, we will incorporate an additional relaxation step after Trotterization, as described below:

e
∑m

j=1 θj(τ̂j−τ̂†
j ) Trotter−−−−→

k∏
i=1

m∏
j=1

e
θj
k (τ̂j−τ̂†

j ) Relax−−−→
k∏

i=1

m∏
j=1

eθ
(i)
j (τ̂j−τ̂†

j ), (A2)

where τ̂j ∈
{
â†pâq, â

†
pâ

†
qârâs, . . .

}
. Remark that θj and θ

(i)
j are different set of parameters, and we implicitly make

the assumption that all parameters are real (this is valid if we only care about real wave functions). Obviously,
such relaxation can offer higher variational accuracy, at the cost of higher training overhead. We refer to the last
unitary in Eq. (A2) as alternated dUCC ansatz[36], which is formally defined below. To avoid bothering with
the fermionic ladder operators â, â†, we will identify âp, â

†
p with Qp

∏
a<p Za, Q

†
p

∏
a<p Za respectively, by Jordan-

Wigner transformation[37]. A “qubit” version of UCC theory, where the Z-string is eliminated after Jordan-Wigner
transformation, is also considered in this work.

Definition A.1 (Alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz). Call the unitary UR
k (θ) (k ∈ N+) an alternated (qubit) dUCC

ansatz, if it can be written as

UR
k (θ) =

k∏
i=1

m∏
j=1

Rj(θ
(i)
j ), (A3)

where R = (R1, . . . , Rm) is a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations, Rj(θ) = exp
(
θ(τ̂j − τ̂ †j )

)
and τ̂j ∈{

â†pâq, â
†
pâ

†
qârâs, . . .

}
(or τ̂j ∈

{
Q†

pQq, Q
†
pQ

†
qQrQs, . . .

}
in qubit version).

While Definition A.1 encompasses any (qubit) excitations, our primary focus lies on single and double (qubit)
excitations. This is particularly relevant in scenarios like UCCSD. To this end, we will introduce dedicated notation
for single and double (qubit) excitation rotations, as follows.

Apq(θ) = exp

(
θ(Q†

pQq − h.c.)

p−1∏
a=q+1

Za

)
, Bpqrs(θ) = exp

(
θ(Q†

pQ
†
qQrQs − h.c.)

r−1∏
b=s+1

Zb

p−1∏
a=q+1

Za

)
, (A4)
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Aqubit
pq (θ) = exp

(
θ(Q†

pQq − h.c.)
)
, Bqubit

pqrs (θ) = exp
(
θ(Q†

pQ
†
qQrQs − h.c.)

)
, (A5)

where “h.c.” stands for Hermitian conjugation, and p > q > r > s. Examples of alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatzs
(including at most double (qubit) excitations) are

k-UCCS(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>ne⩾q

Apq

(
θ(i)pq

)
, (A6)

k-UCCGS(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>q

Apq

(
θ(i)pq

)
, (A7)

k-UCCSD(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>ne⩾q

Apq

(
θ(i)pq

) ∏
p>q>ne⩾r>s

Bpqrs

(
θ(i)pqrs

)
, (A8)

k-UCCGSD(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>q

Apq

(
θ(i)pq

) ∏
p>q>r>s

Bpqrs

(
θ(i)pqrs

)
, (A9)

k-qubit-UCCS(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>ne⩾q

Aqubit
pq

(
θ(i)pq

)
, (A10)

k-qubit-UCCGS(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>q

Aqubit
pq

(
θ(i)pq

)
, (A11)

k-qubit-UCCSD(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>ne⩾q

Aqubit
pq

(
θ(i)pq

) ∏
p>q>ne⩾r>s

Bqubit
pqrs

(
θ(i)pqrs

)
, (A12)

k-qubit-UCCGSD(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>q

Aqubit
pq

(
θ(i)pq

) ∏
p>q>r>s

Bqubit
pqrs

(
θ(i)pqrs

)
, (A13)

k-BRA(θ) =

k∏
l=1

n−1∏
i=1

Ai,i+1

(
θ
(l)
i,i+1

)
, (A14)

k-UpCCGSD(θ) =

k∏
i=1

∏
p>q

Apq

(
θ(i)pq

)∏
a>b

B2a,2a−1,2b,2b−1

(
θ
(i)
ab

)
. (A15)

In VQE, the cost function to be optimized is naturally chosen to be energy of the molecule system:

C(θ; ρ, U,O) = tr
(
OU(θ)ρU(θ)†

)
. (A16)

Here

• ρ is an easy-to-prepare reference state. In this work, ρ is fixed to be |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|, where |ψ0⟩ is a Hartree-Fock state,

|ψ0⟩ := | 1 . . . 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
ne

0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−ne

⟩. (A17)

• U(θ) is the ansatz, such that U(θ) |ψ0⟩ produces a trial state.

• O is the observable, usually the electronic structure Hamiltonian Hel =
∑

pq hpqâ
†
pâq +

∑
pqrs gpqrsâ

†
pâ

†
qârâs. In

our study, we focus on the real case, where the one- and two-electron integrals hpq and gpqrs are assumed to be
both real and symmetric (hpq = hqp ∈ R and gpqrs = gsrqp ∈ R). Moreover, we assume that gpqrs ̸= 0 only if

p > q > r > s or p < q < r < s. In other words, terms such as â†1â
†
3â2â4 are forbidden. It is important to note

that this assumption is made for ease of analysis, rather than due to the drawback of our proof techniques. In
fact, our results can be generalized to any observables, although the progress of extending the analysis could be
tedious. Remark that under the aforementioned assumptions, Hel can be written as:

Hel =
∑
p>q

hpq
(
â†pâq + h.c.

)
+

∑
p>q>r>s

gpqrs
(
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

)
. (A18)
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The cost function we study may take various forms, with ρ = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0| fixed, and U(θ), O potentially varying in
different instances. For simplicity, we will slightly abuse the notation and use C(θ;U,O), C(θ;U), C(θ;O) or even
C(θ) instead of C(θ; ρ, U,O), whenever the context is clear.
While VQA and VQE are promising in NISQ era, there are several unresolved obstacles, among which the Barren

Plateaus (BP) phenomenon poses a major concern [34]. Analogous to the gradient vanishing problem in training
classical neural network, BP refers to the exponential concentration of gradients (of cost function in VQA) around
0 over random parameters, thus ruling out any gradient based optimization method with random starting point.
Another related concept is the concentration of cost function, which also characterize the flatness of cost landscape. For
example, the exponential concentration of cost function around its mean would rule out any gradient-free optimization
method with random starting point. The two types of concentration are strictly defined as follows. Let {Cn}n∈N+

be

a family of cost functions indexed by qubit number n and Eθ

[
∂θjC(θ)

]
= 0 for all θj ∈ θ.

Definition A.2 (Gradient concentration and BP). Let G(n) = maxθj∈θ Varθ
(
∂θjCn(θ)

)
. We say the gradients

of {Cn}n∈N+
concentrate polynomially if G(n) = 1/ poly(n), and concentrate exponentially if G(n) = 1/ exp(Ω(n)).

Specifically, {Cn}n∈N+
exhibits BP if the gradients concentrate exponentially.

Definition A.3 (Cost concentration). Let F (n) = Varθ (Cn(θ)). We say {Cn}n∈N+
concentrate polynomially if

F (n) = 1/poly(n), and concentrate exponentially if F (n) = 1/ exp(Ω(n)).

Intuitively, both gradient concentration and cost concentration describe the flatness of landscape. In [30], the equiv-
alence between exponential cost concentration and exponential gradient concentration (i.e., BP) was established for
ansatzs comprising a polynomial number of independent Pauli rotations, using integral arguments and the parameter
shift rule. Since their result is not directly applicable in our setting, in the following lemma we derive a quantitative
relationship between cost variance and gradient variances, using the fact that the cost function of alternated dUCC
ansatz is periodic and has no rapid oscillations. The proof of this lemma is postponed to Appendix B, and is largely
inspired by [28].

Lemma A.4 (Relationship between variances of cost and gradients). Let UR
k (θ) be an alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz

defined in Eq. (A3), and C(θ;UR
k ) defined in Eq. (A18), then

(k|R|)−1 ·Varθ (C) ≤ max
θj∈θ

Varθ
(
∂θjC

)
≤ Varθ (C) . (A19)

Consequently, for alternated dUCC ansatzs, the exponential decay of cost variance implies exponential decay of
gradient variance by second inequality of Eq. (A19), while the reverse holds only when k|R| is sub-exponential by
the first inequality. Our main focus will be determining the scaling of variance of cost, and bound the variance of
gradients by Lemma A.4. We prove in our main result (Theorem A.5) that while variants of alternated (qubit) dUCC
ansatz (k-UCCSD, k-BRA, etc.) differs both in structure and performance, their asymptotic behavior of cost variance
in the large depth limit can be categorized by a few representatives.

Theorem A.5 (Main result). Let UR
k (θ) be an alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz defined in Eq. (A3), and C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
defined in Eq. (A16), where the qubit number is n, and Hel defined in Eq. (A18), with |hpq|, |gpqrs| ∈ O(poly(n)).
Denote the simple undirected graph formed by index pairs of (qubit) single excitations in R by G, i.e.,

G := (V = [n], E =
{
(u, v)

∣∣Auv or Aqubit
uv ∈ R

}
). (A20)

Suppose G is connected. The limit limk→∞ Var
(
C
(
θ;UR

k

)
, Hel

)
=: V (n) exists, and

1. If R contains only single excitation rotations, then V (n) = 1/ poly(n).

2. If R contains only single qubit excitation rotations, then V (n) = 1/ poly(n) if the maximum degree of G is 2,
and V (n) = 1/ exp(Θ(n)) otherwise.

3. If R contains both single and double excitation rotations, then V (n) = 1/ exp(Θ(n)).

4. If R contains both single and double qubit excitation rotations (and satisfy the condition in Theorem H.2), then
V (n) = 1/ exp(Θ(n)).

Appendixes C to H are devoted to the proof of Theorem A.5, which is in fact the calculation of cost variance
Var (C). The proof is divided into the following parts (illustrated in Figure 2):

• In Appendix C, we give a high level description about how we calculate the tth moment of cost function.
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– We represent the tth moment of cost function as a circuit-like tensor network (Lemma C.1), by contracting

initial state, gates and observable into larger tensors: E [Ct] = ⟨Hel|⊗t
(∏|R|

j=1 E
[
R⊗t,t

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2t

. Since

the tth moment of cost is essentially captured by the vector
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
:=
(∏|R|

j=1 E
[
R⊗t,t

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2t

, we refer

to such vector as (R, t, k)-moment vector (Definition C.2).

– We introduce site decomposition (Definition C.3), so that the enlarged space C22tn involved in calculating
E [Ct] can be still viewed as tensor product of n subsystems. These subsystems are referred to as sites,

each containing 2t qubits. Under site decomposition, tensor like E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
can be viewed as an operator

acting on sites.

– We show that each E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
is an orthogonal projection (Lemma C.6), denoted by PMj

.

– The convergence of alternating projections hence assures that
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
= PM |ψ0⟩⊗2t

, where M =
⋂|R|

j=1Mj

(Corollary C.8). While it is not obvious how to find the intersection spaceM , it is easy to find its orthogonal

complement M⊥, since M⊥ =
∑|R|

j=1M
⊥
j (Lemma C.9).

• In Appendix D, we characterize the spanning set of M⊥
j (Lemma D.9). Symmetries of E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
is used to

reduce the space.

– The Z⊗2t
p -symmetry helps to reduce to the invariant space Heven

2 (Corollary D.3).

– The particle number symmetry helps to further reduce to the invariant space Hpaired
2 (Lemma D.8) when

t = 2.

– The
(
Sb
τ

)⊗n
-symmetry helps to reduce to the invariant space Hτ

t (Corollary D.13).

• In Appendix E, we prove that the cost function is unbiased, i.e., the first moment is zero. We also illustrate
how to calculate the second moment by an example.

• In Appendixes F to H, we prove our main result Theorem A.5, by calculating
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
, and taking the inner

product between
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
and |Hel⟩⊗2

which evaluates to E
[
C2
]
.

– The proof of case 1 and part of case 2 is constructive: we give an explicit vector |Ψ∗⟩, and prove
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
=

|Ψ∗⟩ by showing that |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ M and |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ M⊥. In this proof, we use the spanning set of the

orthogonal complement M inside Hpaired
2 — (M ∩Hpaired

2 )⊥ ∩Hpaired
2 .

– We prove the rest of the theorem by showing that dim
(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ Hτ
2

)
= 1. In such case,

∣∣ΨR
t,∞
〉

is obvious.

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma A.4

In this section, we prove the equivalence between variances of cost and gradients for alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz
(Lemma A.4). In fact, we prove a more generalized version in Lemma B.2 for any bounded frequency periodic function
(defined below). Intuitively, such function does not have rapid oscillation.

Definition B.1 (Bounded frequency periodic function). A function f : RL → R is called bounded frequency periodic,
if it is periodic with the following Fourier expansion

f(θ) =
∑
n∈ZL

cn exp(in · θ), where cn ∈ C. (B1)

Moreover, there exists a constant B > 0 independent of L, s.t.

cn = 0 if ∥n∥∞ > B. (B2)

Notice that we implicitly assumed bounded frequency periodic function to have period 2π, but it can be generalized
to any periodic function by rescaling. The following proof is similar to Lemma 1 of [28]. We include the proof for
completeness.
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(a)

θ1

θ2

θ1

θ2
ρ O

×k




t

(b)

θ1

θ2

θ1

θ2
ρ O

×k




t

[ ]
t

[ ]
t




t

(c)

ρt Pt,1 Pt,2 Ot

×k

k→∞−−−−→ ρt PMt Ot

(d)

Mt

ρt

|Ψt,∞⟩

Ot

FIG. 2: Illustration of how we calculate the tth moment of cost function. (a) Tensor network representation of the
tth moment. Here the square bracket represents taking the tth moment. (b) Use the independence of parameters to
contract the tensor network into a circuit-like one. (c) The tth moment of each excitation rotation is orthogonal
projection. In the infinite depth limit, these projections contract into an orthogonal projection onto the intersection
space Mt. (d) The t

th moment in the infinite depth limit can be recovered as the inner product between vector Ot

and moment vector |Ψt,∞⟩ (projected ρt).

Lemma B.2 (Relationship between variances of cost and gradients, generalized). For bounded frequency periodic
function f : RL → R where the frequencies are bounded by B as in Eq. (B2),

L−1 ·Varθ (f(θ)) ≤ max
1≤j≤L

Varθ
(
∂θjf(θ)

)
≤ B2 ·Varθ (f(θ)) . (B3)

Proof. Expand f in Fourier basis as in Eq. (B1). Since f is real-valued, cn = c∗−n for any n ∈ ZL. Since Eθ∈R
[
eimθ

]
=

δ(m) for any integer m, we have

Var (f) = E
[
f2
]
− E [f ]

2
=
∑
n

|cn|2 − |c0|2 =
∑
n ̸=0

|cn|2, (B4)

Var
(
∂θjf

)
= E

[
(∂θjf)

2
]
− E

[
∂θjf

]2
=
∑
n

|cn|2n2j − 0 =
∑
n

|cn|2n2j . (B5)

By the fact that |nj | ≤ B,

Var (f) ≤
∑
n

|cn|2∥n∥22 =
∑
j

Var
(
∂θjf

)
≤ Lmax

j
(∂θjf) ≤ LB2 ·Var (f) . (B6)

The following two lemmas show that the cost function of alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz is bounded frequency
periodic, completing the proof of Lemma A.4.

Lemma B.3 (Periodicity of (qubit) excitation rotations). Let R(θ) be a (qubit) excitation rotation (Definition A.1).
R(θ) is periodic with period 2π. Moreover, there exists constant matrices M+

R ,M
−
R ,M

0
R, such that

R(θ) = eiθM+
R + e−iθM−

R +M0
R. (B7)

Proof. Recall R(θ) = exp
(
θ(τ̂ − τ̂ †)

)
, where τ̂ ∈

{
â†pâq, â

†
pâ

†
qârâs, . . .

}
∪
{
Q†

pQq, Q
†
pQ

†
qQrQs, . . .

}
. Notice that τ̂ − τ̂ †

is anti-Hermitian. It suffices to show that the eigenvalues of τ̂ − τ̂ † are 0,±i. In fact,(
τ̂ − τ̂ †

)2
=
(
Q†

pQ
†
q . . . QrQs · · · −Q†

rQ
†
s . . . QpQq . . .

)2
= −(NpNq · · ·+NrNs · · · −NpNq . . . NrNs . . . ). (B8)

Hence,
(
τ̂ − τ̂ †

)2
is a diagonal matrix, and each element on the diagonal is either 0 or -1.

Lemma B.4. Let UR
k (θ) be an alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz defined in Eq. (A3). The cost function C(θ;UR

k )
defined in Eq. (A16) is bounded frequency periodic.
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Proof. By Lemma B.3,

C(θ;UR
k ) = tr

(
OUR

k (θ) |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|UR
k (θ)†

)
(B9)

= tr

O
∏

ij

Rj(θ
(j)
i )

 |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|

∏
ij

Rj(θ
(j)
i )

†
 (B10)

=
∑

c,c′∈{0,±1}m

ei(c−c′)·θ tr

O
∏

ij

M
cij
Rj

 |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|

∏
ij

M
c′ij
Rj

†
. (B11)

Since ∥c− c′∥∞ ≤ 2, C(θ;UR
k ) is bounded frequency periodic.

To conclude this section, we make two remarks. First, the lower bound in Lemma B.2 can be saturated,

for example by the function f(θ) =
∑

j cos
2 θj

2 . Notice that f(θ) emerges as the global cost function C(θ) =

tr
(
OU(θ) |0⟩⟨0|U†(θ)

)
, where U(θ) =

∏n
j=1 exp(iθjXj) and O =

∑n
j=1 |0⟩⟨0|j . Second, we only utilize the periodicity

of alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatzs (Lemma B.3) when proving the equivalence between cost variance and gradient
variance. Such argument could possibly be strengthened using other properties such as non-locality.

Appendix C: Moments of cost function

In the last section, we showed that for alternated dUCC ansatzs, the variance of gradient can be bounded by the
variance of cost itself in both directions (Lemmas B.2 and B.4). For now on, we turn to calculate to the variance of
cost function. To start with, we employ the common trick in the study of BP [22–25] to express the tth moment of
cost function as a circuit-like tensor network. The motivation is to separate initial state, gates and observables apart,
and to resolve the non-linearity in high order moment.

1. Circuit-like tensor network representation of E
[
Ct

]
and moment vector

In this section, we express the tth moment of cost function as a circuit-like tensor network. All quantum gates
related to the same parameter are contracted to one “elevated” tensor which has a larger dimension, namely, the tth

moment superoperator. The (matrix form of) tth moment superoperator of an operator T (θ) with a real parameter θ
is defined to be

Eθ∈R
[
T (θ)⊗t,t

]
=

∫
R
T (θ)⊗t ⊗ T ∗(θ)⊗tdθ. (C1)

To simplify the notations, we will use the shorthand E [T⊗t,t] := Eθ∈R [T (θ)⊗t,t] whenever the context is clear.

Moreover, we introduce dedicated notation T̄ , T̃ for the 1st and 2nd moment of T (θ), since they will be used frequently:

T̄ := E
[
T⊗1,1

]
, T̃ := E

[
T⊗2,2

]
. (C2)

The vectorization of an operator U ∈ C2m×2m is defined to be |U⟩ := (U ⊗ 112m)
∑

i∈Fm
2
|i, i⟩.

Using the fact that E [XY ] = E [X]E [Y ] for independent random variables X,Y , we can express the tth moment
of cost function of alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatzs by the product of tth moment of excitation operators.

Lemma C.1 (tth moment of cost function). Let UR
k (θ) be an alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz defined in Eq. (A3),

C(θ;UR
k , O) be the cost function defined in Eq. (A16) where O is any observable. For any t ∈ N+ and observables

O1, . . . , Ot ∈ C2m×2m ,

E

[
t∏

l=1

C
(
θ;UR

k , Ol

)]
=

(
t⊗

l=1

⟨Ol|

) |R|∏
j=1

E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]k

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
. (C3)

In particular, the tth moment of cost function C
(
θ;UR

k , O
)
for some observable O is

E
[
Ct
(
θ;UR

k , O
)]

= ⟨O|⊗t

 |R|∏
j=1

E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]k

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
. (C4)
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Proof. Observe that C(θ;U,O) = tr
(
OU(θ) |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|U(θ)†

)
= ⟨O|U(θ)⊗1,1 |ψ0⟩⊗2

, and use the independence of pa-
rameters.

We make two remarks regarding Lemma C.1.

1. Eq. (C3) is useful in calculating covariance, or other quantities alike.

2. The expectations in Lemma C.1 are taken over random parameters θ sampled from Rk|R|, or equivalently from
[0, 2π)k|R| by the periodicity of (qubit) excitation rotations (Lemma B.3).

Lemma C.1 indicates that the tth moment of cost function for different observables are essentially captured by a
vector, which is the product of tth moment superoperators of excitation rotations and initial state. In other words,
one can in principle calculate E [C(θ;O)t] for any observable O if such vector is known — just take an inner product
of the vectorization of O and the vector. Hence, we refer to such vector as a moment vector, as defined below.

Definition C.2 ((R, t, k)-moment vector). Let R be a sequence of excitation rotations defined in Definition A.1, and
|ψ0⟩ be the Hartree-Fock state defined in Eq. (A17). For t, k ∈ N+, the (R, t, k)-moment vector is defined to be

∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
=

 |R|∏
j=1

E
[
T⊗t,t
j

]k

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
. (C5)

In particular, the moment vector of k-UCCSD, k-BRA etc. is denoted by
∣∣∣ΨUCCSD

t,k

〉
,
∣∣∣ΨBRA

t,k

〉
etc. And the moment

vector of k-qubit-UCCSD etc. is denoted by
∣∣∣ΨqUCCSD

t,k

〉
etc.

Eq. (C4) can be rewritten as E [Ct] = ⟨O|⊗t
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
. As an example,

〈
11⊗t

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
= ⟨11|⊗t

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
=

E
[
Ct(θ;UR

k , 11)
]
= 1.

2. Site decomposition: a straightforward way to describe the elevated tensors

So far, we have addressed the non-linearity in calculating the tth moment of cost by considering 2t replicas of the
original system. Moreover, E [Ct] turns out to be the inner product of the vectorization of O and the (R, t, k)-moment

vector
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
. Before delving into the calculation of

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
, it is worthwhile to reorder the qubits in the enlarged

Hilbert space so that the elevated tensor can be described naturally. Such reordering, which we refer to as site
decomposition, is formally defined below.

Definition C.3 (Site decomposition). The isomorphism between Hilbert spaces H⊗2t ∼=
⊗n

i=1 Hi with H = C2n ,Hi =

C22t , defined by

2t⊗
j=1

∣∣∣b(j)1 . . . b(j)n

〉
→

n⊗
i=1

∣∣∣b(1)i . . . b
(2t)
i

〉
, (C6)

is called a site decomposition. Each Hi = C22t is called a site of length 2t. Moreover, we will use |Ψ⟩ to denote any

state in the enlarged space C22tn , while |Φ⟩ is reserved for computational basis states. Φ is interpreted as a bit string
in F2tn

2 . For i ∈ [n], j ∈ [2t], Φi denotes the bit string of the ith site, and Φij denotes the jth bit of ith site.

This procedure described in Definition C.3 can be understood as reordering and splitting the 2tn qubits into n
equally-sized subsystems, with each subsystem forming a site. As an example, the tth moment of a qubit single
excitation rotation acting on qubit 1 and 2 can be viewed as a tensor acting on site 1 and 2, as illustrated in Figure 3.
Without site decomposition, it is less straightforward to describe such tensor. The reader should be aware that we
will implicitly assume site decomposition in the subsequent text.

The following proposition reexpress the initial state and vectorization of observable â†pâq +h.c. and â†pâ
†
qârâs +h.c.

under site decomposition.
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2t

n

FIG. 3: Illustration of the tth moment of a double qubit gate acting on qubit 1 and 2, which can be viewed as a larger
tensor acting on site 1 and 2. Here t = 2 and n = 3. Each ball represents a qubit, the gray boxes together represent
the tth moment of the double qubit gate, and the balls in the red dashed cycle form the 3rd site of length 2t.

Proposition C.4 (Initial state and observable under site decomposition). Let t ∈ N+, and |ψ0⟩ as defined in
Eq. (A17). Under site decomposition,

|ψ0⟩⊗2t
= | 1 . . . 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

2t

⟩⊗ne | 0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
2t

⟩⊗(n−ne). (C7)

After Jordan-Wigner transformation, when O = â†pâq + h.c. (p > q),

|O⟩⊗t
=
(
|01⟩q |10⟩p + |10⟩q |01⟩p

)⊗t

⊗
⊗

a∈[1,q∪(p,n]

(|00⟩a + |11⟩a)
⊗t ⊗

⊗
b∈(p,q)

(|00⟩b − |11⟩b)
⊗t
. (C8)

And when O = â†pâ
†
qârâs + h.c. (p > q > r > s),

|O⟩⊗t
=
(
|01⟩s |01⟩r |10⟩q |10⟩p + |10⟩s |10⟩r |01⟩q |01⟩p

)⊗t

⊗
⊗

a∈[1,s)∪(r,q)∪(p,n]

(|00⟩a + |11⟩a)
⊗t ⊗

⊗
b∈(s,r)∪(q.p)

(|00⟩b − |11⟩b)
⊗t
. (C9)

Proof. Notice that after Jordan-Wigner transformation âp = Qp

∏
a<p Za, and the vectorization of Q, I, Z is |Q⟩ =

|01⟩ , |I⟩ = |00⟩+ |11⟩ , |Z⟩ = |00⟩ − |11⟩, respectively.

The following operators related to sites will be useful.

Definition C.5 (Sπ, Spq, S
b
τ , F

W
V ). Let π ∈ Sn, τ ∈ S2t, V ⊆ [n],W ⊆ [2t].

1. Define Sπ ∈ C2tn×2tn to be the permutation of sites by π:

Sπ |Φ1Φ2 . . .Φn⟩ =
∣∣Φπ−1(1)Φπ−1(2) . . .Φπ−1(n)

〉
, ∀Φi ∈ F2t

2 . (C10)

In particular, denote Spq := S(p q) the swap of site p and q.

2. Define Sb
τ ∈ C2t×2t to be the permutation of qubits in one site by τ :

Sb
τ |b1b2 . . . b2t⟩ =

∣∣bτ−1(1)bτ−1(2) . . . bτ−1(2t)

〉
, ∀bi ∈ F2. (C11)

3. Define FW
V ∈ C2tn×2tn to be the flip of the jth bit in the ith site for all i ∈ V, j ∈W :

FW
V =

n∏
i=1

2t⊗
j=1

X
[i∈V ∧j∈W ]
i . (C12)

In particular, denote F ab...
pq... = F

{a,b,... }
{p,q,... } .
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3. Moments of excitation rotations

After introducing site decomposition, we now return to the calculation of moment vector
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
. Recall the definition

of
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
in Definition C.2. Since the initial state is fixed to be |ψ0⟩, it remains to determine each E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
, where

Rj is some (qubit) excitation rotation. The following lemma give some basic properties of E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
. More properties

will be covered in later sections.

Lemma C.6 (Basic properties of E [R⊗t,t]). Let R(θ) be a (qubit) excitation rotation (Definition A.1), and t ∈ N+.

1. E [R⊗t,t] = E
[
R⊗2t

]
.

2. E [R⊗t,t] is an orthogonal projection.

3. Suppose R(θ) is a qubit excitation rotation, i.e., R(θ) = exp
(
θ
(
τ̂ − τ̂ †

))
for some τ̂ = Q†

p1
. . . Q†

pr
Qpr+1

. . . Qp2r
.

Define Φp1:p2r,j := Φp1,j . . .Φp2r,j , b0 := 0r1r, b1 := 1r0r, and

nab := #{j ∈ [2t]|Φp1:p2r,j = ba,Φ
′
p1:p2r,j = bb}, ∀a, b ∈ F2. (C13)

Then

⟨Φ|E
[
R⊗t,t

]
|Φ′⟩ =

{
0, (∗),
(−1)n01 (n00+n11−1)!!(n01+n10−1)!!

(n00+n11+n01+n10)!!
, otherwise.

(C14)

Here we use the convention that (−1)!! := 1, and (∗) is the union of the following cases:

• Φi ̸= Φ′
i for some i ∈ [n]\{ps|s ∈ [2r]}.

• Φp1:p2r,j ̸= Φ′
p1:p2r,j

and
{
Φp1:p2r,j ,Φ

′
p1:p2r,j

}
⊈ {b0, b1} for some j ∈ [2t].

• One of n00 + n11 and n01 + n10 is odd.

4. Suppose R(θ) is an excitation rotation, i.e., R(θ) = exp
(
θ
(
τ̂ − τ̂ †

))
for some τ̂ = â†p1

. . . â†pr
âpr+1 . . . âp2r .

Assume τ̂ = ±Q†
p1
. . . Q†

pr
Qpr+1

. . . Qp2r

∏
i∈V Zi for index set V ⊂ [n]\{ps|s ∈ [2r]}. Define τ̂ ′ :=

Q†
p1
. . . Q†

pr
Qpr+1 . . . Qp2r , R

′(θ) := exp
(
θ
(
τ̂ ′ − (τ̂ ′)†

))
, z :=

⊗
a∈V Φa and Xz

i :=
⊗2t

j=1X
zj
i . The following

conversion rule holds:

E
[
R⊗t,t

]
|Φ⟩ =

(
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
E
[
(R′)⊗t,t

]( n∏
i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ⟩ . (C15)

Proof. 1 . Notice that R(θ) is real.
2 . Since R(θ) = exp

(
θ(τ̂ − τ̂ †)

)
for some constant operator τ̂ ,

Eθ1

[
R(θ1)

⊗t,t
]
Eθ2

[
R(θ2)

⊗t,t
]
= Eθ1

[
Eθ2

[
R(θ1 + θ2)

⊗t,t
]]
. (C16)

By Lemma B.3, R(θ) is periodic. Thus,

Eθ1

[
Eθ2

[
R(θ1 + θ2)

⊗t,t
]]

= Eθ1

[
Eθ2

[
R(θ2)

⊗t,t
]]

= Eθ2

[
R(θ2)

⊗t,t
]
. (C17)

Combining Eq. (C16) and Eq. (C17), we have E [R⊗t,t]
2
= E [R⊗t,t].

Moreover,

E
[
R(θ)⊗t,t

]†
= E

[
R(−θ)⊗t,t

]
= E

[
R(θ)⊗t,t

]
. (C18)

Hence, E [R⊗t,t] is an orthogonal projection.

3 . By taking the Taylor expansion of matrix exponential eM =
∑

m⩾0
Mm

m! , it is easy to verify that

R(θ) = exp
(
θ(|b1⟩⟨b1| − |b0⟩⟨b0|)p1,...,p2r

)
(C19)

= 112n +
(
sin θ(|b1⟩⟨b0| − |b0⟩⟨b1|) + (cos θ − 1)(|b0⟩⟨b0|+ |b1⟩⟨b1|)

)
p1,...,p2r

. (C20)
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Consequently, ⟨Φ|E [R⊗t,t] |Φ′⟩ can only be non-zero if none of the first 2 cases of (∗) happens. If so,

⟨Φ|E
[
R(θ)⊗t,t

]
|Φ′⟩ = E

[
(−1)n01 cos(θ)

n00+n11 sin(θ)
n01+n10

]
=

{
0, if n00 + n11 or n01 + n10 is odd,

(−1)n01 (n00+n11−1)!!(n01+n10−1)!!
(n00+n11+n01+n10)!!

, otherwise.

(C21)

4 . Since τ̂ ′ − (τ̂ ′)† anti-commutes with
∏n

i=1Xi,

E
[
R(θ)⊗2t

]
|Φ⟩ = E

 2t⊗
j=1

R′((−1)zjθ)

 |Φ⟩ =

(
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
E
[
R′(θ)⊗2t

]( n∏
i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ⟩ . (C22)

4. Convergence of alternating projections

One of the most important finding in Lemma C.6 is that the tth moment superoperator of (qubit) excitation
rotations E [R⊗t,t] are orthogonal projections. This is not unusual in BP studies. For example, in [15, 18, 24] the
circuit (or block of gates) is assumed to be Haar random up to 2nd moment. Under such assumption one verifies that
the 2nd moment superoperator of the circuit (or block of gates) is an orthogonal projector of rank 2. However, the
projectors we encountered is significantly more complex compared to the Haar random case. In fact, the 2nd moment
of qubit single excitation rotations is a projector of rank 70 in the subsystem it acts on, let alone normal excitation

rotations which are highly non-local. Hence, we do not expect it to be easy to figure out or even bound
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
for

any finite k. Rather, we turn to study the infinite-k case, which turns out to be tractable. The phenomenon that
infinite case is easier than finite one is ubiquitous, for example in the theoretical analysis of classical neural networks
[32]. The following lemma will play a central role.

Lemma C.7 (Convergence of alternating projections [31]). Let H be a Hilbert space, and denote PM to be the
orthogonal projection onto a subspace M ⊆ H. Given N subspace M1, . . . ,MN with intersection M =M1 ∩ · · · ∩MN ,

lim
k→∞

∥∥(PMN
· · ·PM1)

k(x)− PM (x)
∥∥ = 0, ∀x ∈ H. (C23)

Remark that we are working in a finite Hilbert space, and in such case uniform convergence
limk→∞(PMN

· · ·PM1)
k = PM can be shown.

Corollary C.8. Let R be a sequence of excitation rotations defined in Definition A.1, and t ∈ N+. Denote the
projection E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
by PMj

, where Mj is the subspace that PMj
projects onto. Define M :=

⋂
j Mj. We have

lim
k→∞

 |R|∏
j=1

E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]k

= PM and
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
= PM |ψ0⟩⊗2t

. (C24)

We make two remarks regarding Corollary C.8.

1. The reason why the infinite case is easier is that by Corollary C.8 it suffices to figure out the intersection
M =

⋂
j Mj , rather than tracking how |ψ0⟩⊗2t

evolves.

2. In the subsequent text, regardless of the form of R and order of moment t, we will denote the subspace that
E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
projects onto by Mj , and the intersection space

⋂
j Mj by M , as in Corollary C.8. The reader should

be cautious with which R and t is used in context to define M and Mj .

While we may be able to characterize (albeit a bit complex) each Mj , since the matrix form of E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
has been

explicitly written out in Lemma C.6, it is not obvious how to calculate their intersection at first sight. On the other
hand, it is straightforward to determine the spanning set of the orthogonal complement M⊥ if one has determined
the spanning set of each M⊥

j — just take the union of these spanning sets. The reason is explained in Lemma C.9
(2 ). Lemma C.9 also includes other properties of orthogonal complement which will be used in later sections. The
proof of Lemma C.9 is elementary and is omitted.
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Lemma C.9. Let V1, V2, . . . , Vm and V ′ be subspaces of finite dimensional vector space V .

1. (V ⊥
1 )⊥ = V1.

2. (V1 ∩ V2 ∩ · · · ∩ Vm)⊥ = V ⊥
1 + V ⊥

2 + · · ·+ V ⊥
m .

3. ((V1 ∩ V ′)⊥ ∩ V ′)⊥ ∩ V ′ = V1 ∩ V ′.

4. ((V1 ∩ V2 ∩ · · · ∩ Vm) ∩ V ′)⊥ ∩ V ′ = (V1 ∩ V ′))⊥ ∩ V ′ + (V2 ∩ V ′))⊥ ∩ V ′ + · · ·+ (Vm ∩ V ′))⊥ ∩ V ′.

If in addition [PV ′ , PVi
] = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . ,m, then

5. (V1 ∩ V ′)⊥ ∩ V ′ = V ⊥
1 ∩ V ′.

6. ((V1 ∩ V2 ∩ · · · ∩ Vm) ∩ V ′)⊥ ∩ V ′ = (V1 ∩ V2 ∩ · · · ∩ Vm)⊥ ∩ V ′

Appendix D: Reduce the space by symmetries

In the last section, we have hinted how we will calculate the tth moment of cost function at k = ∞ for alternated
dUCC ansatzs:

1. we find out the spanning set of each M⊥
j (recall that PMj

:= E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
),

2. take the union to get the spanning set of M⊥ (recall that M :=
⋂

j Mj),

3. somehow calculate PM |ψ0⟩⊗2t
, using the spanning set of M⊥,

4. finally take the inner product between |Hel⟩⊗t
and

∣∣ΨR
t,∞
〉
= PM |ψ0⟩⊗2t

, which evaluates to E [Ct].

Step 2 and 4 has been explained in the last section. This section will be devoted to step 1, and will sketch the idea
behind 3. We do so by restricting ourselves into invariant subspaces using symmetries of E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
. The reduction of

space is in sequence. It is worth noting that while these symmetries should apply for any (qubit) excitation rotations
and any t ∈ N+, we primarily focus on the cases of (qubit) single/double excitation rotations and t = 1, 2, since these
are enough for proving Theorem A.5.

1. Z⊗2t
p -symmetry

The Z⊗2t
p -symmetry of E

[
R⊗t,t

j

]
helps to reduce from the whole space C22tn to Heven

t , the space spanned by states
where each site has an even Hamming weight.

Definition D.1 (Seven
t ,Heven

t ). Define Seven
t ,Heven

t ⊂ C22tn as follows:

Seven
t :=

{
|b1b2 . . . b2t⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2t∑
i=1

bi ≡ 0 (mod 2), bi ∈ F2

}⊗n

, Heven
t := spanSeven

t . (D1)

Let R(θ) be a (qubit) excitation rotation, and R be a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations (Definition A.1).

Lemma D.2 (Z⊗2t
p -symmetry). For any p ∈ [n],

[
E [R⊗t,t] , Z⊗2t

p

]
= 0.

Proof. Notice that R(θ) = exp
(
θ(τ̂ − τ̂ †)

)
for some (qubit) excitation τ̂ , and Zp either commutes or anti-commutes

with τ̂ − τ̂ † (since Z commutes with I, Z and anti-commutes with Q,Q†).

• If Zp commutes with τ̂ − τ̂ †, then Zp commutes with R(θ), and thus Z⊗2t
p commutes with E

[
R(θ)⊗2t

]
.

• If Zp anti-commutes with τ̂ − τ̂ †, then Z⊗2t
p E

[
R(θ)⊗2t

]
Z⊗2t
p = E

[
R(−θ)⊗2t

]
= E

[
R(θ)⊗2t

]
.

Corollary D.3 (Invariance of Heven
t ). Heven

t is an invariant subspace of E [R⊗t,t]. Moreover,
∣∣∣ΨR

t,k

〉
,
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
∈ Heven

t .
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Proof. Notice that Heven
t is the common +1 eigenspace of Z⊗2t

1 , Z⊗2t
2 , . . . , Z⊗2t

n . Since Z⊗2t
1 , Z⊗2t

2 , . . . , Z⊗2t
n and

E [R⊗t,t] commute mutually, Heven
t is an invariant subspace of E [R⊗t,t]. By Proposition C.4, |ψ0⟩⊗2t ∈ Heven

t . Hence,∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
=
(∏

j E
[
R⊗t,t

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2t ∈ Heven

t . Since Heven
t is closed,

∣∣ΨR
t,∞
〉
= limk→∞

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
∈ Heven

t .

The invariance ofHeven
t is enough to calculate the first moment of cost function. The reader can jump to Appendix E

for more details. In order to calculate the second moments, however, we still need to find the spanning set of M⊥
j ,

or equivalently diagonalizing R̃j = E
[
R⊗2,2

j

]
. Since Heven

t is an invariant subspace that contains
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
, we can

diagonalize inside Heven
t to save some work. But before that, we first introduce special notations for sites with an even

Hamming weight at t = 2, so that the notation for states in Heven
2 can be simpler. Recall that when t = 2, each site

has a length of 4, indicating that the dimension of the Hilbert space for each site is 24. Out of the 16 computational
basis states of each site, there are 8 with an even Hamming weight, as follows.

Definition D.4 (8 special basis states of site at t = 2). Define 8 product state in C24 as follows:

|Iab⟩ = |a, I(a), b, I(b)⟩ , |Xab⟩ = |a,X(a), b,X(b)⟩ , a, b ∈ F2. (D2)

Namely, they are

|I00⟩ = |0000⟩ , |I11⟩ = |1111⟩ , |I01⟩ = |0011⟩ , |I10⟩ = |1100⟩ , (D3)

|X00⟩ = |0101⟩ , |X11⟩ = |1010⟩ , |X01⟩ = |0110⟩ , |X10⟩ = |1001⟩ . (D4)

Remark that Seven
2 = {|Iab⟩ , |Xab⟩|a, b ∈ F2}⊗n

. For example, the following state is a paired state at n = 8.
Different “pair”s are marked in different colors.

|I00⟩|X11⟩|I01⟩|X10⟩|X00⟩|I10⟩|I11⟩|X01⟩. (D5)

We can give the square of the vectorization of â†pâq +h.c. and â†pâ
†
qârâs +h.c. a more succinct expression compared

to that in Proposition C.4, using the notations |Iab⟩ , |Xab⟩ as follows.

Proposition D.5 (Succinct expression of |O⟩⊗2
). After Jordan-Wigner transformation, when O = â†pâq+h.c. (p > q),

|O⟩⊗2
=

 ∑
c,d∈F2

|Xcd⟩q
∣∣Xcd

〉
p

⊗
⊗

a∈[1,q)∪(p,n]

 ∑
c,d∈F2

|Icd⟩a

⊗
⊗

b∈(p,q)

 ∑
c,d∈F2

(−1)c+d |Icd⟩b

. (D6)

And when O = â†pâ
†
qârâs + h.c. (p > q > r > s),

|O⟩⊗2
=

 ∑
c,d∈F2

|Xcd⟩s |Xcd⟩r
∣∣Xcd

〉
q

∣∣Xcd

〉
p

⊗

⊗
a∈[1,s)∪(r,q)∪(p,n]

 ∑
c,d∈F2

|Icd⟩a

⊗
⊗

b∈(s,r)∪(q.p)

 ∑
c,d∈F2

(−1)c+d |Icd⟩b

. (D7)

Now that we have defined the notation |Iab⟩ , |Xab⟩, we return to the diagonalization of R̃j inside Heven
t . The

following lemma gives diagonalization of Ãqubit and partial diagonalization of B̃qubit inside Heven
t . These will be used

in the next section to derive the spanning set of M⊥
j for Rj ∈

{
A,Aqubit, B,Bqubit

}
.

Lemma D.6 (Diagonalization of Ãqubit, B̃qubit inside Heven
t ).

1. The subspace that Ãqubit
pq |Heven

2
projects onto is spanned by S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3, where

S1 := {|Φ⟩||Φ⟩ ∈ Seven
2 ,Φp = Φq}, (D8)

S2 :=
{
|Φ⟩+ (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpq |Φ⟩

∣∣|Φ⟩ ∈ Seven
2 ,Φp ̸= Φq,Φp ̸= Φ̄q

}
, (D9)

S3 :=
{
|Φ⟩+ Spq |Φ⟩+ F st

pq |Φ⟩+ SpqF
st
pq |Φ⟩

∣∣|Φ⟩ ∈ Seven
2 , |Φp⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |I11⟩ , 1 ≤ s < t ≤ 4

}
. (D10)
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2. The space spanned by S :=
{
|Φ⟩ ∈ Seven

2

∣∣Φp ̸= Φq,Φp ̸= Φq,Φp = Φr,Φq = Φs

}
is invariant under B̃qubit

pqrs ,

and when restricted in such subspace, B̃qubit
pqrs is an orthogonal projection onto the space spanned by S′ :={

|Φ⟩+ (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpsSqr |Φ⟩
∣∣|Φ⟩ ∈ S

}
.

Proof. 1 . — By Lemma C.6 (3 ), Âqubit
pq stabilizes every vector in S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3, and

tr
(
Âqubit

pq |Heven
2

)
=

∑
|Φ⟩∈Seven

2

⟨Φ|Âqubit
pq |Φ⟩ =

(
8× 1 + 48× 1

2
+ 8× 3

8

)
× 8n−2 =

3∑
i=1

dim (spanSi). (D11)

Finally, since S1, S2, S3 are mutually orthogonal, Âqubit
pq |Heven

2
is a projection onto span(S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3).

2 . — By Lemma C.6 (3 ), for any |Φ⟩ ∈ S,

B̃qubit
pqrs |Φ⟩ = 1

2
|Φ⟩+ (−1)Φp⊙Φq

2
SpsSqr |Φ⟩ . (D12)

Thus, S is invariant under B̃qubit
pqrs , and B̃qubit

pqrs |spanS is indeed an orthogonal projection onto the space spanned by

S′ :=
{
|Φ⟩+ (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpsSqr |Φ⟩

∣∣|Φ⟩ ∈ S
}
.

2. Particle number symmetry

The particle number symmetry of R̃j = E
[
R⊗2,2

j

]
helps to reduce the space from Heven

2 to Hpaired
2 , where certain

constraints regarding the number of |Iab⟩ , |Xab⟩ must be satisfied. Notice that we exclusively focus on the t = 2 case
for particle number symmetry, but such symmetry should hold for general t.

Definition D.7 (Paired state and related notions). Let |Φ⟩ ∈ Seven
2 and V ⊆ [n].

1. For any a, b ∈ F2, define

nIab(|Φ⟩ ;V ) := #{i ∈ V ||Φi⟩ = |Iab⟩}, nXab(|Φ⟩ ;V ) = #{i ∈ V ||Φi⟩ = |Xab⟩}. (D13)

If V is omitted, it is assumed that V = [n], i.e., nIab(|Φ⟩) := nIab(|Φ⟩ ; [n]), nXab(|Φ⟩) := nXab(|Φ⟩ ; [n]).

2. Call |Φ⟩ a paired state, if

nI01(|Φ⟩)− nI10(|Φ⟩) = nX00(|Φ⟩)− nX11(|Φ⟩) = nX01(|Φ⟩)− nX10(|Φ⟩) = 0, (D14)

nI00(|Φ⟩)− nI11(|Φ⟩) = n− 2ne. (D15)

3. Denote the set of all paired states by Spaired
2 , and the Hilbert space spanned by these states by Hpaired

2 .

4. Define the configuration of a paired state |Φ⟩ by

conf(|Φ⟩) = (nI01(|Φ⟩), nX00(|Φ⟩), nX01(|Φ⟩)). (D16)

5. Denote the set of all paired states with configuration (a, b, c) by Spaired
2,(a,b,c), and the Hilbert space spanned by these

states by Hpaired
2,(a,b,c).

Remark that the 8 numbers nIab(|Φ⟩), nXab(|Φ⟩) is uniquely determined by the configuration of a paired state |Φ⟩,
and nI01(|Φ⟩) + nX00(|Φ⟩) + nX01(|Φ⟩) ≤ min {ne, n− ne}.

Lemma D.8 (Invariance of Hpaired
2 ). Let R be a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations, with Rj ∈{

A,Aqubit, B,Bqubit
}
. Hpaired

2 is an invariant subspace of each R̃j. Moreover,
∣∣∣ΨR

2,k

〉
,
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
∈ Hpaired

2 .

Proof. In order to prove invariance of Hpaired
2 , it suffices to show that |Ψ⟩ := R̃ |Φ⟩ ∈ Hpaired

2 , for all |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 and

R ∈
{
A,Aqubit, B,Bqubit

}
.
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• We first prove the case when R ∈
{
Aqubit, Bqubit

}
. Since Ãqubit

pq (and B̃qubit
pqrs ) acts non-trivially only on 2 (and

4) sites, one can enumerate 82 (and 84) states of these sites to verify that if |Φ′⟩ ∈ Seven
2 has non-zero overlap

with |Ψ⟩, then for all a, b ∈ F2 and S ∈ {I,X},

nSab(|Φ′⟩)− nSab(|Φ⟩) = nSāb̄(|Φ
′⟩)− nSāb̄(|Φ⟩). (D17)

Thus, |Ψ⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 . In fact, Eq. (D17) is obvious when R = Ãqubit by the diagonalization given in Lemma D.6

(1 ).

• In order to prove the case when R ∈ {A,B}, we utilize the conversion rule in Lemma C.6 (4 ). Notice that for
any a, b ∈ F2 and S ∈ {I,X}, there exists a′, b′ ∈ F2 and S′ ∈ {I,X}, such that for any |Φ′⟩ ∈ Seven

2 ,

nSab(|Φ′⟩) = nS
′

a′b′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ′⟩

)
, nS

ab
(|Φ′⟩) = nS

′

a′b
′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ′⟩

)
. (D18)

Here
∏n

i=1X
z
i is defined as in Lemma C.6 (4 ) with respect to |Φ⟩. Thus, if |Φ′⟩ ∈ Spaired

2 has a non-zero overlap
with |Ψ⟩, then

nSab(|Φ′⟩)− nSab(|Φ⟩) = nS
′

a′b′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ′⟩

)
− nS

′

a′b′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ⟩

)
(D19)

= nS
′

a′b
′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ′⟩

)
− nS

′

a′b
′

((
n∏

i=1

Xz
i

)
|Φ⟩

)
(D20)

= nS
ab
(|Φ′⟩)− nS

ab
(|Φ⟩). (D21)

Eq. (D20) follows from Lemma C.6 (4 ) and Eq. (D17).

Finally, by Proposition C.4, |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ Hpaired
2 . Hence,

∣∣∣ΨR
2,k

〉
=
(∏

j R̃j

)k
|ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ Hpaired

2 . Since Hpaired
2 is closed,∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
= limk→∞

∣∣∣ΨR
2,k

〉
∈ Hpaired

2 .

Lemma D.8 indicates that we can restrict ourselves in Hpaired
2 — instead of the spanning set of each M⊥

j , it suffices

to find the spanning set of the orthogonal complement of each Mj inside Hpaired
2 :

(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 . As

one may expect, the union of these spanning set spans
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , according to Lemma C.9 (4 ). The

following lemma characterizes the spanning set of
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 for Rj ∈
{
A,Aqubit, B,Bqubit

}
.

Lemma D.9 (Spanning set of
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 for A,Aqubit, B,Bqubit). Denote by M1,M2,M3,M4 the

space that Ãpq, Ã
qubit
pq , B̃pqrs, B̃

qubit
pqrs projects onto. Suppose p > q for (qubit) single excitations and p > q > r > s for

(qubit) double excitations.

1.
(
M1 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 is spanned by all the following vectors: for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 , let z :=

⊕
a∈(q,p) Φa,

• |Φ⟩ − (−1)(Φp⊕z)⊙(Φq⊕z)Spq |Φ⟩.
• |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z2F 12

pq |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z3F 13
pq |Φ⟩ − (−1)z2+z3F 23

pq |Φ⟩ if |Φp⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |I11⟩.

2.
(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 is spanned by all the following vectors: for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 ,

• |Φ⟩ − (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpq |Φ⟩.
• |Φ⟩ − F 12

pq |Φ⟩ − F 13
pq |Φ⟩ − F 23

pq |Φ⟩ if |Φp⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |I11⟩.

3.
(
M3 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 contains |Φ⟩ − (−1)(Φp⊕z)⊙(Φq⊕z)SpsSqr |Φ⟩, where |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 , Φp ̸= Φq,Φp ̸=

Φq,Φp = Φr,Φq = Φs, and z :=
⊕

a∈(s,r)∪(q,p) Φa.
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4.
(
M4 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 contains |Φ⟩−(−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpsSqr |Φ⟩, where |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 , and Φp ̸= Φq,Φp ̸= Φq,Φp =

Φr,Φq = Φs.

Proof. We first prove 2 and 4 using diagonalization of Ãqubit
pq , B̃qubit

pqrs in Heven
2 (Lemma D.6), then prove 1 and 3 using

the qubit to non-qubit conversion rule in Lemma C.6 (4 ).

2 . — Denote the set of specified vectors by S. Obviously, S ⊆ Hpaired
2 . We need to prove (1) S ⊆

(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
,

(2) S⊥ ∩Hpaired
2 ⊆M2 ∩Hpaired

2 (since that would imply spanS ⊇
(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ).

(1) S ⊆
(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
: We show that every vector in S is orthogonal to S1 ∪S2 ∪S3 defined in Lemma D.6 (1 ),

hence S ⊆ (M2 ∩Heven
2 )

⊥ ⊆
(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
. First, consider the vector v1 := |Φ⟩ − (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpq |Φ⟩ ∈ S.

• If Φp = Φq, then v1 = 0 and v1 is orthogonal to S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3.

• If Φp = Φq, then v1 is orthogonal to S1 ∪ S2. v1 is also orthogonal to S3 since v1 = |Φ⟩ − Spq |Φ⟩ while for
vectors in S3 the overlaps with |Φ⟩ and Spq |Φ⟩ are the same.

• Otherwise, v1 is orthogonal to S1 ∪S3. v1 is also orthogonal to S2 since for vectors in S2 the overlaps with
|Φ⟩ and Spq |Φ⟩ differ by (−1)Φp⊙Φq .

Next, consider the vector v2 := |Φ⟩−F 12
pq |Φ⟩−F 13

pq |Φ⟩−F 23
pq |Φ⟩ with |Φp⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |I11⟩. v2 is orthogonal

to S1 ∪ S2. v2 is also orthogonal to S3 since for vectors in S3 the overlap with |Φ⟩ equals one of the overlaps
with F 12

pq |Φ⟩ , F 13
pq |Φ⟩ , F 23

pq |Φ⟩, while the rest two are both zero.

(2) S⊥∩Hpaired
2 ⊆M2∩Hpaired

2 : Suppose v ∈ S⊥∩Hpaired
2 , we prove v ∈M2∩Hpaired

2 . Write v =
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2

cΦ |Φ⟩,
with cΦ ∈ C. Since v is orthogonal to S, we have

• cΦ = (−1)Φp⊙ΦqcΦ′ if |Φ′⟩ = Spq |Φ⟩.
• cΦ = cΦ12 + cΦ13 + cΦ23 if |Φp⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |I11⟩ and

∣∣Φab
〉
= F ab

pq |Φ⟩.

Hence,

v =
∑

Φp=Φq

cΦ |Φ⟩+
∑

Φp ̸=Φq,Φq

cΦ
(
|Φ⟩+ (−1)Φp⊙Φq |Φ⟩

)
+

∑
|Φp⟩=Fab

pq |I00⟩,|Φq⟩=Fab
pq |I11⟩,

1⩽a<b⩽4

cΦab

(
F ab
pq |Φ⟩+ F ab

pq Spq |Φ⟩+ |Φ⟩+ Spq |Φ⟩
)
. (D22)

It is straightforward to verify that v ∈ Hpaired
2 and by Lemma D.6 (1 ) v ∈M2 ∩Heven

2 . Thus, v ∈M2 ∩Hpaired
2 .

4 . — Obviously, v := |Φ⟩ − (−1)Φp⊙ΦqSpsSqr |Φ⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 . Use the notation S, S′ from Lemma D.6 (2 ). Since

spanS is an invariant space of PM4 and spanS ∩M4 = spanS′, we have M4 = spanS′ ⊕
(
(spanS)

⊥ ∩M4

)
. v is

orthogonal to (spanS)
⊥ ∩M4 since v ∈ spanS. v is also orthogonal to spanS′, since for vectors in S′ the overlaps

with |Φ⟩ and SpsSqr |Φ⟩ differ by (−1)Φp⊙Φq . Hence, v ∈ M⊥
4 ∩ Hpaired

2 = (M4 ∩ Hpaired
2 )⊥ ∩ Hpaired

2 by Lemma C.9
(5 ).

1 and 3 . — Same as 2 and 4 but use the conversion rule.

Lemma D.9 has a simple yet interesting corollary — if R contains enough (qubit) single excitations, the dimension

of M ∩ Hpaired
2 is at most poly(n). Moreover, vectors in M ∩ Hpaired

2 has a nice decomposition which we refer to as
decomposition in configuration basis.

Corollary D.10 (Configuration basis decomposition). Let R be a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations defined in
Definition A.1, M be the intersection space defined in Lemma C.7. Denote the simple undirected graph formed by
index pairs of (qubit) single excitations in R by G as in Theorem A.5. If G is connected, then there exists a function
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sign(a, b, c) ∈ ±1 which defines a set of configuration basis
{∣∣Ψ(a,b,c)

〉
=
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2,(a,b,c)

sign(|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩
}
a,b,c

, such that

for any |Ψ⟩ ∈M ∩Hpaired
2 ,

|Ψ⟩ =
min {ne,n−ne}∑

a+b+c=0

c(a, b, c)
∣∣Ψ(a,b,c)

〉
, c(a, b, c) ∈ C. (D23)

Proof. By Lemma D.9, |Φ⟩±Suv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 and (u, v) ∈ E. By Lemma C.9,(

M ∩Hpaired
2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 ⊆ M⊥. Hence, for any |Ψ⟩ ∈ M ∩ Hpaired
2 , we have ⟨Φ|Ψ⟩ = ±⟨Φ|S†

uv|Ψ⟩. In other words,

if two paired states differ only by a site swap on an edge, their overlaps with |Ψ⟩ differs by either +1 or −1, and
such relative sign is independent of |Ψ⟩. Since G is connected, one can argue that if two paired states |Φ⟩ , |Φ′⟩ has
the same configuration (a, b, c), their overlaps with |Ψ⟩ differs by at most ±1 — two paired states with the same
configuration differ by some site permutation, which can be decomposed into product of swaps, and each swap can
in turn be decomposed into product of swaps on edges. The decomposition of a site permutation into swaps on
edges may not be unique, and if the signs induced by two different decomposition conflict, it must be c(a, b, c) = 0

for all |Ψ⟩ ∈ M ∩ Hpaired
2 (one can argue that |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥, and thus Spaired

2,(a,b,c) ⊆ M⊥). Otherwise, the relative signs

for paired states in Spaired
2,(a,b,c) must be unique, and are independent of |Ψ⟩. Hence, one can pick a sign function that

satisfies the requirements — on Spaired
2,(a,b,c) ⊆M⊥, define sign arbitrarily, and otherwise define sign arbitrarily on some

|Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), and extend to other |Φ′⟩ ∈ Spaired

2,(a,b,c) according the unique relative sign.

Now that we have characterized the spanning set of
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 , we are prepared to prove case 1

and part of case 2 of Theorem A.5. Our proof for these parts is constructive — we will give an explicit vector |Ψ∗⟩,
and prove that |Ψ∗⟩ =

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
= PM |ψ0⟩⊗4

. To be precise, we show that the following two conditions holds:

• |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , and |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 , hence |Ψ∗⟩ ∈M (Lemma C.9 (3 )).

• |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , hence |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈M⊥ (Lemma C.9 (6 )).

The reader can jump to Appendixes F and G for more details. Remark that such proof relies on the complete spanning

set of
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 . We have only given an incomplete spanning set for
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 of

Rj ∈
{
B̃, B̃qubit

}
, thus simply taking the union of these spanning set is not enough. In fact, to prove the rest of

Theorem A.5 we utilize another symmetry discussed in next section to reduce the space down to one dimension. In
such case

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
is obvious.

3. (Sb
τ )

⊗n-symmetry

The (Sb
τ )

⊗n-symmetry of E
[
R⊗t,t

j

]
helps to further reduce the space Hpaired

2 . We use this symmetry to find a

one-dimensional subspace of M ∩Hpaired
2 , which contains

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
.

Definition D.11 (Hτ
t ). For any τ ∈ S2t, Hτ

t is defined to be the +1 eigenspace of (Sb
τ )

⊗n.

Let R(θ) be a (qubit) excitation rotation, and R be a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations (Definition A.1).

Lemma D.12 ((Sb
τ )

⊗n-symmetry). For any τ ∈ S2t,
[
E [R⊗t,t] , (Sb

τ )
⊗n
]
= 0.

Proof.
(
Sb
τ

)⊗nE
[
R(θ)⊗2t

] ((
Sb
τ

)⊗n
)−1

= E
[
R(θ)⊗2t

]
, since the action of

(
Sb
τ

)⊗n
induces a permutation of 2t replicas

of R(θ) by τ , which does not change the result.

Corollary D.13 (Invariance of Hτ
t ). For any τ ∈ S2t, Hτ

t is an invariant subspace of E [R⊗t,t]. Moreover,∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
,
∣∣ΨR

t,∞
〉
∈ Hτ

t .
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Proof. By Definition D.11 and Lemma D.12, Hτ
t is an invariant subspace of E [R⊗t,t]. By Proposition C.4, |ψ0⟩⊗2t ∈

Hτ
t . Hence,

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
=
(∏

j E
[
R⊗t,t

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2t ∈ Hτ

t . Since Hτ
t is closed,

∣∣ΨR
t,∞
〉
= limk→∞

∣∣∣ΨR
t,k

〉
∈ Hτ

t .

We use the following lemma to reduce the space to dimension one in later proofs.

Lemma D.14. Let R be a sequence of (qubit) excitation rotations. Denote the simple undirected graph formed by
index pairs of (qubit) single excitations in R by G as in Theorem A.5. Suppose

1. G is connected.

2. For all |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c) where at least two of a, b, c is non-zero, |Φ⟩ ∈

(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S4
Hτ

2

)⊥
.

Then,

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

1(
n
ne

)2
+ 2
(
n
ne

) m∑
l=0

(∣∣Ψ(l,0,0)

〉
+
∣∣Ψ(0,l,0)

〉
+
∣∣Ψ(0,0,l)

〉)
, (D24)

where
∣∣Ψ(a,b,c)

〉
:=
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2,(a,b,c)

|Φ⟩ ,m := min {ne, n− ne}.

Proof. Since G is connected (1st condition), vectors in M ∩ Hpaired
2 admits decomposition in configuration ba-

sis (Corollary D.10), say,
∑

a,b,c c(a, b, c)
∣∣∣Φ′

(a,b,c)

〉
with

∣∣∣Φ′
(a,b,c)

〉
=
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2,(a,b,c)

± |Φ⟩. Moreover, by the 2nd

condition, c(a, b, c) = 0 if two of a, b, c is non-zero. We prove (1)
∣∣∣Φ′

(l,0,0)

〉
=
∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉
=
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2,(l,0,0)

|Φ⟩,

and likewise for configuration (0, l, 0) and (0, 0, l), (2) dim
(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S2t
Hτ

2

)
⩽ 1, (3) the coefficients of{∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(0,l,0)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(0,0,l)

〉}
l
in
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
are exactly those provided in Eq. (D24).

(1) We prove that |Φ⟩ − Suv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 , for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(l,0,0) (and similarly Spaired

2,(0,l,0) or

Spaired
2,(0,0,l)) and (u, v) ∈ E. After that, one can argue in the same way as in Corollary D.10 to complete the proof.

Suppose u < v. By definition of G, either Auv or Aqubit
uv is contained in R.

• If Rj = Aqubit
uv , by Lemma D.9 (2 ) |Φ⟩ − (−1)Φu⊙ΦvSuv |Φ⟩ ∈

(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 . Since

conf (|Φ⟩) = (l, 0, 0), we have Φu,Φv ∈ {|Iab⟩|a, b ∈ F2}. Hence, (−1)Φu⊙Φv = 1, and |Φ⟩ − Suv |Φ⟩ =

|Φ⟩ − (−1)Φu⊙ΦvSuv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 .

• If Rj = Auv, by Lemma D.9 (1 ) |Φ⟩ − (−1)(Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z)Suv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
Mj∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , where z =⊕
a∈(u,v) Φa. Since conf (|Φ⟩) = (l, 0, 0), we have Φu,Φv, z ∈ {|Iab⟩|a, b ∈ F2}. Hence, (−1)(Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z) =

1. The remainder is similar as the previous case.

(2) Fix a vector |Ψ⟩ ∈M ∩Hpaired
2 ∩

⋂
τ∈S2t

Hτ
2 . We have proved that |Ψ⟩ ∈ span

{∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(0,l,0)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(0,0,l)

〉}
l
.

Denote by c(a, b, c) the coefficient of
∣∣Φ(a,b,c)

〉
in |Ψ⟩, where at most one of a, b, c is non-zero. Define c(a, b, c) = 0

if at least two of a, b, c is non-zero. We prove that (2.1) c(a, b, c) = c(a + 1, b, c) + c(a, b + 1, c) + c(a, b, c + 1),
(2.2) c(1, 0, 0) = c(0, 1, 0) = c(0, 0, 1). If so, it must be |Ψ⟩ ∝

∑m
l=0

(∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉
+
∣∣Φ(0,l,0)

〉
+
∣∣Φ(0,0,l)

〉)
. Hence,

dim
(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S2t
Hτ

2

)
⩽ 1.

(2.1) Fix (u, v) ∈ E. Suppose |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), |Φu⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φv⟩ = |I11⟩. We need to prove that |Φ⟩−F 12

uv |Φ⟩−F 13
uv |Φ⟩−

F 23
uv |Φ⟩ is orthogonal to |Ψ⟩, since the configuration of F 12

uv |Φ⟩ , F 13
uv |Φ⟩ , F 23

uv |Φ⟩ is (a+1, b, c), (a, b+1, c), (a, b, c+

1) respectively, and hence
(
|Φ⟩ − F 12

uv |Φ⟩ − F 13
uv |Φ⟩ − F 23

uv |Φ⟩
)† |Ψ⟩ = c(a, b, c) − c(a + 1, b, c) − c(a, b + 1, c) −

c(a, b, c + 1). If two of a, b, c are non-zero, then c(a, b, c) = c(a + 1, b, c) = c(a, b + 1, c) = c(a, b, c + 1) = 0 and
the equality holds trivially. Assume without loss of generality that a ≥ 0, b = c = 0. Once more by definition of
G, either Auv or Aqubit

uv is contained in R.

• If Rj = Aqubit
uv , by Lemma D.9 (2 ) |Φ⟩ − F 12

uv |Φ⟩ − F 13
uv |Φ⟩ − F 23

uv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥.
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• If Rj = Auv, by Lemma D.9 (1 ) |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z2F 12
uv |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z3F 13

uv |Φ⟩ − (−1)z2+z3F 23
uv |Φ⟩ ∈(

Mj∩Hpaired
2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆ M⊥, where z =
⊕

a∈(u,v) Φa. Since conf (|Φ⟩) = (l, 0, 0), we have z ∈
{|Iab⟩|a, b ∈ F2}. Thus, (−1)z1+z2 = 1, while (−1)z1+z3 , (−1)z2+z3 = ±1. By the 2nd condition,
F 13
uv |Φ⟩ , F 23

uv |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥, since the configuration of F 13
uv |Φ⟩ is (a, b + 1, c) and a, b + 1 > 0, and likewise

for F 23
uv |Φ⟩. Hence, |Φ⟩ − F 12

uv |Φ⟩ − F 13
uv |Φ⟩ − F 23

uv |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥.

(2.2) Fix a vector |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(1,0,0) and two swaps τ1 = (1 3), τ2 = (1 4). Let

∣∣Φ1
〉
:=
(
Sb
τ1

)⊗n |Φ⟩ ,
∣∣Φ2
〉
:=
(
Sb
τ2

)⊗n |Φ⟩.
It is easy to check that the configuration of

∣∣Φ1
〉
,
∣∣Φ2
〉
is (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1) respectively. By Definition D.11,

|Φ⟩ −
∣∣Φ1
〉
∈ (Hτ1

2 )
⊥
and |Φ⟩ −

∣∣Φ1
〉
∈ (Hτ2

2 )
⊥
. Finally, since |Ψ⟩ ∈ Hτ1

2 ∩Hτ2
2 , we have 0 =

(
|Φ⟩ −

∣∣Φ1
〉)† |Ψ⟩ =

c(1, 0, 0)− c(0, 1, 0) and 0 =
(
|Φ⟩ −

∣∣Φ2
〉)† |Ψ⟩ = c(1, 0, 0)− c(0, 0, 1).

(3) Since
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉

∈ M ∩ Hpaired
2 ∩

⋂
τ∈S2t

Hτ
2 , there exists constant c such that

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉

=

c
∑m

l=0

(∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉
+
∣∣Φ(0,l,0)

〉
+
∣∣Φ(0,0,l)

〉)
. Recall that

〈
11⊗2t

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
= 1, thus

1 =
〈
11⊗2t

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

(
m∑
l=0

∣∣Φ(l,0,0)

〉)† ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
= c

m∑
l=0

(
n

l, l, ne − l, n− ne − l

)
+ 2c

(
n

ne

)
=

((
n

ne

)2

+ 2

(
n

ne

))
c.

(D25)
Solving the equation one obtains the desired coefficients.

Appendix E: Average of cost is zero

In this section, we will prove that cost function of alternated dUCC ansatzs is unbiased, i.e., E
[
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
]
= 0,

where Hel is an electronic structure Hamiltonian. We also sketch a failed attack towards the variance of cost function,
which serves as an illustration of techniques used in the proof of main results.

Theorem E.1 (Unbiased cost function). Let C(θ;UR
k , Hel) be a cost function defined in Eq. (A16), where UR

k (θ)
is an alternated (qubit) dUCC ansatz defined in Eq. (A3), and Hel is an electronic structure Hamiltonian defined in
Eq. (A18). We have Eθ

[
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
]
= 0.

Proof. By Proposition C.4,
∣∣â†pâq + h.c.

〉
and

∣∣â†pâ†qârâs + h.c.
〉
lie in (Heven

1 )⊥, and by Corollary D.3,
∣∣∣ΨR

1,k

〉
∈ Heven

1 .

Hence,

E [C] =
〈
Hel

∣∣ΨR
1,k

〉
=
∑
pq

hpq
〈
â†pâq + h.c.

∣∣ΨR
1,k

〉
+
∑
pqrs

gpqrs
〈
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

∣∣ΨR
1,k

〉
= 0. (E1)

As a corollary, to calculate the variance of cost, it suffices to calculate the 2nd moment, since

Var (C) = E
[
C2
]
− E [C]

2
= E

[
C2
]
. (E2)

Now we sketch a failed attack towards the variance of cost. The reader can safely skip this part. It would be great
if we can give a nontrivial bound of the 2nd moment of cost function using only 1st moments, for example utilizing
the following inequality:

E
[
C
(
θ;UR

k , O
)2]

⩽ E
[
C
(
θ;UR

k , O
2
)]
, k ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}. (E3)

Unfortunately, it is not the case, at least not for Eq. (E3). The derivation is sketched below, and may serve as an
example of the techniques used in the proof of main results.

Suppose we wish to bound limk→∞ E
[
C
(
θ;UR

k , O
)2]

by calculating limk→∞ E
[
C
(
θ;UR

k , O
2
)]
. For simplicity, we

consider the case O = â†pâq + h.c., since it is straightforward to generalize to other cases. We further assume that
the index pairs of (qubit) single excitations in R form a connected graph, i.e., there exists a connected simple graph
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G = (V,E), such that V = [n] and R contains Auv (or Aqubit
uv ) for all (u, v) ∈ E. The importance of this assumption

would be made clear below.

Recall that limk→∞ E
[
C
(
θ;UR

k , O
2
)]

= limk→∞
〈
O2
∣∣ (∏|R|

j=1 E
[
R⊗1,1

j

])k
|ψ0⟩⊗2

=
〈
O2
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
(Lemma C.1 and

Definition C.2). Since |ψ0⟩⊗2 ∈ Heven
1 (Proposition C.4) and Heven

1 is invariant under E
[
R⊗1,1

j

]
for all j (Corol-

lary D.3), we can restrict ourselves in the subspace Heven
1 . Fix an Rj ∈ R, and suppose Rj(θ) = exp

(
θ
(
τ̂ − τ̂ †

))
,

where τ̂ = â†p1
. . . â†pr

âpr+1 . . . âp2r (or the corresponding qubit version). By Lemma C.6 (3 and 4 ), for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Seven
1 ,

E
[
R⊗1,1

j

]
|Φ⟩ =

{
1
2 |Φ⟩+

1
2S(p1 pr+1)...(pr p2r) |Φ⟩ , if Φp1

= · · · = Φpr
= Φpr+1

= · · · = Φp2r
,

|Φ⟩ , otherwise.
(E4)

Notice that E
[
R⊗1,1

j

]
preserves the number of |00⟩ and |11⟩ in |Φ⟩, due to particle number symmetry. In particular, if

Rj = Auv (or Aqubit
uv ) for any (u, v) ∈ E, and |Φ⟩ , |Φ′⟩ ∈ Seven

1 differ by Suv, the equality E
[
R⊗1,1

j

] ∣∣ΨR
1,∞
〉
=
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉

implies that
〈
Φ
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
=
〈
Φ′
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
. The connectivity of G and the particle number symmetry thus indicates∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
∝

∑
|Φ⟩∈Seven

1 ,
#|11⟩ in |Φ⟩ is ne

|Φ⟩ . (E5)

The coefficient in (Eq. (E5)) must be
(
n
ne

)−1
by the equality

〈
112n
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
= 1. Lastly, since O = â†pâq + h.c.,∣∣O2

〉
= |Np +Nq −NpNq⟩ =

(
|00⟩p |11⟩q + |11⟩p |00⟩q

)
⊗
⊗
a̸=p,q

(|00⟩+ |11⟩)a. (E6)

And therefore,

E
[
C
(
θ;UR

∞, O
2
)]

=
〈
O2
∣∣ΨR

1,∞
〉
= 2

(
n− 2

ne − 1

)(
n

ne

)−1

=
2ne(n− ne)

n(n− 1)
. (E7)

Such upper bound is at least 1/ poly(n), and is roughly 1/2 when ne = n/2, definitely not enough to argue an
exponential decay which is a sufficient condition of BP.

Appendix F: Proof of main result: Case 1

In this section we prove the polynomial concentration of cost function for alternated dUCC ansatz containing only
single excitation rotations, with mild connectivity assumption (Theorem A.5 (1 )). Examples of such ansatzs include
k-BRA, k-UCCS and k-UCCGS.

Definition F.1 (Crossing number of paired state). Let |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 . Draw a graph of n vertices according to |Φ⟩ as

follows:

1. Place the n sites of |Φ⟩ in order on a circle. Color |I01⟩ , |I10⟩ by red, |X00⟩ , |X11⟩ by green, and |X01⟩ , |X10⟩
by blue. Do not color |I00⟩ , |I11⟩.

2. Draw an edge inside the circle between any two sites of the same color, and color it with this same color. Make
sure no three edges cross at the same point.

The crossing number of |Φ⟩, denoted by cr (|Φ⟩), is defined to be the minimal number of crossing points of edges in
color red and green, or green and blue, or red and blue. Alternatively, suppose site i is colored by c(i) ∈ {⊥, R,G,B}
as above,

cr (|Φ⟩) := #

{
(i1, i2, i3, i4)

∣∣∣∣0 ≤ i1 < i2 < i3 < i4 ≤ n, c(i1) ̸= c(i2),
c(i1) = c(i3) ̸=⊥, c(i2) = c(i4) ̸=⊥

}
. (F1)

For example, the crossing number of the paired state in Eq. (D5) is 2 (Figure 4). We need the following properties
of crossing numbers in the proof.
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|I00⟩|I11⟩

|I01⟩

|I10⟩

|X11⟩

|X00⟩

|X10⟩

|X01⟩

FIG. 4: Illustration of Definition F.1. The crossing number of this paired state is 2, with the corresponding crossing
points marked by gray balls. Notice that there are 3 crossing points not counted into the crossing number, since the
horizontal edge is not colored.

Lemma F.2 (Properties of crossing numbers). Let |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 , 1 ⩽ u < v ⩽ n, z :=

⊕
a∈(u,v) Φa. The following

properties of crossing numbers holds.

1. cr (Suv |Φ⟩)− cr (|Φ⟩) ≡ (Φu ⊕ z)⊙ (Φv ⊕ z) (mod 2).

2. If |Φu⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φv⟩ = |I11⟩, then

cr (|Φ⟩) ≡ z1 + z2 + cr
(
F 12
uv |Φ⟩

)
≡ z1 + z3 + cr

(
F 13
uv |Φ⟩

)
≡ z2 + z3 + cr

(
F 23
uv |Φ⟩

)
(mod 2). (F2)

Proof. 1 . — The key observation here is that by swapping two neighboring sites j, j +1 of |Φ⟩, the parity of crossing
number will change by Φj ⊙ Φj+1. Indeed, if one of Φj or Φj+1 is not colored or are both in the same color, then
Φj ⊙Φj+1 ≡ 0, and swapping Φj with Φj+1 will not change the crossing number. And if Φj and Φj+1 are in different
colors, then Φj ⊙ Φj+1 ≡ 1, and swapping Φj with Φj+1 will change the parity of crossing number, since there are
even-number of red, green or blue sites and thus the degrees of Φj and Φj+1 are both odd. Consider the paired state

sequence
(∣∣Φ(t)

〉)
1≤t≤T

where T = 2v − 2u− 1 and

∣∣∣Φ(t)
〉
=


|Φ⟩ , t = 0,

Su+t−1,u+t

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
, 1 ≤ t ≤ v − u,

S2v−u−t−1,2v−u−t

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
, v − u < t ≤ T.

(F3)

Notice that
∣∣Φ(T )

〉
= Suv |Φ⟩. By the observation above,

cr
(∣∣∣Φ(t)

〉)
− cr

(∣∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉)

≡

{
Φu ⊙ Φu+t, 0 < t ≤ v − u,

Φv ⊙ Φ2v−u−t, v − u < t ≤ T.
(F4)

Thus,

cr (Suv |Φ⟩)− cr (|Φ⟩) =
T∑

t=1

(
cr
(∣∣∣Φ(t)

〉)
− cr

(∣∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉))

≡ (Φu ⊕ z)⊙ (Φv ⊕ z). (F5)

The last equation uses the fact that z ⊙ z ≡ 0.
2 . — Let |Φz⟩ = |Φ⟩ , |Φa⟩ = F 12

uv |Φ⟩ ,
∣∣Φb
〉
= F 13

uv |Φ⟩ , |Φc⟩ = F 23
uv |Φ⟩. Notice that Eq. (F2) is equivalent to

Φz
u ⊙ z + cr (|Φz⟩) ≡ Φa

u ⊙ z + cr (|Φa⟩) ≡ Φb
u ⊙ z + cr

(∣∣Φb
〉)

≡ Φc
u ⊙ z + cr (|Φc⟩) (mod 2). (F6)

• If u+ 1 = v, then z = 0. By changing |Φz⟩ to |Φa⟩ (or
∣∣Φb
〉
, |Φc⟩), site u and v will both be colored by red (or

green, blue), and the number of crossing points increased will be even. Hence,

cr (|Φz⟩) ≡ cr (|Φa⟩) ≡ cr
(∣∣Φb

〉)
≡ cr (|Φc⟩) (mod 2), (F7)

and Eq. (F6) follows.
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• If u+ 1 < v, then by Eq. (F5),

cr(Su,v−1 |Φx⟩) ≡ cr(|Φx⟩) + Φx
u ⊙ z + z ⊙ Φx

v−1, ∀x ∈ {z, a, b, c}. (F8)

Similar to Eq. (F7),

cr (Su,v−1 |Φz⟩) ≡ cr (Su,v−1 |Φa⟩) ≡ cr
(
Su,v−1

∣∣Φb
〉)

≡ cr (Su,v−1 |Φc⟩) (mod 2). (F9)

Finally, notice that Φz
v−1 = Φa

v−1 = Φb
v−1 = Φc

v−1. Combined with Eqs. (F8) and (F9) we have proved Eq. (F6).

Lemma F.3. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with |V | = n vertices. Suppose R contains a subsequence of single
excitation rotations (Auv)(u,v)∈E. Let M be the intersection space of R defined in Corollary C.8 at t = 2. For any

|Φ⟩ , |Φ′⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), (−1)cr (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ

′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Corollary D.10, but more specific.

• Suppose |Φ′⟩ = Suv |Φ⟩ for some (u, v) ∈ E and u < v. By assumption, there exist some Rj ∈ R such

that Rj = Auv. Thus, by Lemma D.9 (1 ), |Φ⟩ − (−1)(Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z) |Φ′⟩ ∈
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 , where

z :=
⊕

a∈(u,v) Φa. By Lemma C.9,
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. And by Lemma F.2, (Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z) ≡

cr (|Φ′⟩)− cr (|Φ⟩) (mod 2). Hence, (−1)cr (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ
′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥.

• Otherwise, |Φ′⟩ = Sπ |Φ⟩ for some π ∈ Sn. The permutation π can be decomposed into product of swaps, and
by the fact that G is connected, each swap can in turn be decomposed into product of swaps on edges (pick
an arbitrary path connecting (u, v) in G, the swap (u v) can be decomposed into product of swaps along the

path). Hence, there exists T ∈ N and a sequence of edges (ut, vt)1≤t≤T ⊆ E, such that π =
∏T

t=1(ut vt). Let∣∣Φ(t)
〉
=
∏t

i=1 Suivi |Φ⟩, we have
∣∣Φ(0)

〉
= |Φ⟩ ,

∣∣Φ(T )
〉
= |Φ′⟩ and

∣∣Φ(t)
〉
= Sutvt

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
for 1 < t ≤ T . By

the previous case, (−1)cr (|Φ
(t−1)⟩) ∣∣Φ(t−1)

〉
− (−1)cr (|Φ

(t)⟩) ∣∣Φ(t)
〉
∈ M⊥ for 1 < t ≤ T . The sum of these T − 1

vectors yields (−1)cr (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ
′⟩) |Φ′⟩, which is also a member of M⊥.

Theorem F.4. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with |V | = n vertices, R be a sequence of single excitation
rotations (Auv)(u,v)∈E. Define m := min {ne, n− ne}. The (R, 2,∞)-moment vector is

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

(
n+4
2

)(
n
ne

)(
n+4
ne+2

) ∑
a,b,c⩾0,

a+b+c≤m

∣∣Ψ(a,b,c)

〉(
a+b+c+2

2

)(
a+b+c
a,b,c

) , (F10)

where
∣∣Ψ(a,b,c)

〉
:=
∑

|Φ⟩∈Spaired
2,(a,b,c)

(−1)cr (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩.

Proof. Denote the right-hand side of Eq. (F10) by |Ψ∗⟩. Use the notationsM,Mj from Corollary C.8. Since
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
=

PM |ψ0⟩⊗4
, in order to prove

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
= |Ψ∗⟩, it suffices to prove that (1) |Ψ∗⟩ ∈M and (2) |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈M⊥.

(1) Obviously, |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 . We prove that |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to

(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , for each Rj ∈ R. If

so, we have |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ M by Lemma C.9. Recall the spanning set of
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 characterized in

Lemma D.9 (1 ). Suppose Rj = Auv. For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), let z =

⊕
a∈(u,v) Φa. We check the following two

cases.

• |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to |Φ⟩ − (−1)(Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z)Suv |Φ⟩. In fact, the overlap between these two vectors is
proportional to (−1)cr (|Φ⟩) − (−1)(Φu⊕z)⊙(Φv⊕z)+cr (Suv|Φ⟩), which is 0 by Lemma F.2 (1 ).
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• |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z2F 12
uv |Φ⟩ − (−1)z1+z3F 13

uv |Φ⟩ − (−1)z2+z3F 23
uv |Φ⟩. In fact, the overlap

between these two vectors is proportional to

(−1)cr (|Φ⟩)(
k+2
2

)(
k

a,b,c

) − (−1)z1+z2+cr (|F 12
uvΦ⟩)(

k+3
2

)(
k+1

a+1,b,c

) − (−1)z1+z3+cr (|F 13
uvΦ⟩)(

k+3
2

)(
k+1

a,b+1,c

) − (−1)z2+z3+cr (|F 23
uvΦ⟩)(

k+3
2

)(
k+1

a,b,c+1

) . (F11)

Here we define k := a + b + c. By Lemma F.2 (2 ), the numerators in the four fractions in Eq. (F11) are
the same. Factoring out the four identical numerators, it can be proved that Eq. (F11) equals 0 for any
integer a, b, c using combinatorial arguments.

(2) Next, we prove |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ M⊥, by expressing |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4
as a linear combination of vectors in(

M ∩Hpaired
2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. Recalls that the union of the spanning sets of each
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2

(characterized in Lemma D.9 (1 )) spans
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 .

• For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(0,0,0), by Lemma F.3, we have

|Φ⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈M⊥. (F12)

• For |Φz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), |Φ

a⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a+1,b,c),

∣∣Φb
〉
∈ Spaired

2,(a,b+1,c), |Φ
c⟩ ∈ Spaired

2,(a,b,c+1), by Lemma D.9, Lemma F.2

(2 ), and Lemma F.3, we have

(−1)cr (|Φ
z⟩) |Φz⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ

a⟩) |Φa⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ
b⟩) ∣∣Φb

〉
− (−1)cr (|Φ

c⟩) |Φc⟩ ∈M⊥. (F13)

We show that there exists functions w, s : N3 → R, such that

|Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4
=

1

s(0, 0, 0)

∑
(F12)

(
|Φ⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4

)
−
∑
a,b,c

w(a, b, c)
∑
(F13)

(
(−1)cr (|Φ

z⟩) |Φz⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ
a⟩) |Φa⟩ − (−1)cr (|Φ

b⟩) ∣∣Φb
〉
− (−1)cr (|Φ

c⟩) |Φc⟩
)
. (F14)

Here the under script indicates that the summation is taken over vectors in Eqs. (F12) and (F13). Let D :=
(n+4

2 )
( n
ne
)( n+4

ne+2)
. Let s(a, b, c) be the number of different paired states with configuration (a, b, c):

s(a, b, c) :=
n!

(n− ne − a− b− c)(ne − a− b− c)!(a!b!c!)2
, (F15)

and define

w(a, b, c) :=
a!b!c!

s(a+ 1, b, c)s(a, b+ 1, c)s(a, b, c+ 1)
f(a+ b+ c), (F16)

where

f(k) :=


1

( n
ne
)
−D, k = 0,

k
(n−ne−k+1)(ne−k+1)f(k − 1)− D

(k+2
2 )k!

, k ⩾ 1.
(F17)

Comparing the coefficients of vectors in both sides of Eq. (F14), we have to prove the following linear equations.

D =
1− s(0, 0, 0)

s(0, 0, 0)
− w(0, 0, 0)s(1, 0, 0)s(0, 1, 0)s(0, 0, 1), (F18)

D(
k+2
2

)(
k

a,b,c

) = −w(a, b, c)s(a+ 1, b, c)s(a, b+ 1, c)s(a, b, c+ 1)

+ w(a− 1, b, c)s(a− 1, b, c)s(a− 1, b+ 1, c)s(a− 1, b, c+ 1)
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+ w(a, b− 1, c)s(a, b− 1, c)s(a+ 1, b− 1, c)s(a, b− 1, c+ 1)

+ w(a, b, c− 1)s(a, b, c− 1)s(a+ 1, b, c− 1)s(a, b+ 1, c− 1). (F19)

Here we define k := a+ b+ c, and w(a, b, c) = s(a, b, c) = 0 if at least one of a, b, c < 0. Eq. (F18) follows from
definition. It can be verified that the right-hand side of Eq. (F19) equals

a!b!c!

(
−f(k) + k

(n− ne − k + 1)(ne − k + 1)
f(k − 1)

)
, (F20)

which equals the left-hand side by definition.

Notice that the moment vector
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
in Theorem F.4 does not depend on the structure ofG except the connectivity.

As an immediate corollary, the (R, 2,∞)-moment vectors of k-BRA, k-UCCS and k-UCCGS are the same, since the
underlying graphsG, which are a path, a complete bipartite graph and a complete graph respectively, are all connected.

Corollary F.5. Let R be defined in Theorem F.4.∣∣ΨBRA
2,∞

〉
=
∣∣ΨUCCS

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣ΨUCCGS

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
. (F21)

With
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
characterized, we can calculate the 2nd moment of cost function for any observables in the k → ∞

limit. The case 1 of main result is stated formally as following corollary.

Corollary F.6 (Main result, Case 1). Let R be defined in Theorem F.4, C(θ;UR
k , Hel) be the cost function defined

in Eq. (A16). Here the observable Hel is an electronic structure Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (A18), with coefficients
h = (hpq)p>q, g = (gpqrs)p>q>r>s. We have

lim
k→∞

Var
(
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
)
= ∥h∥22

4ne(n− ne)

n(n− 1)(n+ 2)
+ ∥g∥22

2
(
ne

2

)(
n−ne

2

)
45
(
n+2
6

) . (F22)

Proof. Recall that

Var
(
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
)
= E

[
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
2
]
= (⟨Hel|)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉

=
∑
p>q

h2pq
(〈
â†pâq + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
+

∑
p>q>r>s

g2pqrs
(〈
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
+ cross terms. (F23)

The contribution of cross terms is zero. To see that, take (⟨O1| ⊗ ⟨O2|)
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
with O1 = â†pâq+h.c., O2 = â†pâr+h.c.

(q ̸= r) as an example. Notice that P :=
∏n

i=1

(
1
211

⊗2t
2n + 1

2Z
⊗2t
i

)
is the orthogonal projection onto Heven

t . However,

P (|O1⟩ ⊗ |O2⟩) = P (O1 ⊗ 112n ⊗O2 ⊗ 112n)
∑

j,j′∈[2n]

|j, j, j′, j′⟩

=

 ∏
i∈[n]\{q}

(
1

2
11⊗4
2n +

1

2
Z⊗4
i

)(O1 ⊗ 112n ⊗O2 ⊗ 112n)

(
1

2
11⊗4
2n − 1

2
Z⊗4
q

) ∑
j,j′∈[2n]

|j, j, j′, j′⟩

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

= 0. (F24)

Hence, |O1⟩⊗|O2⟩ ∈ (Heven
t )⊥. Consequently, (⟨O1| ⊗ ⟨O2|)

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
= 0 since

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
∈ Heven

t . The same argument can
be extended to when one of or both O1, O2 are double excitation Hermitians, except for the tricky case where O1, O2 are

both double excitation Hermitians and the sets of indices are the same. For example, when O1 = â†1â
†
2â3â4+h.c., O2 =

â†1â
†
3â2â4 + h.c., (⟨O1| ⊗ ⟨O2|)

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
may not be 0. However, we have assumed that terms like â†1â

†
3â2â4 + h.c. do

not appear in Hel to rule out the non-zero cases, since they are not essential.
Finally, by Theorem F.4 and Proposition D.5,

(〈
â†pâq + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

4
(
n+4
2

)(
n
ne

)(
n+4
ne+2

) m−1∑
a=0

(
n−2
2a

)(
2a
a

)(
n−2−2a
ne−1−a

)(
a+3
2

)(
a+1
1

) =
4ne(n− ne)

n(n− 1)(n+ 2)
, (F25)

(〈
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

4
(
n+4
2

)(
n
ne

)(
n+4
ne+2

) m−2∑
a=0

(
n−4
2a

)(
2a
a

)(
n−4−2a
ne−2−a

)(
a+4
2

)(
a+2
2

) =
2
(
ne

2

)(
n−ne

2

)
45
(
n+2
6

) . (F26)

Here m := min(ne, n− ne).

Notice that limk→∞ Var (C) = 1/ poly(n) if hpq, gpqrs ∈ O(1).
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Appendix G: Proof of main result: Case 2

In this section we prove the polynomial/exponential concentration of cost function for alternated dUCC ansatz
containing only qubit single excitation rotations, with mild connectivity assumption (Theorem A.5 (2 )). Examples
of such ansatzs include k-qubit-UCCS and k-qubit-UCCGS.

Theorem G.1. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with |V | = n vertices, R be a sequence of qubit single excitation
rotations (Aqubit

uv )(u,v)∈E. Define m := min {ne, n− ne}. Depending on structure of G, the moment vector
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉

admits the one of following forms.

1. If G is a path or a ring, then
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
= Sπ

∣∣ΨBRA
2,∞

〉
with π ∈ Sn and (π(i), π(i+ 1)) ∈ E for all i ∈ [n− 1].

2. If n = 2ne, G is bipartite, and both parts of G have an even size (i.e., let V1 ∪ V2 be the unique partition of
vertices such that both V1 and V2 are independent sets, |V1| and |V2| are both even), then

∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
can be written

in the form of Eq. (D23), with

c(a, b, c) =



D, if a = b = c = 0,
D
3 , if exactly one of a, b, c is nonzero, and a+ b+ c < ne,
( n
ne
)−2

( n
ne
)+2

· D
3 , if exactly one of a, b, c is nonzero, and a+ b+ c = ne,

2

( n
ne
)+2

· D
3 , if exactly two of a, b, c is nonzero, and a+ b+ c = ne,

0, otherwise.

(G1)

And for |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c),

sign (|Φ⟩) =

{
−(−1)

∑
p<q∈V1

Φp⊙Φq , if exactly two of a, b, c is nonzero, and a+ b+ c = ne,

1, otherwise.
(G2)

Here we define D :=
3( n

ne
)+6

( n
ne
)
3
+4( n

ne
)
2 .

3. Otherwise,
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
is given in Eq. (D24).

As an immediate corollary, we can determine the (R, 2,∞)-moment vector of k-qubit-UCCS and k-qubit-UCCGS,
where the underlying graph G is a complete bipartite graph and a complete graph, respectively.

Corollary G.2.
∣∣∣ΨqUCCS

2,∞

〉
is determined by Theorem G.1 (2), and

∣∣∣ΨqUCCGS
2,∞

〉
is determined by Theorem G.1 (3).

With
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
characterized, we can calculate the 2nd moment of cost function for any observables in the k → ∞

limit. Case 2 of main result is stated formally as following corollary.

Corollary G.3 (Main result, Case 2). Let R, G be defined in Theorem G.1, and C(θ;UR
k , Hel) be the cost function

defined in Eq. (A16). Here the observable Hel is an electronic structure Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (A18), with
coefficients h = (hpq)p>q, g = (gpqrs)p>q>r>s.

1. If G is a path or a ring, then limk→∞ Var (C) is the same as in Corollary F.6.

2. If n = 2ne, G is bipartite, and both parts of G have an even size, then,

lim
k→∞

Var
(
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
)
=
∑
p>q

h2pq

4
(
n−2
ne−1

)[(
n
ne

)
+ 2
(
1− (−1)[q≤ne<p]+p−q

)]
(
n
ne

)3
+ 4
(
n
ne

)2
+

∑
p>q>r>s

g2pqrs

4
(
n−4
ne−2

)[(
n
ne

)
+ 2
(
1− (−1)[q≤ne<p∨s≤ne<r]+p−q+r−s

)]
(
n
ne

)3
+ 4
(
n
ne

)2 . (G3)

Here we define [P ] = 1 if a proposition P is true and [P ] = 0 otherwise.
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3. Otherwise,

lim
k→∞

Var
(
C(θ;UR

k , Hel)
)
= ∥h∥22

4
(
n−2
ne−1

)(
n
ne

)2
+ 2
(
n
ne

) + ∥g∥22
4
(
n−4
ne−2

)(
n
ne

)2
+ 2
(
n
ne

) . (G4)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Corollary F.6, it suffices to evaluate
(
⟨O|⊗2

) ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
for O = â†pâq + h.c. and O =

â†pâ
†
qârâs + h.c..

1 . Case 1 is already proved in Corollary F.6.

2 . Let D =
3( n

ne
)+6

( n
ne
)
3
+4( n

ne
)
2 . By Theorem G.1 and Proposition D.5,

(〈
â†pâq + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

(
n− 2

ne − 1

)
· D
3

− (−1)[q≤ne<p]+p−q

(
n− 2

ne − 1

)
· 2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

D

3
(G5)

=
4
(
n−2
ne−1

)[(
n
ne

)
+ 2
(
1− (−1)[q≤ne<p]+p−q

)]
(
n
ne

)3
+ 4
(
n
ne

)2 , (G6)

(〈
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

(
n− 4

ne − 2

)
· D
3

− (−1)[q≤ne<p∨s≤ne<r]+p−q+r−s

(
n− 4

ne − 2

)
· 2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

D

3
(G7)

=
4
(
n−4
ne−2

)[(
n
ne

)
+ 2
(
1− (−1)[q≤ne<p∨s≤ne<r]+p−q+r−s

)]
(
n
ne

)3
+ 4
(
n
ne

)2 . (G8)

3 . By Theorem G.1 and Proposition D.5,

(〈
â†pâq + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

4
(
n−2
ne−1

)(
n
ne

)2
+ 2
(
n
ne

) , (〈
â†pâ

†
qârâs + h.c.

∣∣)⊗2 ∣∣ΨR
2,∞
〉
=

4
(
n−4
ne−2

)(
n
ne

)2
+ 2
(
n
ne

) . (G9)

Notice that if ne = Θ(n), limk→∞ Var (C) = 1/ poly(n) in case 1 , and limk→∞ Var (C) = exp(−Θ(n)) in case 2
and 3 .

1. Proof of Theorem G.1 (1)

Proof of Theorem G.1 (1). The basis rotation ansatz consists of single excitation rotations acting on edges of a path
which connects all neighboring qubits, i.e., E = {(i, i+ 1)|i ∈ [n− 1]}. When acting on two neighboring qubits, single

excitations are equivalent to qubit single excitations (â†i+1âi = Qi+1Qi). Thus, when G is a path connecting all

neighboring qubits,
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
is exactly

∣∣ΨBRA
2,∞

〉
. Suppose G is an arbitrary path. Fix one of the two corresponding

permutations π ∈ Sn, such that (π(i), π(i + 1)) ∈ E,∀i ∈ [n − 1]. By examining the proof of Theorem F.4, it can

be checked that the moment vector remains unchanged if one replace the initial state |ψ0⟩⊗4
by any paired state in

Spaired
2,(0,0,0). Thus,

Sπ

∣∣ΨBRA
2,∞

〉
= Sπ lim

k→∞

k∏
l=1

n−1∏
i=1

Ãi,i+1 |ψ0⟩⊗4
= Sπ lim

k→∞

k∏
l=1

n−1∏
i=1

Ãqubit
i,i+1

(
S−1
π |ψ0⟩⊗4

)
= lim

k→∞

k∏
l=1

n−1∏
i=1

Ãqubit
π(i),π(i+1) |ψ0⟩⊗4

=
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
.

(G10)

To extend the conclusion to rings, it suffices to show the equality for the “standard” ring, i.e., E = {(i, i + 1)|i ∈
[n−1]}∪{(1, n)}, and argue for arbitrary rings similar to Eq. (G10). Let PM1

= Ã1n, PM2
= Ãqubit

1n . It suffices to prove

thatM1∩Hpaired
2 =M2∩Hpaired

2 . If so, one can replace Aqubit
1n by A1n without changing E

[
C2
]
. Since Aqubit

i,i+1 can also

be replaced by Ai,i+1 for i ∈ [n−1], one concludes that
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣ΨBRA

2,∞
〉
according to Theorem F.4. Equivalently, we
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prove that the spanning sets are the same for
(
M1 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 and
(
M2 ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 . By comparing

1 and 2 in Lemma D.9, we need to prove for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 with z :=

⊕
1<i<n Φi, that (1) (Φ1 ⊕ z)⊙ (Φn ⊕ z) ≡

Φ1 ⊙ Φn (mod 2), (2) if |Φ1⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φn⟩ = |I11⟩, then z1 + z2 ≡ z1 + z3 ≡ z2 + z3 (mod 2).

(1) Since |Φ⟩ is a paired state, we have |z ⊕ Φ1 ⊕ Φn⟩ ∈ {|I00⟩ , |I11⟩}. Hence,

Φ1 ⊙ Φn ≡ (Φ1 ⊕ (z ⊕ Φ1 ⊕ Φn))⊙ (Φn ⊕ (z ⊕ Φ1 ⊕ Φn)) ≡ (Φ1 ⊕ z)⊙ (Φn ⊕ z) (mod 2). (G11)

(2) Since |Φ⟩ is a paired state, and |Φ1⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φn⟩ = |I11⟩, we have |z⟩ ∈ {|I00⟩ , |I11⟩}. Hence, z1+z2 ≡ z1+z3 ≡
z2 + z3 (mod 2).

2. Proof of Theorem G.1 (2)

Lemma G.4. Let G, sign, c be defined in Theorem G.1 (2). Suppose (u, v) is an edge of G. For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c),

if c(a, b, c) ̸= 0, then sign (Suv |Φ⟩) = (−1)Φu⊙Φv sign (|Φ⟩).

Proof. Let |Φ′⟩ = Suv |Φ⟩. Recall that G is a bipartite graph, and the two parts V1, V2 of G are both even. Assume

without loss of generality that u ∈ V1, v ∈ V2. By definition, sign (|Φ⟩)/ sign (|Φ′⟩) = (−1)(Φu⊕Φv)⊙
⊕

w∈V1\{v} Φw . We
prove by comparing sign (|Φ⟩)/ sign (|Φ′⟩) and (−1)Φu⊙Φv .

• If Φu = Φ̄v or Φu = Φv, then Φu ⊕ Φv ∈ {|I00⟩ , |I11⟩}. Hence, sign (|Φ⟩)/ sign (|Φ′⟩) = 1. Meanwhile,
(−1)Φu⊙Φv = 1.

• If one of Φu,Φv is |I00⟩ or |I11⟩, then by the definition of c(a, b, c), at most one of a, b, c is non-zero. In such case,
we have Φp ⊙ Φq ≡ 0 (mod 2) for any p, q ∈ V . Hence, sign (|Φ⟩) / sign (|Φ′⟩) = 1. Meanwhile, (−1)Φu⊙Φv = 1.

• Otherwise, it must the case that exactly two of a, b, c is non-zero, and Φu /∈
{
Φv, Φ̄v

}
. We have

sign (|Φ⟩)/ sign (|Φ′⟩) = −1, since
⊕

w∈V1\u Φw must be one of Φu,Φu,Φv,Φv, by the fact |V1| is even. Mean-

while, (−1)Φu⊙Φv = −1.

Lemma G.5. Let G, sign, c be defined in Theorem G.1 (2). Suppose (u, v) is an edge of G. For any |Φz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c),

with |Φz
u⟩ = |I00⟩ , |Φz

v⟩ = |I11⟩, let |Φa⟩ = F 12
uv |Φz⟩ ,

∣∣Φb
〉
= F 13

uv |Φz⟩ , |Φc⟩ = F 23
uv |Φz⟩. We have

sign (|Φz⟩)c(a, b, c) = sign (|Φa⟩)c(a+ 1, b, c) + sign
(∣∣Φb

〉)
c(a, b+ 1, c) + sign (|Φc⟩)c(a, b, c+ 1). (G12)

Proof. We prove by evaluating the values of sign and c in Eq. (G12).

• If a = b = c = 0, the signs of |Φz⟩ , |Φa⟩ ,
∣∣Φb
〉
, |Φc⟩ are all 1 and Eq. (G12) follows from the equality D =

D
3 + D

3 + D
3 .

• If exactly one of a, b, c is non-zero, and a + b + c < ne − 1, the signs of |Φz⟩ , |Φa⟩ ,
∣∣Φb
〉
, |Φc⟩ are all 1 and

Eq. (G12) follows from the equality D
3 = D

3 + 0 + 0.

• If exactly one of a, b, c is non-zero, and a + b + c = ne − 1, the signs of |Φz⟩ , |Φa⟩ ,
∣∣Φb
〉
, |Φc⟩ are all 1. To

see that, we may assume without loss of generality that u ∈ V1 and v ∈ V2, and a = ne − 1. By definition,
sign (|Φz⟩) = sign (|Φa⟩) = 1, and

sign
(∣∣Φb

〉)
= −(−1)

∑
p<q∈V1

Φb
p⊙Φb

q = −(−1)Φ
b
u⊙

⊕
w∈V1\u Φb

w = 1, (G13)

since
∣∣Φb

v

〉
∈ {|X00⟩ , |X11⟩} and

∣∣Φb
w

〉
∈ {|I01⟩ , |I10⟩} for w ∈ V1\{v}, and |V1| is even. Similarly, sign (|Φc⟩) = 1.

Eq. (G12) follows from the equality

D

3
=

2(
n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

+
2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

+

(
n
ne

)
− 2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3
. (G14)
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• Otherwise, we may assume that exactly two of a, b, c is non-zero, and a + b + c = ne − 1, since in other cases
the coefficients of |Φz⟩ , |Φa⟩ ,

∣∣Φb
〉
, |Φc⟩ are all zero. Assume without loss of generality that c = 0, v ∈ V1 and

u ∈ V2. By definition,

sign (|Φa⟩)/ sign
(∣∣Φb

〉)
= (−1)(Φ

a
v⊕Φb

v)⊙
⊕

w∈V1\{v} Φa
w = −1, (G15)

since |Φa
v⟩ ∈ {|I01⟩ , |I10⟩},

∣∣Φb
v

〉
∈ {|X00⟩ , |X11⟩}, |Φa

w⟩ ∈ {|I01⟩ , |I10⟩ , |X00⟩ , |X11⟩} for w ∈ V1\{v}, and |V1| is
even. Eq. (G12) follows from the equality

0 =
2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

− 2(
n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

+ 0. (G16)

Lemma G.6. Let G = (V,E) be a simple, connected graph with |V | = n vertices and maxv∈V deg(v) ⩾ 3. Suppose
R contains a subsequence of qubit single excitation rotations (Aqubit

uv )(u,v)∈E. Let M be the intersection space of R

defined in Corollary C.8 at t = 2. For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), if one of the following two cases happens, then |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥.

1. Two of a, b, c are non-zero and 2(a+ b+ c) < n.

2. All of a, b, c are non-zero.

Proof. Fix a vertex v ∈ V such that deg(v) ⩾ 3, and pick u1, u2, u3 from the neighborhood of v. Then v, u1, u2, u3
form a star motif centered at v.
(1) Assume without loss of generality that a, b > 0. Since 2(a+ b+ c) < n, there is at least one |I00⟩ or |I11⟩ in |Φ⟩.

We may assume that

|Φv⟩ = |I01⟩ , |Φu1
⟩ ∈ {|I00⟩ , |I11⟩}, |Φu2

⟩ = |X00⟩ , |Φu3
⟩ = |X11⟩ . (G17)

This is because by Corollary D.10, once we prove |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥, we can argue that |Φ′⟩ ∈ M⊥ for any |Φ′⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c).

Consider the vector sequence
∣∣Φ(0)

〉
= |Φ⟩, and∣∣∣Φ(1)

〉
= Svu1

|Φ⟩ ,
∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
= Svu2

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(3)
〉
= Svu1

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(4)
〉
= Svu3

∣∣∣Φ(3)
〉
, (G18)∣∣∣Φ(5)

〉
= Svu2

∣∣∣Φ(4)
〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(6)
〉
= Svu1

∣∣∣Φ(5)
〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(7)
〉
= Svu2

∣∣∣Φ(6)
〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(8)
〉
= Svu3

∣∣∣Φ(7)
〉
. (G19)

It can be verified that
∣∣Φ(8)

〉
= |Φ⟩. By Lemma D.9 (2 ), the following vectors lie in

(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥.∣∣∣Φ(0)
〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(3)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(3)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(4)

〉
, (G20)∣∣∣Φ(4)

〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(5)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(5)
〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(6)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(6)
〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(7)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(7)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(8)

〉
. (G21)

Combining these vectors to eliminate
∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(2)

〉
, . . . ,

∣∣Φ(7)
〉
, we get |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥, since

∣∣Φ(0)
〉
=
∣∣Φ(8)

〉
= |Φ⟩.

(2) Similarly assume that

|Φv⟩ = |I01⟩ , |Φu1
⟩ = |X01⟩ , |Φu2

⟩ = |X00⟩ , |Φu3
⟩ = |X11⟩ . (G22)

Consider the vector sequence in Eqs. (G18) and (G19). By Lemma D.9 (2 ), the following vectors lie in(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥.∣∣∣Φ(0)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(3)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(3)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(4)

〉
, (G23)∣∣∣Φ(4)

〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(5)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(5)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(6)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(6)
〉
−
∣∣∣Φ(7)

〉
,

∣∣∣Φ(7)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(8)

〉
. (G24)

Combining these vectors to eliminate
∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(2)

〉
, . . . ,

∣∣Φ(7)
〉
, we get |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥, since

∣∣Φ(0)
〉
=
∣∣Φ(8)

〉
= |Φ⟩.

Lemma G.7. Same condition as Theorem G.1 (2). For |Φ⟩ , |Φ′⟩ ∈ Spaired
2 , if conf(|Φ⟩) = conf(|Φ′⟩), then

sign (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − sign (|Φ′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥.
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Proof. Suppose conf(|Φ⟩) = (a, b, c). If (a, b, c) satisfies the conditions in Lemma G.6, then |Φ⟩ , |Φ′⟩ ∈ M⊥, hence

(−1)sign (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − (−1)sign (|Φ
′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥. Otherwise, c(a, b, c) ̸= 0 by definition in Eq. (G1). The rest of the proof

is similar to that of Lemma F.3, using Lemma D.9 (2 ), Lemma G.4 and connectivity of G.

Lemma G.8. Same condition as Theorem G.1 (2). For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), |Φ

′⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a′,b′,c′), if one of the following

3 cases happens, we have sign (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − sign (|Φ′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥.

1. a+ b = a′ + b′ = ne and a, b, a′, b′ > 0.

2. a+ c = a′ + c′ = ne and a, c, a′, c′ > 0.

3. b+ c = b′ + c′ = ne and b, c, b′, c′ > 0.

Proof. We prove the first case, since the rest 2 cases are similar. It suffices to prove that for any 0 < l < ne − 1,
if a = l + 1, b = ne − a, a′ = l, b′ = ne − a′, then sign (|Φ⟩) |Φ⟩ − sign (|Φ′⟩) |Φ′⟩ ∈ M⊥. Furthermore, we may

assume that there exists (u, v) ∈ E and |Φz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(l,ne−l−1,0) such that |Φ⟩ = F 12

uv |Φz⟩ , |Φ′⟩ = F 13
uv |Φz⟩, since one

can then use Lemma G.7 to argue for general cases. By definition of G, there exists Rj ∈ R such that Rj = Aqubit
uv .

By Lemma D.9 (2 ) and Lemma C.9, |Φz⟩ − |Φ⟩ − |Φ′⟩ − F 23
uv |Φz⟩ ∈

(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 ⊆ M⊥. Since

conf (|Φz⟩) = (l, ne−l−1, 0), conf
(
F 23
uv |Φz⟩

)
= (l, ne−l−1, 1), we have |Φz⟩ , F 23

uv |Φz⟩ ∈M⊥ according to Lemma G.6.

Hence, |Φ⟩+|Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥. It remains to show that sign (|Φ⟩) / sign (|Φ′⟩) = −1, which has been proved in Eq. (G15).

Proof of Theorem G.1 (2). Denote the state specified in Eqs. (G1) to (G2) by |Ψ∗⟩. Use the notations M,Mj from
Corollary C.8. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Theorem F.4 by showing that (1) |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ M and (2) |Ψ∗⟩ −
|ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈M⊥.

(1) Obviously, |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ Hpaired
2 . We prove that |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to

(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 , for each Rj ∈ R. If

so, we have |Ψ∗⟩ ∈ M by Lemma C.9. Recall the spanning set of
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 characterized in

Lemma D.9 (2 ). Suppose Rj = Aqubit
uv . For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired

2,(a,b,c), we check the following two cases.

• |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to |Φ⟩−(−1)Φu⊙ΦvSuv |Φ⟩. In fact, the overlap between these two vectors is proportional
to sign (|Φ⟩)− (−1)Φu⊙Φv sign (Suv |Φ⟩), which is 0 by Lemma G.4.

• |Ψ∗⟩ is orthogonal to |Φ⟩ − F 12
uv |Φ⟩ − F 13

uv |Φ⟩ − F 23
uv |Φ⟩. In fact, the overlap between these two

vectors is proportional to sign (|Φ⟩)c(a, b, c) − sign
(
F 12
uv |Φ⟩

)
c(a + 1, b, c) − sign

(
F 13
uv |Φ⟩

)
c(a, b + 1, c) −

sign
(
F 23
uv |Φ⟩

)
c(a, b, c+ 1), which is 0 by Lemma G.5.

(2) Next, we prove |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈ M⊥, by expressing |Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4
as a linear combination of vectors in(

M ∩Hpaired
2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. Recalls that the union of the spanning sets of each
(
Mj ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2

(characterized in Lemma D.9 (2 )) spans
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 .

• For any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(0,0,0), by Lemma G.7,

|Φ⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4 ∈M⊥. (G25)

• For any |Φz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(0,0,0), |Φ

a⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(1,0,0),

∣∣Φb
〉

∈ Spaired
2,(0,1,0), |Φ

c⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(0,0,1), by Lemma D.9 (2 ) and

Lemma G.7,

|Φz⟩ − |Φa⟩ −
∣∣Φb
〉
− |Φc⟩ ∈M⊥. (G26)

• For any
∣∣∣Φa′

〉
∈ Spaired

2,(l,0,0),
∣∣∣Φa′′

〉
∈ Spaired

2,(l+1,0,0) with 1 ≤ l ≤ ne − 2, by Lemma D.9 (2 ), Lemma G.6 and

Lemma G.7, ∣∣∣Φa′
〉
−
∣∣∣Φa′′

〉
∈M⊥. (G27)
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And similarly by replace a by b, c (and the corresponding configurations), we have∣∣∣Φb′
〉
−
∣∣∣Φb′′

〉
∈M⊥, (G28)∣∣∣Φc′

〉
−
∣∣∣Φc′′

〉
∈M⊥. (G29)

• For any |Φaz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(ne−1,0,0), |Φ

aa⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(ne,0,0)

,
∣∣Φab

〉
∈ Spaired

2,(l,ne−l,0), |Φ
ac⟩ ∈ Spaired

2,(l,0,ne−l) with 0 < l < ne,

by Lemma D.9 (2 ), Lemma G.7 and Lemma G.8,

|Φaz⟩ − |Φaa⟩ − sign
(∣∣Φab

〉) ∣∣Φab
〉
− sign (|Φac⟩) |Φac⟩ . (G30)

And similarly by replacing a, b, c (and the corresponding configurations), we have∣∣Φbz
〉
−
∣∣Φbb

〉
− sign

(∣∣Φab
〉) ∣∣Φab

〉
− sign

(∣∣Φbc
〉) ∣∣Φbc

〉
, (G31)

|Φcz⟩ − |Φcc⟩ − sign (|Φac⟩) |Φac⟩ − sign
(∣∣Φbc

〉) ∣∣Φbc
〉
. (G32)

We prove that there exists functions s, w : N → R, such that

|Ψ∗⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4
=

1

s(0)

∑
(G25)

(
|Φ⟩ − |ψ0⟩⊗4

)
− w(0)

∑
(G26)

(
|Φz⟩ − |Φa⟩ −

∣∣Φb
〉
− |Φc⟩

)

−
ne−2∑
l=1

w(l)

∑
(G27)

(∣∣∣Φa′
〉
−
∣∣∣Φa′′

〉)
+
∑
(G28)

(∣∣∣Φb′
〉
−
∣∣∣Φb′′

〉)
+
∑
(G29)

(∣∣∣Φc′
〉
−
∣∣∣Φc′′

〉)
− w(ne − 1)

∑
(G30)

(
|Φaz⟩ − |Φaa⟩ − sign

(∣∣Φab
〉) ∣∣Φab

〉
− sign (|Φac⟩) |Φac⟩

)
− w(ne − 1)

∑
(G31)

(∣∣Φbz
〉
−
∣∣Φbb

〉
− sign

(∣∣Φab
〉) ∣∣Φab

〉
− sign

(∣∣Φbc
〉) ∣∣Φbc

〉)
− w(ne − 1)

∑
(G32)

(
|Φcz⟩ − |Φcc⟩ − sign (|Φac⟩) |Φac⟩ − sign

(∣∣Φbc
〉) ∣∣Φbc

〉)
.

(G33)

Here the subscripts indicate that the summation is taken over vectors in Eqs. (G25) to (G32).

Abusing the notation s(·, ·, ·) in the proof of Theorem F.4, we define s(l) := s(l, 0, 0). w(·) is defined recursively
as follows:

w(l) =


s(1)−3

(
s(0)−1 −D

)
, l = 0,

s(2)−1
(
s(0)s(1)2w(0)− D

3

)
, l = 1,

s(l + 1)−1
(
s(l − 1)w(l − 1)− D

3

)
, 2 ≤ l ≤ ne − 2,

1
6s(ne−1)s(ne)

· 2

( n
ne
)+2

· 3

( n
ne
)
2−2( n

ne
)
· D

3 , l = ne − 1.

(G34)

By comparing coefficients of vectors in both sides of Eq. (G33), we have to prove the following linear equations:

D =
1

s(0)
− s(1)3w(0), (G35)

D

3
= s(0)s(1)2w(0)− s(2)w(1), (G36)

D

3
= s(l − 1)w(l − 1)− s(l + 1)w(l), (2 ≤ l ≤ ne − 2), (G37)

D

3
= s(ne − 2)w(ne − 2)−

(
ne−1∑
i=1

s(i, ne − i, 0)

)2

s(ne)w(ne − 1), (G38)

2(
n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

= 6s(ne − 1)s(ne)w(ne − 1), (G39)
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(
n
ne

)
− 2(

n
ne

)
+ 2

· D
3

=

(
ne−1∑
i=1

s(i, ne − i, 0)

)2

s(ne − 1)w(ne − 1). (G40)

Notice that Eqs. (G35) to (G37) and (G39) holds by definition, and one can check that Eq. (G40) also holds.
To prove Eq. (G38), we multiply s(l) on both sides of Eq. (G37) to get

s(l − 1)s(l)w(l − 1)− s(l)s(l + 1)w(l) =
D

3
s(l), 2 ≤ l ≤ ne − 2. (G41)

Thus,

s(1)s(2)w(1)− s(ne − 2)s(ne − 1)w(ne − 2) =
D

3

ne−2∑
l=2

s(l). (G42)

And Eq. (G38) follows.

3. Proof of Theorem G.1 (3)

Proof of Theorem G.1 (3). It suffices to prove that if |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c) and at least two of a, b, c is non-zero, then

|Φ⟩ ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S4
Hτ

2

)⊥
. The rest follows immediately from Lemma D.14. Since we did not fall into case

1 or 2, it must be maxv∈V deg v ⩾ 3, and

(1) n ̸= 2ne,

(2) or G contains an odd ring as subgraph, and the size of the ring is smaller than n,

(3) or G is bipartite, but one part of G has an odd size.

We prove that |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥ in the first 2 cases, and |Φ⟩ ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2 ∩
⋂

τ∈S4
Hτ

2

)⊥
in the 3rd case. It suffices to

prove the case where exactly two of a, b, c are non-zero and 2(a+ b+ c) = n, since otherwise |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥ according to
Lemma G.6. Assume without loss of generality that a, b > 0 and 2(a+ b) = n.

(1) If n ̸= 2ne, then a+ b+ c ≤ min(ne, n− ne) <
n
2 . Hence, |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥ by Lemma G.6.

(2) Suppose G contains a ring G′ = (V ′, E′) as subgraph, where V ′ = {v1, . . . , vr}, E′ = {(vi, vi+1)|i ∈ [r − 1]} ∪
{(v1, vr)}, and 3 ≤ r ≤ n is an odd number. Assume without loss of generality that |Φv1⟩ = |I01⟩ , |Φvr ⟩ = |X00⟩.
Consider the vector sequence

(∣∣Φ(t)
〉)

0⩽t⩽T
where T = 2r − 2 such that

∣∣∣Φ(t)
〉
=


|Φ⟩ , t = 0,

St,t+1

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
, 1 ≤ t < r,

S2r−t−2,2r−t−1

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
, r ≤ t < T,

S1r

∣∣Φ(t−1)
〉
, t = T.

(G43)

It is easy to see that
∣∣Φ(T )

〉
= |Φ⟩. Construct a vector

∣∣Φ(t)
〉
±
∣∣Φ(t+1)

〉
∈M⊥ for each 0 ⩽ t < T − 1 according

to Lemma D.9 (2 ), one can argue that |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥.

(3) Suppose the two parts ofG are V1, V2, and |V1| is odd. We first show that for any |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c), |Φ

′⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a′,b′,c′),

if 2(a+ b) = 2(a′ + b′) = n and a, b, a′, b′ > 0, then

(−1)na(|Φ⟩;V1) |Φ⟩ − (−1)na(|Φ′⟩;V1) |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥. (G44)

Here we define na (|Φ⟩ ;V1) := nI01 (|Φ⟩ ;V1)+nI10 (|Φ⟩ ;V1). The proof is similar to Lemma G.7 and Lemma G.8,
hence we only provide a proof sketch.
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• Eq. (G44) holds if a = a′. — For any edge (u, v), there exists Rj ∈ R such that Rj = Aqubit
pq . By Lemma D.9

(2 ) and Lemma C.9, we have |Φ⟩ − (−1)Φu⊙ΦvSuv |Φ⟩ ∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩ Hpaired

2 ⊆ M⊥. On the other

hand, one checks that na (|Φ⟩ ;V1)−na (Suv |Φ⟩ ;V1) ≡ Φu⊙Φv (mod 2). Hence, Eq. (G44) holds if |Φ′⟩ =
Suv |Φ⟩. The connectivity of G then implies that Eq. (G44) holds if conf (|Φ⟩) = conf (|Φ′⟩) = (a, b, 0).

• Eq. (G44) holds if a = a′+1. — We may assume that there exists (u, v) ∈ E and |Φz⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a′,b,0) such that

|Φ⟩ = F 12
uv |Φz⟩ , |Φ′⟩ = F 13

uv |Φz⟩. By Lemma D.9 (2 ) and Lemma C.9, we have |Φz⟩−|Φ⟩−|Φ′⟩−F 23
uv |Φz⟩ ∈(

M ∩Hpaired
2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. By Lemma G.6, |Φz⟩ , F 23
uv |Φz⟩ ∈M⊥. Hence, |Φ⟩+ |Φ′⟩ ∈M⊥. On the

other hand, na (|Φ⟩ ;V1)− na (|Φ′⟩ ;V1) = 1. Hence, Eq. (G44) holds.

Remark that when |V1| is even, −(−1)na(|Φ⟩;V1) coincides with sign (|Φ⟩) defined in Eq. (G2), while when |V1| is
odd sign (|Φ⟩) is always -1.

Next, we show that |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥ + (Hτ
2)

⊥
with τ = (1 4), which completes the proof. Let |Φ′⟩ =

(
Sb
τ

)⊗n |Φ⟩. It is
straightforward to check that conf (|Φ′⟩) = (b, a, 0) and na (|Φ⟩ ;V1) + na (|Φ′⟩ ;V1) = |V1| ≡ 1 (mod 2). Hence,

by Eq. (G44) we have |Φ⟩ + |Φ′⟩ ∈ M⊥. On the other hand, by definition of Hτ
2 we have |Φ⟩ − |Φ′⟩ ∈ (Hτ

2)
⊥
.

Thus, |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥ + (Hτ
2)

⊥
.

Appendix H: Proof of main result: Case 3 and 4

In this section we prove the exponential concentration of cost function for alternated dUCC ansatz containing both
single and double (qubit) excitation rotations, with mild connectivity assumption (Theorem A.5 (3 and 4 )). Examples
of such ansatzs include k-UCCSD and k-UCCGSD, k-UpCCGSD, k-qubit-UCCSD, k-qubit-UCCGSD.

Theorem H.1. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with |V | = n vertices, R be a sequence of single excitation

rotations (Auv)(u,v)∈E concatenated with at least one double excitation rotation Bpqrs. We have
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCGS

2,∞

〉
.

Proof. It suffices to prove that if |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired
2,(a,b,c) and at least two of a, b, c is non-zero, then |Φ⟩ ∈ M⊥. The theorem

then follows immediately from Lemma D.14. Assume without loss of generality that a, b > 0, p > q > r > s, and

|Φp⟩ = |I01⟩ , |Φq⟩ = |X00⟩ , |Φr⟩ = |I10⟩ , |Φs⟩ = |X11⟩ . (H1)

Denote z1 =
⊕

a∈(s,r)

Φa, z2 =
⊕

a∈(r,q)

Φa, z3 =
⊕

a∈(q,p)

Φa. Consider the following state sequence:

∣∣∣Φ(0)
〉
= |Φ⟩ ,

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
= SspSrq |Φ⟩ ,

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
= Srq

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
,
∣∣∣Φ(3)

〉
= Ssp

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
. (H2)

Obviously
∣∣Φ(3)

〉
= |Φ⟩. By Lemma D.9 (3 ),∣∣∣Φ(0)

〉
− (−1)(Φp⊕z1⊕z3)⊙(Φq⊕z1⊕z3)

∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. (H3)

By Lemma F.3, ∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
− (−1)(Φq⊕z2)⊙(Φr⊕z2)

∣∣∣Φ(2)
〉
∈M⊥, (H4)∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
− (−1)(Φp⊕z1⊕z2⊕z3⊕Φq⊕Φr)⊙(Φs⊕z1⊕z2⊕z3⊕Φq⊕Φr)

∣∣∣Φ(3)
〉
∈M⊥. (H5)

Combining Eqs. (H3) to (H5) to eliminate
∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(2)

〉
we get |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥, since

∣∣Φ(0)
〉
=
∣∣Φ(3)

〉
= |Φ⟩.

For alternated qubit dUCC ansatzs, we make mild assumption about the topology G as well as the position of qubit
double excitation rotations.

Theorem H.2. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with |V | = n vertices and maxv∈V deg(v) ≥ 3, R be a sequence
of qubit single excitation rotations (Aqubit

uv )(u,v)∈E concatenated with at least one qubit double excitation rotation

Bqubit
pqrs . Assume, only when n = 2ne and G is a bipartite graph with two non-empty even parts V = V1 ∪ V2, that

|V1 ∩ {p, q, r, s}| = 2. We have
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCGS

2,∞

〉
.
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Proof. If n ̸= 2ne or G is not a bipartite graph with two non-empty even parts, then dimM = 1 (Theorem G.1 (3 )),

and it must be
∣∣ΨR

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCGS

2,∞

〉
. Otherwise, we show that if |Φ⟩ ∈ Spaired

2,(a,b,c) and at least two of a, b, c is non-zero,

then |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥. The theorem then follows immediately from Lemma D.14. Similar to the proof of Theorem H.1, we
assume Eq. (H1), and consider the paired state sequence Eq. (H2). By Lemma D.9 (4 ),∣∣∣Φ(0)

〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(1)

〉
∈
(
M ∩Hpaired

2

)⊥
∩Hpaired

2 ⊆M⊥. (H6)

By Lemma G.7, ∣∣∣Φ(1)
〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
,
∣∣∣Φ(2)

〉
+
∣∣∣Φ(3)

〉
∈M⊥. (H7)

Combining Eqs. (H6) and (H7) to eliminate
∣∣Φ(1)

〉
,
∣∣Φ(2)

〉
we get |Φ⟩ ∈M⊥, since

∣∣Φ(0)
〉
=
∣∣Φ(3)

〉
= |Φ⟩.

As an immediate corollary, the moment vector of the 2nd moment at infinity step of k-UCCSD and k-UCCGSD,
k-UpCCGSD, k-qubit-UCCSD, k-qubit-UCCGSD are the same.

Corollary H.3. We have∣∣ΨUCCSD
2,∞

〉
=
∣∣ΨUCCGSD

2,∞
〉
=
∣∣∣ΨUpCCGSD

2,∞

〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCSD

2,∞

〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCGSD

2,∞

〉
=
∣∣∣ΨqUCCGS

2,∞

〉
. (H8)

With moment vector of the 2nd moment characterized, we can calculate the 2nd moment of cost function for any
observables. Case 3 and 4 of main result is stated formally as following corollary.

Corollary H.4 (Main result, Case 3 and 4). Let R be defined in Theorems H.1 and H.2, and C(θ;UR
k , Hel) be the cost

function defined in Eq. (A16) where Hel is an electronic structure Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (A18). limk→∞ Var (C)
is the same as Corollary G.3 (3).

Notice that limk→∞ Var (C) = exp(−Θ(n)).
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