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We provide a framework to determine the upper bound to the complexity of a computing a given
observable with respect to a Hamiltonian. By considering the Heisenberg evolution of the observable,
we show that each Hamiltonian defines an equivalence relation, causing the operator space to be
partitioned into equivalence classes. Any operator within a specific class never leaves its equivalence
class during the evolution. We provide a method to determine the dimension of the equivalence
classes and evaluate it for various models, such as the XY chain and Kitaev model on trees. Our
findings reveal that the complexity of operator evolution in the XY model grows from the edge to
the bulk, which is physically manifested as suppressed relaxation of qubits near the boundary. Our
methods are used to reveal several new cases of simulable quantum dynamics, including a XY -ZZ
model which cannot be reduced to free fermions.

Introduction Solving time dynamics of quantum
many-body problems is typically an extremely difficult
task. In a brute force computation of such systems,
one requires solving a coupled differential equations with
an exponential number of parameters with respect to
the system size. In the Heisenberg formulation, an ini-
tially local observable evolves into an exponentially com-
plex sum of non-local operators [1–6]. This prolifera-
tion of operators in the Heisenberg picture, called op-
erator growth, has been explored recently in numerous
closed [1, 2, 4, 6–11] and open quantum systems [12–18].
Understanding operator complexity is crucial for deter-
mining the boundary between solvable and unsolvable
problems in quantum dynamics, distinguishing between
reachable and non-reachable quantum states, and under-
standing how information propagates through quantum
systems. In a quantum computing context, the simulabil-
ity of quantum circuits is a crucial question in the context
of quantum advantage and other applications [19–25].

In some special cases, the space where the operator
evolution occurs may not necessarily cover the full opera-
tor space. For instance, in free-fermionic spin chains, the
z-spin projection operator under Heisenberg evolution
only scales polynomially with the system size [26, 27].
This restricted evolution explains the solvability of vari-
ous dynamic [28–40] and transport [41–45] problems, as
well as the classical simulability of matchgate circuits
[26, 27, 46–48]. Moreover, different local operators within
the same system can evolve in non-overlapping subspaces
with varying dimensions and growth patterns. Exam-

ples include the z- and x-spin projections in the XX
model [2], or edge modes decoupled from the bulk [49–
52] discovered in various models. The dimensionality of
this subspace, which we call the Operator Evolution Di-
mension (OED), provides a natural upper bound for the
complexity of simulating the corresponding quantum dy-
namics problem.

In this paper, we introduce a framework to classify the
OEDs of different local operators, which allows for a pow-
erful way of understanding of the difference between sim-
ulable and non-simulable quantum dynamics problems.
Given a spin-1/2 Hamiltonian, we show that one may
define a equivalence relation on the set of Pauli strings,
such that the span of each equivalence class is closed
with respect to commutation with the Hamiltonian. We
then study how specific Hamiltonians segregate the space
of Pauli strings into these equivalence classes and com-
pute the corresponding OEDs for operators within these
classes. We provide a procedure to exactly derive these
polynomials, offering a clear method to bound from above
the complexity of operator evolution. Such knowledge of
OEDs gives insight into the complexity of quantum dy-
namics of the system, which we illustrate on several mod-
els, including some which are non-free fermion models.

Equivalence classes of Pauli strings In the operator
space of L spin-1/2 particles, we define a Pauli string
as P = S1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ SL, where Si ∈ {Ii, Xi, Yi, Zi}. Here
Xi, Yi, Zi are Pauli matrices acting on ith site and Ii is
the identity matrix. There are 4L different Pauli strings
in total that constitute a complete oeprator basis P =
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Consider an operator A ∈ P, such that A ≡ Pn. The

aim in a time dynamical problem is to find the Heisenberg
representation of this operator A(t), given by following
expansion:

A(t) ≡
D∑

m=1

fm(t)Pm, (1)

where fm(t) are time-dependent functions that should
be obtained from the solutions of Heisenberg equations
and D is the OED of the operator A. The evolution is
governed by the Hamiltonian H that can be represented
as a sum of M Pauli strings,

H =

M∑

n=1

hnHn, (2)

where Hn ∈ P are Pauli strings (referred to as Hamilto-
nian strings) and hn are real numbers.
Given the set of Hamiltonian strings H = {Hn}Mn=1,

we can define an equivalence relation among Pauli strings
(denoted by ∼) within the set P. Specifically, we consider
strings Pn and Pm as equivalent if they coincide or if one
can be derived from another after Q rounds of commuta-
tion with Hamiltonian strings from H. More specifically,
there exists {Hk1

, . . . ,HkQ
} ∈ H and a complex number

a such that:

Pn = a[HkQ
, . . . , [Hk2 , [Hk1 , Pm]] . . . ]. (3)

This binary relation satisfies the axioms of equivalence
relations. This implies reflexivity Pn ∼ Pn, symmetry1

Pn ∼ Pm ⇐⇒ Pm ∼ Pn, and transitivity: if Pn ∼ Pm

and Pm ∼ Pl then Pn ∼ Pl.
The above equivalence relation results in a partition of

P intoK disjoint equivalence classes P = A1
⋃ · · ·⋃AK .

We will employ the notation A[A] for equivalence classes,
where A is some particular Pauli string from this class,
the corresponding OED is denoted as D[A]. Note that
to define an equivalence class, it is sufficient to specify
just one operator from that class. In general, for a given
Hamiltonian, the equivalence class of any operator can be
determined by algorithmically generating all strings that
result from commutation with the Hamiltonian strings
(see Supplementary Material).

Disordered XY -spin chains. Let us consider a simple
application of the equivalence class framework by exam-
ining the disordered XY -spin chain, with Hamiltonian

HXY =

L∑

i=1

Jxx
i XiXi+1 + Jyy

i YiYi+1+

Jxy
i XiYi+1 + Jyx

i YiXi+1 + hz
iZi, (4)

1 This follows from [Hk, [Hk, P ]] = 4P for any two non-commuting
Pauli strings Hk and P .

2 loops
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FIG. 1. The growth of OEDs for various operators as a
function of the system size L and lattice index i. Log-log plot
illustrating the (a) OEDs of different operators as labeled in
the XY chain (4); (b) OEDs of operators Xi in the XY chain
AXY[Xi] as a function of lattice index i; (c) sum of OEDs for
single site operators in the Kitaev chain Di

Kit-loc = DKit[Xi]+
DKit[Yi] + DKit[Zi]. (d) Semi-log plot showing numerically
obtained values of OEDs for Z1 operator in the XY -ZZ chain
and the corresponding exponential fit ∼ 11.03e0.365413L.

Here the J and h coefficients take arbitrary real values.
Unless stated otherwise, we will assume open boundary
conditions.

We start with the well-known classes A1
XY and A2

XY,
which can be generated from the strings X1 and Zi, re-
spectively. The class A1

XY is known as Majorana strings
and has the following elements:

A1
XY = {X1, Z1X2, Z1Z2X3, . . . , Z1 . . . ZL−1XL,

Y1, Z1Y2, Z1Z2Y3, . . . , Z1 . . . ZL−1YL} , (5)

which has dimension D1
XY = 2L. The class A2

XY consists
of special Pauli strings known as Onsager strings [53,
54]. An Onsager string is either a single Pauli matrix
Zj or a product of Pauli matrices on consecutive sites
with matrices X or Y at the ends and matrices Z in the
middle, e.g. Y3Z4Z5Z6X7. There are D2

XY = 2L2 − L
Onsager strings. Both these classes have an OED that are
low-order polynomials in L. This can be considered the
fundamental reason that particular observables in these
classes can be simulated efficiently.

Interestingly, these are not the only classes that are
present for the XY Hamiltonian. In fact we find that P
is divided into K = 2L + 1 equivalence classes as P =
A0

XY

⋃ · · ·⋃A2L
XY. The full set of classes can be denoted

by A2n−1
XY ≡ AXY[Xn] and A2n

XY ≡ AXY[
∏n

m=1 Zm],
where n ∈ [1, L]. In addition to these there is also the
trivial identity classA0

XY = {I1⊗· · ·⊗IL} which is always
present in any model.

Let us now determine the dimension of these equiva-
lence classes (see also Supplementary Material [55]). For
an arbitrary system size L, the OED of the equivalence
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class AN
XY can be written as a polynomial of degree N :

DN
XY(L) =

N∑

j=0

kNj Lj . (6)

The coefficients kN0 , . . . , kNN for N ≤ L are determined as
solutions of the following system of equations:

V (0, . . . , N)K⃗N = D⃗N
XY. (7)

Here V (0, 1, . . . , N) is a Vandermonde matrix, K⃗N ≡
(kN0 , . . . , kNN ), and the vector of values D⃗N

XY =
(DN

XY(0), . . . , D
N
XY(N)) is given by

DN
XY(m) =





0 m ≤ ⌈N/2− 1⌉
D

⌈2(m−N/2)⌉
XY (m) m ≥ ⌈N/2⌉

4N − 2
N−1∑
n=0

Dn
XY(m) m = N

.

(8)

For a specific N , the vector of values is determined from
the previous N − 1 polynomials. Specifically, DN

XY(m) is
equal to zero for the first several values of m, as on a lat-
tice of length m there is simply no equivalence class that
corresponds to N . The remaining values are determined
from the relation Dn

XY = D2L−n
XY . The same relation pro-

vides the polynomial in the case N ≥ L + 1. The last
line in (8) is derived from the fact that the sum of di-
mensions of all classes must be equal to 4L. Therefore,
starting from classes A1

XY and A2
XY one can iteratively

construct all the other classes and compute their dimen-
sionalities. Despite the extensive research history of some
of these models, to our knowledge the complexity of ar-
bitrary local operators has not been discussed.

For example, the expression for D5
XY is found to be:

D5
XY =

4

10
L− 5

3
L2 +

7

3
L3 − 4

3
L4 +

4

15
L5. (9)

The above integer-valued polynomial gives the OED of
the operators X3 and Y3. This means that determin-
ing the exact dynamics of these operators in the basis
of Pauli strings would require solving D5

XY linear equa-
tions. Figure 1(a) shows some other examples on a log-
arithmic plot, showing the polynomial growth of these
equivalence classes. For an arbitrary lattice index Xn,
the dimensionality of the corresponding class is given by
a polynomial of degree 2n− 1. In a computational com-
plexity sense, this makes calculating the dynamics of any
arbitrary Pauli string in the XY chain efficient, in the
sense that the OED is polynomial. However, towards the
middle of the chain the degree of the polynomial may be
prohibitively large such that practically larger chains are
inaccessible. In Fig. 1(b), we plot the dependence of
DXY[Xi] on the lattice index i, showing a peak in the

(a.1)

(a.2)

(a.3) (b.3)

(b.2)

(b.1)
XY-chain Kitaev chain

FIG. 2. Single-qubit relaxation dynamics for the initial state
ρinit = |ψi⟩⟨ψi| ⊗ I⊗L−1/2L−1, here |ψi⟩ is the state of i-th
qubit, the rest of the system is at the infinite temperature.
(a) XY -chain (4), Jαβ

i = 1, hz
i = 10, L = 12, |ψi⟩ = |+⟩i (b)

1D Kitaev chain (10), Jx
i = Jy

i = Jz
i = 1, L = 30, |ψ1⟩ = |1⟩1,

|ψ2⟩ = |+⟩2, |ψ3⟩ = |−⟩3.

middle of the chain and smaller values near the edges.
This example demonstrates the edge-to-bulk growth of
OED within theXY -chain. This implies the greater com-
putational overhead to study dynamics of observables in
the bulk of the system.

To show that the increase in complexity from the edge
to the bulk has also physical ramifications, we compute
the relaxation dynamics of a single qubit at infinite tem-
perature. The XY chain is known to have boundary
modes that are fully decoupled from the bulk excitations
[49, 52]. As such we expect qubits on the edges to main-
tain coherence to a better extent that those in the bulk.
We consider the XY Hamiltonian with the uniform cou-
plings Jαβ

i = 1 and a large magnetic field hz
i = 10, to

induce fast oscillations in the XY -plane so that we may
observe the coherence decay [56, 57]. As the initial state,
we consider ρinit ∝ |+⟩i⟨+|i⊗I⊗L−1, that corresponds to
ith qubit being fully polarized along x-axis and the rest of
the system being at the infinite temperature state. Al-
though the system under consideration is integrable, a
single qubit placed inside an infinite temperature bath
still rapidly relaxes to its equilibrium value. This, how-
ever, does not occur for the edge qubit, as its evolution
takes place in a small subspace that is decoupled from the
bulk. This is manifested by the collapse and revival it un-
dergoes during evolution, as seen in Fig. 2(a.1). We ob-
serve that qubits adjacent to the edge qubit also exhibit
collapse and revival, although they are less pronounced,
with the amplitude vanishing as one moves towards the
bulk, see Fig. 2(a.2)(a.3). The revivals can be explained
by the fact that the OED of the corresponding operator
near the edge is still relatively small, so the initial qubit
polarization cannot dissipate swiftly due to the limited
number of degrees of freedom available for dissipation.
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no loops

1 loop

2 loops
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FIG. 3. (a) Growth of OED DXY[Z1] of the Z1 opera-
tor during the SWAP gate perturbed XY -evolution. Blocks
UXY = e−itHXY describe evolution governed by the Hamil-
tonian (4). As nearest-neighbour SWAP gates are applied,
DXY[Z1] increases as O(L2+2m), where m is the number of
applied gates. (b) Illustration of a Kitaev Hamiltonian (10)
on the tree. (c) Geometry of 1D Kitaev chains with and with-
out loops.

Mixing of equivalence classes by perturbations and
quenches. Introducing perturbations to a Hamiltonian
affects the equivalence classes of the model. For example,
applying periodic boundary conditions to the Hamilto-
nian (4) changes the equivalence classes such that in-
stead of having a unique class for each operator Xn,
only two classes distinguished by odd and even lattice in-
dices are present, each exhibiting exponential dimension-
ality 4L−1. The class A2

XY remains composed of Onsager
strings, but since the lattice is periodic its dimensionality
doubles, resulting in D2

XY-PBC = 2D2
XY. This example il-

lustrates how the same perturbation can affect OEDs of
different operators in a drastically different way.

Another example of a perturbation is applying SWAP-
quenches, when a XY Hamiltonian evolution is inter-
rupted by a nearest-neighbour SWAP-gate, see Fig. 3(a).
Examining the equivalence classes of Zi, it is found that
a single SWAPj,j+1-gate application merges classes A2

XY

and A4
XY, into a unified class with the dimension being

fourth order in L. Generally, applying multiple SWAP-
quenches during XY evolution increases the OED of Zi

as polynomial of degree 2+ 2m, with m representing the
number of quenches. This is consistent with the asymp-
totic results recently reported in [58]. Ultimately, SWAP-
quenches will intermix all equivalence classes into one,
achieving a dimensionality of 4L − 1. This is consistent
with the fact that XY dynamics combined with SWAP-
quenches is universal [46].

Not all quenches, however, merge equivalence classes.
One example of this are parameter quenches in (2) hn →
h′
n do not affect worst case OED. Due to this fact our for-

malism is directly extendable to time-dependent Hamil-
tonians. Another example are Pauli gates W = Xi, Yi, Zi

which act on any Pauli string as W †PnW = ±Pn, leaving
any equivalence class of Pauli strings unaffected. In case
of the class A2

XY, it is easy to check that the phase gate
W =

√
Zi and the gate W = Xi cosα + Yi sinα, where

α ∈ R, are also equivalence preserving quenches. There-
fore XY dynamics can be augmented with an arbitrary
number of the above quenches without complicating its

simulability.
Other Hamiltonians. To show that our methods are

applicable in a more general context, we consider other
Hamiltonians. One example is the Kitaev Hamiltonian
on a tree graph GL

tree with L vertexes and at most three
edges incident to each vertex (Fig. 3(b)). The Hamilto-
nian has the form [59]

HKit =
∑

⟨i,j⟩∈G

Jx
ijXiXj + Jy

ijYiYj + Jz
ijZiZj , (10)

where for a given pair ⟨i, j⟩ of neighbouring vertexes two
of three coupling constants Jx,y,z

ij must be zero, but the
remaining is non-zero. In addition, the Hamiltonian must
have a proper 3-edge coloring of the graph, where each
“color” represents the interaction type XX,Y Y or ZZ,
and proper coloring implies that no vertex belongs to
two edges with the same color. For this Hamiltonian,
each local operator Xn, Yn or Zn belongs to its unique
equivalence class and has OEDs that can be given as
at most nth degree polynomial of L. In Fig. 1(c) the
growth of the OED for local Pauli operators is shown for
the one-dimensional Kitaev chain (Fig. 3(c)), revealing
a polynomial growth of Dn

Kit-loc. We find that OEDs of
local operators in the Hamiltonian (10) can always be
expressed as an integer-valued polynomial as long as the
tree structure of the Hamiltonian is maintained, with the
specific geometry influencing the form of the polynomial.
Kitaev Hamiltonians such as (10) offer a rich play-

ground for exploring equivalence classes and the dynam-
ics of operator growth. Such Hamiltonians contain nu-
merous local operators that belong to equivalence classes
of relatively low dimensions. Introducing external mag-
netic fields or loops in the graph one can merge some of
these classes in a controllable manner. For example, in
Fig. 1(c) we demonstrate how the total OEDs of local
operators X4, Y4, Z4 increases when the tree structure of
the graph in the Hamiltonian (10) is disrupted by adding
loops while maintaining its length (Fig. 3(c)). This re-
sults in a dimensional jump of Dn

Kit-loc by a factor of
2mDn

Kit-loc, where m denotes the number of added loops.
This relation holds within range of n and m, as long as
2mDn

Kit-loc ≪ 4L.
Finally, we introduce the XY −ZZ model which again

induces a nontrivial division of equivalence classes. The
Hamiltonian of XY − ZZ model reads:

HXY-ZZ =

L∑

i=1

Jx
2i−1X2i−1X2i + Jy

2i−1Y2i−1Y2i

+ Jz
2iZ2iZ2i+1, (11)

here again the coefficients J are real. In case of
this Hamiltonian the operators Xi and Yi each be-
long to distinct equivalence classes with dimensionalities
DXY-ZZ[Xi, Yi] = 4L−3. Pairs of operators Z2i−1 and Z2i

for i > 1, belong to equivalence classes with slightly big-
ger dimensionality scaling as O(4L−3). While the OED
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of these classes are exponentially growing, some grow at
a much slower rate 2L. The most intriguing case involves
the edge operator Z1, whose equivalence class dimension-
ality grows approximately as DXY-ZZ[Z1] ≃ 11e0.365L,
see Fig 1(d). The factor 0.365 in the exponent enables
a significant practical reduction in problem complexity,
compared to exact diagonalization. For example, if one
were to calculate the dynamics of Z1(t) using exact diag-
onalization, even for a fixed initial state, it would require
O(2L) resources. Suppose that one has enough compu-
tational power to perform exact diagonalization for 30
qubits, then by solving Heisenberg equations inside of
the equivalence class AZ1

XY-ZZ one could find Z1(t) for up
to 45 qubits with the same resources.

Discussion. We have developed a formalism of equiv-
alence classes which allows one to obtain the dimension
of the operator evolution in the Heisenberg picture for
spin-1/2 Hamiltonians. The approach gives a straightfor-
ward way of understanding the nature of why particular
models can be time integrable, and provides a powerful
tool for identifying when quantum dynamics are simula-
ble. To illustrate our approach we examined well-studied
models such as the XY and Kitaev chains and recov-
ered the known result that Xi, Yi at the chain ends and
all Zi can be efficiently computed. Despite the long his-
tory of these models, to our knowledge, the remaining
equivalence classes have not been identified to date. We
showed that the Xi, Yi observables increase in complex-
ity moving from edge to bulk. We also considered various
perturbations that may or may not affect the OEDs of
certain operators. We showed that applications of certain
single-qubit gates during the evolution do not affect OED
of some operators under simulation. This is interesting
from a quantum circuit point of view as it implies that
matchgate circuits can be augmented with such gates
without penalty regarding the simulation. We examined
universality-enabling gates for XY evolution, specifically
SWAP gates, which increases the degree of the OED lin-
early with the number of SWAP gates. Similarly, loops
on Kitaev model on trees increases the complexity by an
exponential factor in the number of loops.

To illustrate our results we mainly showed results on
free-fermionic models, but they may also be applied in
other contexts. We introduced the non-free fermion XY -
ZZ model, we showed that all equivalence classes have
exponential dimensionality. In this model, almost each
local operator still resides within its own equivalence
class. Moreover, the z-projections of edge qubits also
have OEDs that scale more slowly than those of bulk
qubits. Solving the dynamics within the corresponding
equivalence class will still significantly outperform brute
force approach that disregard the spitting of the operator
space, such as exact diagonalization. While we focused
on the basis of Pauli strings for simplicity in this paper,
it is important to note that operators with small OED
exist in other bases as well [34, 39, 60, 61]. Therefore,

studying the separation of other bases into equivalence
classes may potentially yield more examples of simulable
quantum dynamics.
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ALGORITHMIC GENERATION OF EQUIVALENCE CLASSES

Let us introduce the basis of Pauli string P as P = S1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ SL, where Si ∈ {Ii, Xi, Yi, Zi}, here Xi, Yi, Zi are
Pauli matrices acting on ith site, Ii is the identity matrix. There are 4L different Pauli strings in total that constitute

a complete basis P = {Pn}4
L

n=1. Let us also introduce an inner product ⟨⟨·, ·⟩⟩ in this basis as:

⟨⟨Pi, Pj⟩⟩ ≡ tr(P †
i Pj)/tr(I) = δij . (S1)

We assume that the Hamiltonian H can be represented as a sum of N Pauli strings,

H =
N∑

n=1

hnHn, (S2)

where Hn ∈ P are Pauli string (referred to as Hamiltonian strings in what follows) and hn are real numbers.
Now, we will construct a closed subset A starting from some seed operator A1 ∈ P. To this end, we implement

Algorithm 1. Algorithm 1 adds new Pauli strings obtained from the commutation with strings from H to the set A
if they are not already in the set. The algorithm stops when no new string can be generated. As a result of this
algorithm, we obtain subset A of dimensionality D, which is closed with respect to the commutation with H.
For a finite L, this algorithm must always stop because in this case, the algorithm can generate only 4L − 1 strings

at most. Note that the identity Pauli string I(1) = I ≡ I1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ IL is a trivial integral of motion and can never be
generated as a commutation of two other strings. In the simplest case, when A1 is the integral of motion and therefore
commutes with the Hamiltonian, no new strings will be added to A, thus D = 1.

After constructing the equivalence class A = {A1, . . . , AD}, we can write down the Heisenberg equations in a
vectorized form as follows:

d

dt
A(t) = MA(t), (S3)

where we introduced vector A composed of operators as A = (A1, . . . , AD), and A(0), A(t) are Schrödinger and
Heisenberg representations correspondingly. The elements of matrix M are defined as follows:

mij =

N∑

n=1

ihn⟨⟨Aj , [Hn, Ai]⟩⟩. (S4)

It can be easily verified that matrix M is real and skew-symmetric, mij = m∗
ij = −mji.

To find Ai(t), one must further compute the matrix exponential S(t) = eMt. After this, the solution of (S3) can be
found as

Ai(t) =
D∑

j=1

sij(t)Aj(0), (S5)
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Algorithm 1 Generation of basis

Require: Fix A1 and H = {Hn}Nn=1

D = 1
counter = 0
while counter < D do

V = A[counter + 1]
for n = 1, n ≤ N, n = n+ 1 do

[Hn, V ] = aA
if a ̸= 0 and A /∈ A then
A ← A ▷ Add A to the subset
D = D + 1

end if
end for
counter = counter + 1

end while

where sij(t) are matrix elements of S(t). Notice that computing the matrix exponential of M(t) requires additional
computational effort, although polynomial in D. However, if one is only interested in the expectation values ⟨Ai⟩(t) ≡
tr(Ai(t)ρini) for a specific initial state ρini, then direct integration of (S3) can be performed, which is a computationally
easier task.

DIMENSIONALITIES OF EQUIVALENCE CLASSES IN THE XY CHAIN

The Hamiltonian of XY chain is given by:

HXY =

L∑

i=1

Jxx
i XiXi+1 + Jyy

i YiYi+1 + Jxy
i XiYi+1 + Jyx

i YiXi+1 + hz
iZi, (S6)

We will assume open boundary conditions if not stated otherwise.

Majorana and Onsager strings

There is always a trivial class A0
XY which consists of identity operator I(1) = I1 . . . IL, the dimensionality of this

class is D0
XY = 1.

Let us start with the class of Majorana strings A1
XY which can be generated from the operator X1. The class A1

XY

has the following structure:

A1
XY = {X1, Z1X2, Z1Z2X3, . . . , Z1 . . . ZL−1XL,

Y1, Z1Y2, Z1Z2Y3, . . . , Z1 . . . ZL−1YL} , (S7)

with the dimensionality of D1
XY = 2L.

The class of Onsager strings A2
XY has the following structure:

A2
XY =

{{
Rn

j

}L−n,L−1

j=1,n=1−L
,
{
Qn

j

}L−n,L−1

j=1,n=1−L,n ̸=0

}
, (S8)

where Rn
j and Qn

j are defined as
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R0
j = Zj

R−n
j = Yj




n−1∏

m=1

Zj+m


Yj+n,

Rn
j = Xj




n−1∏

m=1

Zj+m


Xj+n, (S9)

Qn
j = Xj




n−1∏

m=1

Zj+m


Yj+n,

Q−n
j = Yj




n−1∏

m=1

Zj+m


Xj+n.

The dimensionality of this class is given by the polynomial D2
XY = 2L2 − L.

Mirrored classes

Equivalence classes possess particular symmetries that may be exploited to deduce their structure. We first consider
the following lemma.

Lemma 1 If a product of two Pauli strings PAB = PAPB from equivalence classes PA ∈ A and PB ∈ B, does not
belong to either of them, PAB /∈ A ∪ B, then it belongs to an equivalence class AB which consist only of products of
strings from A and B.
To prove the above lemma one needs to use the fact that the following is satisfied for three arbitrary Pauli strings

[P1P2, P3] = α[P1, P3]P2, here α ∈ C. In this case let us consider some string generated from PAB and some
Hamiltonian string Hn:

[PAB , Hn] ≡ [PAPB , Hn] = αPA[PB , Hn], (S10)

which is a product of two Pauli strings from A and B or zero.
Now, let us introduce mirrored classes in the XY chain. The Hamiltonian (S6), in general, has only one integral

of motion that can be expressed as a single Pauli string, namely the operator I(2) = Z1 . . . ZL which constitutes the
class A2L

XY. If one multiplies each Pauli string from an equivalence class A by the integral of motion I(2), one obtains
another,“mirrored” equivalence class A, thanks to the identity [Hn, I

(2)Ak] = I(2)[Hn, Ak]. More importantly the
dimensionality of the original and mirrored classes coincide. Therefore in case of XY chain we have:

Dn
XY = D2L−n

XY , n ∈ [0, L] (S11)

Also it is important to note that the class AL
XY always coincides with its mirroring. Indeed it can be is either

generated from the operator X(L+1)/2 in case of odd L and from Z1 . . . ZL/2 in case of even L. Below we will also
show that this class has maximal dimensionality.

Integer-valued polynomials for dimensionalities of equivalence classes

We now derive integer-valued polynomials that describe dimenionalities of equivalence classes An
XY in the XY chain.

First let us consider the simplest case of single qubit L = 1. In this case the partition into equivalence classes given
by the Hamiltonian (S6) is very simple, namely: A0

XY = {I1}, A1
XY = {X1, Y1} and A2

XY = {Z1}. Only L first classes
are important to us, because other L classes can be obtained from them by mirroring. In case of L = 1 it is easy to
see that A2

XY is the mirror class to A0
XY. Therefore it is evident that:

41 = 2D0
XY(1) +D1

XY(1), L = 1. (S12)
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Next we consider the case of two qubits L = 2. In this case we have classes A0
XY and A1

XY as well as their mirrored
classes, additionally to it we have A2

XY with dimensionality D2
XY. One can check that:

42 = 2D0
XY(2) + 2D1

XY(2) +D2
XY(2), L = 2 (S13)

Let us move one to the case of L = 3. In this case the class A3
XY generated from the operator X2 appears.

Continuing previous line of thinking one can write down:

43 = 2D0
XY(3) + 2D1

XY(3) + 2D2
XY(3) +D3

XY(3), L = 3 (S14)

Unlike previous cases L = 1, 2, here we do not know the general expression for D3
XY(L). This can be obtained in the

following way. The number of strings in A3
XY scales as O(L3) because it must be proportional to the product of D1

XY

and D2
XY. Indeed, X2 = Z1 ⊗ Z1X2, therefore due to the above lemma the class A3

XY consists of products of strings
from A1

XY and A2
XY. So at most A3

XY can have D1
XYD

2
XY Pauli strings. Since many products from A1

XY and A2
XY

yield either the same Pauli string or a string from one of these classes D3
XY < D1

XYD
2
XY. Therefore, at most D3

XY(L)
can be an integer-valued polynomial of 3rd order. Let us seek for it in the form:

D3
XY(L) = k30 + k31L+ k32L

2 + k33L
3. (S15)

To determine the coefficients k30, k
3
1, k

3
2, k

3
3, we need 4 equations. First, D3

XY(0) = 0 and therefore k30 = 0. This is
degenerate case which yet must be considered. Second, D3

XY(1) = 0, because no operators X2 appear in the lattice
of L = 1 qubit. Third equation is D3

XY(2) = D1
XY(2), because when L = 2 the class A3

XY generated from X2 is the
mirrored to the class A1

XY. The last equation can be obtained from the expression (S14).
We therefore have the following system of equations

D3
XY(0) = 0

D3
XY(1) = 0 (S16)

D3
XY(2) = D1

XY(2)

D3
XY(3) = 43 − 2D0

XY(3)− 2D1
XY(3)− 2D2

XY(3).

This is the system of linear equations with respect to variables k30, k
3
1, k

3
2, k

3
3. By solving it we obtain:

D3
XY =

2

3
L− 2L2 +

4

3
L3. (S17)

The above procedure can be generalized for the case of arbitrary DN
XY. Let us look for the DN

XY in the form of the
following polynomial:

DN
XY =

N∑

n=0

kNn Ln, (S18)

the coefficients kN0 , . . . , kNN are found as the solution of the following system of equations, if N is odd:

DN
XY(0) = 0

...

DN
XY

(
N − 1

2

)
= 0

DN
XY

(
N + 1

2

)
= D1

XY

(
N + 1

2

)

DN
XY

(
N + 1

2
+ 1

)
= D3

XY

(
N + 1

2
+ 1

)

... (S19)

DN
XY(N − 1) = DN−2

XY (N − 1)

DN
XY(N) = 4N − 2

N−1∑

n=0

Dn
XY(N),
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and if N is even then the system changes to:

DN
XY(0) = 0

...

DN
XY

(
N

2
− 1

)
= 0

DN
XY

(
N

2

)
= D0

XY

(
N

2

)

DN
XY

(
N

2
+ 1

)
= D2

XY

(
N

2
+ 1

)

... (S20)

DN
XY(N − 1) = DN−2

XY (N − 1)

DN
XY(N) = 4N − 2

N−1∑

n=0

Dn
XY(N).

The left-hand side of the above systems can be expressed in terms of Vandermonde matrix as V (0, . . . , N)K⃗N . The
Vandermonde matrix V (0, . . . , N) always have a positive determinant, ensuring that a unique solution exists.
By consequently solving this system for different N starting from 3 we can obtain expressions for first several

polynomials:

D1
XY = 2L

D2
XY = −L+ 2L2

D3
XY =

2

3
L− 2L2 +

4

3
L3 (S21)

D4
XY = −1

2
L+

11

6
L2 − 2L3 +

2

3
L4

D5
XY =

4

10
L− 5

3
L2 +

7

3
L3 − 4

3
L4 +

4

15
L5

D6
XY = −1

3
L+

137

90
L2 − 5

2
L3 +

17

9
L4 − 2

3
L5 +

4

45
L6

D7
XY =

2

3
L− 7

5
L2 +

116

45
L3 − 7

3
L4 +

10

9
L5 − 4

15
L6 +

8

315
L7.

By continuing this process one can obtain exact expressions for OEDs of any operator in the XY chain.

Scaling of the leading coefficient in DL
XY

The reader might be concerned by the following: for L qubits, there is an equivalence class of maximal dimensionality
DL

XY scaling as O(LL). Such superexponential scaling is capable of surpassing the total number of Pauli strings, 4L

which would be a contradiction. This, however, never happens as the coefficient kLL in front of the leading power in
the expression for DL

XY also decreases superexponentially; see Fig. S1.

∗ Electronic address: tim.byrnes@nyu.edu
† Electronic address: lychkovskiy@gmail.com



6

Number of qubits

FIG. S1: The leading coefficient kLL in the polynomial (S18) corresponding to the equivalence class of maximal dimensionality
as a function of L. The dashed line represents the superexponential fit (ax)bx, where a = 0.195 and b = −1.0.
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