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APPROXIMATE UNITARY k-DESIGNS
FROM SHALLOW, LOW-COMMUNICATION CIRCUITS

NICHOLAS LARACUENTE AND FELIX LEDITZKY

ABSTRACT. Random unitaries are useful in quantum information and related fields but hard to
generate with limited resources. An approximate unitary k-design is an ensemble of unitaries
and measure over which the average is close to a Haar (uniformly) random ensemble up to the
first kK moments. A particularly strong notion of approximation bounds the distance from Haar
randomness in relative error: the approximate design can be written as a convex combination
involving an exact design and vice versa. We construct multiplicative-error approximate unitary
k-design ensembles for which communication between subsystems is O(1) in the system size.
These constructions use the alternating projection method to analyze overlapping Haar twirls,
giving a bound on the convergence speed to the full twirl with respect to the 2-norm. Using
von Neumann subalgebra indices to replace system dimension, the 2-norm distance converts
to relative error without introducing any additional dimension dependence. Via recursion on
these constructions, we construct a scheme yielding relative error designs in O((k log k +logm +
log(1/€))k polylog(k)) depth, where m is the number of qudits in the complete system and e
the approximation error. This sublinear depth construction answers one variant of [Harrow and
Mehraban 2023, Open Problem 1]. Moreover, entanglement generated by the sublinear depth
scheme follows area laws on spatial lattices up to corrections logarithmic in the full system size.

1. INTRODUCTION

Uniformly random unitary and state ensembles are useful in quantum information [12, 23, 29]
and fundamental physics [1, 37]. Such unitaries are however difficult to construct via quantum
circuits [35]. More accessible constructions approximate the properties of random unitaries [5,
10, 33]. The unitary k-design is one such notion: a measure over the unitary group that is
indistinguishable from Haar random in the first & statistical moments. Equivalently, any protocol
that samples a unitary from a k-design k or fewer times would be unable to distinguish it from
the Haar ensemble by any test using k or fewer copies with probability better than randomly
guessing.

As exact designs are still challenging to construct, approximate designs often take their place.
There are several notions of approximate designs. A particularly strong notion considered in [3]
and [7] posits that an ensemble is an approximate design in multiplicative or relative error if
the average over that ensemble can be written using a convex combination including the Haar
average, and the Haar average in turn can be written using a convex combination including
the considered ensemble. Multiplicative error designs are secure against queries by an adaptive
adversary trying to distinguish it from Haar ensembles [6]. This relative notion implies a weaker,

additive notion requiring that ensemble averages over k-fold applications of unitaries from the
1



2 NICHOLAS LARACUENTE AND FELIX LEDITZKY

design and Haar ensemble are close in diamond norm distance. Designs in diamond norm distance
are secure against non-adaptive adversaries, and the parameter k is a lower-bound on the circuit
complexity required for typical unitaries in such a design [4]. Moreover, a weaker but related
notion replaces the diamond norm distance by the two-norm distance in what is called a tensor
product expander (TPE). These notions are briefly reviewed in Section 2.1.

Many previous works have studied how random circuits converge to k-designs in bounded
depth [21, 3, 26, 22, 19]. Recent results have yielded efficient constructions in required circuit
depth on 1-dimensional connectivity [18, 30, 6]. Even more recently, it was shown that random
2-local circuits on one-dimensional connectivity yield e-approximate relative error k-designs on
m-qudit systems in depth O((mk + log(1/€))polylog(k)), and random local circuits on all-to-all
connectivity do so with gate count O(m(mk + log(1/e))polylog(k)) [7].

Nevertheless, many questions have remained open (see [22, Section 1.5] and [7, Section 1.4]).
In particular, we highlight [22, Section 1.5, Open Question 1], which asks whether one can
construct a multiplicative error k-design on a system of m qubits using random circuits with
depth sublinear in m. Our results imply that this is possible, even in one-dimensional spatial
lattice connectivity, if the circuits are allowed to follow a layer-dependent architecture as detailed
in Section 5.2.

We initially approach the problem by asking a different question: how much quantum com-
munication do two parties need to jointly construct an approximate unitary k-design ensemble?
Some inspiration comes from pseudoentangled state ensembles [2]. Based on widely believed
complexity-theoretic assumptions, these ensembles are hard to distinguish from uniformly ran-
dom state ensembles for any polynomial-time quantum algorithm. Nonetheless, the entanglement
across any cut of a pseudoentangled state ensemble need only scale slightly faster than logarithmic
in the subsystem size. As noted in [2, p.1], earlier results rule out an analog of pseudoentangle-
ment for exact or highly precise unitary k-design ensembles, as statistically approximating the
Haar measure to exponential precision requires near-maximal entanglement [28, 9]. Nonethe-
less, these barrier results left open whether smaller amounts of entanglement could suffice for an
e-approximate k-design with constant € in the system size.

Summary of Main Results. We show that for k not too large, it is indeed possible to con-
struct unitary k-designs with relatively little quantum communication between subsystems, hence
generating little entanglement. Specifically:

(1) Twirl-Swap-Twirl: Let A and B be systems of the same size. Consider a protocol that
locally applies k-designs to A* and B* respectively, then exchanges the same ¢ qudits
between each copy of A and B respectively, then again applies local k-designs. Such a
protocol achieves an e-approximate relative k-design when ¢ = O(klogk + log(1/¢)). In
particular, this bound is independent of the sizes of A and B as long as each contains at
least w(klogk + log(1/e)) qudits. The full technical version of this result with explicit
constants is stated in Theorem 4.3.

(2) Twirl-Crosstwirl: Let Aj,..., Ap be subsystems of a multipartite system A. Consider
the following protocol for k copies of A: (1) locally apply a k-design to each A, for
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p=1,...,P; (2) apply a “crosstwirl” design across a joint system combining ¢ qudits
from each A,. Assume each A, is sufficiently large. Then this protocol achieves an
e-approximate relative k-design again when

¢ > 2Pklog, k + 2log, k +log, P +log,(1/¢€) +log, 5 . (1.1)

This result is stated in Theorem 4.8. Shown as Corollary 4.7, the protocol yields an
e-approximate k-TPE when

¢ > 2log, k +log, P +log,(1/e) +log,(5/2) . (1.2)

Compared with the k log k dependence for designs, the k-TPE is achieved with logarithmic
k dependence.

(3) Recursive Crosstwirl: Consider an m-qudit system with connectivity given by a lattice
in spatial dimension D. We give a construction of an e-approximate relative k-design
using unitaries of circuit depth

O(k(klog k + logm + log(1/€))polylog(k)) . (1.3)
Moreover, for any spatially contiguous region S, the design requires only
O(#(8S) x (klogk + logm + log(1/e)Y/P + klog k + logm + log(1/e)) (1.4)

qudits of quantum communication and generates only that much entanglement on any
product state input, where #(9S) is the number of qudits on the boundary of S. The
technical version is stated as Theorem 5.8, and in Section 5.2 the explicit architecture
is constructed. This result addresses [22, Section 1.5, Open Question 1|, showing that
with a specific, layered architecture, random circuits produce relative error k-designs in
sublinear depth.

Discussion. The Twirl-Swap-Twirl and Twirl-Crosstwirl results are primarily about the entan-
glement or quantum communication needed to produce a design. One may replace the local k-
designs in Twirl-Swap-Twirl by d-approximate relative k-designs to achieve error (1+¢)(1+8)*—1.
Similarly, one may replace the local and crossing k-designs in Twirl-Crosstwirl by d-approximate
relative k-designs, achieving error (1+¢)(1+6)F*! —1. Via the results of [7], if A and B are each
m~qudit systems, this means these two schemes are approximately implementable in local circuit
depth O((mk + log(1/e))polylog(k)) on a one-dimensional line of qudits. The main technical
methods in both these results are (1) a new subspace angle approach using Schur-Weyl duality
to show efficient TPE bounds, and (2) a more efficient conversion from TPE to relative error
that replaces system dimension by von Neumann subalgebra indices.

Recursive Crosstwirl is more directly analogous to the “across any cut” notion of pseudoen-
tanglement as in [2]. In this case, up to a logarithmic dependence in the total system size m,
the entanglement scales like an area law. Area-law versus volume-law entanglement is an impor-
tant concept in condensed matter and high-energy physics [13]. Moreover, Recursive Crosstwirl
achieves a new record for scaling of circuit depth in the system size. Though Recursive Crosst-
wirl is not implemented in lattice brickwork, it can be implemented using 2-qudit Haar random
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unitaries. In Remark 5.9, we discuss how Recursive Crosstwirl can be implemented on an archi-
tecture that closely resembles brickwork in one dimension.

In general, these quantum communication and entanglement bounds are primarily intended
for the regime in which the dimension of each system is larger than k!. A single iteration only
works if subsystems support ¢-qudit exchanges, placing a lower bound on dimension. If k! is too
large for the subsystems, then it is still possible to obtain designs by repeating our constructions.
For large k, however, the quantum communication required is no longer smaller than that of
general random circuits, and the entanglement entropy resembles a volume law. Nonetheless,
that Recursive Crosstwirl achieves sublinear depth in m may suggest further investigation of
potential efficiencies of recursive constructions.

Open questions. The convergence in the construction of both the Twirl-Swap-Twirl and the
Twirl-Crosstwirl protocol is determined by the operator norm of certain matrices X = aM? —
BNTN and Y = cglype © N%N@ — bUNTN, respectively. Here, a,b,c, g are constants defined in
(4.58), and the matrices M, N, N, are defined in (4.23), (4.24) and (4.62), respectively. The
elements of these matrices are functions of permutation operators. While the operator norm of
Y can be controlled quite transparently using the generalized Perron-Frobenius Theorem, the
different structure of the matrix X defies this approach for Twirl-Swap-Twirl, requiring a coarser
analysis that leads to a weaker bound on the convergence of the design construction in this case.
A more refined analysis of || X|| may lead to an improved bound on this convergence mirroring that
for the Twirl-Crosstwirl protocol. Another remaining question is whether standard brickwork
random circuits in one dimension or any dimension produce relative error designs in sublinear
depth.

Structure of this paper. The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2
we give some background on approximate k-designs, von Neumann algebras and index theory,
and Schur-Weyl duality. In Section 3 we discuss how tensor product expander (TPE) bounds
in the (2 — 2)-norm can be converted into efficient relative error bounds using the algebraic
structure of von Neumann subalgebras. In Section 4 we prove TPE bounds for the Twirl-Swap-
Twirl and Twirl-Crosstwirl protocols mentioned above using the alternating projection method.
In Section 5 we discuss recursive design constructions, in particular focusing on spatial lattice
geometries to construct our the Recursive Crosstwirl protocol. Finally, Appendix A contains the
proof of the multipartite Twirl-Crosstwirl protocol.
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no. 2137953. Part of this work was completed during the workshop “Beyond i.i.d. in Information
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work uses a different extension to higher-dimensional lattices and tree-like geometries for a closer
approximation to area law entanglement (see Remark 5.13).

2. BACKGROUND

A (finite-dimensional) quantum channel is a completely positive map on a space of matrices.
Following the physics convention, we apply quantum channels in the Schrodinger picture, such
that a channel ® is considered to act on states, and its adjoint on observables. We call a quantum
channel trace-symmetric if it is its own adjoint under the trace, tr(®(z)y) = tr(z®(y)).

The Schatten p-norm of a matrix p is defined as ||p|l, = tr(|p|?)"/? with |p| = \/pfp. We
recall the p — ¢ distance

D —-T)(p
9 — Wy = sup 12Ol (2.)
o0 el
and its completely bounded strengthening,
@ — \P||p—>p,cb =sup|[(® - V) ® Id(d)||p—>p ) (2.2)
deN
where Id (g is the identity channel in dimension d. The diamond norm is defined as || - || =

| -{[1=1,cb. Furthermore, we recall the complete semidefinite ordering on a pair of channels ®, ¥,
in which ® < ¥ iff ¥ ® Id(g) — ® ® Id(4) is a completely positive map (quantum channel). The
notation > is defined analogously.

2.1. Designs. We briefly recall notions of approximate k-designs and related concepts. For a
unitary measure g on U(d), let

D, x(p) = / Uk U@kt qy, (2.3)

for every input state p on a system of dimension d. Let ®,,, 1 denote such a construction with
respect to the Haar measure on U(d). A measure p on U(d) is an e-approximate...

e ...tensor product expander (TPE) if

[Pk — PHaar k22 < €. (2.4)
e ..additive k-design if
[Pk — PHaarkllo < €. (2.5)
e ..multiplicative or relative error k-design if

(1 — E)chaar,k =< cI)u,k < (1 -+ E)CI)Haar,k . (2.6)

Multiplicative error is a stronger criterion than and implies additive error, which in turn applies
the TPE condition. As a more general criterion that we may use in intermediate results, we say
that a measure is a design with multiplicative error (e, d) if

(1 - E)QHaar,k < (I).u’k < (1 + 5)(I)Haar,k . (27)
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For a k-design p, we refer to @, as the corresponding k-design channel. For a pair of measures
p and v, we denote by p x v the convolution, defined as the measure for which ®,, = ®,, 0 ®,
for all £k € N.

2.2. Von Neumann Algebras and Entropy. Particularly in Section 3, some proofs involve
finite-dimensional von Neumann algebra index theory. By B(H) we denote the bounded operators
on Hilbert space H. Within finite dimension, this is equivalent to the space M of matrices acting
on d-dimensional Hilbert space. A von Neumann subalgebra N' C My of the finite-dimensional
matrix algebra M consists of all matrices with the block diagonal form

N = EB A\ @1, , (2.8)
Y

where each A is itself a matrix subalgebra on subsystem A, and each and B) corresponds to
subsystem on which an effective Haar unitary average has been performed [34, 16]. The notation
“Ip,” distinguishes that this is the algebra of multiples of the identity matrix, also sometimes
denoted C, as it is equivalent to the algebra of complex scalars. The dimension of such a mixed
system is often referred to as a multiplicity, since the block A, is repeated a number of times
equal to the dimension of 1p,, and then B is called a multiplicity space. By M., we denote
the predual of the von Neumann algebra M. Although within finite dimension M, = M, one
conventionally thinks of states as being elements of the predual and observables being elements
of the algebra. By | M| we denote the of M the vector space on which | M| acts. Note that the
usable, effective dimension of M is generally smaller, as multiplicities contribute to the space’s
dimension without contributing to the amount of information that could potentially be stored
in a system represented by M.

With each von Neumann algebra N comes a unique, unital, trace-preserving conditional
expectation Ex. The action of £y on a matrix can be broken into two steps. First, remove
off-diagonal blocks, taking My — €, A\ ® By. Second, perform a complete mixing of each B)
system. A subalgebra N' C M is a subset of A/ that is also a von Neumann algebra. When
N C M, it follow that EpEN = EnEm = En-

As simple examples, the completely depolarizing channel is a conditional expectation to the
subalgebra denoted 1 or C. We may for instance take a bipartite system A® B, then write E4gc
as the conditional expectation that completely depolarizes the B system. Another somewhat
complementary example is the pinching to a basis: this removes all of the off-diagonal terms
(with respect to that basis) of its input matrix. A more sophisticated example appears in the
following Section 2.3.

The complete Pimsner-Popa index [36, 16] of a von Neumann algebra inclusion N' C M is
defined as

CM:N):=inf{ceR|cEn(p) < pVpe M.} (2.9)
Car(M :N) =inf{c e R| cEx < Em} (2.10)
=supC(M My : N @ My) . (2.11)

deN
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The quantum relative entropy [39] is defined by
D(pllo) == tr(p(log p — log 7)) (2.12)

and is taken to be infinite if the support of p is not contained in that of o. Conventions vary as to
what base the logarithm is taken with, but for inequalities that only compare entropies to other
entropies, the base does not matter. In the rest of this section, we will assume that the base of any
logarithms for which is is unspecified is equal to that of the relative entropies in those equations.
The more familiar von Neumann entropy is defined as H(p) = —tr(plogp) = —D(p||1). An
identity known as the chain rule of relative entropy (see, e.g., [27]) states that for von Neumann
algebras NN C M C L,

D(EmP)IEL(p)) = D(Emp)|En(p)) + D(En(P)IEL(P)) - (2.13)
Furthermore, for any von Neumann algebras M C N,
DEm(p)IEN(p)) = H(En(p)) — H(Er(p)) - (2.14)

A more recent result [16, Theorem 3.1] relating the index to relative entropy states that for every
a € (1/2,00),
log C(M : N) = max Da(plléx(p)) = max min D(p|o) (2.15)
pEM. p

M* O'EN*

for any a € [1/2, 00|, where D,, denotes the sandwiched Rényi divergence with lim,_,; Do (-]|-) =

D(-||-) [40, 32]. We will use a special case of this result. Note that taking the supremum over

states in M, is equivalent to taking the supremum over states in My, then applying €4 to the
first input. Therefore,

logCep,(M : N)=sup max D((Epm@1d En @ 1d . 2.16

BCa(M:N) = sup s D(E & 1) () (Ex © 1) () (2.16)

2.3. Schur-Weyl Duality. For a (finite-dimensional) Hilbert space H we denote by L£(H) or

End(#) the space of linear operators acting on H. We recall Schur-Weyl duality in the general

setting. We fix a dimension d > 2 and a positive integer £ € N and consider the following

unitary representations of the symmetric group &, and the unitary group Uy on the state space
H = (C)®k:

p: 6 — UH), T (|61) @ - @ |dr) = [dr-11) @ -~ @ [Pr-11))) (2.17)

v Uy — UH), U—s UF (2.18)
It is straightforward to check that the two actions on H commute, [¢)(U),p(m)] = 0 for all
U € Uy and m € &j. This implies that the algebra (o(m): 7 € &) C End(H) spanned by the
representation (2.17) is contained in the commutant of the algebra (Q(U): U € Uy) C End(H)
spanned by the representation (2.18), and vice versa. Schur-Weyl duality (see, e.g., [14]) states

that, in fact, these two algebras are equal to each other’s commutant. It follows that, if an
operator X € L(H) commutes with all ¢(U) for U € Uy, it can be written as

X =) ap(r) (2.19)

TES



8 NICHOLAS LARACUENTE AND FELIX LEDITZKY

for some coefficients z, € C. Together with the complete reducibility of the representations
(2.17) and (2.18), Schur-Weyl duality furthermore yields the following useful decompositions of
state space and representations:

He DViow, (2.20)
Mgk

o(m) = @ Lya @ () (2.21)
Mgk

$(U) = @ i) @ T, (2.22)
Mgk

In all three equations the direct sums run over partitions A = (A1,...,\g) b4 k of k into d parts,

ie, Ay >---> X3 >0and Zgzl \; = k.! These partitions label the irreducible representations
(irreps) (V4,1,) of Uy and (Wi, ¢») of Gf. A consequence of Schur-Weyl duality is that the S-
irrep W, is the multiplicity space of the Ug-irrep (V;\i, wf\l), and vice versa. By Schur’s Lemma,
any operator X € £(H) commuting with all ¢)(U) is of the form

xX=6 Lyg ® X (2.23)
Ak

for some X, € L£(W)), and the analogous statement holds for operators commuting with all
(7). The dimensions of the irreps appearing in (2.20) are given by the following formulae:

k!

dy = dimWy = — (2.24)
H(i,j)e/\ h(i, j)
NN
mg = dimV{ =[] # (2.25)
1<i<j<d J

In Eq. (2.24) the hook length h(i,j) of a box (7, /) € A is defined as the number of boxes to the
right and below of (4, 7) plus the box itself.

3. TPE 10 RELATIVE ERROR DESIGNS

A common strategy for proving approximate design bounds is to first prove a tensor product
expander (TPE) bound, that is, a (2 — 2)-norm bound on the distance from the approximate
to an exact design, which can then be converted to diamond norm, semidefinite order inequality,
or other stronger criteria. Conventionally, this conversion involves a factor of the dimension
of the space, usually ¢™* up to some constants in the exponential. It is however known that,
when restricting states and channels to von Neumann subalgebras of the full Hilbert space, one
may often replace the space’s dimension by a lower effective dimension that excludes subspace
multiplicity.

Ipartitions are often graphically represented as Young diagrams, a left-aligned arrangement of k boxes with A;

boxes in the i-th row. For example, the Young diagram corresponds to the partition A = (3,1).
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Lemma 3.1. Let f(-) be any convex function on quantum states on a given finite-dimensional
space. Then for any von Neumann algebra M = @,(Ax ® 1p,) and d € N, the supremum
sup, f(Emam,(p)) is achieved by a state of the form p M & 1 /1By, | for some block label Ao,
where

)P0 = $™ o [i) Mo o [i)Ma (3.1)
7

for an appropriate choice of basis and up to a unitary rotation on the auxiliary system.

Proof. Because f is convex, sup,, f(p) is attained within finite dimension by a pure input state p.
Because the argument to f is always an output of Epqgm,, we may assume that the input state
p is already in M. Therefore, a maximum-attaining p is supported on a single A, which we call
Ao. Furthermore, any input p that is correlated between Ay, ® My and B), will be replaced by
trp, (p) ® 1/|By,|, where trp, (p) is mixed. Again by convexity, a supremum-attaining input
will have the form pA*®Ma @1/ | By, |, where p0®Ma i pure. Schmidt decomposition completes
the Lemma. 0

Lemma 3.2. Let L C N C M as von Neumann algebra inclusions. Then
sup D(Em(p)[[En(p)) < sup D(Erm(p)lIEc(p)) (3.2)
2 2
where both suprema are taken over the set of density matrices.

Proof. Via the chain rule of relative entropy in (2.13),

sup D(Enn(p)€2(p)) = sup (D(Ena(p)|Ex(p)) + DIEN (P E2(r) (3.3)
> D(Enn(w)[Ex(w)) + D(Exc(w)Ec(w)) (3.4)
= sup D(EM(P)IEx(p)) + D{EN () [Ec(w)
> sup D(Em ()| Ex(p)) (3.6)

where w in the first inequality is chosen to maximize D(Ex(w)||En(w)), and the second inequality
follows from positivity of the relative entropy on states. O

Lemma 3.3. Let M be a von Neumann algebra in finite dimension with block decomposition
M=, AA® CIBx. Then for any auziliary dimension d > 0,

|A,\||M|) .

EN (3.7)

sup D(Extena (0)|[Eceim, (p)) < maxlog (
P

Proof. Since relative entropy is jointly convex, we may assume by Lemma 3.1 that the supremum
on the left-hand side of (3.7) is achieved on a state of the form p™®Md @ 1/|By |, where
pP0®Ma = |y (p|A®Md i a pure state with

py @M Za,| Ao @ i) (3.8)
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for some block label Ay and Schmidt coefficients «;. Since & does not directly act on the
auxiliary system, we may project My to a subsystem of dimension |A),| in both arguments
without decreasing the relative entropy. Using the chain rule of quantum relative entropy with
respect to a conditional expectation,

D (Ememna,, (0)||Ecaran,  (0)) = H (Ecam, ,(0)) = H (Entanaya, () - (3:9)
For any choice of A\, the maximum value of the first term is log(|A),||M]), and the minimum
value of the second term is log|B),|. O

Lemma 3.4. For any finite-dimensional von Neumann algebra M = @, A\®@1p, and subalgebra

N C M,

Cob(M : N) < M| max;g’\: (3.10)

Proof. First recall Equation (2.16), stating that

log Cap(M: N) =sup_mmax D((Ea @ (o)) o) |(Ex © 1d(0) (0)) (3.11)

Via Lemma 3.2,
D((Em @ 1d(a)) (p)[(Ex @ 1d(g))(p)) < D((Epm @ 1d(g))(p)[(Ec @ 1d(g))(p)) (3.12)

for each value of d € N, so it must hold for the supremum over d € N. Via 3.3, noting that C is
a subalgebra of every finite-dimensional von Neumann algebra,

Ay||M
sup D(Enanr, (o) [Econn, () < maxlog (A7) (3.13)
p A | B
for every d € N, so again it must hold for the supremum over d € N. O

Lemma 3.5. In the Schur-Weyl decomposition (Cf?k = @/\,_dk Vf ® W of k copies of a complex
Hilbert space of dimension d, we have the following bound for each partition A\ ‘g k:

Wi k?
d >dk|—’\<1——>. 14
R (s (3.14)
Proof. By [8, Theorem 1.16] or its later restatement as [30, Lemma 2.11] we have
\WA\ .
W= I @+i-9, (3.15)
(i.5) €A

where (4, 7) € A means that ¢ and j respectively denote the row index and column index of a cell
in the Young tableau. We have ¢, j < k since a Young tableau has k cells in total, and hence

I @+i-i)=@d-k)F=d"(0-k/d)f >d"(1-k/d), (3.16)
(4,5)EN

where the final inequality is Bernoulli’s inequality. O
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Lemma 3.6. Let A be a quantum system with subsystem decomposition A = A1 ® --- ® A,.
Denote by To the k-fold twirl, averaging over the unitary group on C®F for a (sub)system C,
and let My be the von Neumann subalgebra onto which Ta, projects. For any subalgebra

LC Q1 My,

Cap (@;:1 M : L‘) <RI ﬁ min { (1 - ’fi ’>_1, |‘L§:"k} . (3.17)
n=1 n )

Proof. Let M) denote the von Neumann subalgebra corresponding to the invariant subspace

of the k-fold Haar unitary twirl 7, on a system A®*¥. Recalling Schur-Weyl duality and the
block structure (2.23) of operators commuting with any unitary (which a Haar unitary twirl
enforces), the invariant subalgebra of ). _; 74, has the form

QMo = R (@/\IB%((C'V‘AATL”) 2BO)) - (3.18)
n=1 n=1

By the block decomposition product, each block of @), _, M) ,x has the product of multiplicities
of its constituents. Let X = (Aq,...,\,) index each block of Q=1 Mn)k- By Lemma 3.5, each
multiplicity by in @),,_; M), obeys

bXZmin{kl!T}ill (yAnV“\W'Af '\(1—’A|)> 1} (3.19)

Each untraced block with index X has size ay = |1/V‘A1 .. W Recall also that |AF =
|Aq|*...|A.|F. Lemma 3.4 together with the fact that a multiplicity is always at least 1 (because
there are no systems of dimension less than 1) then yields that

r k2 1
Con (R, M £) < |A|km§mXZ’\ < H min {k'(l - m) ,|An|%} , (3.20)

A

|An]
W

which concludes the proof. U

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a quantum system with subsystem decomposition A = A1 ® -+ ® A,.
Denote by To the k-fold twirl, averaging over the unitary group on C®F for a (sub)system C.
Let the von Neumann algebra N be a subalgebra of Q. _, Ta,,, and let @ be any trace-symmetric
quantum channel on A®* for which N is a fized-point subalgebra. If

€= H <®Z:1TA") (®—En) (®:L:1 7j4n) VR, k!Tgmin{(l — |Z|)1’ IAZ!I%} -1

(3.21)

then (1 —€)ény <P < (1 +€)én.

Proof. We recall a standard result that relates a system’s completely bounded return time (the
time it takes for a particular cp-order inequality to hold) to its spectral gap. This result is shown
explicitly as [17, Lemma A.1] based on similar results and methods from [15], [16], and [27]. For
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any trace-symmetric quantum channel ® that is an A/-bimodule map, that is an A-bimodule
map (implied by the channel being absorbed by Ey), if

v = [[EMPEM — Enl2—2 < 1, (3.22)

then for every n € N such that n > In Cc, (M : N')/1In(1/7), the desired cb-order inequality holds
with € = 4y"Cp(M : N). Combining this fact with Lemma 3.6 yields the desired inequality, in
this case setting n = 1. O

4. ANALYZING APPROXIMATE DESIGNS USING THE ALTERNATING PROJECTION METHOD

We will use the following notation in this section. We consider k copies of systems A and B
each consisting of m qudits of local dimension ¢. The full system is thus A* B, and we sometimes
write this as Ay...ApB1... B, or A1B;... A By depending on the locality cut. In each case,
A; 2 A and B; = B for all i. We denote by &, the symmetric group of degree k, and we consider
its action (2.17) on a tensor space X ...Xy by permuting tensor factors. The corresponding
permutation operator for 7 € & will be denoted by 7x € L(X ... Xg).

For X € {A, B, AB} we consider twirling with respect to the representation (2.18) of the
unitary group U(X) acting on X,

Tx(") =/ dUx UZE - (UL)®F, (4.1)
UX)

with dUx denoting the Haar measure on U(X). Such twirls give rise to orthogonal projections
on the Hilbert space L£(X) of operators acting on X, equipped with the Hilbert-Schmidt (or
Frobenius) inner product (X,Y) := tr(XTY"). In the proofs below we will make repeated use of
the following fact:

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a Hilbert space and denote by L(X) its Hilbert space of operators equipped
with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. Let P, Q,R be orthogonal projections acting on L(X),
and assume that

PR=RP=R=RQ=0R. (4.2)
Then for any X € L(X) we have

1QP(X) — R(X)[3 = (X, PQP(X) - R(X)). (4.3)

~

Proof. Using the fact that || X||3 = (X, X
1QP(X) — R(X)|3 = (QP
—(QP

, we can expand the 2-norm as follows:
(X) = R(X), QP(X) — R(X)) (4.4)
(X), QP(X)) — (QP(X), R(X))
—(R(X),QP(X)) + (R(X),R(X)). (4.5)
Because of the self-adjointness of P, Q and R with respect to (-,-), we have
(QP(X), QP (X)) = (X, PQ*P(X)) = (X, PQP(X)) (4.6)
(R(X), R(X)) = (X,R*(X)) = (X, R(X)). (4.7)
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Moreover, because of the assumptions in (4.2),
(QP(X), R(X)) = (X, PQR(X)) = (X, R(X)), (4.8)
and similarly (R(X), QP(X)) = (X, R(X)). Using these identities in (4.5) finishes the proof. [

In the following, we analyze two different protocols. The first one alternates between indi-
vidual twirls on A* and B¥ and swapping the first ¢ qudits between each of the A; and B; blocks.
The second protocol alternates between individual twirls and a twirl on A¢BY, where Af consists
of the first £ qudits in system A;, and similary for Bf . For both protocols we show convergence
to the full twirl 745 and derive bounds on the corresponding convergence rates.

4.1. Twirl-Swap-Twirl. Here we show that a protocol alternating between a) individual twirls
on A* and B* and b) swapping the first £ qudits between each of the A; and B; blocks converges
to the full twirl on T4 p, thus implementing an approximate k-design on A* B¥ that converges to
an exact design in the limit. We will give a bound on the convergence rate of this protocol using
the alternate projection method [34].

To this end, we define the following operation that swaps the first £ qudits between A and
B in each of the k blocks:

k
SWAPg = ®}FA€B{Z . FA‘?B‘?' (49)
i=1
Note that SWAP? = id.
Consider now the following maps defined in terms of SWAP, and the twirls Tx(-) for X €
{A, B, AB} from (4.1):

P=Ta®Tp (4.10)
Qsw = SWAP, 0 P o SWAP, (4.11)
R ="TaB. (4.12)

Our protocol consists of a repeated application of P followed by Qg .

The maps P, Qqw, R defined in (4.10)—(4.12) are orthogonal projections in the space of op-
erators acting on A¥B*. For example, P satisfies Pt = P (with respect to the Frobenius inner
product (X,Y) = tr(X'Y) and P? = P, and similarly for Q, and R. By left- and right-
invariance of the Haar measure, we also have the ‘dominance relations’

PR =RP =R =ROsw = DswR. (4.13)

We claim that for £ < m images of the projections in (4.10)—(4.12) satisfy
imP Nim Qg = im R, (4.14)

which implies via von Neumann’s alternating projection theorem [34] that
Jim (QewP)" = R. (4.15)

To see that (4.14) is true, note that any operator P(X) for X € L£L(A*B¥) is invariant under
USE @ VSR for any Us € U(A) and Vi € U(B). Schur-Weyl duality in the form (2.19) then says
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that we have P(X) = ZU,TGGk Zor04 ® Tp for some coefficients x,, € C, where o4 = p(0)a €
L(A¥) denotes the permutation operator corresponding to the permutation ¢ € &, acting on
the k copies of the A-system, and similarly for 75. On the other hand, by (4.119) in Sec. 4.3
we have SWAP (04 ® 75) = T4t ® 0gm—¢ @ 0gt @ Tgm—¢. The intersection of imP and im Q
thus consists of operators that can be written as a linear combination of permutation operators
mAp = T4 @ mp for m € &, and this space is equal to im R by another application of (2.19).
Our goal is to obtain a bound on the convergence rate in (4.15), for which we follow the
exposition in [11]. The subspace angle c(im P,im Qg ) can be expressed as [11, Lemma 9.5]

] ] SWP X - R X
c(im P, Q) = [[QuyP — Rlar2 = sup L2 P Z ROl
X#0 1 X 1|2

The following bound in terms of the subspace angle ¢(im P,im Q) then holds for all X €
L(A¥B*) and n € N [11, Theorem 9.8]:

1(QuwP)™(X) = R(X)l; < e(im P, im Qu)*" [ X 2. (4.17)

(4.16)

Our primary technical result in this section is a bound on the subspace angle of P and Q:

Proposition 4.2. Let A and B each consist of k blocks of m qudits of local dimension q, and let
¢ be the number of qudits swapped between A and B as defined in (4.9), where { < m/2 without
loss of generality.> We assume that k < ¢™ and set a = (1 — &)™2 with ¢ = 2’2—;. Then the
subspace angle c(im P, im Qg ) corresponding to the projections P and Qgy defined in (4.10) and
(4.11), respectively, satisfies

c(imP,im Qgy) < v/ 9ak2q—™ + 4a2k!3q=2 + 2a2k!5q—4¢ . (4.18)
From Proposition 4.2, we obtain the following main Theorem on designs:

Theorem 4.3. Let A and B each consist of k blocks of m qudits of local dimension q. Let T4 and
Ts be exact k-design channels respectively on A®* and B®*. Let SWAP, denote a unitary that
exchanges an arbitrary (-qubit subsystem of A with one of B in each of the k blocks for ¢ < m/2.
Furthermore, assume that k* < 2¢™. Then (Ta ® Tg)SWAP,(T4 ® Tg) is an e-approvimate
multiplicative error k-design channel when

7 | 1 k?
0> S log, k! +log, (- ) — 4log, (1- q—m) +log, 4.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2,
HPQSW - 7?43”2%2 S \/9a’k2q_m + 4a2k!3q_2é + 2a2]€!5q_4é .

To simplify, assume that ¢™ > 2¢* > 2k! and that & > 2 and a?k!3¢72¢ > a2k~ > 8k2¢—™.
If £ = 1, then the design is exact, as local mixings yield complete, global mixture, so we ignore
that case. Therefore,

|PQsw — Tanllza < 3ak!*2¢7¢ .

2The case m/2 < £ < m follows from this by a simple relabeling of A and B.
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In Lemma 3.7, we therefore have

€= 3q*4ak!7/2(1 - q]i)_Q < 3q*%!7/2(1 - ;i)_A‘ .

We solve this equation for ¢ to obtain the bound stated in the theorem. Note that another
multiplicative contribution comes from pre- and post-compositions of T4 ® Tg. Finally, note that
while Proposition 4.2 explicitly defines the swaps as on the first qudits by index, the definition
of the first qudits is arbitrary. O

We now give the proof of the technical result in Proposition 4.2.

Proof of 4.2. We first rewrite the squared numerator on the right-hand side of (4.16) by expand-
ing the 2-norm, using Lemma 4.1 and the relations (4.13):
aup 19PX) “ RO _ (X, POLPX) ~ R())
X#0 X113 X#0 (X, X)
The relations (4.13) furthermore show that the supremum in (4.19) is achieved on some
X = P(X), which according to (2.19) can be written as

X = Z LTorTARTB (4.20)

o,7EC

(4.19)

for some coefficients x,, € C. Note that 04 ® 7p is invariant under the projections P, Qgw, R
whenever ¢ = 7. Following [20], we denote by Gg the (k! x k!)-Gram matrix of permutation
operators acting on k copies of a system S with elements (Gg)osr = (0g,7s), for 0,7 € &,
where

(X,Y), =S| " tr(XTY) (4.21)

denotes the normalized Frobenius product and |S| = dim Hs.

Because of the quotient of inner products in (4.19), we can replace (-,-) by the normalized
inner product (-,-),. Using the assumption X = P(X) together with Lemma 4.5(i), (ii) and (iv)
below, the expression (4.19) is then equal to

(X, POwP(X) ~R(X)) _ (x, [M(G;'®G5) M~ NTG;5N] x)
<X7 X> B <X7 (GA ® GB)X> 7
where the inner product (-,-) on the right-hand side (and in the following) is now the usual

standard inner product on C**. The matrices M of size (k'? x k!?) and N of size (k! x k!?) have
the following coefficients for 7, p,w, x € & (cf. Lemma 4.5):

(4.22)

(M) (7,0),(wix) = (T4, XAt @ Wam—2), (PB,Wpt @ Xpm—t), (4.23)

(N)r(wix) = (TAB,wA ® XB),, - (4.24)

Here, for x,w € &) we write x 4¢ for the permutation operator acting on the first ¢ < m qudits
within each of the k blocks (of size m each) in A, and w4m—e¢ for the permutation operator acting

on the remaining m — ¢ qudits within each block. The same conventions hold for permutations
acting on the blocks in B.
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The rest of the proof is concerned with bounding the expression (4.22) for all L(A*B*) 5 X #
0 (or equivalently CcH 5 x # 0), in turn giving a bound on the supremum over x # 0 and thus
the 2-norm in (4.16) that we seek to estimate. To this end, we employ the following inequalities
proved in [20, Lemma 1], with Api, and Apax denoting the smallest and largest eigenvalue of a
Hermitian matrix, respectively:

k?
k2 ,
Amax(GaB) < exp <2q2m> = exp(e), (4.26)
K2 r o k2 -1 -1
where we set € == ST and & = 5qT From (4.25) we get Amax (GA ) < (1—¢)" and hence
Gl @Gy < (1—e) 2 1pe. (4.27)

We also have Amax (—G;}B) < —exp(—¢’) from (4.26), which leads to
Gl < —exp(—) Ly (4.28)
With a == (1 — &)~2 and b := exp(—¢’), these operator inequalities yield
(x,M (G}' ® G3') M — N"G;Nx) < (x, (aM? — bN"N) x) . (4.29)
The bound (4.25) further gives G4 ® Gp > a 12 = (1 — €)?1,2 and thus
(x,(G4®Gp)x)! <alx,x)7L (4.30)
Using the inequalities (4.29) and (4.30) in (4.22) gives

(X, PQuwP(X) ~R(X)) _  (x (aM? —IN'N) x)
X#0 <X7 X) N x;ﬁg <Xa X>

=a|aM? - IN'N

. (4.31)

where the equality follows from the fact that M, and thus also aM? — bINTN, is Hermitian by
Lemma 4.5.

We now focus on bounding the operator norm of aM? — bBNTN. The main idea is that both
M? and NTN can be written as a sum of two matrices: a diagonal matrix M with operator
norm 1 that is identical for both M? and N”N, and a matrix with small coefficients provided ¢*
is much larger than certain powers of k!. Using simple norm estimates, aM? — bINTN can then
be written as a sum of matrices with small operator norm.

Inspecting the definition of M in (4.23), we see that (M) (x 1) (x,r) 18 equal to 1 for any 7 € &y.
On the other hand, for a quantum system .S with dimension |S| we have (7g, ps), = 5|1l
where |o| denotes the minimum number of terms needed to write o € &j as a product of
transpositions [20]. Thus, (7g, ps), < [S|7' if 7 # p, which implies that (M) ) w.x) < g2t if
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at least one of m, p, w, x is distinct from the rest. For example, for y # m we have

(M)(ﬂ',ﬂ'),(ﬂ',x) = <7TA7 XAt ® 7rAm*2>n <7er Tge ® XBm*£>n (432)
= <7TA27XA‘Z>n <7er—e, XBm—e>n (4.33)
<q gl (4.34)
<q % (4.35)
We can thus write
M = M, + ¢ M, (4.36)

where M is a (k!? x k!?)-matrix with each coefficient bounded from above by 1, and My is a
(k!% x k!?)-matrix with coefficients (Mo) (r,p),(w,x) = Om,p0m w0,y In other words, My is a diagonal
matrix with 1’s in positions ((7,7), (7, 7)) for 7 € &, and 0’s elsewhere. Squaring M and using
(4.36), we then have

2
M2 = (MO n q—%Ml) (4.37)
= M3 + ¢~ *(MgM; + M M) + ¢~ M3 (4.38)
= My + 2¢ M, + k1%¢~*M; (4.39)

where My, M3 are again matrices with coefficients bounded by 1, and we used that M2 = M,.
We now apply the same argument to N7 N: Inspecting the definition of N in (4.112) reveals
that (N)z (7 is 1if (0, 7) = (7, 7), and bounded from above by ¢~ otherwise. Hence, we write

N = N() + q_le, (440)

where Ny is a (k! x k!?)-matrix with coefficients (No)x (5,7) = r,00x,r, and Ny is a matrix whose
coefficients are bounded from above by 1. Note that we have NE‘)FNO = My, and hence

NN = (Ng + ¢ ™N1)" (N + ¢ "Ny) (4.41)
=My +¢ ™ (N{ Ny + N{Ny) + ¢ ?"Ni N, (4.42)
= Mg + 2¢ "My + klg~ 2™ Ms, (4.43)

with matrices My, M5 whose coefficients are bounded by 1 as before.
Using (4.39) and (4.43), we get the following bound on the operator norm of aM? — bINTN:

|aM? — NN (4.44)
- HaMS ¥ 2aq~ %M, + ak!2g~ ¥ My — bMy — 2bg" ™M, — bk!q—2mM5H (4.45)
< Ja — b|[[Mo|| + 2aq~ || M| + ak!*q~*| Ms]|| + 2bg~ ™| M| + bklq "M, (4.46)

where we used the triangle inequality in the last inequality. We have |[Mjp|| = 1 by definition,
and M; for i = 2,...,5 are (k!? x k!?)-matrices with coefficients bounded above by 1. Using the
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norm inequality || X| < vdmaxj<i<g 2?21 |z;;| valid for any (d x d)-matrix X, we can bound
the operator norms of M; for i = 2,...,5 by k! - k!? = k!3, giving

IL|| < a—b+4akPq % + 2ak1Pq %, (4.47)

where we also used a = (1 —€)~2 > exp(—¢’) = b and the assumption 2¢ < m. Note that both
a,b— 1 for ¢*™ < k?, and hence also a — b — 0 in this limit.
Using the bound on |[aM? — bBNTN|| from (4.47) in (4.29), and substituting the result in
(4.22), we arrive at
(X, PQswP(X) —R(X)) _ (x,%)
(X, X) : % (G @ G
< a(a —b) + 4ak13q7% + 202k ¢, (4.49)

(a — b+ 4ak3q% + 2ak!5q*4£> (4.48)

where we used (4.30) in the second inequality. Since the left-hand side of (4.49) bounds the
subspace angle c(im P,im Qgy)? from above via (4.16) and (4.19),

c(im P,im Qs )? < ala — b) + 4a’k3q 2" + 2a%k!1P ¢~ 4. (4.50)

Note that a = 1/(1 —¢)? < 1/(1 — 2¢). Using the geometric series expansion for a and that
exp(e/) >1—¢,

2-¢)
(12
Assuming ¢ < 1/2 and &’ < ¢ then gives a — b < 9k%/¢™, which concludes the proof. O

a—b<14+e(2—¢)+e 1+¢.

4.2. Twirl-Crosstwirl. In this section we consider a different iterative protocol to implement a
unitary design on A¥BF. The protocol alternates between two maps: individual twirls on A and
B, and a twirl on the first ¢ qudits within each block A and B (as opposed to a simple swapping
of those qudits as in Section 4.1). Note that this protocol is a simplified bipartite version of
a much more general multipartite protocol that we discuss later in Section 4.4. In addition to
considering P parties, the multipartite version furthermore allows for different numbers m,, of
total qudits in each block, and different numbers ¢, of qudits participating in the “crosstwirl”.
However, for the sake of exposing the main proof ideas, we restrict the discussion in this section
to a simple bipartite setting where the blocks in A and B consist of the same number m of qudits,
and the crosstwirl acts on the same number ¢ of qudits.
We consider the following projections:

P=Ta®7Tp (4.51)
Qct = Tyepe, (4.52)
where A¢ denotes the first ¢ qudits in a block A;, and similarly for Bf. We also denote by A™¢

and B™ ! the remaining m — ¢ qudits within A; and B;, respectively. We will once again show
that iteratively applying P and Q. converges to the full twirl

R = Tap. (4.53)
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As before, we have the dominance relations
PR=RP=R=RQ¢ = QR (4.54)
because of left- and right-invariance of the Haar measure, as well as the relation
imPNim Q¢ =imR (4.55)

which follows from (2.19) and similar arguments as those used to prove (4.55). The alternating
projection method hence guarantees that lim,, o (QctP)™ = R as in (4.17), with the convergence
speed controlled by the subspace angle

. . aP(X) —R(X
c(imP,im Q) = || QctP — R|252 = sup | QP (X) ( )H2
X#0 112

(4.56)

We derive the following bound on c¢(im P, im Q).

Proposition 4.4. Let A and B each consist of k blocks of m qudits of local dimension q, and let
¢ < m be the number of qudits within each of A and B on which the crosstwirl Q. defined in (4.52)
acts. We assume that k < min{q%,qm} and k% < 2¢%¢. Then the subspace angle c(imP,im Q)
corresponding to the projections P and Qs defined in (4.51) and (4.52), respectively, satisfies

C(im’P, im Qct)2
21 k- 1\? om 1 1\ 2 w4
< acgq~ k! <q +kk 1> — 2abg "k (q Tk 1) © abg—tmE (q +k 1) |

k k
(4.57)

with constants

k2 -2 k2 k2 -1 k2
=11—-— b= — =1—-— = . 4.58
! ( 2qm) o ( 2q2m) ‘ ( 2q”) I (qm‘4> (4.58)

Proposition 4.4 could be converted to a relative error bound using results of Section 3. We

forgo that discussion, however, as the bound would be entirely subsumed by the more general
multipartite protocol in Proposition 4.8. Instead, we present a proof of Proposition 4.4 here, as
it more simply illustrates the subpace angle technique than does the corresponding component
of that of Theorem 4.8.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Using the relations (4.54) together with Lemma 4.1, we can once again
rewrite the square of the argument on the right-hand side of (4.56) in terms of the normalized
Frobenius inner product (-,-), defined in (4.21):
qup 1Q PO = RN _ (X, PQuP(X) — R(X))
X#0 X713 X#0 (X, X),
and due to (4.54) we may assume that the supremum in (4.59) is achieved on an operator

X=PX)= ) 2,00®7p (4.60)

o,7€G

n (4.59)
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for some coefficients z,, € C, which again follows from Schur-Weyl duality and (2.19). Using
Lemma 4.5(i), (iii) and (iv), we can rewrite the right-hand side of (4.59) as

(X,PQuP(X) - R(X)), (x,[(Gam—rt®Gpgm:)® (NFG,;'Ny) - NTG,;N]x)

n _ , (4.61
(X, X), (x,(G4®Gp)x) (4.61)

where the matrices on the right-hand side have coefficients (cf. Lemma 4.5)
(NZ)W,(J,T) = <7TAZB470—AZ ® 7—B£>n (462)
(N)TI',(O',T) = (TAB,0A®TB), - (4.63)

The rest of the proof is dedicated to bounding the supremum over x # (0 of the expression in
(4.61). In a first step, we eliminate the Gram matrices using bounds on their eigenvalues from

[20]. We have —GZ}B < —bly with b = exp (—25%) by (4.28), and thus
—(x, NTG ENx) < —b(x, N'Nx). (4.64)

-2
Second, (x,(Ga ® Gp)x)~! < a{x,x)"! with a = (1 - 2’%) by (4.30). For the matrix

(Gpm-¢ @ Ggm—t) ® (N;7FC4[1N4)7 we recall the following properties of the Hadamard product:
XoY >0for X,)Y >0 (25, Thm. 5.2.1] and (Z - X)0Y =2Z0Y — X ©Y. We use these
relations together with the following operator inequalities following from [20, Lemma 1]:

; B2\
k?

Gpgm—t @ Gpm—rt < gl with g =exp <W> , (4.66)

and hence
(G’Awnfl ® G’Bmff) @ (Ng‘GZlN[) S C(G’Aan@ ® G’B'mfﬂ) @ (N{NZ) (467)
<cglye © (N7N); (4.68)

so that

(%, (G gm—t @ Ggm—2) ® (NF G, 'Ny) x) < cg(x, Iz © (N7 Ny) x). (4.69)

Collecting all of these bounds, we obtain

o (Gt © G ) © (NI G ') ~ NTGN] )
x#£0 <X’ (GA ® G'B)X>
< asup (x, (cgly2 ® NI N, — bNTN) x)
T x#£0 (x,x)
= al[cglp: © Nf Ny — bN'N|| . (4.71)

(4.70)
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Note that 12 ® N;;FNg is a diagonal matrix with the corresponding entries from N?Né on
its diagonal. Let us thus write cglly2 ® NgNg — NN = D — K with matrices

(cgN7 N, — bNTN), ifr=candp=r

D x o) = 7r7:0)7(ﬂ-7p) 4'72

(D) x0).(0.7) {o otherwise: (4.72)
0 ifr=cand p=r1

(K) (xp),(0:7) = T . (4.73)
b(N*N)(x,p),(o,r) Otherwise.

That is, D is a diagonal matrix combining the diagonals of NgNe and NTN, while K is the
off-diagonal part of N”TN; this is a non-negative irreducible® matrix with zeroes on the diagonal.
In terms of these new matrices,

o (G G )0 (TGN ~ NG N )
x#0 (x,(Ga ® Gp)x)

< a|D - K|| (4.74)
< a|D| + a|K|. (4.75)

We first bound the operator norm of ||K||. To this end, we recall from above that K is a
non-negative irreducible matrix, and thus the generalized Perron-Frobenius Theorem [24, Ch. 1]
implies that |[K|| < max(r,y) >, ,(K)(r,p),0,r)- As before, let (7%, p*) label the row achieving
this maximum. Then we have the following bound:

K[| < Z 7% ,0%)(0,7) (4.76)
= Z > ). (00m) (4.77)
p oO,T
- bz (ZU,T(NTN)W*vP),(w) - (NTN)W,/J),(w*,p)) (4.78)
;
=62 (NTN)(r ) o) = b (NTN) e ) ) (4.79)
PsOST P

Writing out the first sum gives

Z (NTN) (e ) (07) = Z (T ® pB,WAB), (WAB,TA ® TB), (4.80)
P,0,T 0,0, T,w
= Z (™4, LUA>n Z (pB, wB>n Z (wa, UA)n Z (wa, TB)n (4.81)
w p o T

3A non-negative (n x n)-matrix M is called irreducible if the directed graph Gar = (V, E) with vertices
V ={1,...,n} and edges E = {i — j : (M);; # 0} is strongly connected, i.e., every vertex in Gy can be
reached from every other vertex. Since every off-diagonal element of K is strictly positive, the resulting directed
graph Gk is strongly connected, and hence K is an irreducible matrix. Most statements from the Perron-Frobenius
Theorem still apply to a non-negative irreducible matrix, in particular the inequality Amax(M) < max; >~ (M)i;
on its largest eigenvalue [24, Ch. 1].
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To evaluate the sums in (4.81), we recall from [20] that for any w € & and d > 1 we have

S = <d + : - 1) . (4.82)

With d := ¢™, we can use this identity to evaluate the right-most sum in (4.81) as follows:

S w7y = 43T AT = 4k ST o) = gk (d e 1), (4.83)

T

where the second equality holds since 7 — w7 for fixed w is a bijection on &,. This argument
allows us to compute the four sums in (4.81) one by one, starting from the right-most one, giving

—dm "+ k—1\*
> (NTN) ey (o =07 ’%!4< N > . (4.84)

p70—7T

Similarly, for the second sum in (4.79), we get

D (NTN) (= ) (o) = Z (T4 ® pB,wWAB), (WAB, T4 @ PB), (4.85)
;
—Z mhwa)e (P, wB)% (4.86)
—4mkz 2mye((m7)” 1@2 2mye(p™ ) (4.87)
2
=q—4mkk!2<q e ) , (4.88)

where the second sum in (4.87) can be evaluated by noting that p +— p~!

Using the identities (4.84) and (4.88) in (4.79) yields
gk -1\ 2my k1)
K| < bg~*mkE14 <q +k > — bg A1 <q 2 ) : (4.89)

We now bound the operator norm of the diagonal matrix D. The entries of D are positive:
First note that, using exp(z) > 1+ and (1 —z)™! > 1+ for x € [0, 1),

k2 k2
exp ( —n=r ) €xp | 5,2 2 2 2
cg <q ) <2q ) k k k
D |- ® > |1+ pr; 1+ 2 1+ 2% > 1, (4.90)

- 2427

w is a bijection on Gy.

and hence cg > b. Moreover, recall from [20] that for 0,7 € &) the normalized Frobenius inner
product of two permutation operators ox,7x on a space X is equal to

(ox,Tx), = et =k, (4.91)

where d = | X| is the dimension of X, and ¢(7) denotes the number of cycles in 7 € &j. Since
c(m) < k for any 7 € Sy, it then follows that, for two spaces X,Y with |X| < |Y],

<Ux,TX> |X|C —k > |Y|C -k _ <O’y,7’y>n . (4.92)
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For w, p € &, we then have

cg(NG No) (), (m,0) = BONE NO) ), () (4.93)
=b> (T4t @ ppe,wacpe)y (Waepe Ta ® ppe)y, (4.94)
= b (Tt @)y (PBE Wy (WAt Tar), (WEe ppedy (4.95)
> b (ma,wa)y, (pBsws), (Wa, Ta), (B, pB), (4.96)
=0 (TA® pp,waB), (WaAB, TA ® pB), (4.97)
= b(N"N) (x ). (7.0)> (4.98)

where we used (4.92) with |Af| = |Bf| = ¢! < ¢™ = |A| = | B| in the inequality.
Thus, (D) r,p),(r,p)
diagonal element. Let this element be (D)

> 0 for all m, p € S, and the operator norm ||D]| is equal to the largest

7 ,p%),(w*,p*)- Lhen we can bound the operator norm

as follows:
HDH = (D)(W*,p*),(rr*,p*) (499)
< (D) (e ), (710) (4.100)
p
_ T T
= > (cgNy Ny = ON"N) 2+ o) (z.p) (4.101)
p
¢+ k-1 P24k —1\?
= cgq“’%!?( N > — bq4mkk:!2< L > : (4.102)

where we used (4.88) twice with local dimensions ¢° for N, and ¢™ for N.
Together, the bounds (4.102) on ||D| and (4.89) on | K]|| yield

al|D - K|

< a||D|| + a||K]| (4.103)
20 -1 2 2m -1 2 m -1 4

< CLng_4£kk3!2 (q +kk > _ 2(qu_4mkk!2 <q +kk ) + abq_4mkk:!4 (q +kk >

(4.104)

Substituting this bound subsequently in (4.75), (4.61) and (4.59) finally proves the claim of the
proposition. O

4.3. Auxiliary lemma for rewriting Frobenius inner products. In this section we prove
a lemma that is used repeatedly in the proofs of Propositions 4.2 and 4.4. It expresses the inner
products of operators on A*B¥ appearing in the formulas (4.19) and (4.59) for the subspace
angle in terms of certain matrices acting on vectors in C**. Part (i) of the lemma generalizes
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[20, Eq. (18)]. In the statement and proof of the lemma, we denote by (X,Y), = (¢*™) * tr(XTY)
the normalized Frobenius product on £(A*B¥), and by (x,y) the standard inner product on Ck*,

Lemma 4.5. Let k,q,m,f be as in Propositions 4.2 and 4.4, and consider operators X,Z €
L(A¥B*) of the form

X = Z ZTor AR TR for some T, r € C, (4.105)
o,7€6,,

Z = Z 2o704 QTR for some z5 . € C. (4.106)
o,7€C

Denote by x,z € CH? the vectors with coefficients (X)o.r = Tor and (2)or = 27 for o,7 € &y,
respectively.

(i) (X,2), = (x,(Ga® Gp)z).

(ii) For k < ¢"™ we have

(X, PQuwP(X)), = (x,M (G}' ® G5') Mx), (4.107)
where M is a Hermitian (k'? x k!?)-matriz with coefficients
(M) (,0),(wx) = (T, Xat @ Wam—t), (PB,Wpt @ Xpm—t), - (4.108)
(iii) For k < min{q¢®,¢™} we have
(X, PQuP(X)), = (%, (Gam-—t © Gpm-r) © (N} G, 'Ny) x), (4.109)
where Gy = G 4ege and Ny is a (k! x k'?)-matriz with coefficients
(No)r(0,r) = (waepe, 0ae @ Tpe)y, - (4.110)
(iv) For k < ¢*™ we have
(X,R(X)), = (x, NG zNx), (4.111)
where N is a (k! x k!?)-matriz with coefficients
(N) s (o,r) = (TaB, 04 @ TB),, - (4.112)
Proof of Lemma 4.5(1). Using the assumptions on the operators X and Z, we calculate:
(X,2), = q;nk (X1 2) (4.113)
= q;nk M;pe@k Ty 7 Zmp T ((UA ®7p) (T4 ® pB)) (4.114)
= qQ}nk Um;peek Ty ZnptT (O'LWA) tr (TjerB> (4.115)
= > w5, D (GA®GB) (0 (rp) o (4.116)
o,7EG, T,pEG

= (x,(Ga® Gp)z), (4.117)
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where we used the definition (G4)gr = qﬁ tr(aLwA) for the elements of the Gram matrix G 4

following [20], and similary for Gp. O

Proof of Lemma 4.5(ii). To compute the operator PQg,P(X), recall that we have X = P(X)
by assumption, and Qg = SWAP,; o P o SWAP, with SWAP, defined in (4.9). The action of
SWAP, on X is equal to

SWAP(X) = > w5, SWAP (04 ® 78) (4.118)
0,76,

= Z TorTat Q0 gm—t @ Opge @ Tgm—t, (4.119)
o,TEC

where we write 74¢ for the permutation operator corresponding to 7 € & acting on the first

¢ < m qudits within each of the k blocks (of size m each) in A. Similary, o m-¢ acts on the

remaining m — £ qudits within each block. The same conventions hold for the blocks in B.
Another application of the projection P = T4 ® Tp to the operator in (4.119) gives

PoSWAP, 0 P(X) = Y @orTa(rac ® 0 pm—s) @ T (0pe ® Tpm—) (4.120)
o,7€6,
= Z Tor Z almT wa ® Z ay’ XB; (4.121)
o,7€C weSE XEG

= Z ( Z :UGJaZ’Ta;’U)wA@XB (4.122)

w,XESL “o,TECE

> Yo wa ® x5, (4.123)
w7X€6k

where the second line uses the fact that the twirl 74 projects an operator onto the span of permu-
tation operators {wa: w € G}, and hence T4 (T4¢ ® 0 4m—¢) can be expanded as a linear combi-
nation of these operators with coefficients a;;". The same argument applies to Tp (0g¢ @ Tgm—¢)
which defines the coefficients ay?. In the last line we defined y,,,, == 207766k :

Since PQswP = P o SWAP, 0 P o SWAP, o P, we repeat the above argument by applying
P o SWAP, once again to the operator in (4.123), giving

PQuwP(X) =P o SWAP, (P o SWAP, 0 P(X)) (4.124)
= ) YuxP o SWAP, (wa @ xB) (4.125)
w,XEGC
= > Y penaXa* ra®pp (4.126)
m,pESE w,xEG
= Y Z,mA®ps, (4.127)

7T7p€6k
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where we defined zr, = >_,  ce, Yuw,x ax* ay®. Defining a vector z with components (z)r,, =

Zrp for m, p € &y, part (i) of the lemma then gives

(X, PQswP (X)), = (x,(Ga® Gp)2). (4.128)

w7X X?w
a
P

We now express the vector z with coeflicients (z)r, = 2z, = >, ce, Yw,x Or in terms

of x. Using Y, = Y5 rcq, Tor @ ay’ from (4.123), the coefficients 2 , are given by

— w7X X7w
) ) ™
Zrp E Yoo, A% Q) (4.129)

UJ,XEGk

= g Toral” al? apXay® (4.130)
w,X,0,7€S

— O (T WX g Xow

= E ( E a,” ay? az X ay )maﬁ (4.131)
o,TES w,XEGC

Our goal is to interpret the sum in parentheses as a (k!? x k!?)-matrix with coefficients indexed
by pairs of permutations ((m, p), (o, 7)). Those coefficients can in turn be expressed in terms of
the matrix M in the statement of the lemma and the Gram matrices G.

To this end, recall from the calculation leading to (4.123) that the a7 are defined via

Ta(Xat ®Wam—c) = > a¥my. (4.132)
TES

We take the inner product with 7/, on both sides. For the left-hand side, we have

<7rf4, Ta(xae ® wAm—/z)>n = <7j4(7T£4),XAZ ® wAm—z>n = <7Tf4,er ® wAm—e>n = v::/’x, (4.133)

since 7'y is invariant under 74. Hence,

w7X —_—

Ut <7T:47TA(XA4 ® wAm*5)>n = Z azx <7rj477TA>n = Z (GA)TI'/,ﬂ'a’(#7X7 (4.134)
TES TES

or equivalently v¥'X = G 4a“X where (v¥X),; = vyX and (a“X), = az’X, and the same relation
holds with Gz.4

The Gram matrices G4 and Gp are invertible if and only if £ < ¢™ [20, Lemma 1], in which
case a“X = GZIV‘”’X. Recall that we try to interpret the sum in parentheses in (4.131) as a

4Since |A| = |B| it is not strictly necessary to distinguish between G4 and Gpg, but it does help in parsing the
somewhat cumbersome expressions appearing in the sums.
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matrix with coefficients indexed by ((m, p), (¢, 7)). Using the formula for a“*X, we compute:

> almal” agXay (4.135)
7X66k
= Z (G177 (GEIVT)y (Gv9X), (GRvY¥), (4.136)
= Z D (CuNww T (GE ) vp (G )rw X (G R p v (4.137)
w,x w'x'mp!
= > (Gy e (GR)pp Y v vy Z G Dww (G ) vg vy’ (4.138)
0! w,X

-1 W o,T T,O
— Z(GA X G (ﬂ. p),(' p") Z v X’UX Z GA X G )(wjx)’(w/7xl)'l)w, UX, . (4139)
/ / 7X

Defining a matrix M with coefficients (M) (x,p),w,x) = vx vp"", we thus see that

Y agmap" X aX¥ = (G @ G5HM(G,' @ G )M) (o) ? (4.140)
w,XEG
and together with (4.131) we obtain the vector equation
z=(G;'® G5HhM(G ;' ® G3")Mx. (4.141)
Using this in (4.128) finally gives
(X, PQswP (X)), = (x,(Ga® Gp)z) = (x, M(G,' ® G3')Mx), (4.142)
which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.5(ii). O
Proof of Lemma 4.5(iii). Applying Q. to X in (4.60) gives an operator
Qur(X) = Qut(P(X)) = Y %o Qet(0a ® 78) (4.143)
0,76
= Z Lo Yoy Wt @ T gm—t @ Wpe @ Tgm—r, (4.144)
o,T,WwES

where we define the y." through

Qct(O'Aé & TBZ) = Z yZ’TWAZBe. (4145)
w
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Applying P once more to this operator, we then obtain

PQ«P(X) = Z ZTor Yo T Plwae @ 0 qm—t @ Wge @ Tgm—t) (4.146)

o, T, WES

= > 2yl Talware ® 0 qm—1) @ Tp(wpe @ Tgm—r) (4.147)
o,T,WES

= ) wer YT T AR pp (4.148)
o,7w,m,pES

:Zi‘ﬂ,pﬂ-A@pB? (4149)
P

where the 27 in the third line are defined through

Tx(wae @ Oqm—s) =y 22%7x  for X € {A, B}, (4.150)

™

and in the fourth line we defined coefficients , = 3, , , To.r vz’ 2y

For the vectors x,% € CF* with coefficients (X)mp = Trp and (X)(x,p) = Tr,p, part (i) of the
lemma then yields

(X, PQ+tP (X)), = (x,(Ga ® GB)X), (4.151)

and introducing the (k!* x k!?)-matrix L with coefficients (L) (x ) (0.,r) = 20 Yo 22 25", We see
that x = L - x. Hence, we can rewrite the right-hand side of (4.151) as

(X, POutP(X)), = (x,(Ga ® Gp)X) = (x, (G4 ® Gp)Lx). (4.152)

We continue manipulating this expression by rewriting the coefficients 25'? and y.," appearing
in L. For the 277, we take the inner product with 7/, on both sides of (4.150) and use the fact
that 7/, is invariant under the twirl 74:

::;U = <7-('£47 wAg (] O'Am—£>n = <7T£4, 7?4(0{42 (%) O'Am—e)>n (4153)
S s (), (4.154)

— Z 7(GA) 1 (4.155)

v

Defining vectors v¥?,z*° € CF with coefficients (v¥9); = v¥7 and (z%7), = 227, we can
rewrite the above equation as v¥? = G z“?, or z¥°% = GAlv‘“’ if £ < ¢™ such that G4 is
invertible [20, Lemma 1]. The same assertion also holds for G. Since also k < ¢?* by assumption,
an analogous argument applied to the coefficients yg,” defined in (4.145) shows that y”™ =
Gg_lwf”. Here we defined the Gram matrix Gy = G 4¢pe and vectors y©7, w%”™ € CF with
coefficients (y”7), = yz and

(WU’T)ﬂ = <7TA£B£, Opt @ TBZ>H = wfr’T. (4156)
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Substituting these expressions in the definition of (L) above, we then obtain:

(L) (0.0 Zy” 10 T (4.157)
ZZGZ W) (G4'V97) (G'V9T), (4.158)
= Y (G uw wl (G ) v (GEY) pp 007 (4.159)
w’w/’ﬂ_/’p/
— Z (Ge_l)ww/wa/TUw,UUWT(GA ®G )(W,P)7(7T'7P') (4160)
w,w’,w’,p’
—1 —1 -1 W, W,T
:Z(G’A ®G’B )(71',,0)7(77/7/)/) Z(GZ )UJUJI Uﬂ" 'UPI w 5 (4161)
7r’,p’ w’w/

which we can rewrite as a matrix product
L=(G,;'®G3")L (4.162)
where L is a (k!? x k!2)-matrix with coefficients

(E) (m,p),(o,7) — Z(Gg_l)w w’ vw 7 'U;J T U)Z/T‘ (4'163)

w,w’

Plugging in the definitions vz = (14wt ® 0 gm—e), and ()" = (W4, o, 0 ar © Tpe ), We obtain

(L) (rp).(07) (4.164)
= Z(GZ waw Ul VT w]T (4.165)
o
= Z Yo' (Ta,War @ O pm—e), (pB,wpe @ Tpm—t), (Wyege, 0 ae @ Tpe), (4.166)
= Z ww' (e, wae)y (Tam—t,0 gm—e)y, (Ppe,wpe)y (Ppm-—t; Tgm—t), <w/AeBeaUAf-’ ®TB‘~’>H
(4.167)

= (Tam—t,0 qgm—2)y, (Ppm—t, Tpm—t), Z (mae ® ppe,waepe), Z(Ge_l)w,w’ <w144347 TaL & TB“>n

w w!

(4.168)
T-1
= (Gan-t @ Gpnt)imp) (0r) (NEGy N (1) (65 (4.169)
where in the last step we defined the (k! x k!?)-matrix N, with coefficients
(Né)w,(aﬂ') = <wA£BZ’ O At ® 7-Be>n . (4170)

We see that (4.169) describes the coefficients of a Hadamard product, and thus

— (G’AanZ ® G’Bnlfi) @ (NgGZlNK) . (4171)
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Substituting this expression in (4.162) and then (4.152), we finally get

(X, PO+tP(X)), = (x,(Ga ® Gp)Lx) (4.172)

= (x,Lx) (4.173)

e <X, (G’AanZ ® GB'mfé) @ (Ng‘GZlNE) X>, (4174)

which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.5(iii). O

Proof of Lemma 4.5(iv). Recall once more that we may assume X =P(X) =3 s, T5r04 ®
7 for some z,, € C. For the full twirl R = T4p, we then have

R(X) = Z xO',TR(O-A ® TB) = 2 Lo, Z T?TWAB (4175)

for some coefficients r2’" € C, and

(X, RX)) = > @@y (04 @75, maB), (4.176)
o107
= > T e YT (4.177)

o,7,0' 7™

where we defined t7”7 == (Tap,04 ® TB),,.
Note that Typ(map) = map for any m € &y, and hence

ty" = (TaB, 04 ®7B), = (T(7aB), 04 ® TB), = (TaB, TaB(0A ® TB)), - (4.178)

Thus, we may express 7y in terms of t7" as

t2" = (map, Tap(ca ® TB)) (4.179)
= erf(wAB, ) (4.180)
= (Gap)rmrl" (4.181)

Defining vectors t77,r%7 € C* with (t77), = 77 and (r*7), = r7, the identity (4.181) can be
rewritten as the vector equation t77 = G 4pr?", which is equivalent to r7 = GZ}Bt"’T in the
regime k < ¢*™ such that G ap is invertible [20, Lemma 1].
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Using r%7 = G 5t in (4.177), we obtain

(X, RX))y = Y. @ pBorrd ™t (4.182)
o107
= Y whwen (Gt 1S (4.183)
o,m,0' 7™
D DR T ey N (4.184)

o107 ol

=Y b Y T (G Yt T (4.185)
ol 7’ ™ i o,T

Defining the (k! x k!?)-matrix N with coefficients (N). ;) = t7" = (TaB,04 @ 7B),, the last

equation can be written as

(X, R(X)), = (x, N'G L Nx), (4.186)
which concludes the proof of Lemma 4.5(iv). O

4.4. Multipartite setting. In this section we analyze a multipartite version of the Twirl-
Crosstwirl protocol from Section 4.2, which is depicted in Figure 1. We consider P parties
Aq,...,Ap that are indexed by a lower-case p = 1,..., P. As before, each party A, consists of
K subsystems Ay 1, ..., Ap i, which we index by a lower-case k = 1,..., K. To be as general as
possible we allow for differing dimensions among the P parties. That is, each A, ;, consists of m,,
qudits of local dimension ¢ so that |A, | = ¢".

We now consider a protocol that alternates between independent twirls across the ‘rows’ and
twirls of the first £, < m,, qudits within each block A} across the ‘columns’ (see Fig. 1 which
illustrates the row-column terminology). To be more precise, we define the following orthogonal
projections:

P
P =) T4, (4.187)
p=1
Omet = aflAggmAip; (4.188)
R =Ta,..Ap- (4.189)

. ¢ .
Here, T4, = [ dU UEﬁ(-)(ULp,*)Q@K with Ug’fi =i, Ua, - The systems A, consist of the
first ¢, qudits within each block A, and the twirl Qe defined in (4.188) applies a random

unitary Ufff across the K columns.
L

AP
As in the previous sections, we have the relations
PR =RP =R =ROmet = Cmct R imP Nim Qpet = im R, (4.190)

and thus a repeated alternating application of P and Q. converges to the full twirl R:

(QumetP)" = R. (4.191)

lim
n—oo
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A4 Th, A1k A1 A1k
/1 000 / 000
ot LAVRRLLN 2
A2’1 7742 AQ’K A2,1 A2,K
(00 ) /- (00 ) 00 ) (YA
[ [ J [ J T ([
[ ] [ [ J Af1 A:?..Afj’ [ ]
[ J [ J [} (]
Ap 1 Ta, Ap K Ap 1 Ap K
CERRZ @ ) () lp @
o 0 o0 o 06 o0
T LRI 7T N =< FAVARELY =
(A) Twirl P consists of individual twirls 74, over (B) Twirl Quet is a ‘crosstwirl’ Ty ptp OVer
the P collections of systems Ay, 1,...,Ap x forp = the first ¢, systems in each of the systems
1,...,P. Al,k,...,ARkfOrkZI,...,K.

FiGure 1. Multipartite Twirl-Crosstwirl protocol described in Section 4.4, alter-
nating between (A) the twirl P defined in (4.187) and (B) the twirl Qe defined
in (4.188). Note that the different blocks A, forp=1,...,Pand k=1,..., K
can have different sizes m, and a different number /¢, of qudits participating in
the crosstwirl Q¢ in (B). In this example, (¢1,m1) = (3,9), (b2, m2) = (2,6),
and ({p,mp) = (1,7).

We have the following bound on the subspace angle ¢(im P, im Q) controlling the conver-
gence speed in (4.191):

Proposition 4.6. Let K,q, P,¢1,...,fp,m1,...,mp be as above, and set L =401+ ---+{p and
M =mi+---+mp. We assume that K < ¢"» for allp =1,...,P as well as K < ¢~ and
K? < 2¢". Then the subspace angle c(im P,im Quct) of the two projections P and Qe defined
in (4.187) and (4.188), respectively, satisfies

P 20 K —1 P 2m K —1
c(imP,im Quer)* < acgg K KWW H (q ’ +K ) — 2abg MK 1P H (q ’ 4}( >

p=1 p=1

P, 2

K-1

+abg MERPP T <q ’ +K > : (4.192)
p=1
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= lp_[ 1— K2\ b=ex —K—z
- p=1 2q™ - 2™
K2\ ! K2
N (1 - 2qL) o H P (2qu%>

p=1

with constants

(4.193)

The proof of Proposition 4.6 is a rather straightforward generalization to the multipartite
setting of the proof of Proposition 4.4 and given in Appendix A.
For later use, we rephrase Proposition 4.6 as a simplified bound in terms of TPEs:

Corollary 4.7. Let P, Omet, K,q, P, 41,...,¢p,m1,...,mp be as in Proposition 4.6, and fur-
thermore assume that K> Zp ¢» <1 and that my, > 34, for each p. Then

1
IPQet — Rl < 5K [ 7 (4.194)
p

As noted in the introduction, a direct implication of Corollary 4.7 is that, if £, = ¢ for each p,
then ¢ = log, K +log,(5) + (1/2) log,(P) +log,(1/¢) suffices to obtain TPE error e. We leave the
proof of this Corollary to the end of the section, as it primarily involves algebraic manipulation,
and instead illustrate its main consequences.

Theorem 4.8. Let A = ®§:1 Ap. Let v be an exact K-design on a system defined as the tensor
product over p = 1,..., P of any €, qudits of local dimension q from each A,. Assume that
4K? x Zp g% <1 and that my, > 3¢, for each p. Let each i, be an exact K-design on the
system A,. Then v * ®p tp s an e-approximate relative K-design when € given by

1
/ e (4.195)
p

satisfies € < 1. Moreover, each unitary in v * ®p Wy requires at most 20, qudits of quantum

communication between A, and the rest of A to implement, generating at most 24, logy q ebits of
entanglement entropy from a product state input.

Proof. For each p = 1,..., P, let /Nlp denote the subsystem of A, consisting of the ¢, qudits
affected by Omct, and let A; be its complement within A,. The fixed point subalgebra of

®P_, Ta, is a subalgebra of that of (Q%_, Ti, ® 7;1;7). Observe that

P P P P
Qmet © ®p:1 Ta, = <®p:1 T, © E;) © Qmet © ®p:1 Ta, © <®p:1 Ta, ® TA;,) , (4.196)

since each 7;1, commutes with Q¢ and is absorbed by O.t, and since each TA commutes with

7?4 and is also absorbed by Qp,t. Lemma 3.7 then implies we should set the norm conversion
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factor to
P
K2 Ip\ —1 ‘A |K K2 —1 K
#(min{(1=T57) ke { (- 37) &)
K <Hm1n =ar) kg - w) mr g (4.197)
p=1 P
Assuming that m, > ¢, simplifies the above, yielding the desired results with
P
1 KQQZI, -1 K2 -1
N ) P (1 - ) (1 - 7) . (4.198)
zp: ¢ le |Ap] q‘r

By the assumptions of the Theorem and Remark 4.9,
P P
K2qu -1 K2\ -1 K2\ -2 2
1 ) (1 _ 7> < (1 . 7> < (1 23" K2 fp) 4.199
pl_Il ( |4, q% = pl_[l e s+ ; /4 ( )

1
§1+8K22q7p<5. (4.200)

p

d
We now proceed to prove Corollary 4.7, for which we need the following remark and lemma.

Remark 4.9. For any n € N and €1,...,¢, € R such that each ¢, > —1, and all ¢; having the
same sign, the generalized Bernoulli’s inequality [31, eq. (7.1)] states that

Moreoever,

III
+
hm
T E:
m
&
3
/N
=™
h("\
N—

Furthermore, e <1+ x +a:2 for every 0 < 1 <z, and e ® <1—z+ 22 for every —1 <z < 1.

Therefore,
n n

[Ta+e) <14> e+ (Zej)Qg 1+2) ¢
j=1

j=1 j=1 j=1
if [ 377, €51 < 1. Also note that for any ¢ € [0,1/2]

9
2

<1+4+29. 4.201
1-5° —|—5+ —5 = +20 (4.201)
Lemma 4.10. Let g,m,k € N. Then
k(k—1) k(4" E—1 k(k—1)
14+ 2 < g MRE < —_ 4.202
D g () (M)
and if k(k —1)/2¢™ < 1.7, then
_ 2 2
<1+k(kz 1) k*(k-1)
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Proof. Expanding the binomial,

—mk qm+k_1 —mk(qm+k_1)!
k! = A — 4.203
q < . q oS (4.203)
as the k! factors immediately cancel. Expanding factorials,
k k .
_ mk—1) . —1
7 mk(q(qm v 1)‘) =g [T +i-n=T[(1+ ]—qm ). (4.204)
’ j=1 j=1

Remark 4.9 completes this Lemma along with the fact that (14 z)" <" for x €e R,r > 0. O

Proof of Corollary 4.7. Most of the proof follows from successively applying Remark 4.9. Ap-
plying Lemma 4.10 to Proposition 4.6,

2 2 2
[PQect — R|5_,5 < acgexp (Z 2{;})) — 2ab(1 + Z qé{mp) + abexp (1 + Z q[(m)) (4.205)
3 3 P

K? 2K? K?
< acg(1 +Zq7p) —i—ab(l—i—Zqu) —2ab(14+ ) qzmp> . (4.206)
p p p
Using that 1 > b>1— K?/2¢M,
K? 2K? K?
[PQet — RI3_5 < a(cg(l +)° 7) +Y -1+ M) : (4.207)
pall A 2q
Expanding the first term,
K? K? K? K?
Cg<1+27p> S (1‘}‘7) (1+Z mpffp)(1+2275p> (4208)
' q q —4q —4q
<1+2K2<Z;+Zi+i> (4.209)
= gty @2 ql) :
p p
Therefore,
1 1 1 2 1
IPQet — RIZ.5 < aK (zzp: (qmp toant qm,,-ep) top+ qu> . (4.210)
With the assumption that m, > 3¢, for each p,
1
IPQet — RII32 < 9aK>) g (4.211)
p

Noting that a < 2 by the Lemma’s assumptions and taking the square root,

1
[PQet — Rll22 < 5K\/27q%. (4.212)
p
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5. RECURSIVE CROSSTWIRLS

As shown by Proposition 4.6, one may use the crosstwirl as a superchannel that takes a few
approximate k-design channels in tensor product and returns an approximate k-design channel
on the full system. In this section, we study schemes that build up large k-designs from small
k-designs by iterating the crosstwirl.

The following Lemma shows that when iterating approximate designs in relative error, the
combined relative error is to first order approximately additive in its constituents. This Lemma
will be valuable in subsequent sections.

Lemma 5.1. Consider two families of channels (®,)N_; and (¥,,))_; such that

(1—€)Vy <Py, < (1 46,0, (5.1)
for eachn=1...N. Withe=1][,(1+e€,)—1,

A=JJ¥n<][®n <+ ]]Tn (5.2)

Furthermore, assume that (1—06)I' <[], ¥y, < (1+0)I" for some channel T'. Then (14 6)(1+¢)
upper bounds the total relative error of ® with respect to I'.

Proof. Recall that for each n, ®,, = (1 — ¢)¥,, + €©,, for some channel ©,,, and (1 + ¢)~'¥,, =
(1 —(1+¢)~1)®, + €O/, for some channel ©/,. Therefore,

[1®. =] - )W + (1 ~TIe- en))Q (5.3)

for some channel © that is a convex combination of ©,, for different n.
Similarly,

[T =] +e) ' ®u+ (1 ~TIa+ en)*l)@’ (5.4)

n n

for some channel ©'. Therefore,
[T =)@ <[]0 < [0+ €n) T (5.5)

Using Remark 4.9,

H(l—en)21—26n21—<1—H(1—|—en)>. (5.6)

n n

Therefore, one obtains that with ¢ =1 —[], (1+¢€,) <14+ >, e <I[,(1+¢€n),

A= J[¥n < [[®n <O+ ]] Tn (5.7)

The final part of the Lemma follows from expanding [ [, ®, as its convex combination involving
IL, Ya. O
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5.1. General recursive schemes. Consider a system A divided into P; subsystems A = 41 ®
-+-® Ap,, where each subsystem is further divided into P subsystems, A4; = A;1 ® ---® A; p, ,,
and so on until some depth 7 € N. We may denote such a system using a tree data structure.

Definition 5.2 (Recursive Crosstwirl & Tree). Let A be a system of m qudits. A recursive
crosstwirl tree is defined inductively as

Ri = (A@my, ((Sa,1, Rasn)), - (Sa s Riees)))) » (5.8)

where 77 is a vector index indicating the full path from the root to that node. Each Ag) is a
subsystem of A composed of some qudits. Rjg(1),- -, Rig(s,) are the node’s children, where
ti can be any positive integer. For each Rjg;), we require that Azg) € Am). Moreover,
Ay = Q; A@@yae(i)- For the root node 7 is the unique zero-dimensional vector with corresponding
subsystem Ay = A. Each Sj; for ¢« = 1,...,%5 is a set of qudit indices 1,...,m within the
subsystem corresponding to R;_g(;) that will be involved in a crosstwirl on all of the node’s
children. By Si we denote the vector (S, ..., Sis,,)-

For each j = 0,...,depth(R)— 1, we denote the jth layer of a crosstwirl tree R by the subset
of vector indices La;[R|, where each 7 € La;[R] is a vector of length j specifying a node in the
tree. For each j =0,...,depth(R) — 1, let

T1S5] mnode 7 is not a leaf

[R] = {T do 7 is a loaf (5.9)
retay (k) (T4 ~node il is a leaf,

—

where T[S5] is a crosstwirl applying a Haar-random unitary average to the tensor product system

of all qudits selected by T[Si]. A recursive crosstwirl is defined as the channel V[R] =
Wo[R] o0 Wyepin(r) [R]-

Lemma 5.3 (Entanglement Union Bound). Consider a quantum system A initially in tensor
product with an environment E. If unitaries Uy, ..., U, are applied to A ® E in sequence, each
j-th differing from the identity only on l; qudits within A of local dimension q, then the number
of qudits of quantum communication needed to implement the sequence is at most 2 Z?Zl l;logq,
which also upper-bounds the final entanglement entropy of A with E.

Proof. For each j € 1...n, the two parties may implement U; by transmitting the /; qudits from
A to the environment, performing the full unitary there, and sending them back to A. This
operation requires at most 2/; qudits of quantum communication. O

Remark 5.4. Let R be a recursive crosstwirl tree, and for each node index 7i let A7) denote the
system corresponding to that node. Let S be a given set of node indices for which C' C @;;c5 A (i),
and each Rz for 77 € S is a leaf. We denote by 3S the boundary of S, that is, the set of node
indices 7 for which Ry is a leaf, C' N Ay # 0, and Az € C. Let S be a set of pairs (7, W),
containing a pair for each crosstwirl defined by f; for which l;w qudits of C are involved. If
C ® B for an auxiliary system B is initially unentangled with C’, the complement of C' in A; for
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L EXLIX:
(B)

HEEEEE
(a)

FIGURE 2. (A) A 1-LCT in which the vertical direction represents layers. At
the bottom, each of 8 leaf subsystems is in a K-design. By the top, the whole
system is in an approximate design. (B) First, a twirl is applied to each of
the 8 leaf subsystems. Then blue, then red, then green crosstwirls are applied in
successive layers, although they may parallelize. Each colored rectangle represents
the portion of the system invovled in a crosstwirl at that layer.

another auxiliary system B’

> logy|Am|+2 > zilogyg (5.10)

neas FawesS

qubits of quantum communication between C ® B and C' ® B’ are needed to implement the
recursive crosstwirl W.

Definition 5.5. We say that a recursive crosstwirl (tree) parallelizes or is a parallel recursive
crosstwirl (tree) if each crosstwirl involved acts on a distinct set of qudits.

Remark 5.6. Let R be a recursive crosstwirl tree. Then the recursive crosstwirl W[R] is imple-
mented via unitaries of depth at most

depth(R)

depth(®y 5.11
Z e, dep (®7) (5.11)

where depth(®5) denotes the maximum depth needed to implement a unitary in the ensemble
for ®;. If R parallelizes, then the required depth is at most
max _ depth(®z) + max depth(®y) . (5.12)
fi€Leaves(R) rieNon-leaves(R)
To summarize the results of this section so far, recursive crosstwirls can form relative error
k-designs on m qudits in depth not much larger than that needed for constituent designs on leaf
subsystems or crosstwirls, also requiring a similar amount of quantum communication. However,

as these results are quite general, they leave out the specifics of these bounds. The subsequent
Subsection 5.2 fills that gap.
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(4) (B)

FIGURE 3. (A) A 2-LCT in which the horizontal direction represents layers. At
the left, each of 16 leaf subsystems is in a K-design. By the right, the whole
system is an approximate design. (B) First, Haar twirls are applied to each of
the 16 leaf subsystems. Then blue, then red crosstwirls are applied in successive
layers, although they may parallelize. Each colored square represents the portion
of the system invovled in a crosstwirl at that layer.

5.2. Spatial Lattices. A common paradigm in approximate k-design ensembles considers qudits
interacting on a spatial lattice, such as in [22]. This scenario is also common in applications of
entanglement entropy, with particular emphasis on entanglement entropy between subregions in
these lattices [13]. Here we consider recursive crosstwirls on these geometries; low-dimensional
examples are depicted in Figure 2 (for D = 1) and Figure 3 (for D = 2).

Definition 5.7. Let A = ®5:1 = M(}@m be such that P is a natural power of 2P, and each
|Ap| > q¢* for some ¢ € N. Let R be a complete 2P-ary recursive crosstwirl tree of depth % logy P.
For each non-leaf node index 77, we interpret the child nodes Rjg ... Rzgop to be arranged in
a D-dimensional hypercube. Each Sy, for ¢ = 1,.. .,2P is then chosen such that the qudits
indexed by Sj 1 U---USj 9o form a contiguous system of 2P¢ qudits on a D-dimensional lattice.
We call R a D-ary lattice crosstwirl tree (D-LCT) and the corresponding recursive crosstwirl

U a D-ary lattice crosstwirl (D-LC).
Our main theorem in this section is the following result:

Theorem 5.8. Let A be a system of M connected qubits on a hypercube lattice such that M = 2%
and is sufficiently large, with x € N being the side length. For any ¢ > 0 and K € N, we may
construct an approximate, parallelizable lattice crosstwirl yielding an e-approximate relative error
K -design for which

1
0 <150M x K12"K x 2P/2 x = | (5.13)

€
and such that the following conditions are satisfied:

o The required circuit depth to implement any unitary is O(¢K polylog(K)), and local gates
inwolved can all be Haar random 2-local unitaries.
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e The required quantum communication between any contiguous subregion S and its com-
plement in A is no more than #(9S) x ( V2D+1{ +1/(2P+10)(P=1/D §/¢) 4 (2P+1 4 1)¢
qudits.

Proof. The Theorem follows from Propositions 5.11 and 5.12 proved below. In particular, Propo-
sition 5.11 takes a design scheme with a depth function d(r, q, K,n), where r is the qudit num-
ber, ¢ the local dimension, K as in this Theorem, and 7 the error, yielding a total depth of
2d(2D 30.q, K, 557)- To complete the construction, we invoke the scheme from [7] yielding depth
(rK + log(1/e€)) polylog(K), which translates to this Theorem’s depth after substituting ¢ for
the parameter r and €¢/2M for the parameter 7. Moreover, that scheme uses one-dimensional
brickwork, an ensemble constructed from 2-local random unitaries. Proposition 5.12 determines
the required amount of quantum communication. Il

Note that Theorem 5.8 does not rely qualitatively on [7] and could be proven using the
older results of [3] as the underlying design construction. Such would yield a polynomially larger
dependence on K but maintain the same logarithmic dependencies on M and e.

Remark 5.9 (Almost Brickwork). A recent result [7] showed that brickwork random circuits on
a one-dimensional lattice are k-designs with depth O(mk polylog(K)). On the 1-hypercube, the
steps used in Theorem 5.8 can be implemented this way, yielding the Theorem statement with
g(k) = O(polylog(K)). In this case, layers of the construction consist of patches of brickwork
random circuits on different subregions. Moreover, recall that composing random unitaries to
a subsystem that would already be output as a k-design state does not remove the K-design
property. Therefore, one may apply 2-local random unitaries to most of the system at each step.
To satisfy the criteria of Theorem 5.8, the only deviation from brickwork is that random unitaries
not cross boundaries separating different subsystems indexed by the 1-LCT.

The rest of this Section is devoted to proving intermediate results needed for Theorem 5.8.
Lemma 5.10. A D-LCT is parallelizable if |A,| > 2¢ for every leaf indexp=1,...,P.

Proof. The proof is inductive, the base case being that any leaf node has at least 2¢ qudits. For
any j =2,..., % log P, assume for each n € La;[R] that A, has at least 2/ qudits not involved in
any prior crosstwirl. When each A, is crosstwirled with its 2P _ 1 siblings, ¢ qudits of Ay and
2P¢ qudits in total will be involved in the crosstwirl without overlapping any prior crosstwirl.
Let A be the subsystem correspoding to the parent of the n-th node. In a D-dimensional
hypercube of 2P subcubes, each cube corresponds to one exposed corner. Hence there are 2P
subsequent crosstwirls possibly involving A;), and 2P ¢ qudits remaining. O

Proposition 5.11. Let A be a system of M connected qudits on a hypercube lattice such that
M = 2P with x € N being the side length of the hypercube in units of qudits.

Let ®[r, q, k, 6] be a K-design channel scheme on this connectivity with circuit depth d(r, q, k, ),
where r is the number of qudits acted on in the given connectivity, q is the local qudit dimension,
K the number of copies in the design, and § the relative error tolerance.
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For any e > 0 and K € N, we may construct an approximate, parallelizable D-LCT R on
A®K — ®§:1 A;?K yielding an e-approximate K-design in relative error with depth at most
2d(2P+3¢,q, K, =57) such that

1
¢ = log, (150M x K27 K x 2D/2 « 7) . (5.14)

€

Proof. Assume that we will construct a D-LC with P leaves. For some ¢ to be determined
as the number of qudits involved in each crosstwirl, define a logarithmic leaf side length as
s == [£1ogy(8¢)]. Then the number of leaves P is at most 2P(@=5) " The number of qudits in
each leaf system is then between 2¢ and 2P+3¢ if M > 2P+3¢. If m is not this large, then we
simply perform a full, approximate design twirl on M and are finished.

The leaf-level approximate designs contribute a multiplicative total error of (14 6)¥ in depth
at most d(2P+3¢,q,k,5). The non-leaf design approximations used to perform the crosstwirls
then contribute a multiplied total error of (1 + §)"~! in depth at most d(2°*'¢,q, k, ). Then
combining error contributions from Theorem 4.8 using Lemma 5.1,

P-1
1
1+ eror) < (14 6)2P71( 1+ 25K127 K x 2P/2 x = . (5.15)
qﬁ
Now set 6p
¢ =log, (25 % K127 x 2D/2 x 7) (5.16)
€
for some ¢ € RT. Then using Remark 4.9 with the Proposition’s assumptions,
P-1 2P —1 P-1
1 <q QP—1(1 i) < (1 )(1 7) < 1
(1 + €tot) < (1+0) t6p St —p¢)l1+—5p ) =¢, (5.17)

setting 0 = ¢/10P. We replace the P in ¢ by M recalling the assumption that P < 2M, so that
the final result is stated only in terms of constants given. Since the D-LC is parallelizable by
Lemma 5.10, Remark 5.6 yields the depth bound. (]

Proposition 5.12. Let A be a D-hypercubical system of |A| qudits, each with local dimension
q, where M = 2P% for side length x. Let S C A be a subsystem corresponding to a geometrically
contiguous subset of those qudits. Let S denote the boundary of S, the set of qudits that are
part of S with neighbors not in S. Let #(0S) be the number of qudits on that boundary. The
D-LC constructed in Proposition 5.11 requires at most
{ #(95)
(

2D+1¢)(D~1)/D

](2D+1 +1)0log,y g (5.18)

ebits of quantum communication between S and its complement in A.

Proof. For the amount of entanglement across subregions, recall Remark 5.4. The first term
therein is the contribution from the boundary potentially cutting through leaf systems. The
entanglement between parts of those leaf systems would contribute to the entanglement across
the boundary. While entanglement between parts of a leaf system is upper bounded by the
smaller of the volumes on either side of the cut, the portion of the boundary occupied by a single
leaf system is proportional to that system’s area. Though leaf subsystem sizes vary beween
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2¢ and 2P*1¢, larger leaf systems contribute proportionally more entanglement. Therefore, the
worst case leaf subsystem contribution to entanglement entropy is upper bounded by

oS
[(2D+7jég()(D)—l)/D—‘2D+1€ : (5.19)

The second, added contribution to total entanglement entropy as in Lemma 5.3 comes from the
crosstwirls. To determine this contribution, we make the following geometric observations:

e Each crosstwirl is geometrically contiguous by construction.

e Therefore, each crosstwirl occurs at a corner of each involved subsystem. Once a corner
has been in a crosstwirl, it becomes the center of the higher-level subsystem.

e Hence only one corner from that original subsystem remains exposed for a potential,
later crosstwirl. Once both corners have been crosstwirled, that subsystem has no more
exposed corners or boundaries. Hence each leaf subsystem is involved in at most 2
crosstwirls.

To get from one crosstwirl location to another, a cut through the full system must traverse the
rest of a full leaf system. Therefore, as in the entanglement contribution from leaf systems,
the boundary length is divided by the leaf subsystem size. Hence the total contribution from
crosstwirls is upper bounded by

{ ( #(05) (5.20)

9D+1¢)(D-1)/D W ¢,
which concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.13. A concurrent work [38] also shows that designs can be constructed on any ge-
ometry in logarithmic depth. That result uses a Hamiltonian path construction, in which any
connected graph can efficiently approximate a one-dimensional layout. Via a detailed technical
analysis, the other work also obtains an improved dependence on k. Straightforwardly count-
ing the points at which a Hamiltonian path may cross a boundary suggests that subregion
entanglement in such a construction scales as #(95) x O(log K + logm + loge). Our recursive
construction as in Theorem 5.8 exploits partial cancellation between the small block length and
boundary length to show that on lattices, entanglement may scale as #(9S) x O((K log K +
logm + loge)/P) + O(K log K + logm + loge). A simple combination of schemes would be
expected to achieve scaling of #(9S) x O((log K + logm +log €)*/P) 4+ O(log K 4 logm + loge).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE SUBSPACE ANGLE BOUND FOR MULTIPARTITE CROSSTWIRL
PROTOCOL

In this appendix we give a full proof of Proposition 4.6 giving a bound on the subspace angle
for the multipartite crosstwirl protocol described in Section 4.4.
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Proof of Proposition 4.6. We first rewrite the subspace angle in terms of the normalized Frobe-
nius inner product (-, -), using Lemma 4.1 and (4.190):

ey 2 _ gy 1QuaP(X) —REOIF (X, PQuetP(X) = R(X)),
C(lmP, m cht) - )S(};% ||X||2 - i}‘;% <)(7 X>n ’ (A]')

and the supremum is achieved on an element X = P(X), which by (2.19) can be written as

X=PX)=> 2704, ® @0k, (A.2)

for some coefficients z7 € C, where we write &@ = (o!,...,0") with o? € & forp=1,...,P.5
Using Lemma A.1 proved below, we express the right-hand side of (A.1) as

su <X> PchtP(X) - R(X)>
X;ﬁ% <X7X>n

P _ _
<X7 |:<®p:1 GA;"P*‘P> © (NZ,...,ZpGfl}...,épNglv--wZP) - Ngl...APGAll...APNA1~-~AP:| X>
= sup

x#0 <x, (@5:1 GAP) X>

n

9

(A.3)

where Gy, ¢, = GAel Alp is the Gram matrix of permutation operators acting on A(f .. .Aff,
1 -4p

.y

and the (K! x K!P)—matrices Ny, ..¢p and N g, 4, are defined as

P
_ 1 P
(Nf1,---7€P)7r,<? - <7TA§1MA§DP ) UA? Q- ® O-AiP >n (A‘4)

(NA1...AP)7T75 = <7TA1...AP7 0-1141 ® e ® U§P>n . (A5)

Just as in the proofs of Theorems 4.2 and 4.4, we first eliminate the various Gram matrices
in this expression. To this end, we set M = m1 +---+mp and L = {1 + --- + £p, and define

P -1
K? K?
a= H <1 - qup> b= exp <_2qM> (A.6)

p=1
K2\ L K?
p=1

We then use various operator inequalities that follow from bounds on the largest and smallest

constants

eigenvalues of Gram matrices in [20]. First, G4, > (1 — 25—,,1,) 1 ;1 and hence

(o (®], G )x) <atxx (A8

SNote that the superscript in o? is an index and not a power.
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K2
Second, G4, .., < exp 27 15 and hence

—(x, N4, 4,Gol 4, Na L apx) < —b(x,NA, 4. Na, a,X). (A.9)

To deal with the Hadamard product term, we use the same argument as in the proof of Propo-
sition 4.4: From Gy, ./, > (1 — 2{%) 11 we get

T -1 T
NglymyePG€1,...,€pN‘€1,~~-,fP S CNZI,,,,,EPNél,...,epv (AIO)
and GAZLpfzp <exp (W’{(ﬁ) 15 gives
P
(039 GAZLP_ZP < gljp. (A.11)

p=1

Now XY >0if X,V >0[25,Ch.5land (X +2)0Y =X ©Z+ X ©Y, which we can use
together with (A.10) and (A.11) to obtain

P T —1
X, p=1 GAZLP%? © (Nflw-,fPGfl,...,éprlv--wa) X

<eg(x, (Lir ONG, 0, Noygp) %) (A12)

Note that 1p ® NéTl,...,ZPN&,--.,ZP is a diagonal matrix.
We use the above bounds in (A.3) to get

(X, POmet P(X) — R(X))

n

sup

X#0 (X, X),
<X’ (Cg]lK!P © NéTl,...,éprlw-,@P - bNgl...ApNAl---AP) X>
< asup (A.13)
x#£0 <X,X>
=a Hcg]lK!P @ NZ,...,EPNgly-nyeP - bN£1.‘.APNA1---AP H : (A14)

Our strategy to bound this operator norm is the same as in the proof of Proposition 4.4. Let us
define two (K7 x K!¥)-matrices D and K via

CgNE, o Nipsep = ONG, 4 Ny ay) G =3
(D)57Q’ — ( l1,..lp 1 P Ai...Ap 1 P 5. (A15)
0 otherwise;

if & = &,

A.16
szl.‘.AP NAl...AP> otherwise. ( )

These matrices satisfy

D-K=cglgr® N{l,__.,ﬁPNgl,_JP — N, A Na,ap, (A.17)
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and we have

| Quet P(X) — R(X)|

im P, im Qmet)? = A.18

c(im P, im Qpct) ;1;% BIE ( )
(XaPchtP(X) - R(X)>

— n A.19

X0 (X, X), (4.19)

<a|D - K| (A.20)

< a||DJ| + a||K]|. (A.21)

We first bound the operator norm of K. This is a non-negative irreducible matrix, for which
the generalized Perron-Frobenius Theorem [24, Ch. 1] states that ||K|| < maxz ) ;(K)zs. Let
G = (d',...,0") denote the vector of permutations achieving this maximum. Then we upper-
bound this expression by summing over all o2, ..., 0" € kS;. The reason to do this is that we

can calculate the latter sum explicitly as follows:

1Kl <Z ). (A.22)
< Z > K)sa (A.23)
o2,..oP @
= ( d (ON%, . ap Ny ap)ow — (NG, 4, Nay. Ap)c?,&> (A.24)
=b Z ZNAL-APNAL--AP)&M_I’ Z NAI...APNAL..AP)&,E (A.25)
5 2 gP

0%,...,0

For the first sum,

Z Z NA1 ApNay. AP)&,@

oP @
P
=X 3y 1 (hyman), I (s, ) (A.26)
2.0 & m p=1 p=1
= Z <UA1’7rA1 n Z <UA277TA2>n T Z <UAP’ 7TAP>n Z <7TA17will>n e Z <7TAP’°JIIZP>H
™ o2 oP Wl WP
(A.27)
_OMK p2P D fgm 4+ K —1\?
=q K pl;[l ( K« > , (A.28)

where we used the identity (4.83) 2P times.
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For the second sum in (A.25),

> (NAanNaaples= D ZH<7TA,,,JA> (A.29)

o2,...,0F o2,..,0F ™ p=1
:Z 7TA1,O'A1>HZ<7TA2,0'312>I21~"Z<7TAP,O'§P>121 (A.30)
T o2 oP
T i
=g KT ( " ) (A.31)
=1

where we used the generalization of the identity (4.88) to P parties. Substituting (A.28) and
(A.31) in (A.25) gives the bound

P 2 P 2
_ ™y K —1 _ ™4 K —1
K| < bg X KPP (q K« ) —bg MR T (q " ) (A.32)
1

p=1

To bound the operator norm of the diagonal matrix D, we first note that all diagonal entries
are positive: We have gc > b (just as in (4.90)) using the assumption K? < 2¢*, and hence

(D)o = (cgNZ, _0pNeytp = ONA, 2, Nayap) 5 5 (A.33)
Z b (NZ ----- KPNzl)m:ZP - Nzl...APNAl...AP)&’& (A34)
> 0, (A.35)

where the last strict inequality follows from the calculation

(N oNon) =S UK o m x R o (A.36)
61’,__7ZP 61,..‘,Zp 575_ p=1 AZPJ Ael A/P Aﬁl...AfDP7 p=1 Azp .
n P n

P P
= Z H <Uif,"’7rf4§p>n H <7TAﬁp’Uif}’>n (A.37)
P P
> Z H <aip, 7TAp>n H <7TAP’U€Xp>n (A.38)
1
P P
= <®p:1 Uipvﬂ'Al...Ap> <7TA1...AP,®p:1 Uﬁp> (A.39)

= (N%,.4, Ny ap) (A.40)

n
= =
G,0

where we used (4.92) for the inequality, which is strict if at least one £, < m,,.
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The operator norm of the diagonal matrix D is thus equal to the largest diagonal entry, say,

2

in row #. Similar to above, we then sum over ¢2,..., " to get an explicit upper bound on ||D||:

D[] = (D)sz (A.41)

< Y Dy (A42)
02,..0P

= Z (CQNE,...,EPN€17---,ZP - bNgl...APNAl...Ap)gﬁ (A.43)
o2,.. 0P

=9 Z Nfl, Sp Ny,..e 53_1) Z ijé;l...ApNAl-..AP)ag (A.44)

P 24p K -1 r 2mp K—-1
= cgq MK ] ] (q +K > —bg PMERIP T (q } > (A.45)

p=1 p=1

where we used the identity (A.31) for the second sum in (A.44), and with the replacement
my, — £, for the first sum therein.
Substituting (A.32) and (A.45) in the bound (A.21) on the subspace angle finally gives

P L K1 P+ K1
c(imP,im Qe )? < acgq 2 E K H <q +K > — 2abg MK 1P H <q —;( >
p=1 =1

P 2
—OMK 7-12P "+ K —1
K A4
+ abq p”1 < K , (A.46)

which concludes the proof. O

The following auxiliary lemma is used in the proof of Theorem 4.6. It expresses the Frobenius
inner products of operators appearing therein in terms of inner products of vectors in C¥ " acted
upon by certain (Gram) matrices whose elements are inner products of permutation operators.

Lemma A.1. Let K,q,P,01,...,4p,m1,...,mp be as in Theorem 4.6, and consider operators
X,Z € L(AK ... AK) of the form

X = Z Tyl oP 01141 ®: - ® O'EP for some x5 ,p €C, (A.4T7)
ol,....cPeq,
_ 1 P
7 = Z Zol P OA @ ®o0y, forsomez, ,p€C. (A.48)

ol,...0cP e,

P =

Denote by x,2 € CK" the vectors with coefficients (x)
Zg1, . oP, TESpectively.

(i) <X7 Z>n = <X’ (GA1 @ ®GAP)Z>

ol,...ocP = Lol  oP and (Z)Jl,...,a
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.. 0
(i) If K <|Appl=¢™ forallp=1,...,P and K < (AL AP = gttt

<X7PchtP(X)>n = <X’ (GA1”1—51 Q- ® GAT;P—‘ZP) © (NZ,...,ZPGe_l}...,ﬁprlw.,fp) x> )
(A.49)

where Gy, ¢p = GA"l ep 1S the Gram matriz of permutation operators acting on the
1 - P

WA

systems Afl . ..A‘ff, and Ny, .. ¢p s a (K! x K'P)-matriz with coefficients

P
1 P
(Nfl,..-lp)T,(Ul,...,ap) = <TA?..,A§;,P ) O-Afl ®-® O-Aip >n : (A50)
(iii) If K < |Ay...Ap| = ¢™T+™mP then
(X, R(X), = (% NG, 4, Gal 4, NaapX) (A51)
where N g, A, is a (K! X K'Y -matriz with coefficients
P
(NAyAp)r(or,oP) = (TA1.Ap, Thy @ @ Th,) . (A.52)
For the proof of Lemma A.1 we introduce the following shorthand notation to streamline the
presentation. For 0 € & and p =1,..., P, we write
op =04, op, = T 4t Omy—t, = O ymp=tp- (A.53)
In the proofs below we will index different permutations like o? for p = 1,...,P. For the

corresponding permutation operators O‘Zp or O‘Z o WE then write 05 and O‘Z), respectively. Note

P
that in obh the superscript p labels the permutation, while the subscript p indicates the p-th
collection of A-systems (or ‘column’ in the pictorial language of Fig. 1) on which oh acts. For
multipartite permutation operators we often skip system labels too, e.g.,

OAy..Ap =01..P O-AilmAiP = 0¢y,.0p UA;"I*ZI'..A’;;P*ZP = Omy—4y,...mp—E€p (A'54)

We also write & = (d!,...,0F) for a tuple of permutations o? € Sy and p=1,..., P.

Proof of Lemma A.1(i). This is a straightforward generalization of the proof of Lem. 4.5(i). With
the assumptions on X and Z, we calculate:

(X,2), =) a5z (Wi ® - Qwpol® - @op), (A.55)
= i w525 (Wi,01), - (Why o), (A.56)
=D w525 (Gaurgr - (Gap)yr v (A57)
= Z o Z (Ga, ® - ®Guap)g 525 (A.58)
= <;, (GA10® - ®Gap)z), (A.59)

which concludes the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma A.1(ii). Recall that we have

=> 2501®--Q0p (A.60)
for some coefficients zz € C. Applying the crosstwirl Q¢ to an operator cre1 - ® O‘Z gives
cht (05}1 R ® O’ZD) = ny Ty, lp = ny T, R ® Tep (A.Gl)

T T

for some coefficients yZ. Applying the relation (A.61) in (A.2), we obtain

chtp Z«To‘ cht Ufl ®0'é;) ®071n1—21 & "'UrlrgzP—Bp (AGQ)
= Z e ZyT Tty ® 0-717741*51 K- Q Tep & O—Tipffp' (A63)

Another application of P to this operator yields
PchtP ZZEgZyT 7'61 ®U71n1—€1 Q- Typ ®O-T]ZP—€P) (A64)

- Zx‘?zyT 7;11 TH & O-Tlnl—ﬁ) ® - @ Tap (TZP ® UTZP—EP) (A.65)

—Z%Z%Z%f- @ owh (A.66)
_Z<Zx02yg :}10 ...z;’gp> Wi - Quwb, (A.67)

with coefficients 2;"" defined just as in the proof of Lemma 4.5(iii) via

Ta, (Tep ® ok, ) L;’ wh (A.68)

Defining vectors s, x € CE* via
7,0t r,oF
(X)(z) = 7z Z T Z yf Zh e Z)p (A.69)

part (i) of the lemma gives
<X? PQmCtP(X)> = <X7 (GAl K- GAP)S> = <X? (GAl K- GAP)LX>7 (A70)

where the inner product on the right is the standard one on CX*| and we defined the (KP x KP)-
matrix L with coeflicients

Zyg AN (A.71)
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The Gram matrices G 4, are invertible since K < |A4,| = ¢ for all p by assumption [20,
Lem. 1]. Defining vectors 27", v7™" € CX' via (27" )0 = 275" and

(VT,UP)wp = <w£, Ty, @ anpfgp>n , (A,72)
we have the following vector equations for all p = 1,..., P, which follow just as in the proof of
Lemma 4.5(iii):

oP __ —1_ 7,0P
z = GApV (A73)
We also rewrite the coefficients y? defined via (A.61):

Wl = Xty 08, @ R OL) (A.74)
= <X€1...€P7 cht (O-l}l ® e ® O-KPP)>H (A75)
=ny<></z1®---®xep,m®-~®ngp>n (A.76)
- Z Gfl JAp X‘I‘y'r’ (A77)

where the second equality follows since x¢,. ¢, is invariant under Quet, and Gy, ¢, = G A AlP
1P

is the Gram matrix of permutation operators acting on Alil . ..Aff. If K < \Afl . ..Aff\ =
¢t TP then this matrix is also invertible, and we have

—

G — GZS.“’ZPW" (A.78)

for the vectors (y?), = y¢ and (w?%), = w?.
Using the expressions (A.73) and (A.78) in the definition (A.71) of the matrix L and em-
ploying the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.5(iii), we get

~(Gale- 2 Gyl L, (A.79)
where L is a (K!¥ x K!P)-matrix with coefficients
(
1 o
= Z(G::}..WZP)T,XUL’{I ...vlg wX (A.80)
_ P
= Z(Gel%---aeP)‘er <Hp:1 <w£’ Tep ® Uﬁlp—gp>n> <X€1"'ZP’ O-gl ® O-KP> (A81)
1 P 1 P
- Z(G@hn.,fp)"'ix <Hp:1 <w§p’ T£P>n <w£1p7€p’ O-ﬁzpép>n) <X£1---£P’ o @ ® Uép>n (A.82)
P P P
— p P p -1 p
o Hp:l <wmp*€p’o-mp*€1’>n Zr: (le <ng77'€p>n) EX:(GZM--,ZP)T’X <Hp1 <X€P’G€p>n) )

(A.83)
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This shows that L is equal to the following Hadamard product:

L— (GA;M_Z1 P GA,;P_[,P) O (NF . 0n G New ot ) (A.84)

7777

where we defined the (K! x K!P)-matrix Ny, ....tp with coefficients

Lp
(Nh, Ap ) <T€1, WApo 061 - UZD>H' (A'85)
Using (A.84) and (A.79) in (A.70), we obtain
(X, PQueP(X)) = (%, (G s ® @ G ypn ) @ (NF 1, Gi! o Nevot) X)
(A.86)

which proves the claim. O

Proof of Lemma A.1(iii). Once again, let X = P(X) =Y 22501 ®--- @05 for some coefficients
rz € C by assumption of the lemma. We define coefficients 77 via

R(U%@"'@Ug) :ngﬂ'lmp, (A.87)
iy
so that we can write

X) = ZOU&ZT;'; T1..P- (A.88)

Taking the normalized inner product with X gives

(X Z x5 xsr ‘? w1 Q- ®W1€;771...P>n (A.89)
= Z xkxgro 1Y, (A.90)

where we defined the coefficients
2 ={(m. puwl® @ w]1§> (A.91)

= (R(m1..p)wl ® - @wp)_ (A.92)

=(m..p,R(w] ® - ®wp)), (A.93)

(A.94)

= 19 {m..p.p1..P)y
P

= (Gayap)rprs (A.95)

A.94

Here, we used the invariance of 71 _p under R in the second equality, and the definition (A.87)
of the r} coefficients in fourth equality.

Defining vectors r® with (r%), = r;f and t7 with (t7), = tfr, we then have t7 = GAL“API'&
If K <|Ay...Ap| = ¢™*™P then Ga, 4, is invertible [20], and hence r’ = GZ%...APt&'
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Using this in (A.90), we have

(X, R(X))y= > ahasrdtd (A.96)
@,0,m
= Y ah25 (Gyl 4 )npts 1 (A.97)
W,o,T,0
= s D12 D (Gl a)me D1 wa (A.98)
o 7T p g

which can be rewritten as

(X, R(X)), = (% NE, 4, Gal 4, NayapX) (A.99)
in terms of the (K! x K!P)-matrix N4, ..4, with coefficients
(Nay.ap)ps =10 = (M. p,01® - ®0p) . (A.100)
This concludes the proof. O
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