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Validation of quantum advantage claims in the context of Gaussian Boson Sampling (GBS) cur-
rently relies on providing evidence that the experimental samples genuinely follow their correspond-
ing ground truth, i.e., the theoretical model of the experiment that includes all the possible losses
that the experimenters can account for. This approach to verification has an important drawback:
it is necessary to assume that the ground truth distributions are computationally hard to sample,
that is, that they are sufficiently close to the distribution of the ideal, lossless experiment, for which
there is evidence that sampling, either exactly or approximately, is a computationally hard task.
This assumption, which cannot be easily confirmed, opens the door to classical algorithms that
exploit the noise in the ground truth to efficiently simulate the experiments, thus undermining any
quantum advantage claim. In this work, we argue that one can avoid this issue by validating GBS
implementations using their corresponding ideal distributions directly. We explain how to use a
modified version of the linear cross-entropy, a quantity that we call the LXE score, to find reference
values that help us assess how close a given GBS implementation is to its corresponding ideal model.
Finally, we analytically compute the score that would be obtained by a lossless GBS implementation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gaussian Boson Sampling (GBS) [Il 2] is a model
of quantum computation with the possibility to demon-
strate quantum computational advantage [3], i.e., to show
that quantum devices are capable of significantly outper-
forming classical computers at specified computational
tasks. Broadly speaking, an ideal GBS experiment con-
sists of sending single-mode squeezed states into a Haar-
random lossless interferometer, i.e., a random network
of beamsplitters and waveplates. The photon number
distribution of the output light is then measured us-
ing photon number resolving or threshold detectors [4].
It has been shown that, under some reasonable conjec-
tures [II, 2, 5], it is computationally hard to sample ex-
actly or approximately from the probability distribution
of the resulting experimental outcomes (i.e., the distri-
bution of the strings of non-negative integers resulting
from the measurement). Here, approximate sampling is
understood as sampling from a probability distribution
that is close in total variation distance to the ideal GBS
distribution [6]. The hardness of the task of sampling is
what gives this model of computation the possibility of
demonstrating quantum advantage.

Real-world implementations of GBS, such as those re-
ported in Refs. [7HIO], suffer from losses and imperfec-
tions in preparation, transmission and detection of light.
It is therefore expected that the theoretical probability
distributions associated to these experiments, commonly
referred to as ground truth distributions, will differ from
the ideal distribution (which does not include any type
losses in its definition). However, it is assumed that the
ground truth distributions are close in total variation dis-
tance to the ideal distribution, sufficiently close as to be
able to invoke the hardness of approximate sampling in
order to claim that it is computationally hard to clas-

sically reproduce the outcomes of the experiment. This
assumption allows the experimenters to claim that their
implementations achieve a quantum advantage.
Presuming that the ground truth distributions are
hard to sample, a given GBS implementation must be
followed by a validation of its outcomes [3], i.e., a veri-
fication that the experiment is operating correctly. This
validation amounts to providing evidence that the exper-
imental samples closely follow the ground truth distri-
bution. Since the direct estimation of the total varia-
tion distance between the real distribution of the sam-
ples and the ground truth requires exponentially many
runs of the experiment [3, [I1], the validation of GBS
implementations usually relies on other sample-efficient
statistical measures (i.e., measures requiring polynomi-
ally many samples [3]) that assess how correlated are the
experimental outcomes to the ground truth distribution.

Among the current, most widely used techniques we
can find Bayesian hypothesis testing [12], which con-
sists in demonstrating how likely is the ground truth to
explain the experimental samples relative to an adver-
sarial classical model. Another strategy is to use the
heavy output generation test and other cross-entropy
measures [3] [7], which intend to verify if classically gen-
erated samples are able to produce “heavier outputs” in
the ground truth distribution, i.e., events with higher
ground truth probability, than the experimental samples.
A further technique is to compare the correlations be-
tween modes present in the photon number resolving or
threshold detection samples with those predicted by the
ground truth model, and by adversarial models or sam-
plers [8, 13 M4]. A fourth validation method is based
on binning the detectors in groups of certain sizes, and
then analytically computing the corresponding grouped
probability distribution [I5] [I6]. This procedure is done
for the ground truth and for adversarial models. These



analytical distributions are then compared with those ob-
tained using the experimental samples.

All of the previously mentioned techniques have their
own limitations. For instance, some rely on the computa-
tion of probabilities of individual samples, a task whose
cost grows exponentially with the number of photons or
clicks detected in different output modes of the inter-
ferometer, thus making the techniques computationally
inefficient validation strategies. Moreover, one can find
situations in which these techniques reach contradicting
conclusions about the validity of a set of experimental
samples [I7]. In addition, when verifying the experimen-
tal outcomes against adversarial samplers that do not
have a well-defined probability distribution associated to
them, it is not even possible to perform some of these
tests (e.g., Bayesian testing) [18]. These issues suggest
that the current widely used GBS validation methods are
not sufficient to readily tell if the experimental samples
unambiguously follow from the ground truth distribution
and, consequently, they cannot readily validate a quan-
tum advantage claim. This also opens the door to classi-
cal algorithms that generate samples that outperform the
experimental outcomes at these validation tasks [17] [I§],
or classical strategies that “spoof” some of these valida-
tion techniques [19)].

Perhaps more importantly, the degree of confidence in
these methods for verifying quantum advantage claims is
strongly tied to the confidence in the hardness of the task
of sampling from the ground truth distribution. However,
at this time, there is not a reliable statistical measure
that allows us to determine whether any ground truth
distribution is sufficiently close to the ideal model of its
corresponding experiment. This fact may allow classi-
cal algorithms to exploit the losses in the experiments in
order to generate samples that, by using the same tech-
niques for verifying GBS implementations, are found to
follow the corresponding ground truth distributions more
closely [20].

The current state of affairs of GBS validation differs
significantly from that of the field of Random Circuit
Sampling (RCS) verification. It has been identified that
the linear cross-entropy benchmark (XEB) [3] 21l 22], a
quantity constructed from the linear cross-entropy be-
tween the outcomes of a random circuit and its corre-
sponding ideal distribution, serves as a witness of quan-
tum advantage in RCS implementations. The reason
behind the success of this metric, despite having its
own limitations [23], is that random circuits are ex-
tremely sensitive to noise; the presence of errors in ex-
perimental implementations leads to samples whose real
distributions are uncorrelated with the ideal distribu-
tion [3, 22 24], and, moreover, exponentially close to
the uniform distribution in the sample space. The XEB
for samples following the uniform distribution identically
vanish. When the experimental samples follow directly
from the ideal distribution, the XEB is equal to 1. Fur-
thermore, obtaining an XEB different enough from zero is
considered to be a computationally hard task [3]. Quan-

tum advantage is thus verified when this benchmark is
sufficiently different from zero.

GBS experiments are not as sensitive to loss as RCS
implementations are to gate errors, and this hinders the
definition of a validation metric as decisive as the XEB
for the verification of GBS quantum advantage claims.
Nevertheless, there are two important features of RCS
validation that could be used to overcome several of the
difficulties surrounding the verification of GBS experi-
ments. The first of them is validating the experimen-
tal outcomes directly against their corresponding ideal
model. This relieves the verification process from the as-
sumption that it is computationally hard to sample from
the ground truth distribution. The second one is the
determination of reference values (of a given statistical
measure) associated to the ideal distribution, as well as
to other probability distributions that may differ from
that of an ideal implementation. These reference values
can be used to assess how far the experimental samples
are from the ideal distribution.

In this work, we take the XEB as a blueprint for defin-
ing a figure of merit for GBS validation having the first
of the two previously mentioned features. We construct
this quantity, which we call the linear cross-entropy score
(LXE score), from a normalized version of the linear
cross-entropy between the ideal GBS distribution and a
test probability distribution (corresponding to the actual
distribution of the experimental outcomes, or the distri-
butions of adversarial models or samplers), averaged over
the Haar measure of the unitary group, and evaluated at
the limit of a large number of modes. We include the
average over Haar-random unitaries in the definition of
the score in order to study the behavior of the normal-
ized linear cross-entropy for a typical implementation of
GBS. On the other hand, we focus on setups with a large
number of modes because this is the regime in which the
hardness of the task of sampling is more manifest.

In addition, we propose a validation strategy that ex-
ploits the second of the aforementioned features. The
technique consists of computing the LXE score for the
most commonly used classical adversarial samplers or
models, as well as for the ideal GBS distribution, and use
them as reference values. We then would compare these
reference values to the estimated score of the experimen-
tal outcomes. In this way, we can assess how close is
a given GBS implementation to its corresponding ideal
model, and to its most challenging adversaries.

After discussing the details of the definition of the LXE
score, we set off to determine the first two reference val-
ues to be used in the validation strategy. To do this, we
focus on implementations using photon number resolv-
ing detectors. The first of these reference values corre-
sponds to a model that leads to a uniform probability
distribution for each sector of the total number of de-
tected photons, IV, in the experimental samples. This
value follows directly from the normalization of the lin-
ear cross-entropy and is equal to 1. The second reference
value, the ideal score, corresponds to a GBS implemen-



tation using single-mode squeezed states as input of the
first R modes of a lossless interferometer, with the re-
maining M — R modes receiving the vacuum state. We
consider two versions of this GBS setup: the first uses
input squeezed states with the same squeezing parame-
ter, while the second uses squeezed states with different
squeezing parameters.

By expressing the linear cross-entropy between two
GBS distributions as an integral over several real param-
eters (a technique that makes its computation indepen-
dent from the use of measurement outputs), and by using
the Weingarten Calculus [25] in order to compute the av-
erage over Haar-random unitaries, we were able to find
an analytical expression for the ideal score as a function
of N and R. To the extent of our knowledge, this ap-
proach to the analysis of cross-entropy measures in the
context of GBS has not been employed before.

We find that part of the dependence of the ideal score
on the parameter R can be expressed as a polynomial
of degree 2NN, whose coefficients can be computed by
counting the number of undirected graphs with a certain
number of connected components. For setups that use in-
put states with different squeezing parameters, the coeffi-
cients also depend on the lengths of the connected compo-
nents of the graph. This result is akin to the conclusions
found by Ehrenberg et al. [26] [27] in their recent study on
anticoncentration in GBS. In their work, they computed
the first and second moments of the output GBS distri-
bution in the photon-collision-free limit, in which nearly
all detection patterns have at most one photon in each
mode. In this regime, the output distribution can be ap-
proximated by the modulus squared of hafnians of Gaus-
sian random matrices [5, 28] [29]. The authors developed
a graph-theoretical method for computing the moments
of this approximate distribution, and found that the sec-
ond moment can be expressed as a polynomial of degree
2N in R, whose coefficients are determined by counting
the number of graphs with a given number of connected
components. Moreover, they relate the first and second
moments to the LXE score of an ideal model that uses
input squeezed states with the same squeezing parame-
ter [27]. Even though their expression for the ideal score
is very similar to our findings, the definition and origin
of the graphs involved in the computation of our results
differ from those used in Ref. [26] 27]. At this time, it is
necessary to make a more thorough analysis of the com-
putation of the coefficients in both cases in order to find
a clear relation between these two results.

Focusing on the case R = M, we find that the ideal
score has a particularly simple expression in terms of N,
and it is the same whether we use input squeezed states
with the same squeezing parameter or not. We compare
this analytical expression with numerical estimations of
the ideal score for setups that are not in limit of M — oo.
This comparison allows us to investigate how good our re-
sults approximate the estimated ideal score of real-world
GBS implementations. Additionally, we also make nu-
merical estimations of the score for a simple GBS model

with transmission losses, which allows us to study the
behavior of the LXE score in the presence of noise.

It is worth mentioning that determining probability
amplitudes for pure Gaussian states requires the compu-
tation of hafnians of matrices with half the size of those
used in the computation of probabilities of mixed states.
This implies that the estimation of the LXE score can
be done for a range of detected photons approximately
twice as large as that used in the validation of recent
GBS experiments [7HI0], thus representing a significant
improvement in the validation of these implementations.

We consider that the LXE score will be of significant
importance and utility to the field of GBS verification.
Moreover, our computation of the ideal score sets the
stage for an alternative approach to the validation of
GBS implementations, one where we assert that verifying
GBS should require the evaluation of probabilities corre-
sponding to unitary models, not to mixed states ground
truths.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. [l we de-
scribe the GBS setup that we will consider throughout
the article, and we will introduce the concept of model
of a GBS implementation. In Sec. [[Tl] we will discuss
how to use the LXE score to validate GBS experiments.
Sec. [[V] is devoted to the detailed computation of the
ideal LXE score for setups that use input squeezed states
with the same squeezing parameter, while Sec. [V] shows
how to compute the score for models that use different
squeezing parameters. In Sec. [VI] we will bring atten-
tion to some interesting features of the ideal score when
R = M. Here, we also present the numerical estimations
of the score for GBS setups that are not in the limit of
M — o0, and for some simple models that include trans-
mission losses. Finally, we will conclude in Sec. [VII}

II. GBS SETUP

Consider a GBS setup (see Fig. [1) where M modes are
prepared in single-mode non-displaced Gaussian states.
The nature of these states need not be specified at this
point; they could be squeezed, thermal, squashed, etc.
The initial M-mode state is sent through an arbitrary
linear, lossless interferometer, which is mathematically
described by a M x M, Haar-random unitary matrix U.
The output light of the interferometer is then measured
using photon number resolving detectors, which can de-
termine the number of output photons in each mode; i.e.,
they measure the output state of the system in the Fock
basis.

The output state of the interferometer, p, which is
also and M-mode non-displaced Gaussian state, is com-
pletely described by a 2M x 2M, complex Husimi co-
variance matrix 3 [2, [30], whose entries are computed

as X, = %({Q,E};D + %(Sj’k. The {&;} are the compo-
nents of the operator vector & = (a1, .. ., d, d’;, ... ,&JIFM),
where dL and aj are the bosonic creation and annihila-



tion operators of the output modes, which satisfy the
canonical commutation relations [a;,dx] = [d;,dL] =0
and [dj,d;i] = 0; 5. {a,b} := ab + ba stands for the anti-
commutator of operators a and b, (a) = Tr(ap), and 8jk
is the Kronecker delta.

The result of the photon number resolving measure-
ment, i.e. the detection pattern, is a M-string of non-
negative integers n = (n,...,ny ), where each ny repre-
sents the number of photons detected at mode k (n =0
means that no light has been detected). By defining the
matrix

0 I
A=X (Ly -3, X= ol N CY
]I]\/[ 0
where I, is the identity matrix of size M x M, we can
compute the probability of detecting the outcome n as [I}
2]
Pr(0]A)

Pr(n|A) = — " haf [A,] . (2)

where Pr(0]A) = \/det (Izps — X A) is the vacuum prob-

ability, n! = Hi\il ny!, and

1 m
haf(0] = oo > [[Ovj-voes) (3

oc€Sam j=1

is the hafnian of the symmetric 2m x 2m matrix O [31].
Here, S,, stands for the symmetric group of degree m,
i.e. the group of all permutations of m objects.

The matrix A,, is constructed by taking the k-th and
(k + M)-th rows and columns of A and repeating them
ng times. If ng = 0 the corresponding rows and columns
are removed. Notice that the size of this matrix is 2N X
2N, where N = Zkle ny is the total number of detected
photons in the outcome n.

Eq. will also hold for descriptions of the GBS setup
that include Gaussian noise and losses (transmission loss
is a good example of this type of operations). In these
cases, the output state of the interferometer will remain
Gaussian [30], and we can readily define a matrix ¥ or A
that completely describes the output state. On the other
hand, non-Gaussian noise will lead to output states that
cannot be completely defined by an A matrix.

Focusing on setups whose descriptions include only
Gaussian processes, we can consider matrix A to con-
tain all the relevant information about the theoretical
description of a GBS experiment using photon number
resolving detectors. We will therefore refer to A as the
model of the GBS setup, and we will interpret Pr(n|A) as
the probability of obtaining the outcome n given model
A.

As mentioned before, for a GBS setup that uses input
single-mode squeezed states and a lossless interferometer,
it has been shown that, assuming that certain conjectures
hold, sampling from the distribution in Eq. , either
exactly or approximately, is a computationally hard task

Linear, lossless PNR
interferometer detectors

Gaussian
states

U

(M modes)

o

FIG. 1. Description of a general, ideal GBS setup. A set of
input single-mode, non-displaced Gaussian states are sent into
a linear, lossless interferometer described by a M x M, Haar-
random, unitary matrix U. The output of the interferometer
is measured using photon number resolving detectors.

whose cost increases exponentially with the size and rank
of A, [1L2,5]. We will refer to the theoretical description
of this setup as the ideal squeezed state model, and we will
denote it Agqy.

Any real-world implementation of GBS using squeezed
states will suffer from inevitable losses, and their pres-
ence makes the experiment differ from the ideal model.
Nevertheless, GBS experiments are designed to minimize
noise as much as possible, so the probability distribu-
tion of the experimental samples is close enough to the
ideal model and, by invoking the hardness of approxi-
mate sampling, it remains computationally hard to gen-
erate samples from this distribution. Theoretical models
of GBS experiments using squeezed states that also in-
clude all the losses that the experimenters can account
for are called ground truth models.

The verification of quantum advantage claims in the
recent implementations of GBS experiments has relied
on demonstrating that the real distribution of the sam-
ples genuinely follows from the ground truth of the ex-
periments [fHI0]. The main strategy to do this is to use
a number of statistical measures to rule out adversarial
models or adversarial samplers. An adversarial model is
a theoretical description of a GBS setup that leads to a
probability distribution that can be sampled efficiently.
These classical models can be obtained, for instance, by
using classical Gaussian states (such as thermal, distin-
guishable squeezed, or squashed states [9] [10, [I7]) as in-
put of the interferometers, an approach that intends to
represent the effect of losses on the input squeezed states.
On the other hand, an adversarial sampler is any effi-
cient algorithm (not necessarily motivated by a physical
model) that generates samples that intend to “spoof” the
ground truth distribution.

An important drawback of this approach is that ruling
out adversarial models and samplers with respect to the
ground truth gives no information about how close this
model is to the ideal squeezed state model. This opens



the door to classical algorithms that reproduce the results
of the experiments by exploiting the noise in the ground
truth [20]. This issue can be avoided by verifying GBS
implementations using the ideal squeezed state model di-
rectly. In the next section we argue how we could do this
using the linear cross-entropy between GBS models.

III. LINEAR CROSS-ENTROPY SCORE FOR
GBS VALIDATION

Let A and B be two different models for the same GBS
setup. We define the linear cross-entropy between A and
B, for a given total number of detected photons IV, as
Pr(n|A)Pr(n|B) (4)
Pr(N|A)Pr(N|B)’

LXE(A,B;N)= Y
nekK(N)

where K(N) = {n| YrL, n, = N}, and

Pr(N|A)= Y Pr(n|A) (5)
neK(N)

is the probability of detecting a total of N photons given
model A.

The linear cross-entropy belongs to a class of mul-
tiplicative measures of similarity between probability
distributions that are collectively referred to as cross-
entropy measures [3]. These sample-efficient measures
(i.e., measures that can be estimated using polynomially
many experimental samples) have been widely used for
verifying quantum advantage claims in the field of quan-
tum random sampling (see for instance Refs. [9] 21]). We
are interested in using LXE (A, B; N) to assess the cor-
relation between the ideal squeezed state model of a GBS
implementation and the real distribution of the experi-
mental samples.

The definition of LXE (A, B;N) closely resembles
the definition of the linear cross-entropy benchmark
(XEB) [3, 21], a quantity which, despite having some
limitations [23], has been extensively used for the val-
idation of Random Circuit Sampling (RCS) implemen-
tations. Roughly speaking, RCS consists of repeatedly
applying cycles of randomly selected one- and two-qubit
gates over a set of input qubits and then measuring their
final state. The action of all the gates is represented by
a unitary matrix U, which can be approximated by a
Haar-random unitary when the depth of the circuit (i.e.
the number of cycles) is sufficiently large. The outcome
of the measurement is a bit-string, i.e., a sequence of
zeros and ones. Sampling from the ideal probability dis-
tribution of the outcomes s of a RCS implementation,
Py (8), is considered to be a computationally hard task
whose cost grows exponentially with the number of in-
put qubits and the depth of the circuit. Let Qu(s) be
the real distribution of the bit-strings s. Then, the XEB
reads [3]

F(Qu,Pu)=2"> " Qu(s)Pu(s) -1, (6)

where N is the number of input qubits and the sum is
over the set of all possible bit-strings of length N. Notice
that this expression can be seen as a normalized, shifted
version of the linear cross-entropy between two models of
the same RCS implementation.

The definition of F(Qu, Py) is such that we can iden-
tify two reference values for a typical instance of RCS:
if Qu(s) = Pu(s), Eu[F(Qu,Pu)] ~ 1. If Qu(s) =
1/2N (that is, the uniform distribution over bit-strings),
Ey[F(Qu,Py)] = 0 Bl 2I]. Here, Ey]-] indicates an
average over the Haar measure of the unitary group.
The presence of errors in experimental implementations
of RCS leads to experimental samples with probability
distributions that are uncorrelated with the ideal distri-
bution, and that are exponentially close to the uniform
distribution over bit-strings [21 22, [24]. This implies that
noisy implementations of RCS generally obtain values of
the XEB close to zero. Moreover, obtaining an XEB sat-
isfying F(Qu, Pu) > b/2Y, with b > 1, is considered to
be a computationally hard task [3]. Thus, demonstrating
quantum advantage for RCS implementations amounts to
showing that the estimation of F(Qu, Py) using experi-
mental samples is sufficiently different from zero.

There is no evidence that GBS architectures present
the same sensibility to losses as RCS implementations.
This makes elusive the definition of a measure as deci-
sive as the XEB for the validation of GBS experiments.
Nevertheless, one can use the idea of identifying refer-
ence values for typical instances of GBS as a tool for the
verification of quantum advantage claims. Indeed, in the
spirit of the XEB, it is possible to use the average values
(over Haar-random unitaries) of normalized versions of
the linear cross-entropy between the ideal squeezed state
model and the most commonly used adversarial models
and samplers in order to obtain these reference values.
We could consider, among the most widely used adversar-
ial models, those associated to GBS setups using thermal,
squashed or distinguishable squeezed states [8HI0, [17]. In
addition to these, we could use classical algorithms that
mimic the marginals, up to a certain order, of the ideal
GBS distribution as adversarial samplers [d [I8]. The
validation of quantum advantage would then amount to
comparing how much a given GBS implementation scores
with respect to the other models and samplers. Notice
that this approach makes no use of the ground truth dis-
tribution of the corresponding GBS experiment and, con-
sequently, it is not necessary to make any assumptions
about the hardness of sampling from it.

In the remainder of this section, we will workout the de-
tails of the definition of this normalized, Haar-averaged
version of the linear cross-entropy, which we will refer
to as the linear cross-entropy score (LXE score). Ounly
one additional feature will be included in this definition:
we focus on the asymptotic behavior of the linear cross-
entropy as M — oco. We do this to take into account
that the arguments justifying the complexity of GBS
commonly require the setups to have a large number of
modes, growing quadratically with the mean number of



photons in the input squeezed states [5]. Moreover, by
virtue of Levy’s lemma [32], one would expect that, as
M increases, typical instances of GBS will obtain values
of the LXE score closer to the mean.

Following the definition of the XEB, we associate the
first reference value of the LXE score with the value that
would be obtained by the uniform distribution over the
sample space over which the linear cross-entropy is de-
fined. Unlike in RCS, the entire sample space of detec-
tion patterns in GBS is infinite dimensional. This is why
Eq. is defined for sets of samples with the same total
number of detected photons. The first reference value of
the LXE score is related to a GBS model that leads to
a uniform probability distribution for each sector of V.
Let us call such model A,,;. We can readily notice that
Pr(n|Auwmi) = f(In|), where f(x) is a real-valued func-
tion satisfying > x_, f(N) = 1, and 0 < f(N) < 1 for
all N, while |n| = Zf:[:l ng. This implies that, for an
arbitrary model B,

V) Pr(n|B)
LXE(Aun BN) = 5o,y 3 Bunim)
™ ) _ B
= S £n) (2t SO0

where |K(N)| is the number of elements in K(N).
This value is equivalent to the number of weak M-
compositions of N, i.e., the number of ordered parti-
tions of N having M parts (with some of the parts
allowed to be zero). It can be shown that |K(N)| =
(M+J\]>’_1) [33,134]. We will use |K(N)|~! as a normaliza-
tion factor for the linear cross-entropy between any two
models, thus setting the first reference value of the score
to 1. It is worth mentioning that this same normalization
term was used for the definition of other cross-entropy
measures in Refs. [9, 20].

Even though we defined A,,; according only to the
properties of its corresponding probability distribution,
it is important to keep in mind that this model can truly
be associated to a GBS setup. It can be shown (see
Appendix [A]) that GBS setups using identical thermal
states at the input of every mode of a lossless interfer-
ometer lead to probability distributions that are uniform
for every sector of the total number of detected photons.

With the normalization factor in place, we may now
express the LXE score for a model B as

s$(B;N) = lim

M—o0

(M * Jifv 1>EU [LXE(Auqy, B; N)] .

(8)
Although this definition is adequate for finding reference
values corresponding to some adversarial models, the val-
idation of a set of experimental or adversarial samples
requires an estimate of the LXE score rather than an an-
alytical computation. This is due to the fact that not

every adversarial sampler has an associated GBS model

and, moreover, we have no information about the actual
probability distribution that the experimental samples
follow. Consider a set of L samples {n;}£_, with the
same total number of detected photons N, the estimated
value of the score can be computed as

~

SV) = ClAsgp N7 S PrlmilAsg), (9)
k=1

where

M+ N-1

) = (M7 T ) PMIAGI 10

We can interpret the estimator 5(IV) as the average of the
probabilities of each individual sample with respect to the
probability distribution of the ideal model, multiplied by
a normalization factor.

As mentioned before, the linear cross-entropy is a sam-
ple efficient measure, and thus 5(V) can be estimated us-
ing polynomially many samples. Other sample efficient
techniques, such as Bayesian testing or the heavy output
generation test, typically require 10% to 10* samples per
value of N to be determined [7HIl [I7]. Due to the simi-
larity between the computation of §(IV) and these other
validation techniques, we can expect that $(N) can also
be estimated using this same range of number of samples.

All the probabilities involved in the estimate of the
score should be computed using a unitary matrix that
is closely related to the actual sub-unitary matrix that
describes the action of the lossy interferometer used in
the experiment. If the GBS implementation is pro-
grammable, one can have access to the information about
the ideal (lossless) configurations of all the gates (i.e.,
all the beamsplitters and phase shifters) used in the ex-
periment. One then determines 5(N) using the unitary
matrix describing the action of all these ideal, unitary
gates.

If the experiment has limited programmability and we
only have access to the square sub-unitary matrix T' de-
scribing the lossy interferometer, we can find a unitary
matrix associated with T using its singular value decom-
position [30]. Indeed, we can always write T = Uy DUJ,
where Uy, U, are unitary and D is a diagonal matrix
whose entries are the singular values of T', which, in turn,
are related to the transmission losses in the experiment.
If we had no losses, we would be able to replace D by
I; and obtain the unitary transmission matrix Uj U2T.

On this account, we can interpret U1U2T as the closest
unitary matrix to 7', thus making it a reasonable choice
for the computation of the LXE score.

However, it is important to mention that even if a given
GBS implementation is not fully programmable, the au-
thors of the experiment will be able to describe their ideal
intended computation, i.e., they will have knowledge of
the unitary U associated to their implementation.

The definition of the LXE score can be readily general-
ized to include GBS models with non-Gaussian noise. As



mentioned in Sec. [[T} these models cannot be completely
defined by a matrix of the form of Eq. . However, if
we have complete knowledge of the probability distribu-
tion associated to a given non-Gaussian model, we can
still use Eq. to compute the LXE score, we need only
replace Pr(n|B) and Pr(N|B) in the definition of the
linear cross-entropy by the adequate expressions of the
probability distributions of interest. If we do not have
complete knowledge of the probability distribution, but
we have a set of samples associated to the non-Gaussian
model, we can still use Eq. @ to estimate the score.

We associate the second reference value of the LXE
score to the value that we would obtain if the real dis-
tribution of the experimental samples were Pr(n|Asq,).
The analytical computation of this ideal score will be the
subject of the next section.

IV. LXE SCORE FOR THE IDEAL SQUEEZED
STATE MODEL

Consider a GBS implementation where the first R of
the M input modes of the interferometer receive identical
single-mode squeezed states with squeezing parameter r,
while the remaining M — R modes receive the vacuum
state. The matrix Ay, describing this setup reads [I} 2]

Agg, = tanh(r) Ve V*, (11)
where we define

vV =U¢U",
C=Ir®0n_r (12)
(we explicitly indicate the size of the null matrix for clar-

ity). The main result that we prove in this work states
that

o AN (-2 P
$(Asi 2N) = 5 ) {(R+2N—2)!!] ;”Re'

(13)

where the {c,} are non-negative coefficients.

Unlike the ideal XEB reference value, which remains
constant no matter the number of qubits in the random
circuit, the ideal LXE score varies for each sector of the
total number of detected photons. This, however, does
not mean that s(Agq,;2N) cannot be used as a tool for
validation of GBS implementations. Indeed, we need only
determine how different the scores of other models or
samplers (which might also depend on N) are from the
reference curve established by the ideal squeezed state
model.

A few definitions must be set in place before express-
ing how to compute the coefficients {c,}. Let j =
(j1,---,j2n) be a fixed sequence of different indices. We
define the permutation Qg € Son (where we recall that
Sm stands for the symmetric group of degree m) by its

0=1(12345678)

FIG. 2. Illustration of the definition of the undirected graphs
T'(o) for 4N = 8. The vertices of the graph are repre-
sented by numbered black circles. The edges corresponding
to {(2k —1,2k) |k € {1,...,2N}} are shown as black dashed
lines, while the edges corresponding to {(o(2k—1), o(2k)) | k €
{1,...,2N}} are shown as red dashed lines. Each connected
component of the graph is highlighted with a light blue, thick
line. The top graph corresponds to the permutation, written
in cycle notation, o = (12)(34)(5678). This permutation
transforms the set of indices g = (g1, 92, 93, 94, g5, g6, 97, g3 )
as 0(g) = (92,91, 94, 93, 96, 97, gs, g5 ), and has a total of three
connected components. The bottom graph corresponds to
the permutation ¢ = (12345678), which transforms g as
o(g9) = (92,93, 94, 95, gs, g7, gs, g1). In this case there is only
one connected component.

action on j as

Qkl(1s - Jon)] =
2 e ) . (14)
@ @wa[(J2va,1+2a(p—l)+lv oo a.72va_1+2ap)}a
a=1 p=1
where v, = >0 pky, vo = 0, and the permutation

wa € Saq (with 2a < 2N) is defined by its action on
a sequence (g17 <. 7g2a) as wa[(gla g2;---592a—1, 9211)] =
(92,93, -, 924, 91). Moreover, let o € Sy, and, follow-
ing Ref. [35], let T'(0) be an undirected graph whose
vertices are {1,...,4N}, and whose edges are {(2k —
1,2k) |k € {1,...,2N}} and {(o(2k — 1),0(2k)) |k €
{1,...,2N}} (see Fig. [2| for an illustration of this def-
inition). Then,

N
1
o= 2 U pipam
k() 1(e) a=1 (15)
X3 b (@ o(d), Wld) © Uoo(j)),

o€San

where k(©) is a vector of N non-negative integers that
satisfy ki1 + 2ko + -+ + Nky = N (we define 19 in an



analogous way), and

be(g,h) = |{o € San | h = 0(g) and

16
I'(p) has ¢ connected components}|. (16)

Throughout the rest of this section, we explain in detail
how to obtain the result in Eq ., and we justify the

definitions in Egs. ) to
We divide our calculatlon of the ideal score into the
following stages:

1. Express the linear cross-entropy as an integral over
a number of real parameters. This form will have
the advantage of not depending on the measure-
ment outcomes n.

2. Write LXE(Agqz, Asqz; V) as a polynomial in the
entries of U. This will prove useful when com-
puting the average over the Haar measure of the
unitary group.

3. Compute the integral over the real parameters.

4. Calculate the average over Haar-random unitaries
as M — oo.

As a final stage, we gather all the results of the previous
steps and complete the computation of the ideal score

A. Integral form of the linear cross-entropy

Let A and B be two models for the same GBS setup.
Adding the probabilities of every possible detection pat-
tern n we can see that

> Pr(n|A) =) Pr(m|B) =1,
which implies that

> Pr(n|A)Pr(m|B) =

n,m

We can recast this expression in terms of the hafnian
using Eq. :

haf [A,,] haf [B,,,] 1
> = Y
n! m! Pr(0]A) Pr(0|B)
n,m
Define the matrix
D(¢) = diag(e"®",..., V), (18)
where ¢ = (¢1,...,0n) is a vector of real parameters

with ¢ € [0,27] Vk, and let W (¢) = D(¢) © D(¢).
Notice that W*(¢p) = W (—¢). Transforming matrices
A and B in Eq. according to A — oW () AW (¢)
and B — SW*(¢)BW*(¢), where o, 8 € [0,1), we

obtain (we will drop the explicit dependence of matrices
on ¢ in order to shorten the notation)

haf [o (WAW), ] haf [8 (W*BW*),_,
3 [ ( )] haf [ ( Jom]

o n! m! (19)
= q(a, 9, A) q(B, —9, B),
where
q(, ¢, A) = [det (Iops — aXWAW)] /2

= [det (Iops — a2A)] "2, (20)

and Q(¢) = W (¢) X W () 56].

We can factorize the matrices inside the hafnian
as (WAW), = W,A,W,, where W,, is a diago-
nal matrix obtained from W by repeating nj times
the entry e!®* (see Appendix for a proof of this
statement). For instance, let M = 2 and W =
diag(ei®1, ei®2 i1 ¢i2). If n = (1,2), then W, =
diag(ei®1, ei®2 iz i1 ¢if2 ¢i92) Notice that W,, has
size 2|n| x 2|n|, where |n| = Z],CM:I ng.

This factorization, in turn, allows us to use the follow-
ing property of the hafnian [31]: for any symmetric mxm
matrix O and a diagonal matrix S = diag(s1,...,Sm)

haf[SOS] = <H sk> haf[O (21)

We have
haf o (WAW), | = haf [aWnAan]

2|n|
—alan Dexhaf (4], )

Noting that [T2™ (Wn)rx = [T22,

obtain

haf [a (WAW), ] = /™2™ haf [A,,]. (23)

Zznk(bk — eZin~¢)’ we

Using the same argument, it can be shown that

haf[B(W*BW*),,,| = gl™le=2™ % haf[B,,]. Replacing
these expressions into Eq. , we obtain
Q(aa (ba A) q(ﬂv 7¢a B) =
Z alnl glml 2i(n—m)-¢ haf [A,,] haf [Bm]. (24)
n! m)!

Integrating both sides of the last equation with respect
to d¢ = d¢1 - - - doys, and taking into account that

2m
/ €2i(n7m)-¢.d¢ _ (277)M5m,na
0

where 0 n = Omyng = Omas,nars WE CAN write

27
2§)M/0 q(e, @, A) q(B, —¢, B) dop =

> haf [A,,] haf [B,,
2 oY 37[;! ]aju g

N=0 neK(N)

(25)




where we have taken into account that we can decompose
the sum over all possible detection patterns as ), =
Z]OVO:O ZnEK(N)

By repeatedly differentiating with respect to o and g,
and then evaluating at a = 8 = 0, we can single out the
sum involving only the elements of K (V). The result of
this procedure reads:

1 T oNg(a, 9, A) OVq(B,—¢, B)

e2emM [, dalN opN a=0

haf [A,] haf [B,,]
= (NN Y ' s
neK(N)

We may readily observe that the previous expression
leads to the definition of the linear cross-entropy; we need
only include the vacuum probabilities for both models
and the term Pr(N|A) Pr(N|B). Putting all these pieces
together, we obtain the final expression of the integral
form:

1

LXE (A, BiN) = (553 D(A, B; V)
2 9Ng(a, , A) OVg(8,—$, B) (27)
% /0 DN R de.
where
D(A, B; N) = 1 Pr(0]A)Pr(0|B) (28)

(N1)2 Pr(N|A) Pr(N|B)’

Although it may seem that the determination of
Pr(N|]A)Pr(N|B), and therefore D(A, B; N), requires
the knowledge of all detection patterns in K(N), by us-
ing similar arguments to those that led to Eq. (24), it
can be shown that

oNg(a,0,A) N
dalN

q(8,0,B)
opN

D(A,B;N) =

(20)
A detailed proof of this statement can be found in Ap-
pendix [A]

We turn now our attention to the task of finding an
expression for g(a, ¢, A) that allows us to readily com-
pute its partial derivatives with respect to a. We will do
this by recasting g(a, ¢, A) into a power series in a.

Notice that Isp — QA = exp [log (Iopr — a2 A)], and
recall the relation det[exp(A)] = exp[tr(A)] (we use tr(-)
to indicate the trace of a matrix, while Tr(-) indicates the
trace of an operator). Using the Taylor series expansion

log(1+z) = Y2, (=112l /1, we may write (o, ¢, A)
as

oo Ozl
Q(aa ¢a A) = €xp [Z yll] ) y = %tr[(ﬂA)l]v (30)
=1

where the ¢ dependence of every y; is through Q@ = Q(¢).
Details about the convergence of this series expansion

for a wide number of GBS models, including the ideal
squeezed state model, can also be found in Appendix [A]

In the form of Eq. , q(a, ¢, A) becomes the gener-
ating function of the cycle index of the symmetric group
Z,, |33, 37, [38], which leads to the expression

Oé ¢7 ZZ yla"'7yn)an7 (31)

where

n n
and the sum extends over all possible k = (k1,..., k)
whose non-negative, integer components satisfy the con-
straint k1 +2ka + - - - +nk,, = n (we use the notation k©
to indicate the constraint over the components of k.
We can now readily see that

MNq(a, ¢, A)

N
Do a=0

=]

= NlZnly(, A)], (33)

where we have defined the vector y(¢p, A) = (y1,...,yn)
in order to make explicit the dependence of the {yx} on
¢ and A. Using this expression, we can recast the linear
cross-entropy as

1

LXE(A,B;N) = L D(A,B;N)
o (34)
< [ Zuly(6. A)Zxlu(-6.B) o,
0
with
D(A,B;N) = (N)>D(A,B; N). (35)

B. LXE as a polynomial in the entries of
Haar-random unitaries

Consider now the ideal squeezed state model Agq,.
From the definition of g(a, ¢, A) we can see that

90,0, Asg,) = [det [Ty — o tanh(r) X (V @ V7)) 7/
= [det (L — o2 tanh®(r) ¢)] "/
= [1 — a® tanh*(r)] e ; (36)

where we remind the reader that the squeezed states are
sent in the first R modes of the interferometer. Expand-
ing this expression in a Taylor series about oo = 0, we can
prove the relation

0*Nq(a,0, Agyy)

Oa2N

— (2N)! tanh?N (1) (1; +]sz - 1).

a=0

(37)
Note that the derivatives for odd N identically vanish
when evaluated at o = 0. This is due to the fact that



squeezed states have support only over Fock states with
an even number of photons and, moreover, we are con-
sidering a lossless (i.e., energy conserving) interferometer.

Using Eq. we reach the result
2

)—MLVM(§+]]\\;1) . (38)

For the general case of ¢ # 0, we can write

b(Asqz ’ Asqz ; 2N

q(a, @, Asqy) = det [Iops — atanh(r)Q(V @ V*)]_l/2
= det [Iy — o® tanhz(r)DQVDQV*] 12 ,
(39)

which can be recast in the form of Eq. as

Q(av ¢7 Asqz) = Z Zn(ula cee 7un) tanhgn(r)Qan (40)
n=0

where wj, = 1tr [(D?V D?V*)*¥]. Each u, depends on ¢
through D = D(¢). Just as before, we can readily see
that the derivatives of ¢(«, @, Asq,) are different from
zero when evaluated at o = 0 only if N is even. Defining
the vector u(¢,U) = (u1,...,un), these derivatives can
be expressed as

aQNQ(av ¢7 Asqz)

SoZN = (2N)!tanh®" (1)

ZN [u’((ﬁa U)]a

(41)
where Zy is given in Eq. . We can therefore compute
LXE(Agqz, Asqz; 2N) using the relation

a=0

2

2
x / Zn (e, U)) Zn [u(—, U)) dé.
0

LXE (Asqz, Asqz; 2

The definition of the {uy} as traces of powers of
the matrix D?V D?V* implies they can be expanded
as polynomials in the entries of matrices V, D, and
their complex conjugates. Consequently, the integrand
in Eq. will also be a polynomial in the entries of
these matrices. The dependence of each term in the ex-
pansion on the entries of V' will have the following general
structure: V, -V, Viihe = Vi 1 han,» Where

91,92 """ Vgai—1,921
g=1(q1,---,92) and h = (hq,..., hay) are sequences of
indices that take values in subsets of {1,...,M}. These
terms can be recast as polynomials in the entries of the

matrix U:

V917g2 e %21717gzzvil,h2 T Vf;,kg.m_17h27n
=3 G Ulg, ko), (13)
wv
where the indices in g = (p1,...,1), v = (V1,...,Vm)

LMY so Y, =0 Y,

take values in {1, ..

10

andﬁ: (M17M17"'7ul7ul)717: (1/17V17"'7Vmaym)‘ We

conveniently write

Cu = gm T <m y (44)
with {(x} the diagonal entries of ¢, and

u (gvﬁ | h,D) = U917H1U927H1 T

U‘]Zl—laﬂlU‘]QlaMl 45
< Up UL, (45)
hi,v1~ ha,v1

U;:2m717l/m U;szﬂ/m'
Consider the sequences j = (j1,...,j2n) and j' =

(415 -+, Jhn ), where ji,j; € {1,..., M} Vk,l. Moreover,

consider the permutation Qg € Son defined in Eq. :

SHIE I
N  k,

@ @ Wal(J20,_1+2a(p—1)+15 - - -

a=1 p=1

yJon)] =

9 j2va_1+2ap)}a

where, let us recall, v, = Y0, pkp, vo = 0, and the
permutation w, transforms the sequence (gi,...,¢g2,) as

wd[(gh 92,---5,92a—1, 92(1)] = (927.937 -3 92a, gl) Then7
we can write (see Appendix [B| for details)

0 (1)

x Z HklllQak-H ZIJJ (46)

-2
LXE (Asqz, Asqz; 2

k() 1(e) a=1
x> CuG Ut jeaj,mszk(j)eeﬂl(j),ﬂ),
v
with
1 2
1G.3)= oy | o0 | 3 2000 - 0)| ds

C. Integrating the phases away

By inspection of Eq. we can recognize that I(j, 3')
will vanish whenever the sum inside the exponential is
different from zero. Indeed, for this case, there must
be at least one term of the form e?*%», for some non-
zero integer z and some p € j or j/, that is not canceled
out and, when integrated with respect to d¢,, makes the
whole integral vanish. When the sum inside the exponen-
tial is equal to zero, I(j,j’) = 1. We may then think of
I(j,7') as an indicator function that, given a fixed j, al-
lows us to keep track of all the ways we can set j’ in order
to make the sum inside the exponential vanish. Further-
more, notice that the sum inside the exponential will be
identically zero whenever 3’ is a permutation of 7. Since
7 might have indices with repeated values, we must take
into account that only the different permutations that
take j into j’ should be identified by I(j,j’).



In Appendix [C] we describe how to use the previous
considerations to write Eq. in terms of Kronecker
deltas. The final result reads:

1(3,5") = )

A€Q4]

[IRIRN

XEA fEX

~F 30 {Gx)

(48)

IT =60

(A#p)eA

In this expression A represents a set partition of j,
i.e., a collection of non-empty, mutually disjoint subsets
of j (which are usually called blocks), whose union is
equal to 7. Q[j] is the set of all partitions of j. The set
{j»}, which depends on a given partition A, is called the
set of representative indices of A, and is constructed by
choosing one element, any element, of each block A € A.

The sequence of indices j[A, {jx}] is constructed from
7 and A by using the following prescription: take a par-
tition A € Q[j] and choose a representative index jj
for each block A € A; then replace all the elements
in 7 that belong to the same block A by the corre-
sponding representative index j). For example, con-
sider .7 = (j17j27j3vj4) and A = {{317.73}’ {]2u]4}} Let
{js,j2} be the representative indices of the partition,
then j[A, {J3, j2}] = (J3, j2, js, j2).

Notice that the number of representative indices is
equal to the number of blocks in A. Let || denote the
length (i.e. the number of elements) of each block A € A,
then Al =TT, ca [A[!

For two sequences of indices g = (g1, ...
(h1,...,hm), F(h,g) is defined as

F<h7g) = Z H 5ha,a(ga)7 (49)

oc€S,, a=1

,gm) and h =

where the {c(g,)} stand for the components of o(g).

Combining Eqgs. and , and after a careful ma-
nipulation of all the Kronecker deltas involved (see Ap-
pendix for details), we can express the LXE as

0 (1)

x> HklllQak+l IS ZAI

-2
LXE (Asqz, Asqz; 2

k(e) 1(e) a=1 AeQ[j] diff {jr} oE€San
XY CuG U (Ga @ 0(Gn), B Q(r) © Yo o(da), D),
v

(50)

where we introduce the short notation ja = j[A, {jr}],
and o o 7 indicates the composition of permutations.
The subscript diff .{j,} indicates that the sum must be
done over representative indices taking different values
in{1,...,M}.
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D. Average over the Haar-random unitaries in the
asymptotic limit

Following the result in Eq. , we can see that com-
puting the average value of LXE (Agqy, Asqr; 2N) over
Haar-random unitaries amounts to calculating the ex-
pected value of the polynomial

> GG
w,v

(Jr @ o (gn), 1| Qk(Jn) © Quoo(ja), D).

(51)
This task can be tackled by using Weingarten Calcu-
lus [25] [39].

We will use two key results concerning the Weingarten
Calculus for the unitary group. The statements of these
theorems, adapted to the notation we used throughout
the article, can be found in Appendix The first of
these results can be found in Lemma 3 of Ref. [35], and
allows us to write

Ey (U (Ga @ o(a), B|Qk(da) @ Quoo(ja),v)] =
> Ak(Ga) ® U oo(ia)lelia®o(ia))l (52)

0,TES4N

x A7 |7(R)] Weyn (o' o5 M),

where Alg | h] = [/, 8y, 1, and Wg, (o; M) stands for
the Weingarten function for the unitary group U (M) [25]
39].

Combining Egs. and we obtain

Z CILCI/ IE:U [U
n,v
= Z Z Weun(

€SN TESUN

(Ja ©o(Ga), B|Qu(dr) © Quoo(ga), V)]

o o M)f(¢,T),
(53)

where, Sy C Sy depends on A, o, k and I, and is defined
as

Qr(Ja) ® Y oo(ga)}-

(54)
Let us note that Sy is non-empty, since Q @ € € Si.
On the other hand,

Sh={o€Sunlo(Ga®o(jn)) =

Z > G (55)

v s.t.
* e

Notice that Wgy (0~ o7; M) does not depend on the
specific values of the indices in j5. Rather, through its
dependence on the permutations o € Sy, it is determined
by the structure of ja, i.e., by the number of different
{jr} and their positions within the sequence.

Since we are interested in the expected value of the
linear cross-entropy as M — oo, we can focus on the
asymptotic behavior of the Weingarten function, which
is the subject of the second key result that we will use in



this section. According to Corollary 2.7 in Ref. [40], as
M — oo we can write

1

Weun (e

)M4N+Ilg—1or\l (
+O<M AN—|g" or |- 2)

where Moeb(c) is the Mobius function (see Appendix [D|
for its definition) and ||o|| denotes the minimum number
of transpositions in which we can write o.

Since |[o~! o 7| > 0, we can recognize that the leading
order term in the asymptotic expansion in Eq. . ) de-
cays at least as fast as M ~*N. Taking into account that
when 7 = g, [[o~toT|| = ||e4N|| =0, and Moeb(p~to7) =
Moeb(eqn) = 1, with eqny the 1dent1ty permutation in
Sin, We can Write the asymptotic form of Eq. as

> GG By [U

v
_ Z f(C,Q)M74N+O(M74N71)'

0€5A

“lor; M) =Moeb(p ' or

56)

(Jr © o (Ga), B Q(dn) & o a(da), V)]

(57)

Bringing together the results in Eqgs. and we
obtain the following expression for the average value of

LXE (Asqzs Asqz; 2N):
R _2
RLN_1
N = (2
="y )

x Z Hk'l'2ak+l Z Z Al (58)

k(o) 1(e) a=1 A€Q[j] oE€San

< D

diff. {jx}

EU [LXE (Asqz; Asqz; 2

D FG M O (M)

0€SA

where we were able to move the sum over different {j,}
past the sum over o € Syn and the term 1/A! because
neither of them depends on the specific values that the
{jr} take.

In fact, there are no longer any terms in Eq. that
depend on the specific values of these indices. Indeed,
as we argued before, the sum over permutations in Sy,
as well as the terms of order O(M~*N~1) will depend
only on the structure of jp, which is determined by A.
Consequently, we can make the replacement

M)
> = o = MY o, (59)
diff. {ry} (M NA)

where Ny is the number of different {j,}, i.e., the number
of blocks in A. This allows us to write

Yoo D oM N o (N

diff {jx} \e€Sa
Z f(Ca Q)M74N+NA + O (M74N+NA71) )

0€SA

(60)
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Given that 1 < Ny < 2N, with Ny = 2N for A =
{{j1},--.,{jan}}, we can see that the leading term in
the asymptotic expansion of the average LXE decays as
M~2Y_ On this account, and keeping in mind that A! = 1
for the leading term, we may write Eq. as

EU{LXE(Aﬂp“4m52AU]:

EiN-1
S Mo

k(o) ,1(e) a=1 (61)

| 2 2 I oMt

o€San p€S

(M 2N-— 1) :

where

S={eeSinle(i®o(d) =W(i)®Uoo(s)}. (62)

E. Final expression of the ideal LXE score

Recall that in the definition of the LXE score given
in Eq. there is one extra term that depends on the
number of modes M, namely, the normalization factor

M+2N -1\  I(M+2N)
( 2N >_r@N+1ﬁm@'

For a fixed 2N, T'(M + 2N)/T(M) ~ M?N as M — oo,
so we can write the following asymptotic expression for
the binomial coefficient:

M+2N -1
2N

On these grounds, and noticing that

ZiN-1\ 1
N ~ 2NN

we are now able to write
. M+2N -1
SQAWDzN)APEb( 2N )
x By [LXE (Asqz, Asqz; 2N)]

(R —2)!! }2 (64)
R+2N —2)!!

M2N

Nt (63)

(R+2N —2)l!
R—2)1

4NN
N @Nﬂ{(

x> HklllQak+l > 2 /o

k(o) 1(c) a=1 0ES2N p€S

At this point we may take into account that the entries
of the diagonal matrix ¢ satisfy (, = 1 for 1 < a < R,
and (, = 0 otherwise. This allows us to see that

> Yo (63
ME[R]ZN'JE[R]ZN
s.t D=o(fx)



where the symbol u € [R]*V indicates that each jig,

a=1,...,2N, takes values in the set [R] = {1,..., R}.
According to Lemma 6 in Ref. [35], the sum in the last
expression satisfies the relation

> Y 1=R"9, (66)

HE[R]ZNUE[R]ZN
s.t D=o(f)

where £(p) is the length of the coset-type of o [25] [35].

In order to understand the meaning of £(p), let us state
the definition of the coset-type of a permutation given
in Ref. [25] (see Fig. [3| for an example). Let 0 € Say,.
We can assign to this permutation an undirected graph
I'(0), whose vertices are 1,2,...,2m, and whose edges
are defined by {(2k—1,2k) |k € {1,...,m}} and {(c(2k—
1),0(2k)) |k € {1,...,m}}. Note that there are a total
of 2m edges, and each vertex lies in exactly two edges.
This implies that the connected components of the graph
have an even number of edges [25]. Call the lengths of
such connected components 211,21, ..., 2n; and arrange
them so that m >y > --- > m > 1. Then, n(o) =
(n1,m2,-..,m) is an integer partition of m, and is called
the coset-type of 0. The length of the coset-type of o will
then be the length of the partition n(o), or equivalently,
the number of connected components in the graph I'(o).

According to the previous definition, we can see that
1 < /(o) < 2N, which in turn allows us to write

2N
> f(Go)=> RO =R, (67)
=1

€S 0€S

where

be =be (3 ®0(5), Qe (j) ®Uoo(s)) (68)

is the number of permutations ¢ € Sy that take j®o(j)
into Qg (7) ® Q0 o(j), and whose coset-type has length
¢ (or, equivalently, whose associated graphs I'(p) have ¢
connected components).

Combining Egs. (67) and , and defining (see
Eq. (13))

N 1
=2 N pipaem

k(o) 1(e) a=1 (69)
X b (@ 0(d), Wld) & Uoo(d)),

ocES2N

we finally obtain the result stated in Eq. , at the very
beginning of this section:

o A2 (R-2) TP
$(Asaui 2N) = =515 {(R+2N—2)!!] ;CZRZ'
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?
:
L

o= (12)(3)(47685)(91011 12 13 14)

FIG. 3. Illustration of the definition of the coset-type of o
for o = (12)(3)(47685)(91011121314). Notice that o is
an element of Ss,, with m = 7. The vertices of the undi-
rected graph I'(o) are represented by numbered black cir-
cles. The edges of the form (2k — 1,2k), that correspond
to the set {(1,2),(3,4), (5,6), (7,8), (9,10), (11,12), (12, 14)},
are drawn with black dashed lines. The edges of the
form (o(2k — 1),0(2k)) are obtained after the application
of o over the pairs (2k,2k — 1) and correspond to the
set {(2,1), (3,7),(4,8), (6,5), (10, 11), (12,13), (14,9)}. These
edges are shown as red dashed lines. Each connected compo-
nent of the graph is highlighted with a light blue, thick line.
As can be seen, there are a total of four connected compo-
nents, all of them cycles, with lengths 2n,, b = 1,2, 3,4. This
implies that the coset-type of o is n(o) = (3,2,1,1), and its
length is £(o) = 4. We can readily check that 7(c) is an inte-
ger partition of m = 7.

V. LXE SCORE FOR THE IDEAL SQUEEZED
STATE MODEL WITH DIFFERENT SQUEEZING
PARAMETERS

We can readily generalize the methods presented in the
last section to determine the ideal score for GBS setups
that use input squeezed states with different squeezing
parameters.

Suppose that the first R modes of the interferometer
receive single-mode squeezed states with squeezing pa-
rameters {ry}, k € {1,..., R}, while the remaining M —R
modes receive the vacuum state. The matrix Al , de-
scribing this setup can be written as (see Appendix

Al

Sqz

VeV (70)

where V. = U¢'U", with ¢/ = tanh(r) ® 0p;_r and
tanh(r) = diag[tanh(ry), ..., tanh(rg)].

Models Al , and Asq, (Which was defined in Eq. (1))
differ only in the definition of the diagonal matrix ¢’.
This suggests that we can compute the ideal score asso-
ciated to Al,, by making the replacement

tanh(r)¢ — ¢’ = tanh(r) ® 0p/_g,



while keeping all the procedures shown in Sec. [[V] mostly
the same. Following this strategy, we can see that the
change from Agq, to Al,, will become manifest in two
terms: the factor D(A[,, AL, 2N) defined in Eq. (35),
and the function f(¢’, 7) deﬁned in Eq. ( .
To compute DA, A

sqz) bZ’

ing to Egs. and .,

1 0MNq(a,¢, A

) N N
(2N)! 2N sqz ZH kg! H ’

a=0 k() a=1 a=1
(71)
When ¢ = 0, we have

N), we note that, accord-

where u, = itr [(D?VD?*V*)].
D =T,;, and so

R
_ 1 syap _ L n2a) _ L 2a
= itr[(VV )] = 5tr [(C a] =3 kg_ltanh (rg)-
By defining

R
€a Z tanh®( (72)
k:

where we note that 0 < |g,| < 1 for all @ and R, we can

write u, = %€2aR, and
1 0*q(a,0 yAL) uRk
(2N)! da?N Z H ka!(2a)k

The last equality above is obtained by noticing that the
non-negative integer components of k = (k1, ..., ky) sat-
isfy the constraint k1 + 2ks + -+ + Nky = N. For each
k, the sum ), (), will include a term proportional to
RFi++k~ wwhich can be at least R (for ky = 1 and
ko = 0 Ya # N) and at most RN (for k; = N and
ko =0Va #1).
From Eq. , and using Eq. , we may write

-2
D(A,

N
Loz Al 2N (Z d, Re) . (74)
/=1

This expression leads to the following modified form of
Eq. (64):

—2

1 N
i) = iy (e
x> Hklllgak-i-l > D f(dho),

k(c) 1(c) a=1 0€ES2N peS

(75)
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where f(¢’, 0), is now computed as

2N (76)
Z Z H tanh(r,, ) tanh(r,,).
HG[R]2NVE[R]2N a=1

s.t D=o(fx)

In Appendix [Ef we prove that Eq. reduces to

f(¢0) = H ex | R19, (77)

ben(e)

where, let us remind the reader, 1() stands for the coset-
type of g, and ¢(p) is the length of n(g) (or, equivalently,
the number of connected components in the undirected
graph I'(0)).

If we recall that 1 < £(p) < 2N, we can define the
subset Sy C Sun as

Se={0 € Sunleo(i&a(4)) = Qu(d) & Yooy

78
and I'(p) has £ connected components}, (78)
and write
2N
D s => 1> II e= | B, (19
0€S £=1 \ g8, ben(o)

thus verifying that 3 .5 f(¢’, 0) remains a polynomial
of degree 2N in R.

Combining Egs. and we obtain the final ex-
pression for the 1dea1 LXE score for the model A,

1 N —2 5N
$(ALy,; 2N = @m (Z d, RZ) SR, (80)
T \e=1

{=1

N
CZ:Z Hkvlvgak+zZZH52b (81)
l :

oE€S2n e S, ben(e)

Again, in Appendix [E] we prove that if 7, = r for all
ke {1,..., R}, s(A;2N) becomes independent of r
and we recover s(Asq,; 2INV) identically, showing the con-
sistency between Egs. and .

The main difference between the scores s(Agq;2N)
and s(Af,,;2N) is that the latter shows an explicit de-
pendence on the input squeezing parameters. In order to
properly account for this dependence, we need not only
determine the number of connected components in I'(g),
but also the lengths of all connected components in the
graph.

Fig. shows the scores s(Asqz; 2N) and s(Af,,;2N)
as functions of 2N for R € {10, 20, 50,150}, and for dif-

ferent choices of the input squeezing parameters. Brute



force computation of the coefficients {c,} and {c,} for
values of 2N > 8 proves to be difficult due to the in-
creasing number of elements in the set S. In view of
this, we only show the exact computation of the scores
for 2 < 2N < 8. For each value of R, we randomly se-
lected four sets of input squeezing parameters, making
sure that every set had a different mean number of pho-
tons nn = + Z£=1 sinh?(ry,). For R = 10, we obtained
7€ {04,0.8,2.2,6.2}; for R =20, 7 € {0.4,1.1,2.3,5.2};
for R = 50, n € {0.4,1.0,2.4,5.4}; and for R = 150,
7€ {0.4,1.1,2.5,5.6}. We computed the coefficients {c,}
and {c; } using the methods in the libraries SymPy [41] and
graph-theory [42].

As can be seen, when we increase the value of 7,

s(AY,,; 2N ) approaches the score that would be obtamed
by a model that uses input states with the same squeez-
ing parameter. Interestingly, s(ASqZ, 2N) appears to ap-
proach s(Agq,; 2IV) more rapidly with increasing R. This
suggests that, in the limit of large R, s(Ag,,;2N) will
be approximately equal to the score of an ideal model
with uniform squeezing, no matter the choice of the in-
put squeezing parameters. This behavior nicely connects
with the results of the next section.

VI. LXE SCORE FOR THE IDEAL SQUEEZED
STATE MODEL WITHOUT VACUUM INPUT
MODES

An interesting instance of the ideal squeezed state
model is obtained when R = M, i.e., when all the input
modes in the interferometer receive single-mode squeezed
states. The computation of the ideal score for this type
of setup can be done by taking the limit as R — oo of
Eqgs. and .

Let us consider first the case of s(Agq,; 2V), given in
Eq. . For large R,

Thus, when taking the limit, the only non-vanishing con-

tribution from the polynomial y~, ¢, R® will be associated

to the term conyR?YN. This allows us to write the ideal

score as

4N (N2
(2N)!

;2N), we have from Eq. (80)

§(Agq; 2N) = lim 5(Agqe; 2N) =

R—oco

CoN - (82)

In the case of s(A]

sqz?

N —2
(o) ~isronn
=1

when R — oo, which implies that the only non-vanishing
contribution from the polynomial ), ¢, R’ will be asso-
ciated to the term ¢} R?N. Then,

, 1
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We can see in Eq. that the only contribution to

dly comes from a vector k satisfying ky = N and k, =0
otherwise. This means that
! 651 _ 55\/ (84)
N gyl2ke T 2NNY

Following Eq. , we see that ¢y is determined by
computing the coset-type of the permutations g € San.
By definition, every o € Son has an associated graph
T'(p) with 2N connected components, which implies that
every connected component in I'(g) has length two. This
means that all o € Sox have coset-type (o) = (1,...,1),
where 1 appears a total of 2V times. Consequently,

Z H Eg9p = Z H52_€2 |SQN‘ (85)

0€San bEN(e 0€Sy a=1

Recalling Eq. ((78) and the definition of the coefficients
by given in Eq. (68]), we can verify that

|Son| = ban (3 @ 0(3), () & Qoa(jd)), (86)

and thus
2N |G
=) Hklllgakﬂ > VS|
k() 1(e) a=1 o€San
(87)
2N
=N ) Hk|l|2ak+l > ben
k(o) 1(e) a=1 gESaN
= 52NC2N.
Combining Eqgs. , and , we conclude that
4N (N1)?
’ / _
(Asqz? ) - ngréos(Asqz’ N) - (2]\7)' C2N, (88)

e., the ideal score for a setup with no vacuum input
modes will have the same value, whether we use input
squeezed states with the same squeezing parameter or
not.

The permutations ¢ € Syny whose associated undi-
rected graphs I'(p) have 2N connected components con-
stitute the hyperoctahedral group of degree 2N, Hon [35]
(see Definition |[F.1|). We may therefore say that the co-
efficient by is the number of permutations in Hoy that
take j ® o (g) into Qg (F) ® Qoo (g) for given k, I and o.

In Appendix [F] we prove that

C2N = Z Hklllzak-‘rl ZbQN_l (89)

k() 1(c) a=1 oESaN
for every N, which implies that
~ ~ 4N (N2
!/ . —
5(AL 2N) = s(Agqn; 2N) = o) (90)
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FIG. 4. (a) Ideal LXE score as a function of the total number of detected photons, 2N. The purple dashed line shows the
score for an ideal squeezed state model with no vacuum input modes (as indicated by the label R — oo0). The black dashed
line shows the score for the model A,n;i, which leads to a uniform distribution over the sample space. The score for this model
is identically 1 for every N. The remaining lines correspond to the ideal squeezed state model Asq,, where the first R modes
receive identical single-mode squeezed states and the remaining M — R modes receive the vacuum state. The red dashed line
corresponds to R = 10, the orange dashed line to R = 20, the green dashed line to R = 50, and the blue dashed line to R = 150.
(b) Ideal LXE score as a function of the total number of detected photons, 2N, for GBS setups using input states with different
squeezing parameters. The dotted lines were obtained by randomly selecting the squeezing parameters of the R input squeezed
states. For each value of R there are four sets of squeezing parameters, each of them identified by their corresponding mean
number of photons 7 = & S, sinh?(rg). The dashed lines show the scores for the case of identical squeezing in the input
modes. The red lines correspond to R = 10, the orange lines to R = 20, the green lines to R = 50, and the blue lines to

R = 150.

Fig. 4a] shows the values of the scores s(Agqz; 2N) and
5(Asqz; 2N) as functions of 2N for R € {10, 20,50, 150}.
The computation of the coefficients {cy} becomes increas-
ingly difficult for values of 2N > 8 due to the sharp
increase in the number of elements in S. For this rea-
son, we only show the scores for 2 < 2N < 8. As can
be seen, the value of the score for finite R is greater
than the score of an ideal model with no vacuum in-
put modes. For small values of R, s(Asq,;2N) quickly

diverges from S(Asqz; 2N) when we increase 2N. In con-
trast, for values of R ~ 150, s(Asgq,; 2N) seems to closely
follow s(fisqz; 2N). As shown in Fig. this behavior
can also be expected for models that use input squeezed
states with different squeezing parameters.

Eq. is consistent with the ideal score found in
a recent work by Ehrenberg et al. [26] 27]. Their result
was obtained by computing the first and second moments
of the modulus squared of hafnians of random Gaussian
matrices, which, according to the hiding conjecture [5l
28, 29], approximate the GBS distribution in the photon-
collision-free limit. We did not use the hiding conjecture
in our derivation of Eq. . However, defining the score

in the limit M — oo implies that our results are only
valid in the photon-collision-free regime.

The analytical computation of the LXE score for se-
tups that are not in the limit of M — oo is beyond the
scope of this work. However, we can study the behavior
of the ideal score in this regime by numerically computing
5sqz(2N) as indicated in Eq. (9). Let us recall that 5(V)
is an estimator of the LXE score determined by comput-
ing the probabilities of a given set of samples with respect
to an ideal squeezed state model. In the case of 554, (2N),
the samples correspond to the ideal model itself. The
procedure to determine g4, (2NN) is the following: For a
given value of M, generate a Haar-random unitary ma-
trix. Using this unitary, generate a set of L samples
from the probability distribution of the ideal squeezed
state model, and compute their corresponding probabil-
ities. All the samples must have 2N detected photons.
Finally, compute the estimator 5.q,(2/N) using Eq. @D

It is important to remember that sampling from the
probability distribution of an ideal squeezed state model,
as well as computing the corresponding probabilities, is
a computationally hard task whose cost grows exponen-



tially with the total number of detected photons in the
samples. This means that the numerical computation of
5sqz(2N) is restricted, in practice, to low values of 2N.

We numerically estimated 5q,(2N) for GBS setups
with M € {50,100,200}. We chose these values of M
because they are close to those used in recent experimen-
tal implementations of GBS [7HI(]. We focused on ideal
models with no vacuum input modes so we can compare
the estimated scores with Eq. 7 which can be easily
computed for 2N > 8. We also considered input states
with the same squeezing parameter, which was set so that
the mean number of photons were 7 = 20 for all three val-
ues of M. Therefore, r = 0.60 for M = 50, r = 0.43 for
M = 100, and r = 0.31 for M = 200. Notice, however,
that the definition of Ay, makes 54q,(2/N) independent of
our choice of the squeezing parameters. For each value of
M, we generated 10 Haar-random unitaries, and for each
unitary we generated L = 1000 samples per value of 2N.
We computed the scores for 10 < 2N < 26. The gener-
ation of all Haar-random unitaries and samples, as well
as the computation of the probabilities of each individ-
ual sample, were done using the methods in the library
thewalrus [43].

Fig. [|shows the results of the computation of 5sq,(2N)
as a function of 2N. The colored circles in the small
figures at the bottom represent the values of 35, (2N)
for each of the 10 Haar-random unitaries. The dashed
lines with error bars correspond to the average of these
values, which we denote (55q,(2NN)). As was mentioned
below Eq. @D, the estimated score can be interpreted as
the average of the probabilities of each individual sample
(with respect to the ideal model) multiplied by a con-
stant. Consequently, the error of each §5,(2N) corre-
sponds to the standard error of the mean. The uncer-
tainty of (3sq2(2N)), which leads to the error bars shown
in Fig. o] is computed through error propagation.

We can see that the average estimated score, for all
the values of M considered, closely resembles the analyt-
ical result in the limit of M — oco. Indeed, the relative

difference between (55, (2N)) and s(Asqs; 2N),

A(2N) = 5(Asqz; 2]Y) — (5sq2(2N))
§(Asqz; 2N)
satisfies 8.12% < A(2N) < 13.57% for M =50, 4.17% <
A(2N) < 10.82% for M = 100, and 0.58% < A(2N) <
8.16% for M = 200, i
Interestingly, (55q.(2N)) approaches s(Agq,; 2IN) more
rapidly for small values of 2N, while (54q,(2N)) and
S(ASqZ;QN ) seem to diverge for large 2N. The diver-
gence is faster the smaller is M. This suggest that the
range of total detected photons for which s(Agq;2N)
will be a good approximation of 55q,(2N) depends on
the number of modes considered. One condition to en-
sure that the GBS distribution is in the photon-collision-
free regime is that the mean number photons, 7, satisfies
7 € o(v/M) [5, 28, 29]. Since 7 determines the range of
2N in which it is more likely to find experimental sam-

ples, and considering that Eq. is only valid in the

x 100%,  (91)
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FIG. 5. Estimated score §sq,(2N) as a function of 2N. The
violet dashed line corresponds to the score of an ideal model
with M — oo. The black dashed line corresponds to a
model that leads to a uniform distribution over the sample
space. The remaining lines show the average estimated score
(8sqz(2N)): the red dashed line corresponds to M = 50, the
green dashed line to M = 100, and the blue dashed line to
M = 200. Error bars show the uncertainty in the estimation
of the average score. The colored circles shown in the small
plots at the bottom indicate the values of 35q,(2N) for each
of the 10 Haar-random unitaries used in the calculation of
the corresponding average. The estimation of each of these
values was done using L = 1000 samples. The shaded regions
indicate how many unitaries obtain values of the score within
the error of the estimated average value.

collision-free limit, we may say that s(Asq,;2N) will be
a good approximation of 544,(2N) for a range of total
detected photons satisfying 2N € o(v M).

We can also see that most of the estimated 5¢q,(2NV)
take values within the uncertainty of the average es-
timated score, even for a number of modes as low as
M = 50. This confirms that typical GBS implementa-
tions obtain ideal scores that are close to the average over
Haar-random unitaries.

To finish this section, we would like to numerically in-
vestigate the score that would be obtained by GBS se-
tups with transmission losses. This study would give us
an idea of how sensitive is the LXE score to the presence
of noise. To do this, we consider a simple model in which
the input squeezed states are sent through single-mode
loss channels before entering a Haar-random unitary in-
terferometer. We will consider that there are no vacuum
input modes, that all input states have the same squeez-
ing, and that all loss channels have the same transmission
parameter, n. When the transmission losses are high, the
state of the light after the single-mode loss channel can
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FIG. 6. Estimated scores Sioss(2/V) and 3sqs(2NN) as functions of 2N. The violet dashed line corresponds to the score of an
ideal model with M — oco. The black dashed line corresponds to a model that leads to a uniform distribution over the sample
space. The dark blue dashed line with error bars corresponds to the average estimated score of an ideal model with M = 200.
The remaining lines show the average estimated scores (Sioss(2N)) and (Ssqs(2N)): the teal dashed line corresponds to a lossy
squeezed state model with n = 0.9, the olive green dashed line to 7 = 0.7, the dark yellow dashed line to n = 0.5, and the
dark red line to the squashed state model. Error bars show the uncertainty in the estimation of the average score. The colored
circles shown in the plots at the bottom indicate the values of Sioss(2N) and 55qs(2N) for each of the 10 Haar-random unitaries
used in the calculation of the corresponding average. The estimation of each of these values was done using L = 1000 samples.
The shaded regions indicate how many unitaries obtain values of the score within the error of the estimated average value.

be approximated by a squashed state [I7]. We will use
a squashed state model where all input states have the
same mean number of photons to investigate the case of
extreme losses. The details on how obtain the matrices
Ajss and Agqs associated to the lossy squeezed state and
squashed state models can be found in Appendix [A]

It is worth mentioning that the squashed states are
classical Gaussian states [17], and thus sampling from
the probability distribution of model Asys can be done
efficiently. The lossy squeezed states used in model Ajogs
are not classical states. However, it has been shown that
sampling from A, when transmission losses are high
can be done with reasonable classical hardware resources
(for models with hundreds of modes, millions of sam-
ples can be generated in the order of an hour using con-
temporary supercomputers) [20]. For both models, the
calculation of probabilities with respect to model A,
is still computationally hard. Therefore, the numerical
computation of the estimators will also be restricted to
low values of 2N.

We numerically estimated Sios5(2V) and Sgqs(2N) for
a GBS setup with M = 200. We considered transmission
parameters i € {0.5,0.7,0.9}, and set the squeezing pa-

rameter of the input states to » = 0.31. The mean num-
ber of photons for the squashed state model was n = 20.
Here, we also find that the definition of model Ay, makes
Ssqs(2N) independent of our choice of 1. For each of these
cases, we generated 10 Haar-random unitaries, and for
each unitary we generated L = 1000 samples per value of
2N. We computed the scores for 2N between 4 and 24.

Fig. |§| shows the computed values of §j055(2N) and
Ssqs(2N) as functions of 2N. Just as before, the col-
ored circles in the figures at the bottom represent the
values of estimators for each of the 10 Haar-random uni-
taries. The dashed lines with error bars correspond to
(S10ss(2V)) and (544s(2N)). The error of each Sjoss(2N)
and Ssqs(2N) corresponds to the standard error of the
mean, and the uncertainty of the corresponding averages
is computed through error propagation.

As can be seen, the values of (51055(2N)) are signifi-
cantly lower than those corresponding to the estimated
ideal score. We find that the relative difference between
(S10ss(2N)) and (34q,(2N)) satisfies 29.15% < A(2N) <
43.06% for n = 0.9, 51.31% < A(2N) < 62.02% for
n = 0.7, and 52.03% < A(2N) < 69.07% for n = 0.5.
For the squashed state model, the difference is even more



striking. The relative difference between (54qs(2N)) and
(Ssqz(2N)) satisfies 75.96% < A(2N) < 82.53%, and we
can readily notice that the estimated 5445(2V) take values
close to 1 for all the unitaries used in the computation.
Finally, we confirm that most of the estimated 5os5(2NV)
and Ssqs(2N) take values within the uncertainty of the
average estimated score. This demonstrates that typical
GBS implementations with transmission losses also ob-
tain LXE scores that are close to the average over Haar-
random unitaries.

These results show that the presence of transmission
losses in GBS setups do not necessarily bring the LXE
score to values close to those obtained by models that
lead to a uniform distribution over the sample space. In-
deed, only for situations in which the transmission losses
are higher than 50% does the score of a lossy squeezed
state model approach the value of 1. However, we no-
tice that losses as low as 10% seem to define a refer-
ence value that is easily distinguishable from that of the
ideal model. This will prove useful at the moment of
verifying real-world GBS implementations, as we can de-
fine clearly delimited regions associated to certain values
of the transmission loss and then determine in which of
them lies the score associated to a set of experimental
samples. A more thorough study of the LXE score for
models with transmission losses, as well as other types
of Gaussian and non-Gaussian noise, is needed in order
to completely determine the reference values delimiting
these regions.

We also bring attention to the fact that the squashed
state model obtains estimated scores very close to 1.
These models have proven to be good classical adversaries
of recent GBS implementations, performing as good as,
and sometimes better than, the ground truth at a number
of validation tests [I7]. Therefore, it would be valuable
to determine the analytical value of the LXE score for
the squashed model, and verify if it is identically 1.

The definition of analytical reference values corre-
sponding to noisy models will be of central importance
for the use of the LXE score as a GBS validation met-
ric. However, we need also determine if obtaining a score
greater than a given reference value is a computationally
hard task or not. In this way, we would be certain that
the LXE score is a good witness of quantum computa-
tional advantage. Future studies on the LXE score need
also focus on this subject.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this work, we proposed to use the linear-cross en-
tropy score (LXE score) as a tool for validating quantum
advantage claims in the context of Gaussian Boson Sam-
pling (GBS). Taking inspiration from the definition of the
linear-cross entropy benchmark (XEB) used for the vali-
dation or Random Circuit Sampling (RCS) implementa-
tions, we defined the LXE score as a normalized version
of the linear cross-entropy between two GBS models, one
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of them being the ideal squeezed state model, averaged
over the Haar measure of the unitary group, and evalu-
ated at the limit of a large number of modes. The key
idea of the verification strategy consists in finding refer-
ence values of the LXE score (corresponding to the ideal
squeezed state model, known classical models, and adver-
sarial samplers) and compare them with the estimated
score obtained by the outcomes of a given GBS exper-
iment. Using this comparison, we can assess how far a
GBS implementation is from its corresponding typical,
ideal model.

Following the definition of the LXE score, we identified
two of its reference values: the first one corresponding to
a GBS setup leading to a uniform probability distribution
for each sector of the total number N of detected photons
in the experimental samples. The second one is associ-
ated to a GBS implementation using a lossless interfer-
ometer that receives single-mode squeezed states in the
first R of its M input modes, and the vacuum in the rest
of them. The first reference value follows directly from
the normalization of the LXE score and is equal to 1. In
addition to this, we found two expressions for the second
reference value as a function of R and N: Eq. for the
case of input states having the same squeezing parame-
ter, and Eq. for input sates with different squeezing
parameters. It is worth mentioning that even if the ideal
value of the LXE score is not constant with N (unlike its
RCS counterpart) the validation strategy remains sound,
we need only compare the estimated score of the experi-
mental outcomes with respect to the reference curve set
by the ideal squeezed state model.

An important feature of the expression we found for
the ideal LXE score is that part of its dependence on R
can be written as a polynomial of degree 2N in this vari-
able. The corresponding coefficients can be computed
by counting the number of undirected graphs, associated
to certain permutations, with a given number of con-
nected components. When we consider setups that use
input states with different squeezing parameters, the co-
efficients also depend on the lengths of the connected
components of the graph. This property of the ideal
score closely resembles a recent result by Ehrenberg et
al. [26], 27] concerning a study on anticoncentration in
GBS. In their work, they developed a graph-theoretical
technique to compute the first and second moments of
the output GBS distribution in the photon-collision-free
regime. They found that the second moment of the dis-
tribution can be expressed as a polynomial of degree 2IV
in R, with coefficients computed by counting how many
graphs have a specific number of connected components.
Moreover, they find an expression for the LXE score of
an ideal squeezed state model that uses input states with
the same squeezing parameter in terms of the first and
second moments [27].

Our expression for the ideal LXE score, in the case of
equal squeezing, and that of Ehrenberg et al. are very
similar. The main difference is that their results rely
on the GBS hiding conjecture [B 28] 29], which states



that, in the photon-collision-free regime, the distribution
of the symmetric product of Haar-random unitary ma-
trices closely approximates the distribution of the sym-
metric product of complex Gaussian random matrices.
In contradistinction, our results rely on the distribution
of Haar-random unitaries in the asymptotic limit. Addi-
tionally, the definition and origin of the graphs pertinent
to our computation of the ideal score differ from those
used in Refs. [26, 27]. At this time, more work is re-
quired in order to find the relation between the graph-
theoretical technique of Ehrenberg et al. and the compu-
tation of the coefficients defined in Eq. . While our
results provide a complete description to determine the
ideal LXE score, we must also acknowledge that a more
detailed analysis of Egs. , and is needed in
order to make the computation of the score better-suited
for the validation real-world GBS implementations.

When considering setups with no vacuum input modes,
i.e., setups with R = M, we found a simple expression
for the ideal score as a function of 2NV (see Eq. (90)). We
also proved that this equation holds whether we use in-
put squeezed states with different squeezing parameters
or not. We compared this result, which was obtained
taking the limit as M — oo, with numerical estimations
of the ideal score for setups with M € {50,100, 200}. We
found that, for all M, the analytical expression closely
approximates the estimated scores in a range of 2N be-
tween 10 and 26. However, we noticed that this approx-
imation worsens for increasing 2N. We argue that the
reason behind this is that, being defined for M — oo, our
expression for the ideal score is only valid in the photon-
collision-free regime. Since in this limit the mean number
of photons satisfies 7 € o(v/M), we expect Eq. to be
a good approximation of the estimated score, for a given
M, for a range of 2N satisfying 2N € o(v/M).

We also computed the estimated score for a squashed
state model, and for a simple GBS model that includes
transmission losses. We found that the presence of these
type of loss does not necessarily lead to scores that
rapidly approach the value of 1. However, transmission
losses as low as 10% lead to an estimated score that is
notably different from the reference value set by an ideal
model. On the other hand, we found that the estimated
score of the squashed state model is surprisingly close to
1. These findings suggest that computing the score for
different values of the transmission loss, as well as for
classical models such as the squashed state model, is a
viable way of defining reference values that will allow us
to assess how far a given GBS implementation is from its
corresponding ideal model.

Additional work is required to analytically determine
the score of noisy and classical GBS models, as well as to
prove whether the score of the squashed state model is
identically 1 or not. It would also be highly relevant to
provide sufficient evidence to decide if obtaining a score
sufficiently close to that of the ideal model (or sufficiently
different from those of classical models) is a computation-
ally hard task or not. Our future studies of the LXE score
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will follow these directions.

The use of the LXE score will greatly benefit the field
of GBS verification. Since we have defined the score using
an ideal model instead of the ground truth, the validation
of GBS implementations using this metric will not rely on
providing evidence that the outcomes of the experiment
follow its expected theoretical distribution (of which, ad-
ditionally, we do not know if it is computationally hard
to sample). Verifying directly against the ideal model
will also shield the validation procedure from classical
techniques that directly intend to simulate the ground
truth. In view of this, we believe that obtaining a high
LXE score constitutes a stricter test that current and
future GBS implementations should consider when pro-
viding evidence in support of quantum advantage claims.

In addition, since the computation of probability am-
plitudes for pure Gaussian states requires the calculation
of hafnians of matrices with half the size of those used
in the computation of probabilities of mixed states, the
estimation of the LXE score can be done for a range of IV
that is approximately twice as large as those considered
in the validation of recent GBS implementations [7HI0].
This represents a considerable improvement on the veri-
fication of GBS experiments.

Moreover, given that estimating the LXE score re-
lies on the computation of probability amplitudes of
pure states, our validation technique is protected against
“spoofing” attacks that rely on efficiently simulating
lossy GBS implementations, postselecting samples with
high probabilities in the ground truth (i.e., with heavy
outcomes), and then computing cross-entropy measures
that are also defined with respect to the ground truth [19]
(thus obtaining higher scores than the experimental sam-
ples). A direct simulation of an ideal GBS experiment is
computationally as hard as the computation of the LXE
score [44], so “spoofing” our validation strategy using
heavy outputs in the ideal distribution is unlikely.

Note added. After the publication of a first version of
this work on the arXiv, we became aware of the second
article of Ehrenberg et al. [27], where there is an expres-
sion for the ideal LXE score in terms of moments of the
GBS distribution. We now include references to this work
in the main text.

DATA AND CODE AVAILABILITY

All the data used in the computation of the results
shown in Figs. ] to[6] can be found at https://doi.org/
10.5281/zenodo. 13327744, The corresponding code is
available at https://github.com/polyquantique/lxe_
score_for_gbs.
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Appendix A: Compilation of results for the computation of the integral form of the LXE

In this appendix we present the proofs of some of the results used in the computation of the integral form of the
LXE. We also show that a GBS setup using identical thermal states as input of all modes of a lossless interferometer
leads to a probability distribution that is uniform for each sector of the total number of detected photons.

We begin by proving, in a slightly more general fashion, the factorization (W AW)

derivation of Eq. .

Proposition A.1. Let M =
entries are non-negative integers.

column of M and repeating it ny times.

(Mjx)F—y be a complex P x P matriz, and let n = (ny,. ..,

= W, A,,W,, used in the

np) be a vector whose

Define the matriz M(y) as the matriz obtained from taking the k-th row and
This matriz is a N x N block matriz (with N = kazl ng) of the form

My = (Bpg)L =1, where the blocks By, 4 have size n, x ng and their corresponding entries are all equal to Ny

Furthermore, let R, L be P x P complex diagonal matrices of the form R = dlag(rl7 ..

Then (LMR)( )y =

of size nj X ny.

Proof. The entries of LM R can be written as (LMR);, = 1 M; 7.

Tp) L = diag(ll, .. lp)

L(yM )Ry, where Ry, = @k 1Tkl and L,y = @k 1 el wzth I,,, the identity matrix

Also, suppose that D is a S x T matrix

whose entries are all equal xC'y, where z, y, C' are complex numberb We can see that such a matrix can be written

in the form D =

(x1s)C(ylr), where C’ is a S x T matrix whose entries are all equal to C. According to the

definition, (LM R)») = (K, 4)F =1, where the entries of the n,, x n, blocks are all equal to I, M), 47, which implies

K, o = (I,1,,)Bypq(rql,,). From this expression, we can define the block diagonal matrices R,y = @D, _, rilL,, and
E(n) = @kP:l I, and check that (LMR)(n) = E(n)M(n)R(n). L]

The relation (WAW),,

= WpAp,W,, can be recovered by observing that An, = A(nan).-

We now prove that Pr(N|A) can be computed by repeated differentiation of ¢(«, 0, A).

Proposition A.2. For any GBS model A

Pr(N|A) = N'

where q(, 0, A)

Pr(0]A)

0Nq(a,0,A)

OaN ’ (A1)

= [det(Iops — aX A)]~Y2 is a specialization of Eq. (@)
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Proof. Let us begin by the relation 1 = )" Pr(n|A), where the sum extends over all possible detection patterns. In
terms of the hafnian, this relation can be written as

0| A Z > —.haf (A2)

N=0neK(N)

Making the replacement A — oA, we can use the property haf[aA,,] = a/™haf[A,,] to write

4(a, 0, A) Za 3 %haf[An] . (A3)

neK(N)
By repeatedly differentiating with respect to a we find
1 9Vq(,0, A)

RS S %haf A, (A4)

a=0  neK(N)

which implies

0Ngq(a,0,A)

1
Pr(N|A) = N Pr(0]A) SN

From this result we can readily see that

D(A,B;N) =

(N2 Pr(N|A)Pr(N|B) dalN oBN

a=0

1 Pr(0]A)Pr(0|B) [aqu,o,A) 9Vq(8,0, B)
B=0

] | (A0

For the remaining demonstrations of this section, we need to give a more detailed description of the GBS models
introduced in Sec. [[Il

When we consider input single-mode Gaussian states and a lossless interferometer represented by a Haar-random
unitary matrix, the matrix A will have the general structure

A_(V Y), (a7
Y* v*

where V. = UMU" is a symmetric matrix, and Y = UpU' is Hermitian. The matrices A, p are defined as
A = diag(A1, ..., A\p), p = diag(pq, ..., par), where the {Az} and {py} are real parameters that can be written in
terms of the entries of the real covariance matriz of the input single-mode Gaussian states as

1 1

Ap = , (A8)
14208 /0 14208 /R
1 1
(1 1200/ 14 20,(,")/71)
Recall that the entries of the real covariance matrix, o, of a M-mode, non-displaced Gaussian state are computed
as o = 3 5 ({7j, T }), where the {7} } are the components of the operator vector # = (&1,...,Zn,p1...,Pn) With 2y,

Dy the quadrature operators of mode k. For a single-mode Gaussian state we can write 0( ) = (#?) and UI()k) = (p?).

Notice that we can neglect the non-diagonal entries olf ,), = O'(k) = <{m,p}> because these can be obtained from

a diagonal covariance matrix via a local rotation (i.e., a local ];;hase shift), which can be absorbed into the unitary
operator describing interferometer [45]. Using o > 0, it follows that ag(vk), U](;k) > 0 for all k.

For a GBS setup that uses identical thermal states with mean number of photons 7 as input of all the modes of
the interferometer, we have o\ = Uék) = h(2n + 1)/2 for all k, which implies A\, = 0, pup = n/(1 + ) for all k. This
leads to the followmg form of the matrix Aym:

o1 ]
Ay = — < M>=” X. (A10)

We may now prove that this model leads to a uniform probability distribution for each sector of the total number
of detected photons.
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Proposition A.3.

_—
Pr(n|Athm):Pr(0|Athm)(TH_I) . (A11)

Proof. Notice that

(Athm)'n, = PR} ((HM)(n) 0 ) s (Al?)

where My, is the matrix obtained by taking the k-th row and column of M and repeating them ny times. In the

special case of Iy it can be seen that (Ins) ) = @i\/lzl 1,,, where 1,, is a m x m matrix whose entries are all equal

to one.
Taking into account Eq. (A12)), we can write
In| 0 I
haf[(Aghm)n] = ( ) haf (Tar)m)
In|
(75) ver [O)en) (A13)

In|
|
(ﬁ + 1) s

where per[-] stands for the permanent of a matrix, and we have used the relation

0 G
haf [(GT 0)1 = per[G] (A14)

3

3!
+

3

3
+
—_

3

for any m x m matrix G. Moreover, we have used the relation per [@24:1 1nk} = Hiw:l ng! = n! BI]. It directly
follows that

_
Pr(n|Athm) = Pr(0|A¢nm) (ﬁ n 1) . (A15)

O

We finish this section by proving the convergence of the series expansion that leads to Eq. . Recall that
q(a, @, A) = [det(Iop; — af2A)]~/2. By noticing that Ipy, — af2A = exp(log(Iaps — af2A)), and using the relation
det[exp(A)] = exp[tr(A)], we can write

q(a, ¢, A) = exp [—;tr (log(Taps — aQA))] . (A16)

We now use log(1 + z) = Y";°, (—1)"*12! /I, which converges for |z| < 1, to write

q(a, 9, A) = exp [—;tr (Z _Z(QA)l>

=1

. (A17)

This expression directly yields to Eq. (30). We will focus now on the series inside the trace.

Proposition A.4. The power series
> - (RA) (A18)
1=1

converges for every GBS model A of the form of Eq. (A7) provided that || < 1.
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Proof. Let us take the spectral norm of the power series and write
> (QA)
1=1

Notice that WX = XW. Moreover |[W?2||; = 1 since W is unitary. We therefore have

l
—Z'“' [(24) H2<Z"“' 4l -3 2 wxwag,. )

9 I=1 1=1 1=1

oo

Ot
ZIQA

<Z‘°" Iw2xAll, < Z'“‘ IXA}. (A20)

2 =1

According to Eq. (A7), we can recast X A as

U* o A
XA=FGF!, F= o a=(""1), (A21)

0 U A u
where F is also unitary. This allows us to see that || X A|2 = ||G]|2. Since G is real and symmetric, its singular values

are the absolute values of its eigenvalues. These, in turn, can be proven to be
2 2
1- o 1- 3 (A22)
1420y’ /R 1420, /R

Because o\, UI(,k) > 0 for all k, these eigenvalues lie in the interval (—1, 1), which implies that |G|z < 1. We conclude

that

<> |O‘T (A23)

2 =1

For |a| <1, 3072, |a|'/l converges to —log(1 — |a|). Therefore, the series in Eq. (A18) converges for [a| <1. O

The specific case of the ideal squeezed state model is obtained for QU(k)/h = 2k, 20,(,k)/h = e 2" with 7 the

squeezing parameter at mode k, for 1 < k < R and ag(gk) = I(Jk) = h/2 otherwise. This implies that pr = 0 for all k,
while A\, = tanh(rg) for 1 < k < R and zero otherwise.
For single-mode squeezed states passing through single-mode loss channels before entering the interferometer (like

those used in the transmission loss model of Sec. we have QUik)/h = npe?™ + (1 — n;,) and 201(,k)/h = nre 2" +
(1 — ny), with 7, the transmission parameter of the loss channel at mode k, for 1 < k < R and ag(gk) = aék) = h/2
otherwise. This implies that

nk(1 — ng) sinh?(ry,) ~ misinh(ry) cosh(ry)
1+ (2 — mg) sinh?(ry,)’ Py nk(2 — m) sinh?(ry,)

e = (A24)

for 1 < k < R, while pux = Ay = 0 otherwise. Notice that we can recover the ideal squeezed state model from these
equations by setting 7, = 1 for all k.

Finally, the squashed state model (see also Sec. is obtamed for 20 /h = 1+ 4ny, 20p /h = 1, with 7

the mean number of photons at mode k, for 1 < k; < R and o = ,(,k) = h/2 otherwise. This implies that
L = Mg = ﬁk/(l + Qﬁk) for 1 <k < R, while pp, = A\ = 0 otherwise.

Appendix B: Index structure of the LXE

In this appendix we will show how to obtain Eq. and we will motivate the definition of the permutations .
Let us start by recalling that LXE (Agsq,, Asqz; 2N) is expressed as an integral of Zy[u(¢,U)|Zn[u(—¢,U)] with
respect to d¢, where

2wt =3 Tt Tk e

k(c) a= 1
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u, = 3tr [(D*VD?*V*)?], V = UCUT, and u, depends on ¢ through D = D(¢). In what follows, we will express
Zy[u(¢,U)] in terms of the entries of V.
Notice that the entries of D2V D?V* can be written as

(D*VD?V*);, j, = Z HOnTORV; 5V (B2)

Ji:92 V2,430
J2=1

with {jr} denoting a set of dummy indices. Using this expression, we can readily see that

[(D2VD2V*)2]j17j5 = Z 2iban izt i +¢]4)VJ1 2 Vis.da VJZJ& ‘/.;:17_70 (BS)
J2,J3,J4
or, for a general power [,
[(DQVDQV* J17J2L+1 = Z 62b(¢]1+ +¢j21)‘/]1 J2 T Vva 1 jQLV;; ,J3 : V}Zl,j2l+1. (B4)
J25--e5d21

Taking the trace of (D?V D?V*)! we obtain

tr[(DQVD2V*)l] = Z e2i(¢j1+m+¢j2l)vjld2 o ij 1’J21V]>; js V;;l J1t (B5)
J1seeesdat

Let us gather all the dummy indices in the sequence j1,2; = (41, .- ., j21). Notice that the subscripts in j indicate the
labels of the first and last dummy indices. We define w; € So; as the permutation that transforms (41, j2, . - ., j21—1, Joi)
into (ja, J3,- - - ,jgl,j1) wi(g1.21) = (J2:7J3,- -+ Jai, j1). Furthermore, let us define V [j121] = Vj, jo - Vjor_1.jm and
V*wi(gra)] =V -V Then, we can recast Eq. (B5]) into

Jo,js J2u.J1°

a(D*VDV*)] = 3 B(jia)V [ral V* (i), (B6)

where E(j1,21) = exp[2i(¢;, + -+ &j,,)]-
Defining a second sequence of dummy indices jj 5, = (j, - - -, jy;), we can readily see that V{1, 21]V[j] 5] = V[j1,2®

J121], with analogous relations holding for V*[] and E[-]. These properties come in handy when computing powers
of tr[(D?V D?>V*)!]. Indeed, consider the expression

(tr[(DQVD2V* Z Z E(31,20)E (31 20)V 51,20V 31 2]V [wi(G1,20) ]V [wi (37 20)]- (B7)

s J20 Gl

Renaming each dummy index jj, as jj. — jai+k, and using the direct sum properties of V, V* and E, we can write

* 2 . . % . .
(t[(D*VD?V*)))" = > E(Gra)ViralV [wi(i2) © wilGaea)l- (B8)
Applying this same procedure a given number of times, say k; times, we obtain

(tr[(D*VD?*V*)!) Z E(G1,216)V 31,20,

-2tk

ki
Ve @wl(jQI(p—1)+1,2lp)] : (B9)

p=1

From the definition of u,, we can see that Eq. allows us to directly express u¥e in terms of the entries of V'

for an arbitrary value of a. The next step is to use E to compute the product [T2_, ufe. The strategy is
completely analogous to the one we used to obtain Eq. (B9): we define a set of primed dummy indices and make the
product of two different sums, then rename the primed indices, and finally make the direct sum of the sequences of
indices involved.

Consider, for example, the product u’flugz.

1
ke, k . .
uytuyt = op ' Z E(31,26:)V 51,2, ]

ko
v @ w2 (ji(p—1)+1,4p)] :

p=1

k1
v @wl(jQ(p—l)+l,2p)] Z E(31 a1,)V 13145,
J

p=1 1005041

(B10)
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Changing the dummy indices j; as j; — jor,+b, We can rewrite Eq. (B10) as

k1 ko
1
ki, k 3 . . . . .
i = S E(g1.201 4482 )V 51,200 +40,]V @wl(JQ(P1)+172p)@w2<32k1+4(p1)+1,2k1+4p)]- (B11)
J1yeesJ2ky +4ky p=1 p=1

Applying this same process for the remaining {u,}’s, we obtain the following general expression:

N N k

1 . . . ~ .
H ufe = PlaE R Z E(j128)V[J12n8]V @@wa(.72%_1+2a(p—1)+1,2vn,_1+2ap)1 ; (B12)
a=1 J1senJ2N a=1 p=1

where we have used k1 + 2ky + -+ + Nky = N and defined v, = Z;:1 pkp, vo = 0.
Write j = jiov = (J1,---,J2n5). Moreover, let {2 € Son act on j as

Nk,
Qe(d) = Q[(1, - .-, J2n)] = @ @wa(jzua,1+2a(p—1)+1,2va,1+2ap)
a=1 p—l
= @ @wa .]2’Ua 14+2a(p—1)+1s- - 7j2va,1+2ap)]~ (Blg)
Then, we can express Eq. (B12) in the form
N
H Ya 2k1+ “Fhn ZE IV (3)], (B14)
a=1

where ). = Zj\le e EM _,- This result allows us to readily write Zy[u(¢,U)] in the form

Jen=1
ZH Tl (2a)ke ZE IV 2% (3)]- (B15)

k(c) a=1

Going one step further, we can obtain the expansion of Zy [u(cb, U)]|Zn[u(—¢,U)] in terms of V and V*:

Znlule, U) Zxlu(-4,U)] = 3 Hk'l'QakH S_PGEGIVE SV I e ) B10)

k() 1(e) a=1

Recall now that Eq. allows us to write monomials in the entries of V' and V* as polynomials in the entries of
U and U*:

V[Q]V*[h’] = Vg1792 e ‘/921717921 V}Z,hz e Vf:;m,l,hgm = Z CMCVZ/{ (ga n ‘ ha 17) 5 (B17)

where the dummy indices in p = (u1,...,) and v = (v1,...,vy) take values in {1,...,M}, and g =

(1y o1y ey it i), 7 = (V1,015 -+, Vi, V). As per Eq. , Cu = Cuy -+ Cpuy» with {(;} the diagonal entries of
¢; and

u (97 7’ | h, ’7) = UglvlLlngJLl T Ug2l—17#l ngz,m U}Tl,yl U;Q,ul T U;:Qm_l,ym U}sz,um' (B18)
We can now recast Eq. (B16)) as

I Oz -6.0) = Y ] R 2 PV ) Y G U505 0(3) & 5. 0).
k() 1(0) a=1
(B19)
-2
Integrating the previous equation with respect to d¢, multiplying by (ng]I\;[ 71) , and defining
1 27 2
16.3) = Goger || BOE G0 = gy [ e | 3 2000 - 00| dos (B20)

mej,neyg’

we obtain the expression of LXE (Agqy, Asqz; 2N) presented in Eq. .
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Appendix C: Integral over phases

Consider the integral

1(3,7) = ﬁ/{) 7Texp Z 2i (O — on) | dop, (C1)

mej,neg’

where we see j, j' as sequences of variables taking values in {1,...M}. Recall that ¢ € [0,27] for all k¥ and
dp =dpy---ddn.
Let us turn our attention to the term inside the exponential:

2i Z bm — 2i Z b (C2)

mej nej’

As mentioned in the main text, if this sum is non-zero, there must be at least one p € 7 or p € 3’ such that

21 Z Om — 21 Z ¢n = 2i 2¢p + (other terms), (C3)

meyj neg’

where z is a non-zero integer. This expression represents the fact that the sum is unbalanced. Since the exponential
can be factorized, we can focus on the integral involving ¢, only:

27 1 1

— (¥ 1] = —(1-1)=0. (C4)

21z 21z

2m
/ eQiZ(bp dgb _ i€2i2¢p
0 P 2iz

0

This means that the entirety of the integral is zero whenever the sum inside the exponential is different from zero. If
the exponent is zero, we can readily see that the integral is equal to one:

W/o Trexp(())dg{): (27:)M(27r)M =1 (C5)

When considering the sum inside the exponential as a function of the variables j and j’, we can recognize that we
can make it vanish whenever j’ is a permutation of j (this ensures the balance in the summations). This is the case
even if we find that some of the {jj} have repeated values, which is allowed given the fact that all of them take values
in the same set. The task now is to find a function of j and 5’ that is unity for any event that makes the sum in the
exponential equal to zero, and that vanishes identically otherwise. The integral will then be equal to this function.

Let us start by considering that all the indices in j take different values. Notice that this makes the indices
in j' take different values as well. Consider a permutation o € Syy. We can see that the function F,(j',7) =
0j1.0(j1) " " O} o (an)» With J;  the usual Kronecker delta, vanishes whenever j’ # o(j), and is equal to one otherwise.
Summing over all the permutations in Ssy, we obtain a function that is equal to one whenever j' is a permutation,
any permutation, of j, and vanishes otherwise:

2N
FGG5) =Y F.G"9)= > [I%.c0.- (C6)

ocESaN oESan a=1

This is the value of I(j, ') when all the indices in j take different values.

When some of the {ji} have the same values as others, the situation becomes slightly more involved. To address
this problem, it is convenient to first translate the phrase “there are some indices having the same value as others”
into a sequence of repeated dummy indices taken from j. We can do this by considering the following procedure.
First, identify all the indices in j that have the same value and gather them in individual sets, one for each different
value that the indices take. The result of this step is a set of subsets of j. For instance, consider 2N = 6, so
7 = (J1, 42,73, 74, Js5, Js), and let us suppose that we are in a situation where j; = js = js, jo = j5 and ji # j2 # Js-
After gathering the indices that have the same values, we obtain the set {{j1, js, ja}, {J2, J5 }, {J6 } }. We may recognize
that this procedure is equivalent to finding a partition of j (i.e., a collection of non-empty, mutually disjoint subsets
of j, usually called blocks, whose union is equal to j), where all the indices within each block of the partition take
the same value. Next, we select one index within each block and replace all the indices in 7 that belong to the
same block by this representative index. In our example, let us choose ji, jo, and jg as representatives. After the
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replacement of indices belonging to the same block, we obtain the sequence g = (j1, jo, j1, j1, jo2, je). This procedure
can be applied for any situation where we have repeated indices. Notice that selecting different representative indices
leads to different g. However, no matter the choice of representatives, the resulting g represent the same situation.
Having found a sequence g associated to a specific case of repeated indices, let us return to finding a function
that vanishes whenever 3’ is not a unique permutation of g, and is unity otherwise. We could consider the function
F(3',g), but we can readily observe that the sum ) __ s,y 1S overcounting the different permutations of g7 i.e., there
are multiple permutations in S N that when applied to g lead to the same result. This implies that if 7’ # ( j), we
obtain F(j’,g) = 0, but when j' = o(j), we generally do not obtain F(j’,g) = 1. Fortunately, we can solve this
issue in a simple manner: we normalize F'(j',g) using the number of times the unique permutations of g are being
overcounted. This number is the same for every distinct permutation, and depends only on the multiplicities of the
indices appearing in g. Let {ji}rco, where © C {1,...,2N}, be the different dummy indices that appear in g, and
let each ji appear t; times within the sequence. Then the number of times each unique permutation of g is being

overcounted by > g 18 [[1eq tr!-
On this account, we can see that the function

(M) oo =T X Mo &

keco ke© c€San a=1
vanishes whenever j’ is not a unique permutation of g, and is equal to one otherwise. This is the result of I(7,j’)
when we have a situation of repeated indices represented by g.

We are now two steps away from finding a general expression for I(j,j’). The first of these consists in finding
a systematic way of computing all the possible g, i.e., a systematic way of identifying all the events with repeated
indices. We already gave a hint of how to do this when we explained how to construct g; the key is to use the
partitions of j. Indeed, since the procedure of grouping indices in j that have the same values naturally leads to a
partition of 7, we can invert the process and assign to each possible partition a sequence g representing an event with
repeated indices. The procedure is the following: consider a partition A of 7. We will think of all the indices within
each block A € A as having the same value. The corresponding g is constructed by choosing a representative index
jx for each A, and then replacing all the j; in 3 that belong to the same A by the corresponding j,. For clarity, we
will introduce the notation g = j[A, {jxr}].

Now, note that the degeneracy of each {j,} is equal to the length, |\|, of each block (i.e. the number of elements
in each block). This allows us to write the normalization factor of F'(5, 5[A, {jx}]) as Al =[], [Al!. Moreover, the
event where all the indices in j take different values is represented by the partition Ag = {{j1},...,{jon}} (one index
per block). For this partition Ag! = 1.

Since each partition A of j gives us a unique way of grouping the indices {j;} in different blocks, each A leads to
a j[A, {jr}] representing a unique event with repeated indices. Note, however, that each A is associated to several
(A, {ja}] differing only on the choice of representative indices {jx}. Nevertheless, all of these sequences represent the
same unique situation where there are indices taking the same value as others.

The final step for finding an expression for I(j,j’) consists in constructing a function of j and j[A, {j,}] that is
equal to one only when we have a situation of repeated indices represented by j[A, {jr}], and vanishes otherwise. We
need this in order to single out the contributions of each unique A to the integral. The event that we need to identify
can be equivalently written as “when all the indices in A € A are equal to jx, and all the {jr} are different from each
other”. This phrase can be readily written in terms of Kronecker deltas as:

[T II6s| II =dsi)- (C8)

AEA fEX (A£p)EA

We may now bring together Eqgs. (C6l)to (C8|); sum over all the possible ways of identifying events with repeated
indices, i.e. sum over the set of all partitions of j, Q[j]; and finally write I(j,3') as (see Eq. (48))

1(4,5") = Z A‘ F(5', 3[A, {5:}]) HHJ?A, H (1_6j>\7j;t)' (C9)

AeQ[j] AEA feX (A#£p)EA

It is worth mentioning that in the subscript A € Q[j], 7 should be viewed as a collection of fixed indices, or objects,
whose sole purpose is to determine all the possible partitions of a set with 2IV elements. Thus, in this subscript,
we must not replace any jr by one of its possible values {1,...,M}. The reason behind this is that the sum over
partitions was included only as a way to index a series of events concerning the variables {ji}.
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To finish this section, let us turn our attention to the reorganization of sums that leads to Eq. . Let h(j,j') be
an arbitrary function of j and j’, and consider the expression

S hG1G) =Y Y GGG | T s TT 0-6).  ©10)

4.3’ AeQ[g] ! AEA fEX (A£p)EA

M
where we recall that > 231 1 'ZJ_‘QN:r
Choose an arbitrary partition A € QJj], and let us focus on the term

T = ZhJJ GG [T T 6| TI (=650 (C11)

AEA feX (A#p)eA

Following the definition of F'(j5’, j[A, {jx}]) in terms of Kronecker deltas, we can replace the sum over the indices j’
by a sum over permutations o € Sany and, moreover, we can make the transformation j° — o(j[A, {jr}]):

T=Y > hGoG G | T [Tons| II =65 (C12)

j o€San AEA fEX (A#£p)EA

The term [[ycx [17ey 95,7 allows us to make the transformation j — j[A, {jx}], and to turn the sum over j into
a sum only over the values of the representative indices {j}. We can write

T=>" > wGIA GaoGIA ) T (=650 (C13)
{jrx} o€San (A#£p)EA

Finally, the product of deltas H( AEp)E A(1=135, j,.) ensures that we focus only on the terms where the representative
indices take different values. Then, T will read

T= % > w3 o A, {a)]). (C14)
diff.{jr} 0€San
Summing all the contributions from different partitions, we reach the result
DonGNIG = D Y, Y A, I {aH o GIA {Ga1))- (C15)
3.3’ AeQ[j] diff. {jr} o€S2an

Eq. is obtained by applying this result to

Zcucu 5% © NG, D). (C16)

Appendix D: Weingarten calculus

In this appendix we gather the two key theorems regarding the Weingarten Calculus that we used in Sec. [V D]

Proposition D.1 (Lemma 3 from Ref. [35]). Let U be a M x M Haar-distributed unitary matriz and let

i = Uty sdn)s £ = (W1y.eostin), 3 = (1y--oydm) and g’ = (pf, ..., 1) be four sequences of indices in
[M]={1,...,M} (i.e., each index can take values from 1 to M). If m =n

Eu (UG p|d m)]= Y. D We,(e ' om M), (D1)

€S, ;rESn
i'=e(d@) n'=7(p)

and it vanishes otherwise. Here,
u(]? 124 | jl? l"’/) = Ujl;ll«l o an.nun U]*l nh U]* TS (D2)

and Wg, (o; M) is the Weingarten function for the unitary group U(M) [25, ‘)’5/ The sums extend over all permuta-
tions o, T in the symmetric group of degree n, Sy, such that 3' = o(j) and p' = ().
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Notice that we can write

o> Weloter M) =" > Al o)A | 7(1)]We, (0~ o 73 M), (D3)
0€S, TESH €Sy TES,
3'=0(d) W=T(n)
with A[§’ | 0(3)] = ITa—1 61 0(j.)» Which corresponds to the form used in Eq. (52).

a=1 "Jg-0

Proposition D.2 (Corollary 2.7 from Ref. [40]).
Ml Wg (03 M) = Moeb(a) + O(M~2), (D4)

where ||o|| is the minimum number of transpositions in which we can write o, and
!
Moeb(a) = ] Cat(|xx| — 1)(=1)K+I7! (D5)
k=1

is the Mébius function. In this expression, the {xx} are the disjoint cycles in the cycle decomposition of o (i.e., we
write 0 = x1x2 - Xi), and | x| denotes the length of the cycle xi. Cat(n) = (2n)!/(n!(n + 1)!) stands for the n-th
Catalan number.

Appendix E: Computation of the LXE score for the ideal squeezed state model with different squeezing
parameters

In this appendix we complete the details of the computation of the ideal score for GBS setups using different
squeezing parameters, and show that resulting expression is consistent with the findings of Sec. [[V]
Our main goal in this section is to prove that

2N
Z Z Htanh(r%)tanh(rva) = H eap | RA9. (E1)

ME[R]ZNUE[R]2N a=1 ben(o)
s.t D=o(f)
In order to do so, let us first briefly recall the definition of all the terms involved in this relation. g = (p1, ..., pan),
v = (v1,...,vanN) are vectors whose integer components take values in the set [R] = {1,..., R} (this is indicated by

the symbols p € [R]?N, v € [R|*™). o = (fi1, ..., fian) = (1,1, - -, N, 2N ), and ¥ has an analogous definition.
Let us remind the reader that R is the number of modes with a squeezed state at the input. The squeezing parameters
of the input single-mode squeezed states are {r;}£_,. (o) stands for the coset-type of o € Syn, and £(p) is the length
of 1(o). Finally, €, is defined as

R
1 a
€q = = kg_ltanh (rg). (E2)

Now, notice that the second sum in the left-hand side of Eq. (E1)) runs over values of v that satisfy the condition
U = o(jr). Along with the definitions of ¥ and f, this condition allows us to write the following relations:

,D/Zkfl :ﬂ2k = Mk, ke {1372N}7 (E3)
Ho(2k—1) = Ho(2k) = Vi, k €{1,...,2N}. (E4)

The second of these relations leads to two types of constraints: (i) a constraint that defines each vy in terms of puy
and ; and (ii) a constraint between different {1}, which comes from the relation fi,(2x—1) = fig(2x)- This means that
the final sum in Eq. will run only over a number of “free” {f;}. In what follows, we will determine how many
of these free indices there are.

Let us recall that each o € Sy has an associated undirected graph, I'(g), whose vertices are {1,...,4N}, and whose
edges are defined by the sets {(2k — 1,2k), k € {1,...,2N}} and {(o(2k — 1), 0(2k)), k € {1,...,2N}}. Combined
with relations and , this definition implies that for every edge in I'(p) there will be an equality of the form
fi2k = fi2k—1 OT flg(2k) = flg(2k—1)- Lhis, in turn, leads to the following result:
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Proposition E.1. Let a,b € {1,...,4N} and a # b, then i, = fip if and only if the vertices a and b are connected
in T'(o).

Proof. If the vertices a and b are connected in I'(p), then there exists a sequence of vertices {v1,vs,...,vp}, with
vy = a, v, = band 2 < p < 4N, where vy, is adjacent to vy, i.e. there is an edge connecting them, for all
ke {1,...,p—1}. The presence of an edge between vy and vi1, implies that fi,, = fiy,,,. Since these relations hold

for every k, we can conclude that fi,, = fiy,, SO fiq = fip-

Suppose now that fi, = fip. If there exists some k € {1,...,2N} such that a =2k — 1, b =2k or a = p(2k — 1),b =
0(2k) (or the same relations but inverting the places of a and b), then a and b are connected. In any other case,
we can find a new vertex vy adjacent to a that satisfies i, = [iy,, either by Eq. or Eq. , and check if it is
connected to b. If not, we can find a second vertex vs adjacent to ve but not to a (because every vertex lies in exactly
two edges) that will satisfy fiq, = fiv, = fivs, then we can verify whether it is adjacent to b or not. We can repeat this
process until we find a sequence of adjacent vertices {vo, ..., v,—1} that satisfy fi, = fiy, = -+ = [ip. The existence of
this sequence implies that a and b are connected in I'(p). O

Following this proposition, we can see that if fi, # fip, then the vertices a and b will belong to different connected
components in I'(p). Since every [i, is equal to some py, with k € {1,...,2N}, this implies that there will be as
many different (or free) {fi;} as there are connected components in I'(g). Therefore, we may say that the number of
different {fi;} is equal to the length of the coset-type of o, £(0).

In each connected component, an edge of the form (2k — 1, 2k) determines a single yuy, via the relation fiog_1 = fiop =
k. The edges of the form (o(2k — 1), 0(2k)) determine which {uy} are equal to others. This implies that the number
of repetitions, i.e., the degeneracy, of every free fi; will be equal to the number of edges of the form (2k — 1,2k) in its
corresponding connected component. This number is equal to half the length of the connected component.

Let us recall the definition of the coset-type of p € Syn. Let 2n1,2n9,...,2n,, with 9y > 12 > --- > 1y > 1, be the
lengths of the different connected components in I'(p). The coset-type of g is defined as n(o) = (m,...,7¢). As can
be seen, 7; is half the length of the I-th connected component of I'(g), which, according to the argument given above,
will be equal to the degeneracy of the free [i; corresponding to that component. This means that we can determine
the degeneracies of all {fi;} by computing (o).

We are now in the position to prove Eq. (E1)). Taking into account that each {4} will be equal to some free fi;, we
may write

o) R
Z Z Htanh T, ) tanh(r,, ) Z H tanh® (r; H Z tanh® (r; (E5)
WEIR]?N ye[R)?N a=1 {fu} a=1 a=1 fig=1
s.t b=o(ix)
Recalling the definition of €,, we obtain
o) R
H Z nh?™ (75 ) Hst_ II ez | R". (E6)
a=1fia= ben(e)

To conclude this appendix, we will show that the result in Eq. is consistent with Eq. . Suppose that r, = r
for all k € {1,..., R}, then ¢, = tanh”(r) for every a. This allows us to see that

I1 c2v = tanh®m 2% (r) = tanh*¥ (r), (E7)
ben(e)

where we took into account that, according to its definition, () is an integer partition of 2N for all g (therefore
n1 + -+ n = 2N). This allows us to recast Eq. as

1
/ 4N
€= Z Hklllzak-H ZZtanh
k(o) 1(c) a=1 0ESaN €S, (E8)
_ 4N g
= tanh Z H Ealla!(2a)Fatle Z |Sel.
k(o) 1(c) a=1 oES2N

Now recalling the definition of S| from Eq. (36,
[Sel = be (3 @ 0(3), e(5) © U o0 (4)), (E9)
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and by from Eq. (68 , we can then write

¢, = tanh*V(r) " Hl R ZS: b (G ® (), () ® U oo(j)) =tanh* (r) cp. (E10)
k(o) 1(e) a= gES2N

On the other hand, we have

al . gha tanhzak Rk 2N
S =Y [T A0 S O oy [ R e

k(c) a=1 k() a=1 k() a=1
where we used the condition k1 + 2ks + - -+ + Nky = N. In order to continue, we need the following proposition:

Proposition E.2.

N
RFa (1; + N — 1)
ST e = : (E12)
ka
0 an ko!(2a) N
Proof. Notice that
N
Rka R R R
Z Hika!@a)k‘a =2Zn (2,2,~~~ ,2>’ (E13)
k() a=1

where Zy is the cycle index of Sy (see Eq. (32)):

Iy, yn) =Y H - 'ak Hya : (E14)

k(c) a=1 a=1

Using the generating function of Z,,(y1, .. .,y,) [33; B8]

0 1 0
« n
exp [Z yll] = Z Zn(yh s ,Z/n)a ) (E15)
=1 n=0
we can write
R XK o > R R R\ ,
Assuming that |o| < 1, we can write > ;% « / log(l — a), and obtain
—R/2 _ R n
exp ——1og1—a ZZ g )@ (E17)
Taking into account that
> /R
Bip-1
1-a) 2= ( o )a”, (E18)
n=0 "
we see that Eq. (E12) holds. O
From this result, it follows that
N R
L4+ N-1
S dyR! = tanh®N (r) ( 2 T v ) (E19)
Combining this relation with Eqs. (E10)) and , we obtain
1 N 29N 1 By N_1\ 2 2N
5(ALy: 2N = v (Z d2R€> Z ¢R" = N tanh ™ (r) ( 2 N ) tanh*™ (r) Z e R
=1 =1 /=1 (EQO)

B 4N(N[)2 (R 2 " 2 2N
(2N [(R+2N u} ZCZRZ—S sqz; 2IV).
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Appendix F: Computation of the LXE score for the ideal squeezed state model without vacuum input modes

In this appendix we present the details of the computation of the score for the ideal squeezed state model without
vacuum input modes. Specifically, we prove that

N
3 HW S bon (5 @ 0(3), (i) @ Qo o()) = 1, (F1)

k(e) 1(c) a=1 ocESaN
with boy defined in Eq. . This leads to the result

Al . _ A . _ 4N(N!)2
$(Agqni 2N) = 5(Asqzi 2N) = N (F2)

Let us recall that boy (7 ® 0(7), Qe (F) ® U 0o (g)) is the number of permutations in the hyperoctahedral group of
degree 2N, Hon C Sun, that transform the sequence j @ o(j) into Q(3) ® 4 o o(j). Recall also that the indices
3= (j1,...,j2n) are all different.

We begin by recasting bon (7 ® 0(F), 2(J) ® Q00 (4)) into an expression that is independent of j. Given two
permutations ¢ € S, and o' € S,,, their direct sum o ® o' € S,,1n is defined by its action on the sequence
(1,...,m+n) as

o(k) ke{l,...,n},

F3
ok—n)+n ke{n+1,....,n+m}, (F3)

(c®o')(k) = {

i.e., 0 ® o’ acts as o in the first n elements of a sequence, and as ¢’ in the remaining elements. From this definition,
we can write the relations

3@ 0(j) = (e2n ®0) (G S J), (F4)

Q(5) © QU oo(f) = (% ® U)o (ean ©0)(F D), (F5)

where e is the identity permutation in Soy .
To shorten the notation, we will denote the composition o o 7 of two permutations o, € S, as o7. Suppose now
that o € Syn transforms j @ o(j) into Qg (§) ® U o(j). Then

0(ean D0)(JDJ) = (U © U)(ean ©0)(J D J), (F6)
which implies
(% & Q) (ean @ 0)] o (ean @ 0)] (G @) = [(ean @0 ) @Y No(ean B 0o)] G@F) =d@5,  (FT)

where (0 ®7)~! = 0~ @ 771, This means that (eay @0 1)(Q,' ® Q') 0 (ean @ 0) is a permutation that leaves the
sequence j & j invariant.
Let S* C Syn be defined as

St={veSn|rjoj) =3} (F8)
Then, every permutation o that takes j @ o(j) into Qk(j) @® Q1 0(J) can be written in the form
0= (Qk@Ql) [(62N@O’)V(€2N@0’71)] , vesS*. (Fg)

It can be easily shown that S* forms a subgroup of Syx. Indeed, the identity permutation ey € Syn clearly leaves
the sequence j @ j invariant, so eqy € S*. Let vy, € S*, we have 1in(j @ J) =@ j) =n(dej) =37,
which implies that v1v9 € S*. We can show that 1oy € S* in a completely analogous way. Finally, for any v € S*,
jei=vi'nGeg) =vi* (i ®35)) =v; ' (j @ j), which implies that v, € S*.

The subset Sk C Syn defined by

Sr={reSin|t=(ecan®0o)v(ean Do), v €S} (F10)

is also subgroup of Sy for every o € Sop; it is the group of all permutations in Sy that leave invariant the sequence
3o o(d).



35

The permutations in S* can only make the interchange k <+ k + 2N for k € {1,...,2N}. In this way we guarantee
that j @ j remains invariant. Thus, an arbitrary permutation in S* will take a subset B of {1,...,2N}, make the
interchange k <> k + 2N for all k € B, and let all the remaining elements in {1,...,4N} unchanged. We may then
write every v € S* as v = v, where B € P({1,...,2N}) and P(A) stands for the power set of A. Furthermore, we

may write the action of vp over the sequence (1,...,4N) as
k k & B,
k+2N keB
k) = ’ F11
ve(k) =9 k—2N ¢ Band ke {2N +1,...,4N}, (F11)
k—2N k—-2NeBandke{2N+1,...,4N}.
We can readily see that |S*| = |S%| = 22V for all o € Say, since there are as many vp as there are subsets of
{1,...,2N}. Moreover, we can write the action of the permutations 75 € S¥ over the sequence (1,...,4N) as
k k& B,
_ o(k)+2N ke B,
15(k) = [(ean ® o) vp (eany ® o V)] (k) = (k) (F12)

k o Y (k—2N)¢g Band k€ {2N +1,...,4N},
o1 (k—2N) o 'Y(k—2N)€e Band ke {2N +1,...,4N}.

Having characterized the permutations in S* and S}, let us return to the expression for g given in Eq. . In
order to compute bay (7 B 0(3), Qe (F) & uo(g)), we require that o = (Q & Q)75 = S for some € Hoy. This
implies that 75 = (Q,:1 D Ql_l)ﬂ, or equivalently, 75 € (Q,:l &) Ql_l)HgN, i.e., 7 must be an element of the left coset
of Hon corresponding to Q,:l &) Ql_l. On this account, determining the adequate ¢ amounts to finding the elements
of (' @ Q') Han N Sk Then, we may write

ban (7 @ 0(5), W) & Qo(§)) = [(Q' & Q") Han N SE] . (F13)

This is the j-independent expression of the coefficients bo .

In the following we will show how to compute ’(Q,:l ® QY Han N S;‘ as a function of k, I and 0. However, in
order to do so, we need to prove a number of important intermediate results. The first of these results concerns the
following definition:

Definition F.1 (Hyperoctahedral group). The hyperoctahedral group of degree n, H, C Sa, is the centralizer
of the permutation Q* € Sa, that transforms the sequence of indices (g1,...,92n) as QX[(g1,92,- - G2n—1,92n)] =
(927 gi,---592n, 9271—1) [461

Let us recall that the centralizer of a permutation 7 € S, is the set of all permutations in S,,, that commute with
7, e, {0 € S| o7 = To}. As a product of disjoint transpositions, Q* reads Q* = (12)(34)...(2n — 1,2n). Notice
that (2*)2 = eg,. The following proposition gives us a useful way of characterizing the elements of H,,.

Proposition F.1. ¢ € H, if and only if for every p € {1,...,n}, there exists a ¢ € {1,...,n} such that o(2p) = 2q,
o(2p—1)=2¢g—1o0rc(2p)=2¢—1,0(2p—1) =2q.

Proof. Since H,, is the centralizer of Q*, ¢ € H,, if and only if 2*c Q* = 0. Let us consider an arbitrary p € {1,...,n}.
We have

o(2p) = [0 Q7|(2p) = [Q0](2p — 1) = (o (2p — 1)). (F14)

Since o is a bijection from {1,...,2n} to itself, there exists a unique ¢ € {1,...,n} such that ¢(2p — 1) = 2¢ or
o(2p — 1) = 2q — 1. In the first case we have

(2p) = (0(2p — 1)) = Q" (29) =29 — 1. (F15)
In the second case we obtain
o(2p) = 0 (0(2p — 1)) = O*(20 — 1) = 2¢. (F16)

On the other hand, suppose that o € S, satisfies that for every p € {1,...,n}, there exists a ¢ € {1,...,n} such
that o(2p) = 2¢q, c(2p — 1) =2¢ — 1 or 0(2p) =2 — 1, 0(2p — 1) = 2q. In the first case we have

[Q%0](2p) = Q*(c(2p)) = Q(2¢9) =29 — 1, (F17)
[ 0](2p — 1) = Q*(c(2p — 1)) = Q" (2¢ - 1) = 2¢, (F18)
[0 Q*](2p) = o(Q*(2p)) =0(2p — 1) = 2¢ — 1, (F19)
[cQ*](2p —1) = o(Q*(2p — 1)) = 0(2p) = 2¢. (F20)
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Thus, [0 Q*](2p) = [2*0](2p) and [0 Q*](2p — 1) = [Q*0](2p — 1). Since these relations hold for an arbitrary p, we
conclude that ¢ Q2* = Q*¢ and, consequently, o € H,,. For the second case we may write

[Q*0](2p) = Q*(0(2p)) = Q*(2¢ — 1) = 2g, (F21)
[Q0](2p — 1) = Q*(a(2p — 1)) = Q*(2¢) =2¢ — 1, (F22)
[ 2p) = o(2*(2p)) = o(2p — 1) = 2g, (F23)
[ o (F24)

(
c|(2p—1)=0(Q"(2p—1)) =0(2p) =2¢ — 1.

We conclude again that [0 Q*](2p) = [Q*0](2p) and [0 Q*](2p — 1) = [Q*0](2p — 1) for every p, therefore o Q* = Q*o
and o0 € H,. O]

A useful interpretation of the previous proposition follows from analyzing the undirected graphs I'(o) associated
with the o € H,. As mentioned in Sec. _ these graphs have n connected components with two edges (See
Fig. [7)). Since the first set of edges of I'(0) is of the form {(2p — 1,2p) |p € {1,...,n}}, the only way we can obtain n
connected components is that the edges in the second set {(o(2p— 1)7 o(2p))|p € {1, ...,n}} be of the form (2¢—1, 2q)
or (2¢,2q — 1), with g € {1,...,n}, for every p.

'1 '3 ?5 ?2n—5?2n—3?2n—1

6, o & 6, &, .6,

FIG. 7. Structure of the undirected graphs I'(c) for o € H,. The vertices of I'(c) are represented by black circles. The
edges corresponding to {(2p — 1,2p)|p € {1,...,n}} are shown as black dashed lines, while the edges corresponding to
{(c(2p—1),0(2p))|p € {1,...,n}} are shown as red dashed lines. Each connected component of the graph is highlighted with
a light blue, thick line. For I'(c) to have n connected components, so that ¢ € H,, o must keep together the pairs of the form
(2¢ — 1,2q). This is the statement of Proposition

Next, we show how to determine the coset-type of the permutations g € San. From their definition (Eq. ) we
see that the {2 are written as a product of disjoint cycles of even length, where a cycle of length 2a appears a total
of k, times (notice that the permutations w, € Sa, defined just below Eq. are precisely these cycles). Moreover,
all the elements within the cycles are consecutive. These features of €2 greatly facilitate the determination of its
corresponding undirected graph I'(€2).

Proposition F.2. Q has coset-type n(Q) = (NF~¥ ... 2k2 1F1) where a¥s indicates that a appears k, times in
the partition n(Q). For example, (3%,14) = (3,3,1,1,1,1). If k, = 0, the corresponding a does not appear in the
partition. It follows that the length of the coset-type of Q is () = ZN, kq.

a=1

?.fq ¥+ '1~~-- ’ 2q +3 /? 29+ 5 /? 2q + 2a — 3/? 2¢+2a—1
[ G it TP #/' 1 ,/' : ,/' :
1 ’ 4 | ~~~~~~ ¢ ’ ’
! ,//’ ! ,//’ ? --~.,#:--_-_.-. = o= ,//’ ! ,//’ i
: ',/ : ',/ : ',/ ____________ : % :
D 4 D 4 D 4 Bl P4 1
p 4 4 o D
‘2(1—{-2 ‘2q—|—4 ‘2q+6 ‘2q+2a—2 ‘2q+2a

FIG. 8. Illustration of the connected component of I'(€2) corresponding to the vertices (2¢+1, ..., 2g+2a) (black circles). The
edges corresponding to {(2p — 1,2p) |p € {¢+1,...,29 + 2a}} are shown as black dashed lines, while the edges corresponding

o {(U(2p—1),%2p)|Ipe{q+1,...,2¢+ 2a}} = {(wa(2p — 1),wa(2p)) |p € {¢+1,...,2¢ + 2a}} are shown as red dashed
lines. The connected component is highlighted by a light blue, thick line. As mentioned in the proof of Proposition a cycle
of length 2a acting over (2q + 1,...,2q + 2a) leads to a connected component of length 2a in T'(Qg).

Proof. Let us consider one of the cycles of length 2a that appear in the definition of Q. This cycle acts over a
sequence of consecutive indices of the form (2¢ + 1,...,2¢9 + 2a), where we use 2¢ to label the beginning of this
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particular cycle. After applying g, this sequence transforms as (2¢ 4+ 1,...,2¢ + 2a) = w.[(2¢ + 1,...,2¢ + 2a)] =
(2¢+2,...,2¢+ 2a,2q + 1).

When constructing I'(Q2g) for this subset of vertices, we can see that the first set of edges of the graph has the
form {(2¢+1,2¢+2),...,(2¢ +2a — 1,2¢ + 2a)}, while the second reads {(wq(2¢ + 1), wq (29 +2)), ..., (wa(2q + 2a —
1),wa(2¢+2a))} = {(2¢+2,2¢+3), (2¢+4,2¢+5),...,(2¢+2a,2¢+1)}. These edges lead to a connected component
of length 2a in T'(Q%) (see Fig. [§).

Since all the cycles in 0 are disjoint, each cycle of length 2a leads to a different connected component of length 2a
in I'(Qg). Since there are k, cycles of length 2a in Qj, there will be k, connected components of length 2a in I'(Qg).
This implies that a will appear a total of k, times in 7(Q4), and thus () = (N*~ ... 2k2 1%1) Notice that since
k1 +2ko + -4+ Nky = N, n(Q) will be, as expected, an integer partition of N. Finally, there will be a total of
k1 + - -+ kny connected components in I'(€), so £(Q) = Zivzl k. O

From the previous proposition, we can see that g and €2; will have different coset-types whenever k # [.

We move on to stating two important results, one of them proved in [47], regarding coset-types and left cosets.

Proposition F.3 ((Macdonald) Theorem 2.1 [47]). (i) Two permutations 01,02 € Sa, have the same coset-type if

and only if o9 € H,01H,, that is, if and only if there exist 71,70 € H,, such that oo = T10172. (1i) 0 € Sa, has the

same coset-type as o L.

Proposition F.4. Ifo, € 0’2_1Hn, then o1 and oo have the same coset-type.

Proof. If 01 € 02_1Hn, then there exists 7 € H,, such that o1 = 02_17. Since H,, is a group, ez, € H,, and thus we
may write o1 = egnang. This means that o € Hnongn, which implies that o; and 051 have the same coset-type.
Given that o and o5 ! have the same coset-type, we conclude that o1 and o2 have the same coset-type. O]

Equivalently, we may say that if 01, 09 € Sa,, have different coset-types, then o1 & o5 LH,,. Notice that the converse
of Proposition does not necessarily hold; the fact that o1 and oy have the same coset-type does not imply that
o1 €0y YH,. As a direct consequence of Propositions and we obtain the following result, which will be of
particular importance in our proof of Eq. :

Proposition F.5. Let 01,09, 7 € S3, and suppose that 01 and oo have different coset-types. Then T € ol_lHn implies
that 771 ¢ oy "H,.

Proof. If T € 07 YH,, 7 and 77! have the same coset-type as oq. Since o1 and oy have different coset-types, so will
be the case for 7! and oy and, consequently, 77 & o5 1 H,,. O

We are now in the position to compute |(Q,;1 @© Q) Han N S;‘ for the case k # I. A permutation 75 € S},
corresponding to a subset B C {1,...,2N}, will be an element of (Q,;1 &) Qfl)HgN if (U ® )5 =0 for B € Hay.
This relation will set some constraints over B and ¢. In order to find them, let us combine Eqgs. and , and
express the action of 8 over pairs of the form (2p — 1,2p), with p € {1,...,2N}, as

Qe(2p—1) 2p—1¢Bandpe{l,...,N},
O(o(2p—1)+2N  2p—1leBandpe{l,...,N},
Q2p—2N—-1)+2N o '(2p—-2N-1)¢ Bandpe {N+1,...,2N},

Q(c7(2p—2N—1)) o '(2p—2N—-1)eBandpe {N+1,...,2N},

Qi (2p) 2p ¢ Band pe{l,...,N},
W (o(2p)) + 2N 2pe Bandpe{l,...,N},
Uu(2p—2N)+2N o7 '(2p—2N)¢g€Bandpe {N +1,...,2N},
Qp(c7*(2p—2N)) o '(2p—2N)e Bandpe {N +1,...,2N}.

B(2p) = (F26)

According to Proposition B € Hay if for every p € {1,...,2N} there exists a ¢ € {1,...,2N} such that
B(2p) =2q, B(2p—1) =2¢—1 or B(2p) =2 — 1, B(2p — 1) = 2q. Keeping in mind that B¢ is the complement of B,
this condition allows us to draw the following conclusions:

1. B must be non-empty because 2, €; are not, in general, elements of Hy, which would be necessary in order
to have 8 € Hay.
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2. When p € {1,..., N}, it is necessary that either 2p—1, 2p € Bor 2p—1, 2p & B, i.e., the pair (2p — 1, 2p) must
remain together either in B or in B¢. Indeed, if 2p € B but 2p—1 ¢ B, then 8(2p—1) = Qk(2p—1) € {1,...,2N},
while 5(2p) = 4 (o(2p)) + 2N € {2N + 1,...,4N}, which breaks the condition for 8 to be in Hyn. The case
2p— 1€ B, 2p ¢ B yields to a similar conclusion.

3. When p € {N +1,...,2N}, it is necessary that either o=(2p — 2N), 07 1(2p — 2N — 1) € B or o~ 1(2p —
2N), 07 (2p — 2N — 1) € B. Just as before, if 67*(2p —2N) € B but 07 1(2p — 2N — 1) € B, then 8(2p — 1) =
Y(2p—2N —1)+2N € {2N +1,...,4N}, while 8(2p) = Qx(c71(2p — 2N)) € {1,...,2N}, which implies that
B & Han. The case 071(2p — 2N — 1) € B, 07 '(2p — 2N) € B leads to a similar conclusion.

4. Assuming that the two conditions above hold, we need that B¢ contains the pairs (2p—1, 2p), withp € {1,..., N},
for which Qi (2p — 1) = 2¢ — 1, Qk(2p) = 2q or Q(2p — 1) = 2q, Qk(2p) = 2¢g — 1 for some q € {1,...,N}.
Moreover, we need that B¢ contains the pairs (c=1(2p — 2N — 1),071(2p — 2N)), with p € {N + 1,...,2N},
for which Q;(2p — 2N — 1) =2¢' — 1, \(2p — 2N) = 2¢' or (2p — 2N — 1) = 2¢', U(2p —2N) = 2¢' — 1
for some ¢’ € {1,...,N}. In other words, the elements in B must correspond to transpositions in the cycle
decomposition of both € and ;. Recall that the permutations € are defined as products of cycles of even
length. The only possible cycles that naturally satisfy the condition described here are those of length two, i.e.,
the transpositions.

5. We can guarantee that the elements in B° correspond to transpositions in both Q and §; by constructing B
using the following prescription. There are k; transpositions (cycles of length two) in € and the last element
in {1,...,2N} that belongs to a transposition in €, is precisely 2k;. Similarly, the last element in {1,...,2N}
that belongs to a transposition in € is 21;. Let 2p* = min(2kq,2ly), then B = {2p* +1,...,2N} contains all
the elements in {1,...,2N} that correspond to cycles of length greater than two in both Qg and ;. Notice
that B will also contain elements that correspond to some transpositions in g or €; as long as k1 # [;. This
construction ensures that the elements of B¢ lead only to transpositions in both g and ;.

6. The prescription given above is not the only way to construct B. Indeed, the only condition that B should
satisfy is that it contains all the elements in {1,...,2N} that correspond to cycles of length greater than two
in both Qf and ;. This means that B can also contain any number of pairs of the form (2p — 1,2p) that
correspond to transpositions in g or €);.

7. Let B satisfy items 5 or 6 above, and suppose that there is some p € {N +1,...,2N} such that o= 1(2p —
2N —1),07Y2p —2N) € B but 2p — 2N — 1,2p — 2N € B. Then, in general, we cannot guarantee that
B(2p—1) = N(2p — 2N — 1) + 2N, 5(2p) = X (2p — 2N) + 2N will satisfy the conditions that let 8 € Hap.
This is because most (or all) of the elements in B correspond to cycles of length greater than two in ;. In
order to avoid this, we demand that 0~!(B) = o(B) = B, i.e., the image of B under o, 0~! is B itself. In this
way, the condition o=*(2p — 2N — 1), 0=1(2p — 2N) ¢ B will always correspond to a transposition in §;. This
constraints o to have the form o = & @ o, where € Syy_ || acts only over B¢, and o € S|p| acts only over B.

Following these considerations, we can recast Eqgs. (F25]) and (F26]) as

Qr(2p—1) 2p—1¢ Bandpe{l,...,N},
0 (G(2p — 1)) + 2N 2p— 1€ B and 1,....N

ﬂ(2p_1): _l(a(p ))+ p S an pe{a ) }7 (F27)
Q(2p—2N —1)+2N 2p—2N—-1¢Bandpe {N+1,...,2N},

(G 1(2p—2N —1)) 2p—2N—-1€Bandpe {N+1,...,2N},

Qr(2p) 2p¢ Band pe{l,...,N},
N (o(2p)) + 2N 2pe Band ped{l,...,N},

B(2p) = u(a(2p)) P pef } (F28)
Uu(2p—2N)+2N 2p—2N¢gBandpe {N+1,...,2N},

Q@ 1(2p—2N)) 2p—2NeBandpe {N+1,...,2N},

where we used the decomposition of € and Q; as Q = Qp & (NZk, G =0 (NZl with Qg, O € Son—|p| and
Qg, U € S (Q, @ will be a product of some of the transpositions of Qi and €, and Qy, €; will be the products
of the remaining cycles). Notice also that Qg, Q; € Hy_\pj2-

We can see now that finding a way for 3 to be in Hay is equivalent to finding a o € S|p| that satisfies the following
two conditions simultaneously:
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e For every 2p — 1,2p € B, there exist 2g — 1,2g € B such that ﬁk(5_1(2p -1)=2¢-1, ﬁk(5_1(2p)) = 2q or
Qa1 (2p— 1)) = 2¢, Q(d'(2p)) = 2¢ — 1.

e For every 2p — 1,2p € B, there exist 2¢' — 1,2¢' € B such that Ql( 2p-1)) =2¢ -1, 51(5(2p)) = 2¢ or
QuE@2p—1) =2¢, U(E(2p) =27 — 1.

These statements are equivalent to having ﬁkg_l, ﬁﬁ € H|p|/2, which may also be written as o le §;1H|B‘/2
and o € Q[lH |B|/2- However, Propositionforbids the existence of o. Indeed, O and € have different coset-types,
and thus, according to Proposition the conditions ¢! € (Nllle |B|/2, 0 € (~21_1H |B|/2 cannot hold simultaneously.

To confirm that (NZk and (Zl have different coset-types, recall that B is defined in such a way that it contains all the
elements in {1,...,2N} that correspond to cycles of length greater than 2 in both Q and §;. Suppose for a moment
that ky =1;. In order to have k # I there must be at least one a # 1 such that k, # l,, which implies that the number

of connected components of length 2a in T'(Q) will be different form that of I'(€;), and thus Qj and € will have
different coset-types. If k1 # [y, B will contain at least one pair of elements that will correspond to a transposition in

Q. but not in Y (or vice versa). This implies that () and T'(Q) will differ by at least one connected component
of length two, and so Qk and Ql will have different coset-types.

The following proposition is a direct consequence of the fact that conditions ¢~ € ﬁ;lH‘BW, o€ §;1H|B‘/2
cannot hold at the same time:

Proposition F.6. Let k # 1, then ’(Q,;l &) Q;I)HQN N S;| =0 for every o € Say.

Proof. We have seen that in order for 75 € S%, Wlth B C {1,...,2N}, to also be an element of (' ® Q; ') Han,

Egs. (F25) and (F26)), later transformed into Egs. and -, must hold. This can only happen if B contalns
all the elements in {1,...,2N} that correspond to cycles of length greater than two in both Qg and ;. This, in turn,

makes o take the form o = ¢ @© o, where ¢ € Syn_|p and 7 € S|p|. Moreover, no matter the choice of B, & must
satisfy the conditions 61 € §;1H|B|/2, S S~2[1H|B|/2 simultaneously. However, as proved in Proposition , this
cannot happen because g and €);, and consequently ﬁk and ﬁl, have different coset-types when k # I. Therefore,
there is no o € S|p|, and thus no o € San, for which 75 € S; and 75 € (Q,;1 &) Ql_l)HQN. It follows that
’(Q,;l @Ql_l)HgNﬁS;‘ =0 for every o € Say. O

We now focus on the case k = 1. Let us set B = {2k; +1,...,2N}, so that the elements in B¢ correspond to all the
transpositions in Qg (recall that B¢ is the complement of B). We will discuss possible modifications of B later on.

According to relations and (F'28 -7 in order to have 8 € Hopn, we need ﬁ;ﬁ ﬁ;ﬁ_ € Hy_p,. We will see how
these relations determine the possible o that we can use. First, notice that 92 e H N—hs- Indeed, let the sequence
(2¢+1,...,2¢+ 2a) correspond to a cycle of length 2a in Qk. After one application of Ok, (2¢+1,...,2¢+ 2a) maps
to (2q+ 1 ., 2q+2a) — (2¢+2,29+3,...,2g+2a—1,29+2a,2q+1). After a second application of the permutation,
we have (2q +1,...,2¢+ 2a) — (2¢ + 3,2q +4,...,2¢ + 2a — 1,29 + 2a,2q + 1,2q + 2), which brings the pairs of
the form (2p — 1,2p), with p € {1,...,a}, back together. Since this holds for an arbitrary a, we see that ﬁi satisfies
the conditions to be in Hy_g,. In view of this, we see that ?2,;2 € Hy_g,, and thus ?2,;252165 = 6’;15—1 € Hy_k,-
Consequently, the conditions that o must satisfy can be written as Qka Eﬁk € Hy_y, -

Another interesting property of Q. is that every pair of the form (2p — 1,2p), with p € {k1 +1,..., N}, belongs to
the same cycle in (NZk This is because all the elements within the cycles of Qk are consecutive and, moreover, all of
the cycles have even length. We will use this fact to find the structure of &.

Consider again the sequence (2¢ + 1,...,2¢ + 2a), corresponding to a cycle of length 2a in ﬁk Every element in
this sequence can be written as 2¢+ 20 — 1 or 2¢+ 2] with [ € {1, ..., a}. Therefore, every pair of the form (2p — 1, 2p)
with elements in this sequence can be written as (2¢ + 21 — 1,2¢ + 21). This holds for every cycle in Q.

If Qpo € Hy_p,, then, for all | € {1,...,a}, Qr(G(2¢+ 20 — 1)) = 2¢' + 21 — 1 and Qi (5(2¢ + 21)) = 2¢' + 21/,
or Q(5(2¢ + 21 — 1)) = 2¢ + 2’ and Qk( (2¢ +21)) = 2¢' + 2" — 1, with 2¢’ + 1 being the first element in another
cycle of length 2a’ in Q. Here ' € {1,...,a’}. We can use these relations to find the action of & over the elements
in (2¢+1,...,2¢ + 2a). We will analyze these two possible conditions separately, and during this procedure we will
keep in mind 5S~)k € Hy_j, also holds.

Case 1: Q(5(2¢ + 21 — 1)) = 2¢' + 21’ — 1 and Q4 (5(2q + 21)) = 2¢’ + 2.

The first of these relations implies that (2¢ + 21 — 1) = Q' (2¢' + 21’ — 1). Consequently, if ' # 1, 5(2¢+21 —1) =
2¢'+21' =2. IfI' = 1, 5(2¢+20— 1) = 2¢' +2a’. The second of these relations implies that 5(2¢+21) = Q' (2¢' +2') =
2 + 20" — 1.
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Moreover, we have that &(Qg(2g + 21 — 1)) = (2q + 21) = 2¢' + 2/’ — 1, which, given that 5Qy € Hy_y,, implies
F(U(2q+20)) = 2¢' +21'. T 1 # a, 5(Qu(2q+21)) = (2 + 21+ 1) = 2/ +20'. Tt | = a, 7 (2q+20)) = 5(2g+1) =
2q" +21'.

Therefore, & must have the following structure:

p: | 2+2-1] 2q+2 |2q+2+1]..
5(p): ...|2¢ +2' —2|2¢ +2 —1] 20 +20 |....

(F29)

The first and last elements of the cycles can be included in this structure by taking the addition and subtraction
modulo a or &’ B

Case 2: Qi(d(2¢+ 21 — 1)) =2¢' +2I' and Qg (c(2¢ + 21)) = 2¢' + 21" — 1.

The first relation implies that o(2¢ + 20 — 1) = le(2q’ + 2"y = 2¢' + 2" — 1. The second relation implies that
F(2q+20) = QN (2q +2U' —1). T =1, 5(2¢+21) = Q. 1(2¢' +1) = 2¢'+2d’, otherwise 7(2¢+21) = Q. '(2¢' +2I' 1) =
2 + 20" — 2.

Moreover, we have that &(€(2¢ + 21 — 1)) = 5(2q + 21). Thus, considering that 50 € Hy_s,, 5(Qe(2q + 21)) =
2¢' +2a’ — 1 for I' =1, and 5(Qu(2q + 21)) = 2¢' + 21’ — 3 for I’ # 1. These relations lead to four results:

o(2¢+20+1)=2¢ +2I' -3, for I' #1,l # q; (F30)
o(2¢+1)=2¢ +2I' =3, for ' # 1,1 = a; (F31)
o(2¢+2l+1)=2¢ +2d -1, forl' = 1,1 # a; (F32)
0c(2¢+1)=2¢ +2d -1, forl' =1,l = a. (F33)
Gathering all these results, we find that ¢ must have the following structure:
p: .|2q+2-1] 2q+2 [2g+2+1]..., (F34)
5(p): ...|2¢ +20 —1|2¢ + 20 —2|2¢ + 20 - 3]...,

where the first and last elements of the cycles can be included by taking the addition and subtraction modulo a or a’.

As we can see, the results of case 1 show that the image of (2¢+1,...,2¢+ 2a) under ¢ corresponds to shifting the
elements in (2¢' + 1,...,2¢ + 2a’) while maintaining their ascending order. The results of case 2 show that we are
also allowed to make shifts using a descending order of the elements within the cycles. The value of I’ determines by
how much & shifts the elements in (2¢' +1,...,2q¢ +2a’), while the value of ¢’ determines which cycle corresponds to
the image of (2¢+1,...,2q + 2a).

It is apparent that we need to have a = a’, so that every element in the sequence (2g+1,...,2¢ + 2a) has an image
in (2¢'4+1,...,2¢" + 2a’). We can show that this is in fact a consequence of the relations 5, 510, € Hy_p, (the
second of these is obtained by noticing that Qo € Hpy_y, implies 5_162,;1 € Hy_g,, which leads to 5‘1ﬁglﬁi =
5_le S HN,kl).

Suppose that a > a/, then there must be some [* € {1,...,a} such that (2¢ + 2I* — 1), 5(2¢ + 21*) ¢ {2¢' +
1,...,2¢'+2d’}, but 5(2g+20*—3), 5(2g+21*—2) € {2¢'+1,...,2¢' +2a’}. Let 6(2¢+21*—1) =r, 5(2¢+20*) = r'.
After applying Ok and & over (2¢+1,...,2¢ + 2a), we have

D o |2q 4207 =3 |2¢+ 20 —2 |2+ 20 — 1| 2¢+20* ...,
Qi (p) : A2q+20" —2|2¢+20" =1 2¢+20* |2¢q+20"+1]..., (F35)
F( ) : ... |2¢ +2U + T ! cey

where j € {1,...,a’}. We see that the image of the pair (2¢ + 2I* — 3,2q + 2I* — 2) is (2¢' + 2I' + j,r) under
5§~2k, and this breaks the condition Gﬁk € Hpy_g, because the companion of 2¢’ + 2’ 4+ j should be an element of
{2¢' +1,...,2¢' + 2a’}, but r is not. Consequently, we must have a < a’.

Suppose now that a < a’, then there must exist m* € {1,...,a’} such that 7=1(2¢' + 2m* — 1), 7 1(2¢' + 2m*) ¢
{2¢+1,...,2q+2a}, but 77 1(2¢' +2m* —3), 071 (2¢ +2m* —2) € {2¢+1,...,2¢+2a}. Let 7 1(2¢' +2m* —1) = s,
o 1(2q +2m*) = s'. After applying Qi and 5% to (2¢' +1,...,2¢ + 2a’), we obtain

p: 12¢ +2m* —3|2¢ +2m* —2|2¢ +2m* — 1| 2¢ +2m* .
Qr(p) : 2¢ +2m* —2(2¢ +2m* — 1| 2¢ +2m* |2¢ +2m* +1]|..., (F36)
o () ... 242+ s s .
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where j € {1,...,a}. Just as before, we see that the image under 5-1Qy, of the pair (2¢' +2m* — 3,2¢' + 2m™* — 2) is
(2¢ + 20 + j,s), which breaks the condition 5y, € Hp_y, because 2q + 2] + j should be paired with an element of
{2¢+1,...,2¢ + 2a}, not with s € {2¢ + 1,...,2q + 2a}. We therefore conclude that a = @/, i.e., the image under &
of any cycle of length 2a in Qy, must correspond to another cycle of length 2a in Qke.

Having found the structure of &, we can easily count how many of them there are.

Proposition F.7. There are HiVZQ(Za)ka kq! possible o.

Proof. As we just showed, the image under o of the elements within a cycle of length 2a in ﬁk corresponds to a shift
of the elements within another cycle of length 2a in Q. For all of these cycles, there are a possible values of the
shift (because there are a possible values of I’ in Egs. , ) Additionally, we can make each shift with the
elements within the cycles having either an ascending or descending order (as shown also in Eqgs. (F29)), (F34)). Since
there are k, cycles of length 2a in g, we have a total of (2a)** ways of choosing the shift and order of all of them.
Moreover, as mentioned below Eq. , ¢’ determines the image of a given cycle. The number of possible ¢’ is equal
to the number of cycles of length 2a, namely k., which means that there are k,! ways of choosing the images of all
these cycles. This implies that there are a total of (2a)¥k,! ways of choosing the image under & of all the cycles of
length 2a in ﬁk. Since a is arbitrary, and we are only considering cycles of length greater than two, we conclude that
there are HiVZQ(Za)k“ k,! possible ways of choosing the image of &. O

Having found the number of possible ¢ and their structure, we can focus on &. This will also allow us to discuss
possible modifications to B. As shown in Egs. and , once we choose ¢ for B = {2k; +1,...,2N}, we
have complete freedom in the choice of & € Sy, . This is because & plays no role in the computation of 5. Indeed, we
needed ¢ to “break” all the connected components of length greater than two in I'(£2g), while we “hid” the action of
& with our choice of B. We can now fix o, so that ¢ = & @ ¢ keeps breaking the connected components of interest,
and see if we can “reveal” some of the structure of ¢ while keeping 8 € Hap.

If we extend B to include a pair of points (2p — 1,2p), with p € {1,...,k1}, computing 8 amounts to calculating
Qr(7(2p—1)), U(5(2p)) and Qi (571 (2p—1)), Qe (67 1(2p)). Since Qi consists only of transpositions, in order to have
B € Hyn we need the image of (2p — 1, 2p) under & to be of the form (2¢ — 1,2q) or (2¢,2¢ — 1), with ¢ € {1,..., k1 }.
Similarly, the image of (2p — 1,2p) under 6~ must be of the form (2¢' —1,2¢) or (2¢',2¢' — 1), with ¢/ € {1,... k1 }.
This means we can extend B to include (2p — 1,2p) as long as this pair of points leads to a connected component of
length two in I'(7). Notice that extending B to include (2p — 1,2p) may imply o(B) # B, 0~(B) # B. However,
since the pair (2p — 1, 2p) leads to a connected component of length two in I'(7), we can guarantee that it will also
lead to connected components of length two in T'(Q5), T'(Qxo 1), and thus T'(Qo), T'(Qro 1), making 3 satisfy
the conditions to be an element of Hyy. Consequently, given an specific &, any modification of B will consist in
appending pairs of the form {(2p — 1,2p)} that correspond to connected components of length two in I'(7). Notice
that the choice of including a given pair is independent of the choice of including any other pair.

The exact number of possible modifications of B, for given ¢ and &, will depend on the number of connected
components of length two in T'(5). Let 1(3) be the coset-type of &, and let n(*)(5) be the number of ones in 7(5),
which is equivalent to the number of connected components of length two in I'(5). Each of these connected components
will correspond to a pair (2p — 1,2p) with p € {1,...,k;}. For each pair we can decide whether to include it in B or

not. This means that we can modify B in 21 (@) ways. This result allows us to state the following propositions:

Proposition F.8. ’(Q,;l @ Q;l)HgN N S;‘ — 91" () if o = 6 ®0, and vanishes otherwise. Here, ¢ € Sai, acts over
{1,...,2k1}, and nM)(G) is the number of ones in the coset-type of 5. & € Son_op, acts over {2k +1,...,2N} and
has the form indicated by Eqs. (F29) or (F34]).

Proof. We have seen that in order for 75 € S¥, with B C {1,...,2N}, to also be an element of (Q,:l & Q;l)HgN,

Eqgs. (F25) and (F26]), later transformed into Egs. (F27)) and (F28), must hold. By setting B = {2k; + 1,...,2N},

we found that these equations are satisfied if 0 = ¢ & o, with ¢ acting over B and ¢ over B. Moreover, ¢ must
be defined by Egs. or . Fixing o, we can modify B in order to include any number of pairs of the form
(2p—1,2p) € {1,...,2N} that correspond to connected components of length two in I'(7). The total number of this
type of connected components is equal to 77(1)(6)7 the number of ones in the coset-type of . For each pair we can

choose whether to include it in B or not, which leads to a total of 21" (?) possible modifications to B. Therefore,
there are 27" (@) possible 7 for a given 0 = @ 0. O
Proposition F.9.

N

> 1@ @ Hay 15| = [T k! - 277, (F37)

o€SaN a=2 a'ESle
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Proof. The sum over all o € Sy reduces to a sum over permutations of the form ¢ = d @ ¢ because the summand
vanishes otherwise. For a given & there are always HN: (2a)kek,! possible &, so we only need to sum over &. O

Now that we have computed ‘ (Q g Q )H2 NN S*’ as a function of k, I and o, we are almost ready to attack
Eq. (F1). Combining all the results we have obtained so far, we can see that

Z Hk|l|2ak+l Z ban (3 @ 0(5), Q(d) &L oa(f))

k(o) 1(c) a=1 0ESan
-2 H Fall!(2a)Fatle > [t @ ) Han 085

k() 1(c) a=1 oESan

2
! - - *

2 <H W) > (9 © 9 Hon 0153

k() \a=1 9% 0ESan

N

- Z (H ) H ko!(2a)" Z on'" (@)

k@ \a=1 I(2a)* sitm,

1 \? 0 ()

"L H kal(2a)*e |\ 2% k! 2 (F38)

k() \a=2 ‘_Teszkl

In order to complete our proof, we need two additional results.

Proposition F.10. Let S, be the symmetric group of degree 2n, and 1V (o) stand for the number of ones in the
coset-type of o € Sa,. Moreover, let a be a real parameter satisfying || < 1. Then,

S 217 = g2y j% /21— )~ 1/2]

€Sy,

(F39)

a=0

Proof. Let H, denote the set of permutations o € S, that have coset-type 7. Since every ¢ has a unique coset-type,
it will belong to only one H,,. This allows us to write the sum over o € Sy, in Eq. (F39)) as

ST 2@ =57, 20" (F40)

0€San nkn

where 1 F n indicates that the sum is taken over all the integer partitions of n (recall that the coset-type of a
permutation in Sy, is an integer partition of n), and n(*) is the number of ones in 1.

Given a partition 7 of n, we can construct a vector of non-negative integers k = (k1,...,k,) whose components
satisfy k1 + 2ko + - - - + nk, = n. Indeed, we need only define k, as the multiplicity of a in 7, i.e., k, is the number of
times a appears in 7. This implies that

SO =N 2 = 3 |y 2k, (F41)

o€San nkn k(c)
where we n(1) = k; has been used, and we write k(¢) to indicate that the components of k are constrained.
According to Refs. [35] [47], we have

n

" 1
(| = 1] = ") ] -

RalGa e

a=1

which leads to the expression

1 1
Z 277(1)(0) 2”7’7,' Z (H ]{ 1 2 ) le = (2nn')Z7L (17 57 e 72> ) (F43)
CL

oESan k() \a=1

where we recalled the definition of the cycle index of S,, (Eq. in the main text):

Zn(Yiye oY) = ZH ak Hya. (F44)

k(c) a= 1
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Using the generating function of Z,(y1,...,¥n)

exp [Z yll] = Zn (Y1, -, yn)", (F45)
1=1 .

we can write

1 al 1 o 1 1
a/2 n
a+215211—e expl2g 11_5 Zn(1,27...,2>a. (F46)

exp
=1 n=0
Assuming that |a| < 1, we can write ;2 !/l = —log(1 — «), and obtain
/% exp ! log(1 — )| = e?(1 —a)~ /% = Z Zn . 1 a”. (F47)
2 2

Eq. (F39) follows from repeatedly differentiating this expression with respect to «, and then evaluating at « = 0. [

Proposition F.11. Let x be a real parameter. Then,

Z <H k,!(2a)k > 2high = % Z (;) " Gn—m, (F48)

k() m=0
where g,, is defined by the relation
8121 — g)12 = § Im g = (—=1/2)™ 3 Fy(1/2, —m; ;2 F49
( 5) 5 ) 9Im ( /) 2 0( /7 IR )7 ( )

|
0 m:

with | 8] < 1 and 2Fy(a,b;; z) the hypergeometric function o Fy.
Proof. We can readily notice that

1 1
Z<Hk'2a >2kxk Zn(:z:,Z,...,2>, (F50)

k()

and thus we can use the generating function of Z,, to find an new expression for the left-hand side of Eq. (F48)). We
have

exp

1 zB,—B/2 1o 8 c- 1 LY on
1'54‘527 =e"e exp 527 :ZZTL 3775775 ﬂ (F51)
=2 =1 n=0

Using the equality > o, 8'/l = —log(1 — j) for |B| < 1, we can recast this expression as

1
e 21— )12 =) "2, = L F52
e Z (2:53) (F52)
Consequently,
1 1 1 d7
S (T] Phigh 7, <x Lo ) = LA (e - gy (F53)
' Y Y 9 |
k(e (a 1k (2a)F ) 2 2 n! dpgm 5=0
Now, let us expand e*® and e=#/2(1 — §)~1/? as
B N~ - - o m am
eﬁ:i,oiﬁ , e PRL-p) 1/2=Z:Omﬁ : (F54)

These expressions allow us to write
o0 o0 1 n n
e ) = (Z ) (Z o 6?) =2 (Z (m) x’”gn_m> o, (F55)
m=0 n! = n=0 " \m=0

where we used Leibniz formula for the product of two series [33] [38] to obtain the last equality. Repeated differentiation
with respect to 8, and evaluation at 8 = 0, leads to Eq. (F48|). O
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Using Proposition we can recast the last line in Eq. (F38) as

o 1 1 \? ™ a 1 dk
n(e) — k1 a/2(1 _ \—1/2
S (M ) () S 270 =3 (M g ) 2 i [0 -o]| o o
k(e \a=2 GE€Sop, k(e \a=1 a=0
This expression leads to the following result:
Proposition F.12.
N
1 b AT e —1/2
> (I e ) i [ea-o]|_ -1 o
k() \a=1 a a=0

Proof. Let us define the differential operator

| L R
Do=) Hk;a!(Qa)ka 2" (F58)

which allows us to write

al 1 o A /2 1/2 /2 1/2
2k [e“ (1-a) ] =D, [ea (1-a) ] . (F59)
kz(;) (};[1 ko!(2a)ka dakr a0 a=0
Using Proposition we can reorganize the sum that defines D, to obtain
N N
1 dh 1 N dm
D, = 2k =— —m— F60
> (I e )2 = 31 35, () -wi )
Expanding e®/?(1 — a)~'/? as
_ > a (2p — ! 1 1
e“?(1 - a) 1/2220*1!7@[); ap:TlFl RACERLSYE (F61)
p:

where 1 Fy (a; b; ¢) denotes the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind, we have

N 00 N
1 N dm ap 1 N
_ = . P = mIN—m.- F62
a=0 N!mz_o(m>gN da™ (Z p!a ) N!mZ_O<m)a IN (F62)

p=0

D, [ea/Q(l —a)—l/ﬂ

a=0

Now, notice that

|:eo¢/2(1 _ a)—1/2} [e—a/2(1 -~ a)—1/2] _ (i f;]!aap> ( .- gﬁa’”) - i% (i (Z)amgnm> a"=(1-a)t

p=0 m=0 n=0 m=0

(F63)
which, combined with the fact that (1 —a)~! =37 ja" for |a| < 1, allows us to conclude that
N
1 N

a/2(1 _ \—1/2 _ 1 _
D, [e (1-a) } T mz::O (m>amgN_m =1 (F64)
for all N. 0

This concludes our proof of Eq. (F1]).
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