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Quantum circuits with symmetry-respecting gates have attracted broad interest in quantum
information science. While recent work has developed a theory for circuits with Abelian symmetries,
revealing important distinctions between Abelian and non-Abelian cases, a comprehensive framework
for non-Abelian symmetries has been lacking. In this work, we develop novel techniques and a
powerful framework that is particularly useful for understanding circuits with non-Abelian symmetries.
Using this framework we settle an open question on quantum circuits with SU(d) symmetry. We show
that 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are semi-universal, i.e., generate all SU(d)-invariant unitaries,
up to certain constraints on the relative phases between sectors with inequivalent representation of
symmetry. Furthermore, we prove that these gates achieve full universality when supplemented with
3 ancilla qudits. Interestingly, we find that studying circuits with 3-qudit gates is also useful for a
better understanding of circuits with 2-qudit gates. In particular, we establish that even though
2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are not themselves semi-universal, they become universal with at
most 11 ancilla qudits. Additionally, we investigate the statistical properties of circuits composed of
random SU(d)-invariant gates. Our findings reveal that while circuits with 2-qudit gates do not form
a 2-design for the Haar measure over SU(d)-invariant unitaries, circuits with 3-qudit gates generate
a t-design, with t that is quadratic in the number of qudits.

I. INTRODUCTION

The universality of 2-qudit quantum gates is a cele-
brated result in the fields of quantum computing and
control theory [1–4]. According to this result, any unitary
transformation on any finite number of qudits can be re-
alized with a finite sequence of two qudit gates. However,
in the presence of a global symmetry, this universality
fails: generic unitaries that respect a global continuous
symmetry cannot be realized, even approximately, us-
ing k-qudit gates that respect the same symmetry, with
any fixed k [5–8]. In general, the locality of gates im-
poses various types of restrictions on the set of realizable
unitaries. For instance, it restricts the possible relative
phases between sectors with inequivalent irreducible rep-
resentations (charges) of the symmetry. To distinguish
these more common types of restrictions from other types,
Ref. [8] proposes the notion of semi-universality, a weak-
ening of the notion of universality. This concept, which
is the main focus of the present paper, is defined below
(see Sec. II A for the formal definition).

Recall that under the action of a symmetry group G, the
total Hilbert space H decomposes into subspaces (charge
sectors), H =

⊕
λ Hλ, corresponding to inequivalent ir-

reducible representations of G. A set of gates respecting
this symmetry is called semi-universal, if for any unitary
V that respects the symmetry, there exists a set of phases
{θλ} such that V

∑
λ eiθλ Πλ can be realized as a sequence

of gates in that set, where Πλ is the orthogonal projector
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to the charge sector Hλ.
One may hope that even though 2-qudit gates are not

generally universal, at least they might be semi-universal.
Previous works have shown that this is indeed the case
for qubits with U(1) and SU(2) symmetry [7, 8]. In
particular, in the case of SU(2) symmetry, 2-qubit gates
realized by the Heisenberg exchange interaction, which is
SU(2)-invariant, are semi-universal. On the other hand,
surprisingly, it turns out that for d ≥ 3, 2-qudit SU(d)-
invariant gates on qudit systems are not semi-universal.
Indeed, Ref. [6] identifies new conservation laws that
restrict the time evolution of the system,1 even when
the state is restricted to one SU(d) charge sector. Since
2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are not semi-universal in
general, it is natural to ask whether k-local gates are; and,
in particular, what is the minimum locality that achieves
semi-universality.

A. Summary of results

In this paper, we develop new powerful tools and a
framework for understanding semi-universality in quan-
tum circuits with arbitrary symmetries. While recent
work [8] has found a simple characterization of circuits
with Abelian symmetries, it is known that circuits with
non-Abelian symmetries can show significantly more com-
plicated behaviors. For instance, in the presence of non-
Abelian symmetries, the unitaries realized in one charge

1 In particular, in [6], it is shown that in certain subspaces, the
dynamics of qudits under 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries can
be mapped to the dynamics of a fermionic system evolving under
a free (non-interacting) Hamiltonian.
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Ancillae Local dimension d Semi-universality Universality

✗
2 k = 2 k = 2⌊ n

2 ⌋
d ≥ 3 k = 3 k = n

✓
2 k = 2 with no ancillae k = 2 and 2 ancillae

d ≥ 3 k = 2 and ≤ 8 ancillae k = 2 and ≤ 11 ancillae, or k = 3 and ≤ 3 ancillae

TABLE I. Locality of gates needed to achieve (semi)-universality. This table lists the minimum k, such that k-qudit
SU(d)-invariant unitaries achieve semi-universality and universality on n ≥ 3 qudits, with or without ancillae. The results for
SU(2) symmetry were shown in [7], and the results on SU(d) symmetry with d ≥ 3 are established in this work. Note that for
d = 2, 2 ancilla qudits are needed to achieve universality, even if one is allowed to use k-qubit gates, with k < 2⌊ n

2 ⌋.

sector Hλ, may dictate the unitaries in other (possibly
multiple) sectors, whereas this cannot happen in the case
of Abelian symmetries [6, 8].

Applying these tools to the important example of SU(d)
symmetry, we settle an open question about circuits with
this symmetry. It was recently shown that 2-qudit SU(d)-
invariant gates are not semi-universal when d > 2, while
they are for d = 2 [6, 7]. Furthermore, using proper-
ties of the Young-Jucys-Murphy elements and Okounkov-
Vershik’s approach to the representation theory of the
symmetric group [9], Ref. [10] argues that 4-local SU(d)-
invariant unitaries are semi-universal. However, prior to
the present work, it was not known if semi-universality
can be achieved with 3-qudit unitaries or not.

Here, we settle this open question and prove that 3-
qudit unitaries that respect a global SU(d) symmetry
on d-dimensional qudits are indeed semi-universal. It is
worth emphasizing that our proof of the semi-universality
of 3-qudit gates is elementary and based on the tools
developed in this paper, which are applicable to other
symmetries (see Sec. II, and in particular, Lemmas 1
and 2).

In our construction, the generating gate set includes all
2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates

exp(iθPij) : θ ∈ [0, 2π) , (1)

where Pij is the SWAP operator on qudits2 i and j, and
a single 3-qudit gate, e.g., one of the unitaries

R+ = exp(iπΠ ) , or R− = exp(iπΠ ) . (2)

Here, Π and Π are, respectively, the Hermitian pro-
jectors to the symmetric and anti-symmetric subspaces
of the three-qudit Hilbert space (Cd)⊗3, which means
R+ = I − 2Π and R− = I − 2Π are reflection unitaries,
and are also permutationally invariant gates (see Fig. 1).
Here we emphasize that R± are not special: almost any
single 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary together with 2-
qudit unitaries in Eq. (1) are semi-universal. Proposition 1

2 We label the qudits as if they were in a chain for convenience:
this geometry plays no role in the proof of semi-universality.
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FIG. 1. Semi-universality with 3-qudit gates. Any set of
SU(d)-invariant gates is called semi-universal, if they generate
all SU(d)-invariant unitaries, up to possible constraints on
the relative phases between sectors with inequivalent irreps
of SU(d). While 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are not semi-
universal for d ≥ 3, we show that amending them with any
single generic 3-qudit unitary makes them semi-universal. In
this schematic circuit, 2-qudit gates are in the form of Eq. (1)
for arbitrary θ, and R+ is the 3-qudit reflection unitary defined
in Eq. (2).

provides a simple characterization of 3-qudit gates that
are capable of achieving semi-universality. In particular,
we find that any 3-qudit gate that cannot be realized with
2-qudit gates is sufficient to make them universal.

It is worth noting that when restricted to a 3-qudit
system, 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates already achieve
semi-universality, and the gate R+ is just a relative phase
between the SU(d) charge sectors. However, interestingly,
when acting on 3 qudits in a system with n > 3 qudits,
such gates can drastically change the set of realizable
unitaries and make them semi-universal.

Table I summarizes the results on (semi-)universality
from the current paper and [6, 7]. As listed in this table,
in addition to the semi-universality of 3-qudit gates, which
is shown in Secs. IV and V, in this work, we also prove
that

1. Without ancilla qudits, for d > 2, (n − 1)-qudit
SU(d)-invariant gates are still not sufficient to
achieve universality on n qudits (see Sec. VI).

2. With at most 8 ancilla qudits, semi-universality
can be achieved with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates
when d > 2 (see Lemma 6).
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3. With at most 11 ancilla qudits, universality can be
achieved with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates when
d > 2 (see Corollary 3).

Therefore, a remarkable (and perhaps, unexpected)
corollary of our study of 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is
a significantly simpler understanding of the computational
universality of 2-qudit gates using ancilla qudits! This has
been recently established in [11] by applying an advanced
result in the mathematical Lie-algebraic literature by
Marin [12]. (This work characterizes the Lie algebra
generated by transpositions as a subalgebra of the group
algebra of permutations.)

The semi-universality of 3-qudit gates allows us to char-
acterize the group generated by k-qudit SU(d)-invariant
unitaries on n qudits, denoted by V(n)

k for k ≥ 3 (Note
that we have suppressed the d dependence to simplify the
notation). Recall that according to the general results
of [5], V(n)

k is a compact connected Lie group. Then, as
we discuss in Sec. VI, in the regime n ≥ k ≫ d ≥ 2, the
difference between the dimensions of this group and the
subgroup generated by 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is
approximately

dim V(n)
k − dim V(n)

3 ≈ kd−1

d!(d− 1)! + O(kd−2) . (3)

In Fig. 2 we plot

ρ
(n)
k,d := dim V(n)

k − dim V(n)
3

dim V(n) − dim V(n)
3

≈
(k
n

)d−1
, (4)

for various d together with their asymptotic behavior,
where V(n) = V(n)

n denotes the group of all SU(d)-
invariant unitaries on n qudits. This ratio determines
how the dimension of the Lie group of realizable unitaries
grows with k. In particular, ρ(n)

k,d = 1 means that univer-
sality is achieved. Interestingly, when d ≥ 3 this happens
only if k = n, i.e., gates act on all qudits in the system.3
Note that the right-hand side of Eq. (3) is independent of
n the number of qudits (indeed, according to the general
results of [5], this is a consequence of the fact that the
symmetry group G = SU(d) is connected).

In Sec. VIII we also discuss the implications of this
result on the statistical properties of random quantum
circuits with SU(d)-invariant gates. As was noted in [6],
the additional conservation laws, that restrict unitaries
realized by 2-qudit circuits, imply that the distribution
of unitaries generated by such random circuits is not a
2-design for the Haar distribution over the group of SU(d)-
invariant unitaries V(n) (see Sec. VIII for the definition
of t-designs). As we show in Sec. VIII, a corollary of the

3 On the other hand, in the case of d = 2, i.e., qubits with SU(2)
symmetry, when n is odd, the universality can be achieved with
gates acting on n − 1 qubits.

101 102 103 104

k

10 24

10 21

10 18

10 15

10 12

10 9

10 6

10 3

100

(n)
k, d

d
2
3
4
5
10

FIG. 2. Convergence to universality as a function of the
locality of gates. According to the general no-go theorem of
[5], in symmetric quantum circuits with continuous symmetries,
without ancilla qudits, universality cannot be achieved with
k-qudit gates with a fixed k. On the other hand, we show that
in the case of SU(d) symmetry, semi-universality is achieved
with 3-qudit gates, which means for k ≥ 3, the only constraints
on the realizable unitaries are on the relative phases between
sectors with inequivalent irreducible representations of SU(d).
Roughly speaking, the ratio ρ

(n)
k,d defined in Eq. (4), describes

the fraction of these constraints that vanish with k-qudit
gates with k ≥ 3. Universality is achieved when ρ

(n)
k,d = 1.

Here, we plot this ratio for a system with n = 104 qudits for
different values of d, as specified in the plot. The dots are
ρ

(n)
k,d and the lines are its asymptotic expression (k/n)d−1. The

denominators of the ratio in Eq. (4) are 4998, 8.3 × 106, 7.0 ×
109, 3.5 × 1012 and 7.9 × 1023 for d = 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, respectively.

semi-universality of 3-qudit gates is that, assuming the
number of qudits is n > d, the distribution of unitaries
generated by random circuits formed from such gates is a
t-design up to t ≈ n2/2.

Finally, we note that while the main emphasis of this
paper is on semi-universality in the context of symmetric
quantum circuits, many of the ideas and techniques devel-
oped here are broadly useful in the context of quantum
computing and control theory. In particular, Lemma 1,
which provides the necessary and sufficient conditions for
semi-universality, and Lemma 2, which is used for extend-
ing controllability from a subspace to the full space, are
of independent interest.

B. Outline

In Sec. II we formally define semi-universality for an
arbitrary unitary symmetry group, and present a number
of generally applicable tools. In particular, we provide
a necessary and sufficient condition for semi-universality
to hold in Lemma 1, and we describe how using ancillae,
semi-universality can be promoted to universality.
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In Sec. III we specify to the case of SU(d) symmetry
on d-dimensional qudits and state Theorem 1, the semi-
universality of 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries. We also
describe one of the main tools used in this paper, namely
Schur-Weyl duality.

To explain the applications of the tools developed in
Sec. II, in Sec. IV we present a detailed discussion of
the examples of n = 3 and n = 4 qudits. In particular,
we describe in detail how semi-universality fails for 2-
qudit gates and prove that it holds for 3-qudit gates using
Lemma 1. This serves as the base case of the induction
argument for Theorem 1, which is proven in Sec. V.

In Sec. VI, we show that, when d ≥ 3 and without
using ancilla, universality on n qudits cannot be achieved
without full nonlocal control, i.e. n-local gates are re-
quired. We consider the use of ancilla qudits for achieving
(semi-)universality in Sec. VII. The statistical properties
of circuits generated from SU(d)-invariant 3-local gates
are studied in Sec. VIII.

Finally, in Sec. IX, we prove Lemma 1. We also describe
more general scenarios in which semi-universality does
not hold, even when there is subsystem universality on all
charge sectors. In particular, in Lemma 8 we present a
characterization of G-invariant groups that are subsystem
universal.

TABLE II. Table of notations.
Notation Definition

VG G-invariant unitaries

SVG commutator subgroup of VG (G-invariant
unitaries w/o relative phases)

V(n)
k

group generated by k-qudit SU(d)-invariant
unitaries on n qudits

V(n) = V(n)
n all SU(d)-invariant unitaries on n qudits

SV(n) commutator subgroup of V(n) (SU(d)-
invariant unitaries w/o relative phases)

Sn symmetric group on n objects

Mλ
multiplicity subsystem (irrep space of Sn in
the case of SU(d) symmetry)

Λn,d irreps of Sn on n qudits

II. SEMI-UNIVERSALITY

In this section, we define semi-universality rigorously for
arbitrary symmetry groups, and introduce three powerful
lemmas that are later used in Sec. V to prove the semi-
universality of 3-qudit gates. We anticipate that these
lemmas will find other applications beyond this result.

A. Definition

Let VG be the set of all G-invariant unitaries; that is,
V ∈ VG if and only if [V,U(g)] = 0 for all g ∈ G, where

U(g) is the unitary representation of a finite or compact
Lie group G. Then, VG itself is a compact, connected Lie
group [5].

In the introduction we (informally) defined the notion
of semi-universality. As is explained below, an equivalent
and useful definition of semi-universality is the following:
a set of G-invariant unitaries is called semi-universal for
VG, if the subgroup T generated by them contains the
commutator subgroup of VG, denoted by SVG. That is,

T ⊇ SVG := [VG,VG] , (5)

where for any group S the commutator subgroup [S,S]
is generated by the group commutators WVW−1V −1 :
W,V ∈ S. As it is more apparent from Eq. (10) below,
from a Lie-algebraic perspective, this condition implies
that the semi-simple parts of the Lie algebras associated
with VG and T are identical, whereas their center can be
different (this motivates the name “semi-universality”).

A useful characterization of (semi-)universality can be
obtained by considering the isotypic decomposition of
representation {U(g) : g ∈ G}, namely

H =
⊕
λ∈Λ

Hλ =
⊕
λ∈Λ

Qλ ⊗ Mλ , (6)

where the sum is over a set Λ of inequivalent irreducible
representations (irreps) of G, Qλ is a space carrying the
irrep λ, and Mλ corresponds to the multiplicity of λ,
i.e., dim Mλ > 0 is the multiplicity of λ in H. Applying
Schur’s lemma, we find that, with respect to the decom-
position in Eq. (6), any symmetric unitary V ∈ VG is
block-diagonal and takes the form

V =
⊕
λ∈Λ

Vλ =
⊕
λ∈Λ

(IQλ
⊗ vλ) , (7)

where IQλ
is the identity operator on Qλ and vλ ∈ U(Mλ)

is a unitary acting only on the multiplicity degrees of
freedom. Here, U(Mλ) is the group of unitaries on the
Hilbert space Mλ, and SU(Mλ) is its subgroup with
determinant one.

It is useful to consider the homomorphisms πλ : λ ∈ Λ
from VG to U(Mλ), defined by πλ(V ) = vλ. Then, we
denote the collection of these unitaries vλ : λ ∈ Λ, as
πΛ(V ) = (vλ)λ∈Λ. This defines an isomorphism

πΛ : VG →
∏
λ∈Λ

U(Mλ) , (8)

from the group of allG-invariant unitaries to the Cartesian
product of unitary groups on the multiplicity spaces. This
means the unitary V is uniquely determined by the set
πΛ(V ), via V =

⊕
λ∈ΛIQλ

⊗ πλ(V ).
Recall that SU(Mλ) is a perfect group, i.e., it is equal

to its commutator subgroup, which means SU(Mλ) =
[U(Mλ),U(Mλ)]. This, in turn, implies

SVG ∼= πΛ([VG,VG]) =
∏
λ∈Λ

SU(Mλ) . (9)
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In particular, this means for any G-invariant unitary
V ∈ VG, there exists a set of phases θλ ∈ [0, 2π) and
Ṽ ∈ SVG, such that V = Ṽ

∑
λ eiθλ Πλ, demonstrating

the equivalence of the above definition with the definition
presented in the introduction.

Therefore, the definition in Eq. (5) means that group T
is semi-universal if, and only if, its commutator subgroup
is equal to SVG, i.e.,

[T , T ] = [VG,VG] = SVG . (10)

If the group T ⊆ VG is connected and each πλ(T ) =
{πλ(V ) : V ∈ T } acts irreducibly on Mλ, then it follows
that the connected component of the identity of T ∩ SVG

is equal to [T , T ]. See Appendix B 6 for a proof of this
statement.

Finally, it is worth noting that a subgroup of G-
invariant unitaries T ⊆ VG contains SVG, if and only
if it contains the one-parameter family of unitaries
exp(iHt) : t ∈ R for all centerless G-invariant Hamil-
tonians, where we say G-invariant Hamiltonian H is cen-
terless if Tr(ΠλH) = 0 for all λ ∈ Λ, or equivalently, if
Tr(U(g)H) = 0 for g ∈ G.

B. Lemma 1: A simple characterization of
semi-universality

The following lemma is one of our main new tools for
studying semi-universality and can potentially have broad
applications beyond the context of quantum circuits.

Lemma 1. A subgroup T ⊆ VG of G-invariant unitaries
contains the commutator subgroup of all G-invariant uni-
taries SVG = [VG,VG] if, and only if, the following two
conditions hold:
A (Subsystem universality in all sectors): For
any irrep λ ∈ Λ the action of T on the correspond-
ing multiplicity subsystem Mλ contains SU(Mλ), i.e.,
SU(Mλ) ⊆ πλ(T ) = {πλ(V ) : V ∈ T }.
B (Pairwise independence): For any pair of distinct
irreps λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ, if dim(Mλ1) = dim(Mλ2) ≥ 2, then
there exists a unitary V ∈ T such that

| Tr(πλ1(V ))| ≠ | Tr(πλ2(V ))| . (11)

As we show in Sec. IX E, this lemma can be established
using Goursat’s and Serre’s lemmas (see Lemmas 9 and 10,
respectively). Additionally, in Lemma 8 we present a
variant of Lemma 1, which does not assume condition B
holds. In particular, we find the most general form of the
subgroups of G-invariant unitaries that respect condition
A, subsystem universality in all sectors.

In words, condition A means that inside the subspace
associated with any irrep λ, all G-invariant unitaries are
realizable up to a phase. When irrep λ of group G is
itself 1D, this means all unitaries inside the subspace
Hλ are realizable, a condition that is sometimes called
“subspace controllability” in control theory. However, in

general, λ is not a 1D irrep, and therefore following the
standard terminology in quantum information, we refer to
this condition as “subsystem universality”. Condition B,
on the other hand, guarantees that for any pair of irreps,
the realized unitaries in the corresponding subspaces are
independent of each other.

When condition A holds, condition B is equivalent to
the following, which can therefore replace it:

B’: For any pair of distinct irreps λ1, λ2, if dim(Mλ1) =
dim(Mλ2) ≥ 2, then there exists a unitary V ∈ T that
acts as the identity operator on one of Mλ1 or Mλ2 , and
is not proportional to the identity on the other, e.g.,

πλ1(V ) = IMλ1
, πλ2(V ) ̸= eiθ IMλ2

, (12)

for any eiθ, where IMλ1
and IMλ2

are the identity
operators on Mλ1 and Mλ2 , respectively.

Note that if a unitary V satisfies the condition
in Eq. (12), then it also satisfies the condition in
Eq. (11). This can be seen by noting that | Tr(πλ(V ))| =
Tr(πλ(IMλ

)) if and only if all eigenvalues of πλ(V ) have
the same phase, which means in the complex plane they
are aligned in the same direction.

If both conditions A and B (or, equivalently, conditions
A and B’) are satisfied for a pair of irreps λ1 and λ2,
then the joint projection of T to Mλ1 and Mλ2 contains
SU(Mλ1) × SU(Mλ2). That is,

πλ1,λ2(T ) = {(vλ1 , vλ2) : V ∈ T } ⊇ SU(Mλ1)×SU(Mλ2).
(13)

This, in particular, means that the unitary realized in
one sector is not dictated by the other, up to possible
constraints on the global phases. In Sec. IX E we argue
that together with Serre’s Lemma 10, Eq. (13) implies
independence in all sectors, as claimed in Lemma 1.

Pairwise independence implies full independence

While the necessity of both conditions A and B is
trivial, their sufficiency is far from obvious. Indeed, it is
remarkable that according to this lemma, to demonstrate
semi-universality one needs to check the independence
of the realized unitaries only among pairs of sectors and
not, e.g., among 3-tuples of sectors. To see an example
of such dependencies, consider the subgroup of U(1)3

corresponding to a 3-tuple of phases

(eiθ1 , eiθ2 , ei(θ1+θ2)) : θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, 2π) . (14)

Then, any pair of these 3 phases are fully independent of
each other. That is, for any 2-tuples the projection of this
group is U(1)2, and yet the overall group is isomorphic
to U(1)2, rather than U(1)3. However, Lemma 1 implies
that this situation cannot happen in the context of semi-
universality. As we further explain in Sec. IX, this is a
consequence of the fact that the group SU(m) is perfect,
while U(1) in the above example is not.
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Failure of semi-universality

As mentioned before, when semi-universality holds, the
only constraints on realizable unitaries are constraints on
the relative phases between sectors with different charges
(irreps) of symmetry. On the other hand, failure of semi-
universality can be due to various kinds of constraints.
It is useful to recall the numbering system of [8] for all
possible constraints on the universality of T . Namely,

Type I: Constraints on the relative phases between charge
sectors. Note that this is a failure of universality
rather than semi-universality.

Types II and III: Charge sectors which are not subsys-
tem universal, either because (II) the action of T on
this sector is not irreducible, or (III) the action is
irreducible, but only a proper subset of determinant-
one unitaries can be achieved.

Type IV: “Correlations” between the determinant-one
unitaries in distinct charge sectors. That is, the
unitary realized in one sector determines the uni-
tary realized in the other sector (up to a possible
global phase). Such correlations can arise indepen-
dent of type II and III constraints.

Lemma 8 characterizes type IV constraints assuming
type II and III do not exist. It is worth noting that
constraints of type I on a smaller system can result in
constraints of other types in a system with more qudits.
Indeed, this is exactly what happens in the case of 2-qudit
SU(d)-invariant gates. As we show in Sec. IV A, when re-
stricted to n = 3 qudits, the 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates
are semi-universal, and therefore the only constraints on
the realizable unitaries are type I constraints. However, as
soon as we go to n = 4 and more qudits, these constraints
on the relative phases will also cause type III and IV
constraints. See [6] for further discussions on restrictions
on circuits with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates.

It is also worth noting that according to the result of [8],
when the symmetry group G is Abelian and has on-site
representation (see Sec. III A), semi-universality holds if
and only if there are no type II restrictions. That is,
types III and IV restrictions do not exist for Abelian
symmetries.

C. Lemma 2: Extending controllability from a 3D
subspace to the full space

In Sec. V we show how Lemma 1 can be applied recur-
sively via an induction argument to establish the semi-
universality of 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates. To apply
such recursion, we need one more tool, which is discussed
in this subsection.

In Appendix F we present a series of results, which
under different assumptions allow us to extend controlla-
bility from a subspace to the full space (see also [6] for

previous examples of such results). Using these results,
in Appendix B 1 we prove the following lemma, which is
one of the tools needed to establish the semi-universality
of SU(d)-invariant 3-qudit gates.

Lemma 2. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space
with a subspace H1 ⊂ H with dimension dim(H1) ≥ 3.
Let Ai, i = 1, . . . , k, be traceless anti-Hermitian operators
on H and consider the one-parameter groups Ai = {etAi :
t ∈ R}. If the group

W = ⟨Ai,SU(H1) : i = 1, . . . , k⟩ (15)

acts irreducibly on H, then W = SU(H).

Remark 1. Indeed, a similar result holds when dim(H1) =
2 and dim(H) is odd. We present the proof of this for
the special case of dim(H) = 3 in Appendix B 2, and
postpone the proof of the general case to [13].

Furthermore, in [13], we also show that a variant of this
theorem applies to the case when dim(H1) = 2 and dim H
is even. However, in that case, the realized group W can
be either the full SU(H) or a subgroup isomorphic to the
symplectic group Sp(H) (see [13] for further discussions).

D. Lemma 3: From semi-universality to universality
with 3 ancillae

So far, we have not made any assumptions about the
structure of the Hilbert space H and the unitary rep-
resentation of symmetry G on this space. For many
applications in physics and quantum computing, we are
interested in the scenarios where H is the Hilbert space
of n identical qudits, i.e., H = (Cd)⊗n. We are also often
interested in the case where U(g) is an “on-site” represen-
tation of the symmetry, such that U(g) = u(g)⊗n, where
u(g) : g ∈ G acts on a single qudit Cd (this is often called
“global rotations” on the system). However, it is worth
noting that the above lemmas apply to other cases, e.g.,
when G is the permutation group Sn.

Then, under the assumption that the representation of
symmetry is “on-site”, it turns out that one can use an-
cilla qudits to elevate semi-universality to universality, as
defined in the following. Consider a subset of G-invariant
realizable unitaries T on n + c qudits and a fixed state
|η⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗c of c ancilla qudits. Then, we say unitary
V ∈ U((Cd)⊗n) on n qudits is realizable with c ancilla
qudits, if there exists a unitary Ṽ ∈ T such that

Ṽ (|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) = (V |ψ⟩) ⊗ |η⟩ (16)

for all |ψ⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗n.
Recent work in [8] shows that in the case of Abelian

groups, such as U(1), universality can be achieved with a
single ancilla qudit. Furthermore, in [7] we showed that in
the case of qubits with SU(2) symmetry, universality can
be achieved using 2 ancilla qubits, whereas 1 ancilla qubit
is not sufficient in that case. Based on these previous
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observations, one may expect that the number of required
ancillae may grow with the size of the group (e.g., with d
in the case of SU(d) symmetry). However, as we show in
Sec. VII, this is not the case: 3 ancilla qudits are sufficient
to achieve universality, provided that semi-universality
holds.

Lemma 3. Let G be an arbitrary symmetry group with
on-site representation on a system with n+ 3 qudits (i.e.,
it acts via g 7→ u(g)⊗(n+3)). Suppose a group T is semi-
universal, i.e., it is a subgroup of G-invariant unitaries
that contains SVG. Then, using 3 ancilla qudits, we can
realize any G-invariant unitary on n qudits using unitaries
in T , as defined in Eq. (16).

For instance, as we further explain in Sec. VII A, the
state |η⟩ of ancilla can be chosen to be either of

|η1⟩ = 1
2
√

3
(2|100⟩ + (

√
3 − 1)|010⟩ − (1 +

√
3)|001⟩) ,

|η2⟩ = 1√
2

(|01⟩ − |10⟩) ⊗ |0⟩ , (17)

where |0⟩ and |1⟩ are orthonormal states.

III. SEMI-UNIVERSALITY FOR SU(d)
SYMMETRY

Next, we apply the tools discussed in the previous
section to the important case G = SU(d), with the on-site
representation of this symmetry on qudits.

A. Global SU(d) symmetry and SU(d)-invariant
unitaries

Consider a quantum system composed of n qudits Cd,
with local dimension d ≥ 2. There is a natural representa-
tion of SU(d) on (Cd)⊗n, where the single-qudit unitary
u ∈ SU(d) acts simultaneously on each qudit, u 7→ u⊗n,
corresponding to a global “rotation” of the system. In
this case, the isotypic decomposition in Eq. (6) takes the
form

(Cd)⊗n ∼=
⊕

λ∈Λn,d

Hλ =
⊕

λ∈Λn,d

Qλ ⊗ Mλ, (18)

where Λn,d labels the inequivalent irreps of SU(d) which
show up in (Cd)⊗n.

The elements of the set Λn,d can be labeled by Young
diagrams. Namely, elements of Λn,d are in one-to-one
correspondence with Young diagrams with n boxes and
≤ d rows, satisfying the property that the number of
boxes in each row is non-increasing. However, our proof
of semi-universality of symmetric 3-qudit gates does not
require the manipulation of Young diagrams as long as
one accepts certain basic facts about the representation
theory of the symmetric group, which are reviewed in

Sec. V A. Any reader unfamiliar with Young diagrams
may consider them an elaborate labeling scheme, and
nothing more, for the purposes of this proof (we provide
some details for the interested reader in Fig. 3).

Let V(n)
k ⊂ U((Cd)⊗n) be the group generated by k-

local SU(d)-invariant unitaries, i.e., SU(d)-invariant uni-
taries that can be written as V ′ ⊗ I⊗(n−k) up to a per-
mutation of qudits, where V ′ acts on k qudits. For each
k, this is a compact, connected Lie group [5]. With the
notation of Sec. II A, we have the equality

V(n)
n = VSU(d) ∼=

∏
λ∈Λn,d

U(Mλ). (19)

Then, the commutator subgroup of V(n)
n , denoted as

SV(n)
n , is isomorphic to

∏
λ∈Λn,d

SU(Mλ). We will some-
times use the notation V(n) = V(n)

n , and SV(n) = SV(n)
n .

Similarly, for k-qudit gates we define

SV(n)
k = [V(n)

k ,V(n)
k ] . (20)

Using these definitions, we can now present the formal
statement of our result on the semi-universality of 3-qudit
gates.

Theorem 1. 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are semi-
universal on arbitrary n qudits. That is,

[V(n)
3 ,V(n)

3 ] = SV(n) ∼=
∏

λ∈Λn,d

SU(Mλ). (21)

Specifically, 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates together with
any single 3-qudit gate that is not realizable with 2-qudit
gates, such as gates R+ or R−, defined in Eq. (2), are
semi-universal.

See Proposition 1 for a characterization of the 3-qudit
gates that cannot be realized with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant
unitaries.

In Sec. IV A, we show that in the special case of d =
2, i.e., qubits with SU(2) symmetry, all 3-qudit SU(2)-
invariant unitaries can be realized with 2-qudit SU(2)-
invariant unitaries (which is not true for d ≥ 3). Therefore,
we have the following immediate corollary of this result,
which was also previously established in [6].

Corollary 1. For qubit systems with SU(2) symmetry,
2-qubit SU(2)-invariant unitaries are semi-universal.

Before presenting the proof of this theorem, we briefly
review a powerful tool for understanding the properties
of SU(d)-invariant unitaries, which plays a crucial role in
our arguments: Schur-Weyl duality.

B. Symmetric group Sn and Schur-Weyl duality

An important class of SU(d)-invariant unitaries are
permutations. The symmetric group on n objects Sn has
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a natural representation on (Cd)⊗n. In particular, for
any permutation σ ∈ Sn, let P(σ) denote the unitary
operator on (Cd)⊗n which permutes the qudits according
to σ. Occasionally, we will also use the notation Pσ.

Since permutations are SU(d)-invariant, they are block-
diagonal with respect to the decomposition in Eq. (18).
Furthermore, according to the Schur-Weyl duality, Λn,d

also labels inequivalent irreps of Sn, i.e., for all σ ∈ Sn

P(σ) =
⊕

λ∈Λn,d

IQλ
⊗ pλ(σ) , (22)

where IQλ
is the identity operator on Qλ, and pλ(σ) ∈

U(Mλ), defines an irrep of Sn on Mλ (see, e.g., [14, 15]).
This group of unitaries is generated by the transposition
(swap) of qubits i and j, denoted by P(ij), or Pij for
simplicity. It follows that all permutations P(σ) belong
to V(n)

2 . We conclude that for k ≥ 2, the group V(n)
k , as

well as its commutator subgroup SV(n)
k , acts irreducibly

on Mλ for all λ ∈ Λn,d.
Schur-Weyl duality implies that on any pair of distinct

qudits i and j, any 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary can
be written as a global phase eiϕ I times

exp(iθPij) = cos θ I + i sin θPij , (23)

for ϕ, θ ∈ [0, 2π), where I denotes the identity operator
on H. Therefore, V(n)

2 is the group generated by

V(n)
2 = ⟨exp(iθPij), exp(iϕ)I : i ̸= j, θ, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)⟩ . (24)

See [6] for further discussions on properties of group V(n)
2 .

IV. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE: n = 4 QUDITS

As an illustrative example, in this section, we discuss
the case of n = 4 qudits in depth and show that, 3-qudit
SU(d)-invariant unitaries are semi-universal in this case.
This also provides the base case of an inductive proof
that 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries are semi-universal
on arbitrary n > 4 qudits, discussed in Sec. V. Also, it
demonstrates all the main techniques that are applied for
the general proof. It is helpful to first consider 2-qudit
gates—in doing so, the failure of 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant
gates to be semi-universal when d > 2 is illustrated.

It is worth noting that while 3-qudit SU(d)-invaraint
gates are semi-universal on n = 4 qudits, they are not
universal. In particular, applying the results of [5], re-
viewed in Eq. (59), we find that the difference between
the dimensions of the Lie group of all SU(d)-invariant
unitaries on n = 4 qudits, and the subgroup generated by
3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is equal to

dim V(4) − dim V(4)
3 = |Λ4,d| − |Λ3,d| =

{
1 : d = 3
2 : d ≥ 4

(25)

where |Λn,d| is the number of inequivalent irreps of SU(d),
(or equivalently, Sn) on n qudits.

A. 2-qudit gates on n = 3 qudits

First, we consider n = 3 qudits. In this case, for
general d ≥ 3, the decomposition in Eq. (18) contains 3
inequivalent irreps of S3, which are labeled by the Young
diagrams

Λ3 =
{

, ,
}
, (26)

where and correspond to 1D irreps of S3, namely
the trivial representation and the sign representation4

p (σ) = sgn(σ) : σ ∈ S3 (Note that the irrep appears
only for qudits with d > 2.). Diagram corresponds to
the 2D irrep of S3. In particular, in Young’s orthonormal
basis for M , we obtain

[p (12)] =
(

1 0
0 −1

)
, [p (23)] = 1

2

(
−1

√
3√

3 1

)
, (27)

where we use the notation [A] to denote the matrix repre-
sentation of an operator A. Therefore, when projected to

, unitaries exp(iθP(12)) and exp(iθP(23)) correspond
to SU(2) rotations in two non-parallel directions, which
means together they generate the full SU(2) group in-
side M . In general, the projection of such unitaries
inside M and M are non-trivial phases. However,
such phases, which are allowed in V(3) but not SV(3), can
be canceled by noting that SU(2) is equal to its com-
mutator subgroup (In particular, any U ∈ SU(2) can be
decomposed as U = U†

2U
†
1U2U1 for some U1, U2 ∈ SU(2)

[16]).
We conclude that 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are

semi-universal on n = 3 qudits. That is

V(3)
2 ⊇ SV(3) ∼= SU(2) . (28)

However, whether they are universal or not depends on
d. In particular, the irrep , whose charge sector H is
the subspace of states of three qudits which are totally
antisymmetric, shows up in the decomposition in Eq. (18)
only if d ≥ 3. In this case, there is a one-parameter family
of relative phases between charge sectors that cannot be
generated by 2-local SU(d)-invariant gates. In particular,
as we show in Appendix A 1,

Proposition 1 (Characterization of V(3)
2 ). For a sys-

tem with n = 3 qudits, the family of unitary evolutions
exp(−iHt) : t ∈ R is realizable with 2-qudit SU(d)-
invariant unitaries, i.e., exp(−iHt) ∈ V(3)

2 if, and only if
Tr(HC) = 0, where
C = 2(d− 1)(d− 2)Π − (d+ 2)(d− 2)Π

+ 2(d+ 2)(d+ 1)Π (29)

= d2(P(123) + P(132)) − 2d(P12 + P13 + P23) + 4I.

4 Recall that sgn(σ) = ±1 depending on whether the number of
transpositions needed to realize σ is odd or even.
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Furthermore, when d ≥ 3, the unitary V ∈ V(3) is realiz-
able by 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries, i.e. V ∈ V(3)

2 ,
if and only if

det v = (det v )(det v ). (30)

Remark 2. In the special case of d = 2, operator C = 0,
and therefore the condition holds trivially, which means
2-qudit SU(2)-invariant unitaries are indeed universal on
n = 3 qubits, i.e., V(3)

2 = V(3). Furthermore, this implies
that in this case, V(n)

2 = V(n)
3 for all n ≥ 3.

The constraint imposed by Eq. (30) implies that when
d ≥ 3, the difference between the dimensions of the Lie
group of all SU(d)-invariant unitaries on 3 qudits, and its
subgroup generated by 2-qudits gates is

dim V(3) − dim V(3)
2 = 1 , (31)

saturating a general lower bound previously established in
[5]. Therefore, a generic 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary
cannot be generated by 2-qudit ones, since V(3)

2 forms a
set of measure zero.

B. 2-qudit gates on n = 4 qudits

Next, we consider n = 4 qudits. The group S4 has
5 inequivalent irreps, which are labeled by the Young
diagrams

Λ4 =
{

, , , ,

}
. (32)

For d ≥ 4, all 5 diagrams appear in the decomposition
in Eq. (18), whereas for d = 3 the last diagram does not
appear. Again, the diagrams and correspond to
the 1D irreps, namely the trivial and sign representations
of S4, respectively.

To determine which unitary transformations can be re-
alized with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates, we consider the
unitaries in the form V ⊗ I : V ∈ SV(3), which according
to Eq. (28) form a group isomorphic to SU(2), and they
can all be realized by 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates that
act trivially on qudit 4. Fortunately, to understand how
these unitaries act on the multiplicity spaces M , M ,
and M , it suffices to understand the action of the S3

subgroup of V(3)
2 ⊗ I corresponding to permutations of

the first 3 qudits. This follows from the fact that

{P(σ) : σ ∈ S3} ⊂ V(3)
2 ⊂ spanC{P(σ) : σ ∈ S3} . (33)

Using the standard facts about the representation theory
of S4 (see Sec. V A), it can be easily shown that a copy of
the 2D irrep of S3 appear inside each of the multiplicity
spaces M , M , and M . In particular, under the

[p (σ)] =

[p (σ)]

p (σ)

 =

[p (σ)]

1



[p (σ)] =

[p (σ)]

p (σ)

 =

[p (σ)]

sgn(σ)



[J ] =

 1
−1

1

 [p (34)] =


1
3

2
√

2
3

1
2

√
2

3 − 1
3


TABLE III. In the first two rows σ is in S3 subgroup of S4
that acts trivially on qudit 4, and [p (σ)] is given by Eq. (27).
Matrix [J ] satisfies Eq. (39).

restriction to S3 subgroup that acts on the first three
qudits, the irreps of S4 decompose as

M ∼= M ∼= C2

M ∼= M ⊕ M ∼= C2 ⊕ C
M ∼= M ⊕ M ∼= C2 ⊕ C .

(34)

The first two rows of Table III give the explicit matrix
representations of this S3 subgroup in irreps and .

Eq. (34) immediately implies that the projection of
SV(3)

2 ⊗ I to M is isomorphic to SU(2), i.e.,

π (SV(3)
2 ⊗ I) = SU(M ) ∼= SU(2) . (35)

In other words, condition A in Lemma 1, namely, sub-
system universality, is satisfied in the sector with irrep

.
Next, we consider the projection of this group to M

and M . Relative to the decomposition in Eq. (34), this
group of unitaries will be in the formSU(2)

1

 . (36)

Note that this block-diagonal form is a consequence
of the fact that under the operators that act on the
first 3 qudits, the SU(d) charge of qudit 4 is conserved.
Now suppose we include 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries
exp(iθP(34)) : θ ∈ [0, 2π) that act on qudits 3 and 4,
which allows qudit 4 to interact with the rest of the
system. Since the transposition P(34) together with
the aforementioned S3 subgroup generate S4 and M
and M are both irreps of S4, the projection of these
unitaries inside M and M cannot be block-diagonal
with respect to the decompositions in Eq. (34).

In summary, inside both subspaces M and M
2-qudit unitaries acting on qudits 1, 2 and 3 generate
the block-diagonal unitaries in the form Eq. (36), and
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exp(iθP(34)) : θ ∈ [0, 2π) is a one-parameter family of
unitaries that are not block diagonal with respect to this
decomposition. According to Remark 1, adding any such
one-parameter family of unitaries to unitaries in Eq. (36),
generates a group that contains SU(3) (see also Lemma 5
of [6]).

Therefore, similar to irrep , condition A in Lemma 1
is also satisfied in irreps and . Since M and M
are 1D, this condition is trivially satisfied in those irreps.
We conclude that condition A is fully satisfied, i.e., for
all λ ∈ Λ4, the projection of V(4)

2 to Mλ is equal to the
projection of V(4) to Mλ:

∀λ ∈ Λ4 : πλ(SV(4)
2 ) = πλ(SV(4)) = SU(Mλ) . (37)

However, simply realizing all possible unitaries in the
multiplicity spaces does not preclude the possibility of
correlation between sectors. That is, condition B may
not be satisfied, and in fact, it turns out that this is the
case! The unitaries realized in M and M uniquely
determine each other, up to a global phase. This is a
consequence of a standard representation isomorphism
between pairs of irreps of S4 that are related by the sign
representation, namely

∼= sgn ⊗ , ∼= sgn ⊗ . (38)

That is, there exists a unitary operator J : M → M
such that

σ ∈ S4 : Jp (σ)J† = sgn(σ)p (σ) . (39)

As presented in Table III, we can pick Young’s basis where
permutations have real matrix representation, denoted
as [p (σ)] and [p (σ)]. Then, relative to this basis, J
also becomes a real orthogonal matrix [J ]. Since for any
transposition (SWAP) (ij) the parity sgn((ij)) = −1, this
in turn implies

[J ][exp(iθp (ij))][J ]T = [exp(iθp (ij))]∗ , (40)

where [J ]T is the transpose of matrix [J ] in the afore-
mentioned basis. Recall that any element of V(4)

2 can be
decomposed to a sequence of 2-qudit gates exp(iθPij) and
a global phase. Because products of unitaries that satisfy
the above constraint also satisfy this constraint, it follows
that for any V ∈ V(4)

2

∀V ∈ V(4)
2 : [J ][v ][J ]T = eiϕ [v ]∗ , (41)

where v = π (V ), v = π (V ) are the components
of V in M and M respectively, [v ]∗ is the complex
conjugate of [v ], and eiϕ is an unspecified phase that
depends on V .

The relation in Eq. (41) means that the joint projection
of SV(4)

2 to multiplicity spaces M and M does not

contain SU(3) × SU(3), as required by semi-universality.
Rather, it satisfies

π , (SV(4)
2 ) :=

{
(v , v ) : V ∈ SV(4)

2
}

∼= SU(M ) ∼= SU(M ) ∼= SU(3) ,
(42)

and the explicit form of the isomorphism is given by
Eq. (41). In this situation we say the unitaries realized
in and are “correlated”.

On the other hand, since M has a different dimension
from M and M , condition B is automatically satisfied
for the pair and , and the pair and . In
particular, according to Eq. (13), for both λ = and
λ = the joint projection of SV(4)

2 to λ and is
isomorphic to

πλ, (SV(4)
2 ) := {(vλ, v ) : V ∈ SV(4)

2 }
∼= SU(Mλ) × SU(M ) ∼= SU(3) × SU(2) .

(43)

In summary, the commutator subgroup of V(4)
2 is

SV(4)
2 = [V(4)

2 ,V(4)
2 ] ∼= SU(2) × SU(3) ,

whereas the commutator subgroup of the group of all
SU(d)-invariant unitaries is

SV(4) = [V(4),V(4)] ∼= SU(2) × SU(3) × SU(3) ,

which means 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are not semi-
universal. We revisit this example in Sec. IX C, and
show that while V(4)

2 does not satisfy condition B of
Lemma 1, because it still satisfies condition A (subsystem
universality), it can be characterized via Lemma 8. (This
lemma is an extension of Lemma 1 that does not assume
condition B.)

Here, we saw the failure of semi-universality and con-
straints imposed by the locality of interactions in the
case of a system with n = 4 qudits, as a consequence
of Eq. (41). Indeed, this relation can be understood in
terms of an anti-unitary transformation. See [6] for fur-
ther details, where these facts can be interpreted both
in terms of conservation of an observable K defined on
two copies of the system, and in the language of a freely
evolving fermionic system. This phenomenon, i.e., that
the dynamics of 2-qudit symmetric interactions in distinct
charge sectors determine each other, exists for general
n when d > 2.5 For sufficiently many qudits n, as the
dimension of the Hilbert space of each qudit d grows,
there will be more such constraints among different sec-
tors [6]. Furthermore, in addition to such correlations,

5 The reason that it does not exist for d = 2, i.e., that 2-qudit
SU(2)-invariant unitaries are semi-universal on qubits, is related
to the fact that in this case there is no representation associated
with the diagram .
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which correspond to type IV constraints, we also see type
III constraints. For instance, for n = 5 qudits with d ≥ 3,
type III constraints appear: in the charge sector
we get the group SO(6) rather than SU(6) [6], which is
required by semi-universality. In addition, the sectors
and are correlated with each other, and similarly, the

three sectors , , and are all correlated. It is
worth noting again that these phenomena, i.e., correla-
tions between unitaries in sectors with inequivalent irreps
of G = SU(d) (type IV) and appearance of irreducible
subgroups of the realizable unitaries in one sector (type
III), cannot occur in the case of Abelian symmetry groups
G [8].

C. Generic 3-qudit gates are semi-universal

Next, we show that 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates to-
gether with any SU(d)-invariant unitary Y ∈ V(4) that
breaks the constraint in Eq. (41) become semi-universal
on n = 4 qudits. Furthermore, such Y can be chosen
as a 3-qudit gate that acts on 3 out of 4 qudits in the
system (tensor product with the identity operator on the
4th qudit).

Proposition 2. Any 4-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary Y
together with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries are semi-
universal on n = 4 qudits, i.e., SV(4) ⊂ ⟨Y, V : V ∈ V(4)

2 ⟩
if, and only if,

[J ][π (Y )][J ]T ̸= eiϕ[π (Y )]∗ , (44)

for any phase eiϕ, where [π (Y )] and [π (Y )] are the
matrix representations of the components of Y in M
and M , in the basis defined in the Table III where matrix
[J ] is also defined.

This is proven in Appendix A 2. Note that if the unitary
Y ∈ V(4) satisfies

| Tr(π (Y ))| ≠ | Tr(π (Y ))| , (45)

then Eq. (44) cannot hold as equality for any phase ϕ and
unitary J , which means, together with 2-qudit unitaries,
Y is semi-universal. This allows using the characterization
of elements of V(3)

2 in Proposition 1 to demonstrate that
a generic 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary, together with
2-qudit ones, is semi-universal.

Proposition 3 (Generic 3-qudit gates are semi-universal
on n = 4 qudits). For any 3-qudit unitary S ∈ V(3) that
is not realizable with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates, i.e.,
S ∈ V(3) \ V(3)

2 , the 4-qudit unitary Y = S ⊗ I satisfies
the requirement in Eq. (44) of the above proposition, and
therefore the 3-qudit gate S together with 2-qudit unitaries
exp(iθPij) : θ ∈ [0, 2π) are semi-universal, i.e., SV(4) ⊂
⟨S ⊗ I, V : V ∈ V(4)

2 ⟩.

Together with the results of Sec. V, in particular
Eq. (53), this implies that any 3-qudit gate S ∈ V(3) \V(3)

2
together with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is semi-
universal on n qudits, for all n ≥ 3.

Proposition 3 is proven in Appendix A 2. Next, we
present an example of a unitary Y satisfying the constraint
in the above lemma.

Example: Semi-universality with 3-qudit reflections

Recall the three-qudit reflection unitaries R+ =
exp(iπΠ ) and R− = exp(iπΠ ) in Eq. (2). Suppose
in addition to the 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates, one can
also use one of the gates R+ or R−. Is this set semi-
universal on n = 4 qudits?

It is easy to verify that R± ̸∈ V(3)
2 when d ≥ 3 using

Proposition 1. For instance, rewriting as

R+ = −Π + Π + Π , (46)

we find that Eq. (30) does not hold, i.e.,

1 = detπ (R+) ̸= (detπ (R+))(detπ (R+)) = −1.
(47)

Equivalently, we can see this using the criterion in Propo-
sition 2 or trace condition in Eq. (45). In particular, it
can be easily seen that R± ⊗ I acts trivially on one of
M and M and non-trivially in the other (depending
on the sign ±). For instance, while R+ ⊗ I acts trivially
in M , inside M it has the matrix representation

[π (R+ ⊗ I)] =


1

1
−1

 , (48)

which can be seen from Eq. (46) together with Table III.
This means Eq. (44) cannot hold as equality for any phase
eiϕ. In particular,

| Tr(π (R+))| = 1
| Tr(π (R+))| = 3 , (49)

so the condition in Eq. (45) holds.
It is also worth noting that for generic values of θ ∈

[0, 2π), the unitary realized by the following circuit is in
SV(4) but not in SV(4)

2 .

R± R±

eiθP(34) e−iθP(34)

Indeed, since R± acts trivially in M and one of M
or M , the unitary realized by the above circuit acts
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trivially in all sectors except M , or M , depending
on the sign ± of R±. Furthermore, in this sector, the
realized unitary does not act as a global phase, which can
be seen by noting that it is not permutationally invariant.
Therefore, Proposition 2 implies that each one of R+
or R−, together with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates are
semi-universal on n = 4 qudits.

It is worth noting that the reflection unitary for the
charge sector , i.e., exp(iπΠ ), is already contained
in SV(3) ⊆ V(3)

2 , since detπλ(exp(iπΠ )) = 1 for all
λ ∈ Λ3,d.

V. SEMI-UNIVERSALITY OF 3-QUDIT GATES
ON ARBITRARY NUMBER OF QUDITS

Next, we prove the semi-universality of 3-qudit gates
for systems with n ≥ 4, i.e., Theorem 1. To establish this
result, we use induction. Applying Lemma 1, we show
that by composing m-qudit unitaries in SV(m), one can
obtain any element of SV(m+1) on m + 1 qudits. More
precisely, let

W(m+1) = ⟨Pij(SV(m) ⊗ I)Pij : i ̸= j⟩ (50)

denote the group generated by m-local unitaries in SV(m)

acting on m+ 1 qudits. It is worth noting that W(m+1)

is generated by those unitaries restricted to only acting
on the first m or the last m qudits, i.e.6

W(m+1) = ⟨SV(m) ⊗ I, I ⊗ SV(m)⟩ . (51)

Then, we show that

W(m+1) = SV(m+1) for m ≥ 4 . (52)

This means that for any n ≥ 4, the group generated by
the permuted versions of SV(4) is equal to SV(n), i.e.,

⟨Pij(SV(4) ⊗ I⊗(n−4))Pij : i ̸= j⟩ = SV(n) . (53)

As we showed in the previous section for 4 qudits, SV(4)

can be generated by 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries.
Combining these results, we conclude that 3-qudit SU(d)-
invariant gates are semi-universal on n qudits systems,
i.e., they generate SV(n), which proves Theorem 1.

To prove Eq. (52), first we note that W(m+1) ⊆
SV(m+1), which follows from the fact that

SV(m) ⊗ I ⊆ SV(m+1) . (54)

6 This follows because every even permutation, i.e. element of the
alternating subgroup σ ∈ Am ⊆ Sm, is contained in SV(m), as
det pλ(σ) = 1 for all λ ∈ Λn. Thus the group on the right-hand
side of Eq. (51) is invariant under conjugation by P(σ) : σ ∈ Am+1
and by P23, which together generate all of Sm+1.

This can be seen, for instance, by noting that SV(m) ⊗I ⊆
V(m+1), together with SV(m) = [SV(m),SV(m)].

Therefore, to prove Eq. (52) we need to show that
W(m+1) contains all elements of SV(m+1). The example
case n = 4, discussed in Sec. IV, introduces most of the
main ideas that are needed in this proof. The only new
ingredients are a few useful facts about the representation
theory of Sn that are reviewed in the next section, and
the following lemma which is of independent interest.

Lemma 4. On a system with n qudits, consider the group
generated by one-parameter families eit(Pij−Pkl) acting
on qudits i ̸= j and k ̸= l. This group is equal to the
commutator subgroup of V(n)

2 , i.e.

⟨eit(Pij−Pkl) : t ∈ R, i ̸= j, k ̸= l⟩ = SV(n)
2 . (55)

In particular, for all irreps λ ∈ Λn,d, this group acts
irreducibly on Mλ.

This is proven in Appendix B 6 using the fact that any
swap iPij can be written as a linear combination of the dif-
ferences i(Pij−Pkl) : i ≠ j, k ̸= l and the permutationally-
invariant operator iB = i

∑
i̸=j Pij , which is in the center

of the Lie algebra generated by transpositions.

A. Useful facts about the symmetric group Sn

Recall the isotypic decomposition in Eq. (18),

(Cd)⊗(m+1) =
⊕

λ∈Λm+1,d

Qλ ⊗ Mλ ,

where Λm+1,d is the set of Young diagrams with m + 1
boxes and ≤ d rows, and Mλ is the irrep of Sm+1 labeled
with the Young diagram λ. Consider Sm ⊂ Sm+1 the
subgroup which permutes the first m qudits. Then, the
branching rule of Sm says that, for each λ ∈ Λm+1,d, there
is Γλ ⊆ Λm,d such that

Mλ =
⊕

γ∈Γλ

Mγ , (56)

where each irrep in γ ∈ Γλ of Sm shows up with multi-
plicity one and the subspace Mγ carries that irrep [9, 17].
For the proof of Theorem 1, in addition to this fact, we
will also use the following facts.

Fact. Whenever m ≥ 4 and λ ∈ Λm+1,d is not one-
dimensional (i.e., it is neither the trivial nor sign irrep of
Sm+1),

1. If λ has ≤ d rows then each γ ∈ Γλ has ≤ d rows.

2. At least one irrep in the branching, γ ∈ Γλ ⊆ Λm,d,
has dim Mγ ≥ 3.

3. For any distinct λ ̸= λ′ ∈ Λm+1,d, there is some
γ ∈ Λm,d with dim Mγ ≥ 2 which is in one of, but
not both, Γλ or Γλ′ .



13

FIG. 3. The beginning of Young’s lattice, from which the
branching rule may be read: the representations that show
up in the branching Eq. (56) of the Young diagram λ are
precisely the subdiagrams, which are connected by an edge
in the lattice. The last layer corresponds to n = 5 qudits.
One can easily check Fact 1, Fact 2, and Fact 3. For instance,
Eq. (56) implies that except for the two Young diagrams at the
two ends of each layer, namely single-row and single-column
Young diagrams, the rest of the diagrams have dimensions
larger than 1, and indeed for diagrams with n = 5, they all
have dimensions 3 or larger. We can explicitly check each fact
for λ ∈ Λ5,d. According to Fact 1, for any irrep λ ∈ Λ5,d, the
corresponding irreps in their branching denoted as Γλ, which
are the diagrams connected to λ in the previous level, have
less or equal number of rows. Furthermore, as stated in Fact
2, all the irreps λ ∈ Λ5,d that are not one-dimensional, namely
everything except the diagrams at the left and right corners,
have either or in their branching, both of which are
three-dimensional. Also, as stated in Fact 3, for any distinct
irreps λ ̸= λ′ ∈ Λ5,d which are not one-dimensional, at least
one of , , or is in the branching of λ but not λ′.

These facts can be deduced from Young’s lattice in
Fig. 3 (in the caption we explain these three facts for the
example of n = 5). Note that Fact 2 and Fact 3 do not
hold for n = 4, and this is another way to understand
why 2-qudit gates are not semi-universal on n = 4 qudits
(or, more precisely, why the induction starts at m = 4
rather than m = 3).

B. Extending semi-universality from m to m + 1
qudits (Proof of Eq. (52))

Here, we prove Eq. (52). Similar to the proof in the
special case of n = 4, the proof is in 2 steps, namely we
establish conditions A and B of Lemma 1.

• Condition A: We show that for each irrep λ ∈ Λm+1,d,
the projection of W(m+1) to irrep Mλ is equal to

πλ(W(m+1)) = πλ(SV(m+1)) = SU(Mλ) . (57)

Since this condition is trvially satisfied when dim(Mλ) =
1, in the following, without loss of generality, we assume

dim(Mλ) > 1. Similar to the case of n = 4 qudits, first
we consider elements of W(m+1) that act trivially on qudit
m + 1, i.e., unitaries in the form (V ⊗ I) : V ∈ SV(m).
Relative to the decomposition in Eq. (56), the projection
of this subgroup of W(m+1) to Mλ is equal to

{πλ(V ⊗ I) : V ∈ SVm)} =
⊕

γ∈Γλ

SU(Mγ) . (58)

Again, this block-diagonal form is a consequence of the
fact that qudit m + 1 does not interact with the rest
of qudits. Then, we argue that as soon as we include
interactions with this qudit we get the entire SU(Mλ).
To achieve this we apply Lemma 2, whose assumptions
are verified in the following:

1. In decomposition Mλ =
⊕

γ∈Γλ
Mγ , for at least

one irrep γ∗ ∈ Γλ, dim Mγ∗ ≥ 3. This follows
immediately from Fact 2, which holds because
m ≥ 4 and λ is not a 1D irrep of Sm+1.

2. The one-parameter families exp(it(Pij − Pkl)) :
t ∈ R for all i ̸= j, k ̸= l ∈ {1, · · · ,m + 1} are
inside W(m+1), and according to Lemma 4, the
group generated by them acts irreducibly on Mλ

for all λ ∈ Λm+1,d. To see why these families are
inside W(m+1), note that according to Lemma 4,
exp(it(Pij − Pkl)) is in the group SV(m) defined
on any m out of m+ 1 qudits that contain qudits
i, j, k, l. Then, together with Eq. (54), this implies
that on m+ 1 qudits, it is inside W(m+1).

Therefore, both assumptions of Lemma 2 are satisfied
for πλ(W(m+1)), which implies πλ(W(m+1)) = SU(Mλ).
In summary, for all λ ∈ Λm+1,d, the subsystem univer-
sality holds, which means condition A of Lemma 1 is
satisfied.

• Condition B: Consider an arbitrary pair of distinct
irreps λ, λ′ ∈ Λm+1,d. If one or both of λ and λ′ are
1D irreps of Sm+1, then condition B is satisfied for
that pair. Therefore, without loss of generality, we
assume they both have dimensions larger than one.
Then, using Fact 3 we know that the branching sets
Γλ ̸= Γλ′ , with some differing irrep having dimension
greater than two. Without loss of generality, let γ ∈ Γλ

with γ ̸∈ Γλ′ and dim Mγ ≥ 2. Consider the subgroup
of SV(m) isomorphic to SU(Mγ) formed from m-qudit
SU(d)-invariant unitaruies that act trivially in all sectors
except Mγ . Then, for any unitary V in this subgroup
V ⊗ I acts trivially in Mλ′ and non-trivially in Mλ.
That is, πλ′(V ⊗ I) = Iλ′ and πλ(V ⊗ I) = πγ(V ) ⊕ I⊥,
where I⊥ is the identity operator on the orthogonal
complement of Mγ in Mλ. We conclude that condition
B’ of Lemma 1, and thus, condition B of this lemma are
also satisfied.
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In conclusion, the subgroup W(m+1) ⊂ SV(m+1) satis-
fies both assumptions A and B of Lemma 1, and there-
fore, this lemma implies that W(m+1) = SV(m+1). This
completes the proof of semi-universality of 3-qudit SU(d)-
invariant gates.

VI. IMPOSSIBILITY OF ACHIEVING
UNIVERSALITY WITH (n − 1)-QUDIT GATES

We saw that semi-universality can be achieved with
3-qudit gates. The next natural question is what is the
minimum locality of gates that is needed to achieve uni-
versality. More precisely, assuming we cannot use any
ancilla qudits, what is the minimum k for which k-qudit
SU(d)-invariant gates become universal on n qudits, such
that V(n)

k = V(n)
n = V(n)?

For qubit systems with SU(2) symmetry, which corre-
sponds to the special case of d = 2 in the present paper,
it was shown in [7] that universality is achieved with
k = 2⌊n/2⌋. This means that there is an even-odd effect,
which was shown in [7] to be related to time-reversal sym-
metry. Specifically, when n is odd, (n−1)-local symmetric
gates are universal, but they are not when n is even. Here
we show that, for d ≥ 3, there is no such effect: without
using ancillary qudits, (n−1)-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates
are not universal. This proves Corollary 2.

According to the general results of [5], which apply
to arbitrary symmetry groups, the semi-universality of
k-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates for k ≥ 3 together with
the fact SU(d) is a connected Lie group imply that the
difference between the dimensions of the Lie group of all
SU(d)-invariant unitaries on n qudits, and the subgroup
generated by k-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is

dim(V(n)
n ) − dim(V(n)

k ) = |Λn,d| − |Λk,d| . (59)

Here, |Λn,d| is the size of Λn,d, the set of inequivalent
irreps of SU(d), or equivalently Sn, that appear on n
qudits, which can be labeled by Young diagrams with n
boxes and ≤ d rows. In particular, in the case of SU(d)
symmetry, the arguments of [5] imply that, because SU(d)
is a connected Lie group, the center of the Lie algebra
associated to V(n)

k has dimension |Λk,d|, whereas the center
of the Lie algebra associated to V(n)

n = V(n) has dimension
|Λn,d|, and because of semi-universality this is exactly
the difference between dimensions of V(n)

n and V(n)
k . In

Appendix C, we show that

Lemma 5 (Strict monotonicity of the number of irreps,
for d ≥ 3). Let |Λk,d| be the number of inequivalent irreps
of SU(d), or equivalently Sk, on k qudits with the total
Hilbert space (Cd)⊗k. Then, for d ≥ 3, |Λk,d| > |Λk−1,d|
for all k.

In summary, for d ≥ 3, we have

|Λn,d| = |Λk,d| ⇐⇒ n = k .

Then, together with Eq. (59), this proves the non-
universality of k-qudit gates with k < n, and we have the
following corollary,

Corollary 2. Consider a system of n qudits with d ≥ 3.
Then, k-local SU(d)-invariant unitaries are universal, if
and only if k = n. In other words, if k < n, then V(n)

k ⊊
V(n)

n is a proper subgroup.

We also note that while there is no simple general for-
mula for |Λk,d|, it can be obtained [18] using its generating
function

∞∑
k=0

|Λk,d| xk =
d∏

l=1

1
1 − xl

. (60)

Using this method, in Fig. 4 we plot |Λk,d| as a function
of k. We see that |Λk,d| is strictly monotonic in k for
d ≥ 3, while for d = 2 it grows only every other step in k.
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FIG. 4. The vertical axis is |Λk,d|, the number of inequivalent
irreps of SU(d) on k qudits, which according to the results
of [5], is the the dimension of the center of the Lie algebra
associated to V(n)

k , the group generated by k-qudit SU(d)-
invariant gates. When d ≥ 3, |Λk,d| is strictly monotonic in k.
When d = 2, |Λk,d| increases only every other step in k.

Finally, we discuss the asymptotic behavior of |Λk,d| in
the regime k ≫ d, which implies Eq. (3) and explain the
plot in Fig. 2. Recall that |Λk,d| is the number of partitions
of k into i ≤ d positive integers, i.e., k1 ≥ · · · ≥ ki and
k = k1 + k2 + · · · + ki.

In the limit of large k ≫ d, the number of such parti-
tions for each i ≤ d can be calculated through the number
of the composition of k into exactly i parts, namely

(
k−1
i−1

)
.

However, the order does not matter in integer partition,
whereas it matters in integer composition, which should
be corrected. When k ≫ i, for almost all partitions,
k1, · · · , ki take distinct values, and we can correct it ap-
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proximately by a factor of 1/i!. This implies that7

|Λk,d| ≈
d∑

i=1

1
i!

(
k − 1
i− 1

)
= kd−1

d!(d− 1)! +O(kd−2) . (61)

Putting this into Eq. (59), we arrive at

dim V(n)
k − dim V(n)

3 = |Λk,d| − |Λ3,d| = |Λk,d| − 3

≈ kd−1

d!(d− 1)! +O(kd−2) ,

where we have used the fact that Λ3,d, given in Eq. (26),
has 3 elements. This proves Eq. (3).

VII. THE USE OF ANCILLA QUDITS FOR
ACHIEVING (SEMI-)UNIVERSALITY

In this section, we consider the use of ancillae for achiev-
ing both universality and semi-universality and prove var-
ious results in this context, including those presented in
Table I. First, we consider achieving universality from
semi-universality for arbitrary symmetry group G with
on-site representation, and prove Lemma 3. That is, we
prove that universality can be achieved on n qudits if
semi-universality holds on n+ 3 qudits, and the 3 qudits
are used as ancillae. We note that in general, one might
be able to achieve universality with fewer ancilla qudits
(for instance, 1 qudit in the case of Abelian symmetries
[8], and 2 qubits in the case of SU(2) symmetry with qubit
systems [6]). Then, we focus on the case of 2-qudit gates
with SU(d) symmetry. Even though 2-qudit gates are not
semi-universal for n > 3 qudits, by studying a system
with 11 qudits with the total Hilbert space (Cd)⊗11, we
show that 8 qudits can be used as ancillae to implement
any SU(d)-invariant unitary on the remaining 3 qudits.
In the special case of d = 3, this can be achieved with
only 6 ancilla qutrits.

Since the state of ancillae remains unchanged and un-
correlated with the rest of qudits, we can reuse it to
realize arbitrary 3-qudit gates on a system with arbitrary
n > 3 qudits. We have previously shown in Theorem 1
that 3-qudit gates are semi-universal on a system with
arbitrary n. Combining these we conclude that

Corollary 3. Using 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries,
and 8 ancilla qudits we can realize any unitary in SV(n),
and using 11 ancilla qudits we can realize any unitary in
V(n). In the special case of d = 3, these can be achieved
with 6 and 9 ancilla qudits, respectively.

7 We note that this formula can also be obtained using Sylvester’s
denumerant formula [19] or the asymptotic formula from [18].

A. From semi-universality to universality with three
ancilla qudits (Proof of Proposition 3)

Consider an arbitrary symmetry group G with the on-
site representation, as defined in Lemma 3. Consider 3
ancillary qudits, with the total Hilbert space

(Cd)⊗3 = Q ⊕ (Q ⊗ M ) ⊕ Q , (62)

where we have decomposed this Hilbert space according to
the irreps of the permutation group S3, and used the no-
tation introduced in Eq. (18). Since it is permutationally-
invariant, u(g)⊗3 acts on Q ⊗M as u (g)⊗IM , where
u is a possibly reducible representation of G on Q .

Let Z be a nonzero Hermitian operator on M ∼= C2

with TrZ = 0. Then, for any Hermitian G-invariant
operator H on (Cd)⊗n, we consider operator H̃ on n+ 3
qudits, defined by

H 7→ H̃ = H ⊗ (IQ ⊗ Z ) . (63)

Then, H̃ is also Hermitian, G-invariant, and in addition,
it is centerless, because

Tr
(
u(g)⊗(n+3)H̃

)
= Tr(u(g)⊗nH) Tr(u (g)) Tr(Z ) = 0,

(64)

for all g ∈ G, which follows from TrZ = 0. We conclude
that the family of unitaries exp(iH̃t) : t ∈ R are in the
commutator subgroup of G-invariant unitaries on n+ 3
qudits, and therefore they can be realized by any set
of gates that are semi-universal on n + 3 qudits. For
instance, in the case of SU(d) symmetry discussed in the
previous sections, exp(iH̃t) is in SV(n+3), which means
it is realizable with 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries.

In general, H̃ is an entangling Hamiltonian. However,
by preparing the 3 ancilla qudit in an eigenstate |η⟩ ∈
(Cd)⊗3 of IQ ⊗ Z , they remain unentangled with the
system. That is,

exp(iH̃t)(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) = (exp(iHαt)|ψ⟩) ⊗ |η⟩ , (65)

where α is the eigenvalue of IQ ⊗ Z for eigenvector |η⟩.
Some examples of choices of |η⟩ and Z include

• |η1⟩ = 1
2

√
3 (2|100⟩ + (

√
3 − 1)|010⟩ − (1 +

√
3)|001⟩)

and IQ ⊗ Z = 1√
3 (P12 − P13).

• |η2⟩ = 1√
2 (|01⟩ − |10⟩) ⊗ |0⟩ and IQ ⊗ Z =

1
3 (−2P12 + 2P23 + P(123) − P(132)).

Here, Z is normalized so that its eigenvalues are ±1,
and the given state is an eigenvector with eigenvalue
α = 1. Note that the above particular linear combination
of permutations is restricted to irrep , such that(

IQ ⊗ Z
)
Πλ = 0 : λ = , , (66)

which can be seen using the fact that P(σ)Π = Π
and P(σ)Π = sgn(σ)Π .
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B. (Semi-)universality with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant
gates and ancillae (Proof of Corollary 3)

Theorem 1 shows that 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates
are semi-universal on arbitrary n qudits. In this section
we show how general 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates can
be realized with 2-qudit gates, provided that one can use
8 (or 6, in the special case of d = 3) ancilla qudits. Since
the state of the ancillae remains unchanged, we can reuse
it arbitrarily many times to implement all 3-qudit gates
in the circuit. Therefore, this together with Theorem 1,
proves Corollary 3.

As we proved in Sec. IV A, on n = 3 qudits, 2-qudit
gates are semi-universal, i.e., SV(3) ⊂ V(3)

2 . Therefore, in
this case, the only constraints that the locality of gates
imposes on the realizable unitaries are on the relative
phases between sectors with different irreps of symmetry,
namely type I constraints. Hence, to achieve universality
it suffices to amend SV(3) with relative phases between
different sectors, i.e., unitaries in the form∑

λ∈Λ3

eiθλ Πλ : θλ ∈ [0, 2π) , (67)

where Λ3 =
{

, ,
}

(we note that a 2D Lie sub-
group of this group is already included in V(3)

2 ). This
may sound similar to the problem we studied in the pre-
vious section, where we used 3 ancilla qudits to elevate
semi-universality to universality. However, there is an
important difference: to apply that technique we need
semi-universality on n + 3 qudits, i.e., the main qudits
and the ancillae. Therefore, in the context of the problem
at hand, this will require semi-universality on 6 qudits.
However, as we discussed before, for n > 3 qudits 2-qudit
gates are not semi-universal. Therefore, the technique of
the previous section is not applicable here, and we need
to develop a new scheme that works even in the absence
of semi-universality.

We have found a solution to this problem that uses 8
ancilla qudits. This solution is based on the following
fact about systems with 11 qudits. Recall that the wedge
product of states is defined as

|ψ1⟩∧· · ·∧|ψm⟩ := 1√
m!

∑
σ∈Sm

sgn(σ)P(σ)(|ψ1⟩⊗· · ·⊗|ψm⟩).

(68)
Lemma 6 (Centerless Hamiltonians on 11 qudits). For
any centerless SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonian H on (Cd)⊗11

(i.e., a Hamiltonian satisfying Tr(Hu(g)⊗11) = 0 for all
g ∈ SU(d)) there exists a Hamiltonian H̃ that is real-
izable with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonians, i.e.,
exp(itH̃) ∈ V2 : t ∈ R, which satisfies

exp (itH̃)(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) = exp (itH)(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) , (69)

for all |ψ⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗3, where

|η⟩ = (|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩ ∧ |2⟩ ∧ |3⟩)⊗2 ∈ (Cd)⊗8 , (70)

is an 8-qudit state. Furthermore, in the special case of
d = 3, the same fact holds for any centerless Hamiltonian
on 9 qudits, and state

|η′⟩ = (|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩)⊗2 ⊗ |00⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗6. (71)

This lemma can be shown directly by studying the Lie
algebra generated by SWAPs on 11 qudits, or, as we do
in Appendix D, by applying the seminal result of Marin
[12], which characterizes the Lie algebra generated by
transpositions (SWAPs) in terms of its simple factors.8

Next, we apply this lemma to a system containing 3
qudits plus 8 ancilla qudits, and show how we can realize
unitaries in the form of Eq. (67). More precisely, we show
that Hamiltonian Π123

λ for all λ ∈ Λ3 can be realized with
8 ancilla qudits.

Since Π123
λ is not centerless, first we construct a center-

less Hamiltonian, namely we consider H = Π123
λ − Π456

λ ,
where we have suppressed tensor product with the iden-
tity operators on the rest of qudits. This Hamiltonian
is clearly centerless. In fact, any operator of the form
A− PσAP

−1
σ is centerless, because

Tr
(
Π(A− PσAP

−1
σ )

)
= Tr

(
Π(A−A)

)
= 0, (72)

where in the last step we used the cyclic property of
the trace and Π is an arbitrary element in the center.
Therefore, according to the above lemma, there exists an
SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonian H̃, such that Eq. (69) holds
for all t ∈ R and all |ψ⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗3.

Now for state |η⟩ in Eq. (70) the reduced state of qudits
456 is restricted to the totally anti-symmetric subspace,
corresponding to λ = , which means

Π456
λ |η⟩ = 0 : λ = , , (73a)

Π456
λ |η⟩ = |η⟩ : λ = , (73b)

where we have suppressed the tensor product with the
identity operator on the rest of the qudits. Therefore, for
Hamiltonian H = Π123

λ − Π456
λ , Eq. (69) becomes

eitH̃(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) =
{

(eitΠ123
λ |ψ⟩) ⊗ |η⟩ λ = ,

(eit(Π123
λ −I) |ψ⟩) ⊗ |η⟩ λ =

(74)

Note that in the second case, we get an extra global phase,
which is not physically relevant (e.g., it can be removed
by shifting H̃ with a multiple of the identity operator).

We conclude that for all λ ∈ Λ3 we can implement the
Hamiltonian Πλ on 3 qudits, using 8 qudits as ancilla
and 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates. Since the state of
ancilla remains unchanged we can reuse it to implement
all unitaries in the form of Eq. (67).

8 Note that this is the only result in the current paper depending
on Marin’s results in [12].
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Now consider the special case of d = 3. Although in
this case Eq. (73) does not hold, because both states
(|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩) ⊗ |0⟩ and (|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩) ⊗ |1⟩ live in Q ⊗ M , we
have

Π456
λ |η′⟩ = 0 : λ = , , (75a)

Π456
λ |η′⟩ = |η′⟩ : λ = . (75b)

Therefore, in this case for Hamiltonian H = Π123
λ − Π456

λ
Eq. (69) simplifies to

eitH̃(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η′⟩) =
{

(eit(Π123
λ ) |ψ⟩) ⊗ |η′⟩ λ = ,

(eit(Π123
λ −I) |ψ⟩) ⊗ |η′⟩ λ = ,

(76)
and therefore the same results can be established with 6
qudit state |η′⟩.

VIII. STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF RANDOM
SU(d)-INVARIANT CIRCUITS: t-DESIGNS

In this section, we briefly discuss the statistical proper-
ties of random 3-qudit circuits and explain a corollary of
semi-universality of 3-qudit gates.

First, recall that the no-go theorem of [5] puts strong
constraints on the statistical properties of random sym-
metric circuits for general symmetries. According to the
general results of [5], for any symmetry group G, the group
of unitaries generated by k-local G-invariant unitaries is
a compact connected Lie group, and therefore it has a
unique notion of invariant (Haar) measure. Furthermore,
when the symmetry group is a continuous group, such as
SU(d), [5] shows that for any fixed k, the dimension of
this compact Lie group is strictly less than the compact
Lie group of all G-invariant unitaries on n qudits. Clearly,
the uniform distribution over a compact manifold cannot
be fully mimicked by distributions restricted to compact
submanifolds with lower dimensions. This can be more
formally stated in terms of moments of the distributions.
Corollary 4 (corollary of [5]). Consider the uniform dis-
tribution over the compact group VG

k of n-qudit unitaries
realized with k-qudit G-invariant gates. Then, all mo-
ments of this distribution are equal to the corresponding
moments of the uniform distribution over the group of all
G-invariant unitaries, such that

EV ∈VG [V ⊗t ⊗ V ∗⊗t] = EV ∈VG
k

[V ⊗t ⊗ V ∗⊗t] , (77)

for all integer t, only if |IrrepsG(k)| = |IrrepsG(n)|, where
|IrrepsG(k)| is the number of inequivalent irreps of group
G appearing on k qudits, i.e., in the representation g 7→
u(g)⊗k : g ∈ G. Furthermore, assuming semi-universality
holds for VG

k , and the group G is connected, then this
condition becomes necessary and sufficient.

In the case of continuous symmetries such as SU(d),
there is no finite k such that |IrrepsG(k)| = |IrrepsG(n)|
for all n > k. Therefore, for any fixed k, the above
equation cannot hold for arbitrarily large t and n.

For instance, in the case of SU(d) symmetry discussed
in this paper, the strict monotonicity of |Λn,d| in Lemma 5,
implies that for d ≥ 3, unless k = n, certain moments of
the uniform distribution over V(n)

k will be different from
the corresponding moment for the Haar distribution over
the group of all SU(d)-invariant unitaries.

However, it is still possible that some moments of these
distributions match. This can be formulated based on the
notion of t-designs [20–23]. We say the Haar distribution
over the group V(n)

k is a t-design for the Haar distribution
over the group of all SU(d)-invariant unitaries, if Eq. (77)
holds.

Our previous result in [6] reveals that in the case of
circuits with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates, for d ≥ 3
this equation holds for t = 1, but not t = 2, which
means the distribution generated by such random circuits
converges to a 1-design but not a 2-design for the Haar
distribution. Indeed, as it was noted in [6], the results
of [24, 25] imply that whenever semi-universality does
not hold then the distribution generated by the random
circuits cannot be a 2-design for the Haar distribution over
all symmetric unitaries. More recently, Ref. [26] shows
that the distribution generated by circuits with 4-qudit
SU(d)-invariant gates is a t-design with t quadratic in n.

In this paper, we find that a similar quadratic scaling
can be achieved with 3-qudit gates in the case of SU(d)
with d ≥ 3, and 2-qudit gates in the case of SU(2).

Proposition 4 (Quadratic scaling of t-designs with 3-
or 2-qudit gates). For systems with n ≥ 9 qudits with
d < n− 1, the Haar distribution over the group generated
by 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates, V(n)

3 is an exact t-design
for the Haar distribution over the group of all SU(d)-
invariant unitaries V(n) with t < 1

2n(n− 3). In the case
of d = 2, i.e., qubits with SU(2) symmetry, V(n)

3 = V(n)
2 ,

which means the same quadratic scaling can be obtained
with 2-qudit gates.

As we explain in Appendix E, this proposition follows
from the semi-universality of 3-qudit gates, together with
the following fact

πµ0,µ1(V(n)
3 ) = πµ0,µ1(V(n)) ∼= U(Mµ0)×U(Mµ1) , (78)

where µ0 and µ1 are, respectively the symmetric and
the (n− 1)-dimensional standard irrep of Sn. In words,
this means that when restricted to these two sectors, the
group V(n)

3 and V(n) are identical, which in turn implies
that the design properties of V(n)

3 is determined by the
smallest dimension of Mλ, for λ ∈ Λn,d other than µ0, µ1.
This dimension is equal to n(n− 3)/2, when n ≥ 9 and
d < n−1 [27]. We also use the standard techniques in the
context of t-designs [20–23], which are used previously,
e.g., in Ref. [26] in the context of SU(d)-invariant circuits,
and in [28] in the context of U(1)-invariant circuits.
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IX. FROM SUBSYSTEM UNIVERSALITY TO
SEMI-UNIVERSALITY

In this section, we introduce a characterization of sub-
system universality and various other techniques that
are generally useful for understanding semi-universality
(and its failure) for subgroups of G-invariant unitaries,
for general symmetries and representations. We start by
presenting a generalization of Lemma 1, namely Lemma 8,
which is applicable even when condition B of Lemma 1,
i.e., pairwise independence, does not hold. Then, we
show how both lemmas follow from a combination of
Goursat’s and Serre’s lemmas (Lemma 9 and Lemma 10).
The ideas and techniques discussed in this section and
in Appendix B are more broadly useful in the context of
quantum computing and control theory.

A. Subdirect products

Before going through this section, we recall the concept
of subdirect products, which is useful for understanding
semi-universality and also appears in the statements of
Goursat’s and Serre’s lemmas.

Definition 1 (Subdirect product). A subdirect product of
the groups G1, . . . , Gr is a subgroup of the direct product,
H ⊆ G1 × · · · × Gr, such that πi(H) = Gi for each
factor, i = 1, . . . , r, where πi : G1 × · · · ×Gr → Gi is the
projection homomorphism.

It is useful to consider different subdirect products as
exhibiting different types of correlations. In particular, if
for any pair i and j of groups Gi and Gj , the projection
of H to that pair is not surjective, i.e., πij(H) ̸= Gi ×Gj ,
we say they are correlated in H, and otherwise, we say
they are independent in H. This can be generalized to
more factors, and in general, the correlations can be
quite complicated (see, e.g., the example in Sec. II B
of a subdirect product of three U(1) subgroups which
are pairwise independent but still exhibit a tripartite
correlation).

As we explain below, the notion of subdirect products
appears naturally in the context of G-invariant unitaries.

B. Subsystem universality (condition A)

Consider any subgroup T ⊂ VG of G-invariant unitaries
satisfying condition A in Lemma 1, namely subsystem
universality, which means that for any irrep λ ∈ Λ the
projection of T to Mλ contains SU(Mλ), i.e.

πλ(T ) =
{
πλ(V ) : V ∈ T

}
⊇ SU(Mλ) . (79)

Then under this assumption, the commutator subgroup
of T , denoted as [T , T ], is a subdirect product of the
groups SU(Mλ) : λ ∈ Λ. Furthermore, semi-universality

means that this subdirect product is indeed the Cartesian
product SVG ∼=

∏
λ∈Λ SU(Mλ).

It is also worth noting that subsystem universality
implies that any unitary V ∈ T can be decomposed as
the product of an element of [T , T ] and a unitary in the
subgroup of relative phases

P = {
∑
λ∈Λ

eiθλ Πλ : θλ ∈ [0, 2π)} , (80)

which is the center of VG. More precisely,

Lemma 7. A subgroup of G-invariant unitaries T ⊂ VG

contains SVG if, and only if, its commutator subgroup
[T , T ] = SVG. More generally, if T satisfies the subsys-
tem universality condition in Eq. (79) for all λ ∈ Λ, then
any element of T can be decomposed as a product of an
element of [T , T ] and a unitary in the group of relative
phases P. That is, T ⊆ P[T , T ].

Proof. Note that VG = SVGP. If SVG ⊆ T then also
VG = PT . Taking the commutator subgroup, since P is
the center, i.e. commutes with everything else, it follows
that SVG = [T , T ]. The proof of the second part is
presented in Sec. IX E, by applying Lemma 8.

Therefore, in the following, we often consider the prop-
erties of the commutator subgroup [T , T ] and, assuming
subsystem universality holds, interpret it as a subdirect
product.

C. A characterization of subsystem universality

Here, we present a useful characterization of subgroups
of G-invariant unitaries VG that satisfy the subsystem-
universality condition in all charge sectors, i.e., condition
A of Lemma 1, but do not necessarily satisfy the condition
B, pairwise independence (According to the numbering
of constraints in Sec. II B, this means that except type I,
all constraints are of type IV, i.e., correlations between
different sectors).

Lemma 8 (Extension of Lemma 1). Consider a subgroup
T ⊆ VG of G-invariant unitaries satisfying condition A in
Lemma 1. That is, for any irrep λ ∈ Λ the projection of T
to Mλ contains SU(Mλ), as stated in Eq. (79). Then, the
set of irreps Λ is partitioned into non-overlapping subsets
∆1, · · · ,∆s, such that for all pairs λ, λ′ that belong to the
same subset ∆r, dim(Mλ) = dim(Mλ′) =: mr, and that
the commutator subgroup of T is isomorphic to

[T , T ] ∼=
s∏

r=1
SU(mr) . (81)

Furthermore, for any pair of irreps λ, λ′ ∈ ∆r, and fixed
orthonormal bases for Mλ and Mλ′ , there exists an mr ×
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mr unitary matrix W ∈ SU(mr), such that for all V ∈
[T , T ] one of the followings holds

[πλ′(V )] = W [πλ(V )]W † , or (82a)
[πλ′(V )] = W [πλ(V )]∗W † , (82b)

where [πλ(V )]∗ is the complex conjugate of πλ(V ) relative
to this basis.

In words, this lemma means that for charge sectors that
belong to the same part ∆, the unitary realized in one
sector uniquely determines the unitaries realized in all the
other sectors. Namely, they are all equal, up to a change
of basis, a possible complex conjugation, and relative
phases between sectors (i.e. an element of the group P
defined in Eq. (80)). Note that, as stated in Lemma 7,
when condition A holds for all sectors, the commutator
subgroup [T , T ] determines T , up to additional freedoms
on the relative phases between different charge sectors.
Therefore, this lemma characterizes group T , up to this
freedom.

We next mention an example that has been already
discussed in detail in Sec. IV B.

Example: Revisiting group V(4)
2

In the special case of G = SU(d) symmetry and n = 4
qudits, in Sec. IV B we characterized the group V(4)

2 gen-
erated by 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates. In the context of
the above lemma, V(4)

2 corresponds to the group T , which
is a subgroup of V(4) the group of all SU(d)-invariant
unitaries. Then, in the language of the above lemma, we
found that relative to this group, the set of irreps Λ4 is
partitioned into 3 sets, namely

∆1 =
{ }

, ∆2 =
{

,
}
, ∆3 =

{
,

}
, (83)

with corresponding dimensions m1 = 2, m2 = 3, and
m3 = 1. Furthermore, we showed while the commuta-
tor subgroup of all SU(d)-invariant unitaries, denoted as
SV(4), is isomorphic to SU(2) × SU(3) × SU(3), the com-
mutator subgroup of V(4)

2 , denoted as SV(4)
2 is isomorphic

to

SU(m1) × SU(m2) × SU(m3) = SU(2) × SU(3) . (84)

Moreover, in Eq. (41) we saw that for any V ∈ V(4)
2 , the

unitaries realized in M and M are equal, up to a
complex conjugation and a change of basis, as described
by Lemma 8.

Next, we explain the tools that are needed to prove
Lemmas 1 and 8.

D. Two useful lemmas

1. Goursat’s lemma: A characterization of pairwise
correlations

Goursat’s lemma [29] classifies all possible subdirect
products H ⊆ G1×G2 of arbitrary groups G1 and G2. We
postpone the general form of this lemma, which applies to
arbitrary groups G1 and G2 to Lemma 13 in Appendix B 3.
Instead, here we discuss its specialized form applied to
special unitary groups, which are the most relevant groups
for applications in quantum computing and control.

Lemma 9 (Goursat’s lemma for special unitary groups).
Let l, l′ ≥ 2 and let H ⊆ SU(l) × SU(l′) be a subdirect
product. There are two possibilities:

(i) H = SU(l) × SU(l′).

(ii) l = l′ and H ∼= SU(l) × Zq, where q divides l.

Furthermore, in the second case, there exists an isomor-
phism Φ : SU(l) → SU(l) such that

H = {(U, eiθ Φ(U)) : U ∈ SU(l) and eiθ ∈ Zq ⊂ SU(l)}.
(85)

Remark 3. When interpreted as explicit l× l determinant-
one unitary matrices, then the above isomorphism in case
(ii) must be in one of the following forms:

Φ(U) = WUW † (86a)
Φ(U) = WU∗W †, (86b)

where W is a unitary matrix and U∗ is the component-
wise complex conjugate of matrix U . For l > 2, these
two possibilities correspond to two inequivalent represen-
tations of the group SU(l),9 and these are the only two
non-trivial representations of dimension l [17].10

Note that, in the second case of Lemma 9, upon taking
the commutator subgroup, the discrete phase vanishes,
i.e. [H,H] ∼= SU(l). In fact, this holds even if we consider
H as a subgroup of U(l) × U(l). Goursat’s lemma and
the following corollary are proved in Appendix B 3.

Corollary 5. Suppose that H ⊆ U(l) × U(l′) is a sub-
group with [H,H] ⊆ SU(l) × SU(l′) a subdirect prod-
uct. Then either [H,H] ∼= SU(l) × SU(l), or l = l′ and
there is an isomorphism Φ : SU(l) → SU(l) such that
[H,H] = {(U,Φ(U)) : U ∈ SU(l)} ∼= SU(l). Furthermore,
in the second case every element of H is of the form
(eiθ U, eiϕ Φ(U)), for some θ, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π).

9 For l = 2, these are not distinct possibilities since the defining
representation is self-dual: with Pauli Y defined in the chosen
basis, we have U∗ = Y UY † for all U ∈ SU(2).

10 Note that this fact follows from “automatic continuity”. See
Appendix B 4 for further discussion.
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2. Serre’s lemma: Pairwise independence implies full
independence

Serre’s lemma characterizes when the subdirect product
of perfect groups is actually a direct product, and roughly
states that, if perfect groups are pairwise independent,
then they are fully independent.11 Recall that a group G
is called perfect if it is equal to its commutator subgroup,
i.e., [G,G] = G. For example, the unitary group U(d) is
not perfect, but the special unitary group SU(d) is perfect
(in fact, all finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie groups are
perfect).

Lemma 10 (Serre’s lemma [30]). Let H ⊆ G1 × · · · ×Gr

be a subgroup such that πij(H) = Gi × Gj for all pairs
1 ≤ i < j ≤ r, where πij : G1 × · · · × Gr → Gi × Gj is
the projection homomorphism. If each Gi is perfect, then
H = G1 × · · · ×Gr.

We present the proof of this lemma in Appendix B 5.

E. Characterizations of semi-universality and
subsystem universality: Proofs of Lemmas 1 and 8

Finally, we show how Goursat’s and Serre’s lemmas can
be applied to the case of G-invariant unitaries, and prove
Lemma 1 and Lemma 8. We start by Lemma 1.

Given that πΛ(SVG) =
∏

λ SU(Mλ), it is clear that if
T ⊇ SVG, then T satisfies both conditions A and B (see
Sec. II B). Therefore, to prove the lemma, it suffices to
prove the converse direction.

First, we focus only on a pair of irreps λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ, and
discuss the implications of conditions A and B for this
pair. Suppose the subgroup T ⊂ VG satisfies condition
A for λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ. That is, Eq. (79) holds for λ = λ1, λ2.
Then, case (i) of Goursat’s lemma immediately implies
that if dim Mλ1 ̸= dim Mλ2 , the joint projection of [T , T ]
to λ1 and λ2, denoted as πλ1λ2([T , T ]), is isomorphic to
the Cartesian product SU(Mλ1) × SU(Mλ2). However,
if m := dim Mλ1 = dim Mλ2 ≥ 2, then there exists a
second possibility, namely case (ii) of Goursat’s lemma.
In particular, according to Remark 3 and Corollary 5,
for any fixed orthonormal bases on Mλ1 and Mλ2 , there
exists an m × m unitary matrix W such that, for all
V ∈ [T , T ], one of the following holds

[πλ2(V )] = W [πλ1(V )]W † (87a)
[πλ2(V )] = W [πλ1(V )]∗W †. (87b)

11 Serre’s lemma for finite groups was first stated in a paper by
Kenneth Ribet [30], where the proof is attributed to Jean-Pierre
Serre. Later Terence Tao restated the lemma in a slightly different
way and named it Serre’s lemma [31]. Our statement and proof
follow Ribet [30].

Furthermore, the second part of Corollary 5 implies that,
for all V ∈ T ,

[πλ2(V )] = eiϕ W [πλ1(V )]W † (88a)
[πλ2(V )] = eiϕ W [πλ1(V )]∗W †, (88b)

for some phase depending on V .
Now to prove Lemma 1, we note that in both cases

in Eq. (88), | Tr(πλ1(V ))| = | Tr(πλ2(V ))|. Therefore, if
condition B of Lemma 1 holds, i.e., there exists a unitary
V ∈ T such that | Tr(πλ1(V ))| ≠ | Tr(πλ2(V ))| then the
case (ii) of Goursat’s lemma is ruled out, which means

SU(Mλ1)×SU(Mλ2) = πλ1λ2([T , T ]) ⊆ πλ1λ2(T ) . (89)

Similarly, if condition B’ holds, i.e., there exists V ∈ T ,
such that πλ1(V ) = IMλ1

and πλ2(V ) ̸= eiα IMλ2
for any

phase α, then, again Eq. (88) cannot hold, which implies
the same result.

This proves Lemma 1 in the special case where Λ con-
tains only two irreps. Finally, we note that because the
special unitary group SU(Mλ) is perfect, and Eq. (89)
applies to all pairs λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ, applying Serre’s lemma
to the subdirect product πΛ([T , T ]) ⊆

∏
λ∈Λ SU(Mλ),

we conclude that
∏

λ∈Λ SU(Mλ) ∼= SVG ⊂ T , which
completes the proof of Lemma 1.

Next, we prove Lemma 8, which does not assume con-
dition B. Then, in this case, the case (ii) in Goursat’s
lemma, i.e., correlations between different sectors, cannot
be ruled out. This means that it is possible that for any
V ∈ T its projection to two sectors λ1 and λ2, namely
πλ1(V ) and πλ2(V ), are related via one of the two possibil-
ities in Eq. (88) where the unitary realized in λ1 uniquely
determines the unitary in λ2, up to a possible phase.

As we explain in the following, based on the two pos-
sibilities in Goursat’s lemma, i.e., case (i) and case (ii),
we can partition all irreps in Λ into equivalency classes
∆1, · · · ,∆s. Namely, for any λ1, λ2 ∈ Λ if case (i) of
Goursat’s lemma applies to πλ1λ2([T , T ]), then they are
in different parts and if case (ii) applies they are in the
same part. Note that Eq. (87) guarantees that this rule
defines equivalency classes and can be applied consistently.
In particular, if for λ1, λ2, λ3 ∈ Λ, the case (ii) applies to
the pair λ1, λ2 and also to the pair λ2, λ3, then it also
applies to the pair λ1, λ3, i.e., one of the two possibili-
ties in Eq. (87) is applicable to πλ1(V ) and πλ3(V ), and
therefore they are in the same part as well. Also, note
that the case (ii) of Goursat’s lemma applies to λ1 and λ2
only if dim Mλ1 = dim Mλ2 , which means for all irreps
in the same part this dimension is identical. We label
these parts as ∆1, · · · ,∆s, and define the corresponding
dimensions as mr = dim Mλ for any λ ∈ ∆r.

Next, we pick a representative λ from each part ∆r,
denoted as λr, which together define Λrep = {λr : r =
1, · · · , s}. Then, we apply Serre’s lemma to the subdirect
product ∏

λ∈Λrep

πλ([T , T ]) ⊆
s∏

r=1
SU(mr) . (90)
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By the above construction, for any pair of parts ∆r

and ∆r′ their corresponding representatives λr and
λr′ satisfy case (i) of Goursat’s lemma, which means
πλr,λr′ ([T , T ]) = SU(mr) × SU(mr′). Therefore, by ap-
plying Serre’s lemma, we conclude that Eq. (90) holds as
equality, i.e., the subdirect product is indeed a Cartesian
product. This completes the proof of Lemma 8.

Now we finish the proof of Lemma 7. Let V ∈ T be an
arbitrary element. We show that there exists phases eiϕλ :
λ ∈ Λ and V ′ ∈ [T , T ] such that V = V ′ ∑

λ∈Λ eiϕλ Πλ.
By Eq. (90) there is an element U ∈ [T , T ] such that,

for all λr ∈ Λrep, πλr (UV ) = eiϕr Iλr for some phase. By
construction, every other λ′ ∈ Λ \ Λrep is contained in
some equivalence class of irreps, say λ′ ∈ ∆r. According
to Eq. (88), if πλr

(UV ) is proportional to the identity,
πλ′(UV ) must be as well. But this holds for all λ′ ∈ Λ,
hence UV ∈ P is in the subgroup of relative phases. In
other words, V = U−1(UV ) is of the desired form.

X. CONCLUSION

A series of recent works has shown that in the presence
of symmetries, the locality of gates can severely restrict
the set of realizable unitaries [5–8, 32]. Interestingly, the
type of restrictions significantly depends on the properties
of the symmetry. In particular, in the case of Abelian
symmetries, recent work [8] has revealed a simple char-
acterization of the group of all realizable unitaries with
k-qudit gates, showing that some restrictions that appear
in the case of non-Abelian symmetries, such as SU(d) sym-
metry, cannot appear in the case of Abelian symmetries.
In general, understanding the restrictions in the case of
non-Abelian symmetries is significantly more complicated.
Prior to the present work, a general formal framework or
techniques for understanding such circuits did not exist.

In this work, we developed novel tools and a new frame-
work for understanding semi-universality and universality
in symmetric quantum circuits, which are particularly
useful in the case of non-Abelian symmetries where the
simpler characterization of [8] is not applicable. We an-
ticipate that, beyond the theory of symmetric quantum
circuits, this framework and the new tools, such as our
characterization of semi-universality in Lemma 1, char-
acterization of subsystem universality in Lemma 8, and
our Lemma 2 on extending controllability, will be more
broadly useful in Quantum Control theory, Quantum
Many-body Physics, and Quantum Thermodynamics. For
instance, these new techniques could be useful for under-
standing the effect of non-Abelian conserved charges on
the thermalization of quantum systems [33, 34].

As an example of applications, we applied these new
tools to settle a fundamental question in the context of
SU(d)-invariant circuits with d ≥ 3. Namely, we showed
the semi-universality of 3-qudit gates. We also discussed

two corollaries of this result. Firstly, by studying 3-qudit
circuits, we found a significantly simpler proof of the uni-
versality of 2-qudit gates, which was recently shown in a
PhD thesis [11], based on the advanced results in Mathe-
matical literature, namely, Marin’s characterization of the
Lie algebra generated by transpositions. Secondly, using
this result, we showed that the distribution generated by
random circuits with 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates is a
t-design, with t growing quadratically with the number of
qudits. Such quadratic scaling has been recently shown in
[12], albeit using 4-qudit gates (We also emphasize that
circuits with 2-qudit gates are not 2-design [6]).

SU(d)-invariant circuits, and more generally symmetric
quantum circuits, have various applications in the context
of quantum computation and control. In particular,
they are useful for protecting information, e.g., via
decoherence-free subspaces and noiseless subsystems
[35–40]. More broadly, the notion of charge-conserving
unitaries appears in various areas of quantum infor-
mation science, and it is crucial to understand how
such unitaries can be realized. This is particularly
relevant in the context of quantum thermodynamics
[41–48], the resource theory of asymmetry [49–51], and
other related areas such as Quantum reference frames
[52, 53], and covariant error-correcting codes [54–56].
Furthermore, such circuits have been found useful in
other contexts including variational quantum machine
learning [57–60], and variational quantum eigensolvers for
quantum chemistry [61–66]. Besides such applications,
the framework of symmetric quantum circuits has now
become a standard tool in the area of many-body
Physics, for modeling various physical phenomena, from
quantum thermalization and quantum chaos [67] to
symmetry-protected topological order [68, 69]. Therefore,
we anticipate that the framework developed in this paper
find applications beyond quantum computation.
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Appendix A: 3-qudit gates

In this section, we consider 2-qudit and 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates. In Appendix A 1 we characterize the 3-qudit
gates that can be generated by 2-qudit ones, and we prove in Appendix A 2 that the ones which cannot be generated,
together with 2-qudit gates are semiuniversal. Together with the aforementioned characterization, this implies that
generic SU(d)-invariant 3-qudit gates are semiuniversal (Proposition 3).

1. Which 3-qudit gates are realizable with 2-qudit gates: A characterization of V(3)
2

In this section, we characterize the 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant gates that can be generated by 2-qudit ones, i.e. the
elements of V(3)

2 . In particular, because 2-qudit gates are semi-universal, i.e. SV(3) ⊆ V(3)
2 , the only elements that

cannot be generated are central and therefore act as relative phases between charge sectors.
On

(Cd)⊗3 = H ⊕ H ⊕ H (A1)

consider the Hermitian operators

B1 = I
B2 = P(12) + P(13) + P(23)
B3 = P(123) + P(132).

(A2)

These are both SU(d)- and permutationally-invariant and therefore commute with each other and each element of V(3).
Furthermore, when d ≥ 3, they are linearly independent. Thus, the group of unitaries that they generate, is equal to
the center of V(3),

⟨eiα1B1 , eiα2B1 , eiα3B3 : αi ∈ R⟩ = {eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π : ϕλ ∈ [0, 2π)}. (A3)

Using Table III, or using a character table for S3, it can be determined that

B1 = Π + Π + Π
B2 = 3Π − 3Π
B3 = 2Π − Π + 2Π .

(A4)

Note that, when d = 2, Π = 0, and so these three operators are linearly dependent. On the other hand, when d ≥ 3,
iB3 does not satisfy the Z2 condition of [6], so the group generated by B3 is not achievable with 2-local SU(d)-invariant
unitaries (one can also verify by hand that the Lie algebra generated by transpositions iP(jk) does not contain iB3).
To fully characterize V(3)

2 , we find the linear combination of projectors to charge sectors which is orthogonal to both
B1 and B2 [5].

Proposition (re 1). For a system with n = 3 qudits, the family of unitary evolutions exp(−iHt) : t ∈ R is realizable
with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries, i.e., exp(−iHt) ∈ V(3)

2 , if and only if Tr(HC) = 0, where

C = 2(d− 1)(d− 2)Π − (d+ 2)(d− 2)Π + 2(d+ 2)(d+ 1)Π (A5)

= d2(P(123) + P(132)) − 2d(P12 + P13 + P23) + 4I.

Furthermore, when d ≥ 3, the unitary V ∈ V(3) is realizable by 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries, i.e. V ∈ V(3)
2 , if and

only if

det v = (det v )(det v ). (A6)

Proof. Write C = c Π + c Π + c Π . We find cλ, up to an overall normalization, using the conditions TrC =
TrB1C = 0 and TrB2C = 0. Recall the decomposition into isotypic components, H =

⊕
λ Qλ ⊗ Mλ. Note that

Tr Πλ = dλmλ where dλ = dim Qλ and mλ = dim Mλ.
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First find that

0 = TrB2C = 3c d − 3c d , (A7)

so c d = c d . Using this in

0 = TrC = c d + 2c d + c d

= 2c d + 2c d ,
(A8)

we find c d = −c d .
Finally, with the formulas for the dimensions,

d =
(
d+ 2

3

)
d = 2

(
d+ 1

3

)
d =

(
d

3

)
,

(A9)

the first part of Eq. (A5) is verified. The second part can be checked with Eqs. (A2) and (A4).
The Hamiltonians I = B1 and B2 of Eq. (A2) generate the center of V(3)

2 , since B2 is a sum of 2-local terms.
According to Eq. (A4),

eiα1I eiα2B2/3 = ei(α1+α2) Π + eiα1 Π + ei(α1−α2) Π . (A10)

Each choice of values α1, α2 ∈ [0, 2π) corresponds to a unique operator in V(3)
2 , i.e. this parameterization is one-to-one,

and every element of the center of V(3)
2 is of the form Eq. (A10) for some α1, α2. Note that, when α1 = α2 = π,

Eq. (A10) is actually inside SV(3), since −IM ∈ SU(M ). This is the only point of intersection, since any other
choice of phases will not have determinant one on all multiplicity subsystems Mλ.

Conversely, given an arbitrary unitary acting as relative phases, where ϕλ ∈ [0, 2π),

eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π , (A11)

it is of the form Eq. (A10) if and only if there are α1, α2 ∈ [0, 2π) such that

α1 + α2 = ϕ (mod 2π)
α1 = ϕ

α1 − α2 = ϕ (mod 2π).
(A12)

Setting α1 = ϕ , a phase α2 ∈ [0, 2π) satisfying these equations exists if and only if ϕ − ϕ = ϕ − ϕ (mod 2π),
or, in other words,

ei2ϕ = eiϕ eiϕ
, (A13)

i.e. 2ϕ = ϕ + ϕ (mod 2π).
Now consider an arbitrary element of V(3):

V = (IQ ⊗ v ) ⊕ (IQ ⊗ v ) ⊕ (IQ ⊗ v ). (A14)

How can we check if V ∈ V(3)
2 ? The first thing to note is that, since V(3)

2 is semiuniversal, for any V ∈ V(3) there is
some Ṽ ∈ SV(3) ⊆ V(3)

2 such that V Ṽ acts as phases,

V Ṽ = eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π . (A15)

Since Ṽ ∈ V(3)
2 , V ∈ V(3)

2 if and only if V Ṽ ∈ V(3)
2 . Furthermore, since det ṽλ = 1 for each λ = , , , it also holds

that

det vλ = det vλṽλ = eiϕλmλ , (A16)
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where mλ = dim Mλ. Since V Ṽ ∈ V(3)
2 if and only if 2ϕ = ϕ + ϕ (mod 2π), it follows that V ∈ V(3)

2 if and only if

det v = (det v )(det v ). (A17)

Note that, since V(3)
2 is semiuniversal, i.e. it contains SV(3) ∼= SU(2) which acts nontrivially only in the 2D

multiplicity subsystem M (the other two are 1D), the discussion after Eq. (A10) implies

V(3)
2

∼= U(1) × U(2) (A18)

since the U(1) × U(1) subgroup parameterized by Eq. (A10) intersects SV(3) only in the element which acts on M as
−I. (When d = 2 this isomorphism is obvious since then V(3)

2
∼= V(3).)

2. Generic 3-qudit gates are semi-universal

Here we show Proposition 2, that any 4-qudit gate which does not satisfy the condition

[J ][π (Y )][J ]T ̸= eiϕ[π (Y )]∗ ,

is enough to achieve semi-universality with, along with 2-qudit gates. Note that this condition is related to the Z2
condition of [6].

Proof of Proposition 2. One can easily see the necessity of this condition: All unitaries in V(4)
2 satisfy the constraint in

Eq. (41). If Y also satisfies this constraint, then the group generated by them does as well, which means it cannot
contain SV(4) (Note that if unitaries V1 and V2 satisfy Eq. (41), then their inverses and their product also satisfies this
constraint, i.e., this condition defines a subgroup).

Next, to see the sufficiency of the condition in Eq. (44), first recall that the projection of V(4)
2 to each of the

multiplicity spaces M , M , and M , is equal to the full unitary group in these spaces, which means condition A
of Lemma 1 is satisfied. In this case condition B is only relevant for the pair λ = and λ = , which both have
dimension 3.

Furthermore, for all such unitaries the components in M and M satisfy the constraint in Eq. (41). Therefore,
there exists a unitary Ỹ ∈ V(4)

2 , such that π (Ỹ ) = π (Y ). Thus T = Y Ỹ † acts trivially on , and inside
acts non-trivially, i.e., it is not proportional to a global phase, such that π (Y Ỹ †) ̸= eiϕ I for all phases eiϕ. This
together with Eq. (43) implies that condition B’ in Lemma 1 is also satisfied. Therefore, Lemma 1 implies that
SV(4) ⊂ ⟨Y, V : V ∈ V(4)

2 ⟩.

We now prove Proposition 3, that for any 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitary V which cannot be generated by 2-qudit
ones, the unitary Y = V ⊗ I satisfies the condition of Proposition 2. In particular, due to Proposition 1, generic 3-qudit
SU(d)-invariant unitaries are semi-universal when combined with 2-qudit ones.

Proof of Proposition 3. To see this first we consider unitaries of the form

S̃ = eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π + eiϕ Π . (A19)

Then, for Y = S̃ ⊗ I, Eq. (45) is equivalent to∣∣exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1
2

∣∣ ̸=
∣∣exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1

2
∣∣ . (A20)

This can only hold as equality if exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) and exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) are either equal or related by complex conjugate
(see the diagram Fig. 5 for a proof). As seen in Eq. (A13), a unitary of the form S̃ is an element of V(3)

2 if and only if
they are complex conjugates, i.e.,

exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) = exp i(ϕ − ϕ )∗. (A21)
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Now recall that, for any V ∈ V(3) there exists Ṽ ∈ SV(3) ⊆ V(3)
2 such that V Ṽ has the form Eq. (A19) and

ϕ = arg det v
ϕ = arg det v + bπ (mod 2π)
ϕ = arg det v

(A22)

where b = 0, 1 is not specified by V . But, since eiπ = e−iπ, the value of b does not affect the validity of Eq. (A21). In
other words, the condition Eq. (A21) for V Ṽ is determined by

det v ?= (det v )(det v ), (A23)

which is precisely the condition Eq. (30) for V ∈ V(3)
2 .

−1 0.5 1 2

−1

1

FIG. 5. A geometric description of the condition in Eq. (A20). This equation holds as equality if, and only if, exp i(ϕ − ϕ )
and exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) are either equal or complex conjugates. Both exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1/2 and exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1/2 sit on the
translated unit circle centered at 1/2. Equation (A20) holds as equality only when these points are equidistant from the origin,
i.e. lie on the same circle centered at the origin. The intersection of any two such circles consists of at most two distinct points,
which are complex conjugates of each other. Thus | exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1/2| = | exp i(ϕ − ϕ ) + 1/2| if and only if they are either
equal or complex conjugates, and since 1/2 is real, the claim holds.
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Appendix B: Tools for semiuniversality

In this section, we prove Lemmas 2 and 12, which provide guarantees on controllability, and we prove Goursat’s
lemma for special unitary groups, Lemma 9, as a corollary of the asymmetric version of the original Goursat’s lemma,
Lemma 13. We also provide a proof of Serre’s lemma, Lemma 10. Together with the argument in Sec. V, this completes
the proof of semi-universality of 3-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries.

1. Extending controllability from a single block

In this section, we prove theorems that provide guarantees on controllability. In particular, we demonstrate that
irreducibility resulting from continuous families of unitaries together with particular subgroups of unitaries acting only
on subspaces of the total Hilbert space H, is enough to achieve full controllability, i.e. all unitaries up to a global
phase, SU(H).

In the following, we will often consider a Hilbert space with orthogonal decomposition H =
⊕m

i=1 Hi. With respect
to such a decomposition, we consider U(Hi) ⊆ U(H) the subgroup of unitaries which act as the identity on Hj for
j ̸= i. We also use the fact that, for any matrix group W ⊆ GL(H), the set of linear operators

w = {X ∈ L(H) : ∀t ∈ R, etX ∈ W} (B1)

is a Lie algebra [70], closed under real linear combination and commutator.12

Lemma (re 2). Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with a subspace H1 ⊂ H such that dim H1 ≥ 3. Let Ai,
i = 1, . . . , k, be traceless anti-Hermitian operators on H and consider the one-parameter groups Ai = {etAi : t ∈ R}. If
the group

W = ⟨Ai,SU(H1) : i = 1, . . . , k⟩ (B2)

acts irreducibly on H, then W = SU(H).

Remark 4. Let g ⊆ su(H) be a matrix Lie algebra acting irreducibly on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H. Lemma 2
is equivalent to the statement that, if there is a subspace H1 ⊆ H such that su(H1) ⊆ g and dim H1 ≥ 3, then
g = su(H).
Remark 5. The assumption that dim H1 ≥ 3 can be relaxed to dim H1 ≥ 2 if the possibility that W = Sp(H) is
allowed, when dim H is even (see [13] for further details).

For the proof of Lemma 2, we will also need Lemmas 11 and 16: the first, which constructs an off-block-diagonal Lie
algebra element, is proven in a number of ways Appendix F 3; the second, which describes a generating set for the Lie
algebra of determinant-one unitaries, is postponed until after the proof of Lemma 2.

Proof of Lemma 2. Suppose that H′ ⊂ H is any proper subspace of H which contains H1 ⊆ H′ and such that
SU(H′) ⊆ W. We prove that there is a subspace H′′ ⊆ H properly containing H′ ⊂ H′′ and such that SU(H′′) ⊆ W.
In summary,

H1 ⊆ H′ ⊂ H′′ ⊆ H . (B3)

Let Π be the Hermitian projector to H′ and Π⊥ the projector to its orthogonal complement. There necessarily
exists some Ai, i = 1, . . . , k, such that Π⊥AiΠ ̸= 0, since otherwise W would act block-diagonally between H′ and its
orthogonal complement, i.e. it would not act irreducibly on H. In the following we denote this operator Ai with A.

Consider the non-zero subspace F = Π⊥AH′, that is the image of H′ under A, projected to Π⊥. Let

H′′ = H′ ⊕ F = H′ ⊕ Π⊥AH′ . (B4)

In the following, we will show that for any arbitrary pair of vectors |ϕ⟩ ∈ H′ and |ψ⟩ ∈ F , the Lie algebra w contains
|ψ⟩⟨ϕ| − |ϕ⟩⟨ψ|.

12 While W may not be a Lie group itself, it at least contains a (possibly trivial) connected Lie group, namely the group generated by
exponentials of its Lie algebra, ⟨ew⟩ ⊆ W. In any case, we call w the Lie algebra of W.
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First, note that by definition, the linear map Ã = Π⊥AΠ has full support on subspace F = Π⊥AH′, which means
for any vector |ψ⟩ ∈ F , there exists a vector |ψ′⟩ in H′, such that

|ψ⟩ = Ã|ψ′⟩ = Π⊥A|ψ′⟩ . (B5)

Next, we use Lemma 16. This lemma implies that, because dim(H′) ≥ 3 and SU(H′) ⊆ W, then for any B ∈ L(H′)
(i.e. B = ΠBΠ), B†AΠ⊥ + Π⊥AB ∈ w.

Suppose we choose B = |ψ′⟩⟨ϕ|, where |ϕ⟩ is an arbitrary vector in H′. In this case, we have

Π⊥AB = Π⊥A|ψ′⟩⟨ϕ| = |ψ⟩⟨ϕ| . (B6)

Since A is anti-Hermitian B†AΠ⊥ = −(Π⊥AB)† = −|ϕ⟩⟨ψ|. Therefore, Lemma 16 implies

B†AΠ⊥ + Π⊥AB = |ψ⟩⟨ϕ| − |ϕ⟩⟨ψ| ∈ w . (B7)

Since this holds for arbitrary |ϕ⟩ ∈ H′ and |ψ⟩ ∈ F , then applying Lemma 11 to H′′ = H′ ⊕ F , we conclude that
su(H′′) ⊆ w, and, by exponentiation, SU(H′′) ⊆ W.

Proceeding inductively, because H is finite-dimensional and SU(H′) ⊆ W, it follows that SU(H) ⊆ W.

Now we state and prove Lemma 11.
Lemma 11. Consider a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with orthogonal decomposition H = H1 ⊕ H2 and respective
dimensions d = d1 + d2, with d1 ≥ d2 ≥ 1. The (real) Lie algebra g generated by all |ψ1⟩⟨ψ2| − |ψ2⟩⟨ψ1|, where
|ψi⟩ ∈ Hi, is equal to su(H).
Proof. Let |1⟩, . . . , |d⟩ be an orthonormal basis for H with |1⟩, . . . , |d1⟩ ∈ H1 and |d1 + 1⟩, . . . , |d1 + d2⟩ ∈ H2. To prove
the claim it suffices to show that for any j ̸= k, both

Yjk = |j⟩⟨k| − |k⟩⟨j| (B8)

and

Xjk = i(|j⟩⟨k| + |k⟩⟨j|) (B9)

are in the Lie algebra g, which implies

Zjk = i(|j⟩⟨j| − |k⟩⟨k|) = 1
2 [Xjk, Yjk] (B10)

is also in the Lie algebra. Since operators Xjk, Yjk, Zjk : 1 ≤ j < k ≤ d form a basis for su(H), this proves the claim.
First, not that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ d1 and d1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ d, the assumption of lemma implies that Yjk ∈ g. Furthermore,

choosing |ψ1⟩ = i|j⟩ and |ψ2⟩ = |k⟩, the assumption also implies Xjk ∈ g. This way we obtain all the elements of
the above basis that have support in both subspaces H1 and H2. Next, we show how we can obtain elements with
support restricted to one of these subspaces. We use the fact that for any 3 distinct j, k, k′ ∈ {1, · · · , d}, we have the
commutation relations

[Yjk, Ykj′ ] = Yjj′ , (B11)

and

[Xjk, Ykj′ ] = Xjj′ . (B12)

This completes the proof.

2. Two blocks

Lemma 2 proves that irreducibility allows for extending controllability from three-dimensional blocks to the entire
Hilbert space. For the proof of Theorem 1 it is also required that controllability can be extended from a two-dimensional
block to the entire Hilbert space when dim H = 3 (note that this holds more generally when dim H is odd, see [13]).
That is, we need to extend SU(2)

1

. (B13)
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to the entire SU(3). Note that here we do not need to explicitly assume irreducibility on the entire Hilbert space:
instead, the fact that the one-parameter group is not block-diagonal immediately implies it. (Note that the following
lemma is actually more general than described above, but in the case of dim Hα = 2 and dim Hβ = 1 it is equivalent).
This lemma is also previously presented in [6].13

Lemma 12. ([6]) Consider a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with an orthogonal decomposition H = Hα ⊕ Hβ such
that neither dim Hα = dim Hβ = 2 or dim Hα = dim Hβ = 1. The subgroup SU(Hα) ⊆ SU(H) acts as the identity
on Hβ, and vice-versa. Let A be a Hermitian operator on H which is not block-diagonal with respect to the above
decomposition. Then the group

W = ⟨eitA,SU(Hα),SU(Hβ) : t ∈ R⟩, (B14)

generated by the unitaries eitA and each SU(Hi) contains all determinant-one unitaries, W ⊇ SU(H).

Remark 6. In the case of dim Hα = dim Hβ = 1, if we instead consider the subgroups of relative phases, i.e. U(Hi),
the theorem holds.
Remark 7. In the case of dim Hα = dim Hβ = 2, this result can fail in an interesting way. Choose a basis {|m⟩ ⊗ |n⟩ :
m,n = 0, 1} for this space so that Hα = spanC{|00⟩, |01⟩} and Hβ = spanC{|10⟩, |11⟩}. Then, for example, A = σx ⊗ I
is not block-diagonal with respect to the decomposition Hα ⊕ Hβ . However, {eiAt : t ∈ R} together with SU(Hi)
generate a subgroup Sp(2) ⊆ SU(4).

Note the change in notation from Lemma 2 to Lemma 12: A here is Hermitian rather than anti-Hermitian. Let
Di = dim Hi and g = su(Hα) ⊕ su(Hβ).

Proof. First, we prove the result in the special case where the Hermitian operator A is in the form

A = |Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα| , (B15)

where |Θα,β⟩ are normalized vectors in Hα,β , and then explain how the proof can be generalized.
Since Hα and Hβ play equivalent roles in the proof, without loss of generality we assume Dα ≥ Dβ . In particular,

the assumption of the lemma is that we cannot have Dα = Dβ = 1 or Dα = Dβ = 2, and so Dα ≥ 2, and when Dβ = 2
we also have Dα ≥ 3. Let {|l, α⟩ : l = 1, · · · , Dα} be an orthonormal basis for Hα and {|m,β⟩ : m = 1, · · · , Dβ} be an
orthonormal basis for Hβ , with the property that they contain |Θα,β⟩, so that there exist l0,m0 such that |l0, α⟩ = |Θα⟩
and |m0, β⟩ = |Θβ⟩, i.e.,

iA = i(|Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα|)
= i(|l0, α⟩⟨m0, β| + |m0, β⟩⟨l0, α|)
≡ Xl0m0 .

(B16)

It can be easily shown that the operator Xl0m0 = iA together with g generates the full su(D). In particular, note
that for any l = 1, · · · , Dα with l ̸= l0, the commutator of Xl0m0 = iA with the traceless skew-Hermitian operator
|l0, α⟩⟨l, α| − |l, α⟩⟨l0, α| ∈ g, is

Xlm0 =
[
Xl0m0 , |l0, α⟩⟨l, α| − |l, α⟩⟨l0, α|

]
= i(|l, α⟩⟨m0, β| + |m0, β⟩⟨l, α|) .

(B17)

Furthermore, the commutator of this operator with the traceless skew Hermitian operator i(|l0, α⟩⟨l0, α|−|l, α⟩⟨l, α|) ∈ g
is equal to

Ylm0 ≡
[
Xlm0 , i(|l0, α⟩⟨l0, α| − |l, α⟩⟨l, α|)

]
= |m0, β⟩⟨l, α| − |l, α⟩⟨m0, β| .

(B18)

And,

Zlm0 ≡ −1
2 [Xlm0 , Ylm0 ] = i(|m0, β⟩⟨m0, β| − |l, α⟩⟨l, α|) . (B19)

13 The proof presented below was included in the first arXiv version of [6].
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Therefore, for all l = 1, · · · , Dα, operators Xlm0 , Ylm0 , Zlm0 are in the Lie algebra ⟨g, iA⟩. If Dβ = 1, then the linear
combinations of these operators with traceless skew-Hermitian operators with support restricted to Hα yield all
traceless skew Hermitian operators on Hα ⊕ Hβ . Therefore, in this special case we conclude su(D) ⊆ ⟨g, {iA}⟩, which
proves the lemma.

On the other hand, if Dβ > 1, then for any arbitrary m ∈ {1, · · · , Dβ} with m ̸= m0, we define

Ylm =
[
Ylm0 , |m,β⟩⟨m0, β| − |m0, β⟩⟨m,β|

]
= |l, α⟩⟨m,β| − |m,β⟩⟨l, α| .

(B20)

Similarly, considering the commutator of Ylm with operator with i(|m,β⟩⟨m,β| − |m0, β⟩⟨m0, β|) ∈ g we obtain
operators Xlm = i(|l, α⟩⟨m,β|+|m,β⟩⟨l, α|), and from the commutator of Xlm with Ylm we obtain Zlm = 1

2 [Xlm, Ylm] =
i(|l, α⟩⟨l, α| − |m,β⟩⟨m,β|) . Then, the linear combination of operators

Xlm, Ylm, Zlm : m = 1, · · · , Dβ ; l = 1, · · · , Dα , (B21)

together with operators in g contains all skew-Hermitian traceless operators, which implies su(D) ⊆ ⟨{iA}, g⟩.

The above argument proves the lemma in the special case where A = |Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα|. To complete the proof,
next we show that if A is not block-diagonal with respect to Hα ⊕ Hβ then the Lie algebra generated by g and {iA}
contains an operator in the form i(|Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα|). Therefore, by applying the above argument this proves the
lemma in the general case.

To prove this, we consider the cases of Dβ = 1 and Dβ ≥ 2 separately.

The case of Dβ = 1: Let |Θβ⟩ ∈ Hβ be a normalized vector. Any Hermitian operator A can be written as

A = Aα + a|Θβ⟩⟨Θβ | + b|Γ⟩⟨Θβ | + b∗|Θβ⟩⟨Γ| . (B22)

where Aα = A†
α has support restricted to Hα, a is real, |Γ⟩ ∈ Hα is a normalized vector and the assumption that A is

not block-diagonal implies b ̸= 0.
Let Πα be the projector to Hα and define the operator

E ≡ |Γ⟩⟨Γ| −D−1
α Πα , (B23)

which is nonzero because Dα > 1. Note that iE is an element of g. Next, note that

[iA , iE] = (EAα −AαE) + b E|Γ⟩⟨Θβ | − b∗ |Θβ⟩⟨Γ|E
= (EAα −AαE)

+ [1 −D−1
α ](b |Γ⟩⟨Θβ | − b∗ |Θβ⟩⟨Γ|) .

(B24)

The first term EAα −AαE is a traceless skew-Hermitian operator with support restricted to Hα. Therefore EAα −AαE
is an element of g. This means the second term, i.e., [1 −D−1

α ](b |Γ⟩⟨Θβ | − b∗ |Θβ⟩⟨Γ|) is in the Lie algebra generated
by g and {iA}. Furthermore, since b ̸= 0 and 1 −D−1

α ̸= 0, we conclude that

i(|Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα|) ∈ ⟨{iA}, g⟩ , (B25)

where

|Θα⟩ = −i b
|b|

|Γ⟩ , (B26)

is a normalized state. Since this operator is in the form given in Eq. (B16) then we can proceed with the rest of the
proof of the lemma, as presented above.

The case of Dβ ≥ 2: The fact that A is hermitian means that it can be written

A = Aα +Aαβ +Aβα +Aβ , (B27)

where Aα = A†
α has support restricted to Hα (and likewise for Aβ = A†

β) and Aαβ = ΠαAΠβ satisfies Aαβ = A†
βα. The

assumption that A is not block-diagonal means that there exists a normalized state |Γ⟩ ∈ Hα so that 0 ̸= Aβα|Γ⟩ ∈ Hβ .
Consider again the operator E from Eq. (B23) and the commutator

[iA, iE] = (EAα −AαE) + EAαβ −AβαE. (B28)
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Similar to before, EAα −AαE is in g. Thus B1 ≡ EAαβ −AβαE ∈ ⟨{iA}, g⟩. Consider further the commutator

B2 ≡
[
[B1, iE], iE

]
= AβαE

3 − E3Aαβ . (B29)

Then

B1 +D2
αB2 = [−2 + 3Dα −D2

α]
(
|Γ⟩⟨Γ|Aαβ −Aβα|Γ⟩⟨Γ|

)
, (B30)

which is not zero because it is assumed that Dα > 2 and so

−2 + 3Dα −D2
α < 0. (B31)

(Interestingly, the fact that this is zero when Dα = 2 opens up the possibility for the proper subgroup Sp(2) ⊂ SU(4)
to appear when Dβ = 2 also. See Appendix F 2 for more discussion.)

With |Θα⟩ ≡ |Γ⟩ and

|Θβ⟩ ≡ i
⟨Γ|AαβAβα|Γ⟩

Aβα|Γ⟩, (B32)

it is apparent that i
(
|Θα⟩⟨Θβ | + |Θβ⟩⟨Θα|

)
∈ ⟨{iA}, g⟩ is in the form Eq. (B16), and so the proof can proceed as

before.

3. Goursat’s lemma for the special unitary group

Recall Definition 1 of a subdirect product: a subgroup of the direct product whose projection to each factor is
surjective. Goursat’s lemma characterizes all subdirect products of a pair of groups G1 and G2.

Lemma 13 (Asymmetric Goursat’s lemma). The set of all subdirect products H ⊆ G1 ×G2 is in bijection with the
set of all surjective homomorphisms G1 → G2/N2 where N2 ⊴G2 is a normal subgroup.

Proof. First, suppose that H ⊆ G1 ×G2 is a subdirect product and consider the set

N2 = {g2 ∈ G2 : (e1, g2) ∈ H}. (B33)

This is a normal subgroup of G2: if g′
2 ∈ G2 then, since H is a subdirect product, there exists g1 ∈ G1 such that

(g1, g
′
2) ∈ H, and

H ∋ (g1, g
′
2)(e1, g2)(g1, g

′
2)−1 = (e1, g

′
2g2g

′−1
2 ). (B34)

For any g1 ∈ G1, assign the set of elements of G2 that show up with g1 in H,

g1 7→ Φ̃g1 = {g2 ∈ G2 : (g1, g2) ∈ H}. (B35)

If g2, g
′
2 ∈ Φ̃g1 , then (g1, g2)−1(g1, g

′
2) = (e1, g

−1
2 g′

2) ∈ H, so g−1
2 g′

2 ∈ N2. In other words, the cosets g2N2 = g′
2N2, and

in fact Φ̃g1 = g2N2 since if (e1, n2) ∈ H then (g1, g2n2) ∈ H. It follows that Φ̃ : G1 → G2/N2 is surjective, since H is
subdirect, and it is a homomorphism since if (g1, g2), (g′

1, g
′
2) ∈ H then g2g

′
2 ∈ Φ̃g1g′

1
.

Conversely, given a surjective homomorphism Φ̃ : G1 → G2/N2 for some normal subgroup N2 ⊴G2, define the subset

H = {(g1, g2) ∈ G1 ×G2 : Φ̃g1 = g2N2}. (B36)

It is easily verified that this is a subdirect product: it’s a subgroup since Φ̃ is a homomorphism and the projections
πi(H) = Gi since Φ̃ is surjective (every element g2 ∈ G2 shows up in some coset, namely g2N2).

In applying Goursat’s lemma to the special unitary groups, we take advantage of two facts: that special unitary
groups are simply connected simple Lie groups, and that they enjoy an “automatic continuity” property for their
homomorphisms to compact groups (see Theorem 2). Note that simple Lie groups are examples of so-called “quasisimple”
groups: in particular, every proper normal subgroup of SU(l) is contained in its center Zl.

Lemma (re 9). Let l, l′ ≥ 2 and let G ⊆ SU(l) × SU(l′) be a subdirect product. There are two possibilities:

(i) G = SU(l) × SU(l′).
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(ii) l = l′ and G ∼= SU(l) × Zq, where q divides l.

Furthermore, in the second case, there exists an isomorphism Φ : SU(l) → SU(l) such that

G = {(U, eiθ Φ(U)) : U ∈ SU(l) and eiθ ∈ Zq ⊂ SU(l)}. (B37)

Proof. Consider the proof of the forward direction of Lemma 13, and let

U 7→ Φ̃U = {U ′ ∈ SU(l′) : (U,U ′) ∈ G} (B38)

define the surjective homomorphism Φ̃ : SU(l) → SU(l′)/N ′, where N ′ ⊴ SU(l′) is the set of elements that show up
with the identity I ∈ SU(l). Since SU(l′) is quasisimple, either N ′ = SU(l′) or N ′ ⊆ Zl′ ⊆ SU(l′). In the first case, it
immediately follows that G = SU(l) × SU(l′). So suppose that N ′ ◁ SU(l′) is a proper subgroup, which, as a subgroup
of Zl′ , is equal to a cyclic subgroup, N ′ = Zq′ for some q′ that divides l′.

By Theorem 2, since SU(l) and SU(l′)/Zq′ are both compact Lie groups, it follows that Φ̃ is continuous. Therefore,
since SU(l) is simply connected, there is a (continuous) surjective homomorphism Φ : SU(l) → SU(l′) which lifts Φ̃.14

The kernel of any homomorphism should be a proper normal subgroup of SU(l), namely in the center of SU(l), which
is the discrete Zl subgroup of phases ei2πk/lI : k = 0, · · · , l − 1. Since Φ is continuous this implies that SU(l′) has the
same dimension as SU(l) as a Lie group (i.e. manifold), which means l = l′ and therefore Φ is an isomorphism.

Setting q = q′, it is clear that G consists of the elements of the form Eq. (85).

From this result, it immediately follows that the commutator subgroup [G,G] ⊆ SU(l)′ × SU(l′) is perfect and
connected, equal to either SU(l)×SU(l′) or {(U,Φ(U)) : U ∈ SU(l)} ∼= SU(l). Using the following description of normal
subgroups of U(l), we extend this result to subgroups of U(l) × U(l′) in Corollary 5. Let P = {eiθI : θ ∈ [0, 2π)} ∼= U(1)
denote the subgroup of overall phases and let Zl = P ∩ SU(l) denote the subgroup with determinant one, isomorphic
to the cyclic group of order l.

Lemma 14. Let N ⊴ U(l) be a normal subgroup. Then either N ⊆ P or N ⊇ SU(l).

Proof. Every element of U(l), and, in particular every element of N , can be written eiθ U for some eiθ ∈ P and some
U ∈ SU(l). Thus, U ∈ SU(l) ∩ (PN). Furthermore, since the product and intersection of normal subgroups are normal,
it follows that

SU(l) ∩ (PN) ⊴ SU(l). (B39)

Since SU(l) is quasisimple, (see the discussion before Lemma 9), either SU(l)∩(PN) = SU(l), in which case SU(l) ⊂ PN ,
or SU(l) ∩ (PN) ⊆ Zl. In the former case, taking commutators gives, since SU(l) is perfect, SU(l) ⊆ [N,N ]. In the
latter case, every U ∈ SU(l) ∩ (PN) is a phase, so N consists entirely of phases, i.e. N ⊆ P. This completes the
proof.

Corollary (re 5). Suppose that H ⊆ U(l) × U(l′) is a subgroup with [H,H] ⊆ SU(l) × SU(l′) a subdirect product. Then
either [H,H] ∼= SU(l) × SU(l), or l = l′ and there is an isomorphism Φ : SU(l) → SU(l) such that [H,H] = {(U,Φ(U)) :
U ∈ SU(l)} ∼= SU(l). Furthermore, in the second case every element of H is of the form (eiθ U, eiϕ Φ(U)).

Proof. Since [H,H] ⊆ SU(l) × SU(l′) is a subdirect product, Lemma 9 implies there are two possibilities: either it is
the direct product, or l = l′ and [H,H] consists entirely of elements of the form (U, eiθ Φ(U)) where Φ : SU(l) → SU(l)
is an isomorphism and eiθ ∈ Zq ⊆ Zl for some q that divides l.

Suppose the second case holds and let (eiθ1 U1, eiθ2 U2) ∈ H be an arbitrary element, where U1, U2 ∈ SU(l). Then
also (eiθ1 I, eiθ2 Φ(U1)−1U2) ∈ H. But the group ⟨W2 ∈ U(l) : (eiθ1 I,W2) ∈ H⟩ is a normal subgroup (note that it is
sufficient to check only that this set is invariant under conjugation by W ′

2 ∈ SU(l) since overall phases vanish). Thus
by Lemma 14 it either consists entirely of phases or it contains all SU(l) elements.

But if for every W2 ∈ SU(l) it held that (eiϕ I,W2) ∈ H for some phase eiϕ, then taking commutators with elements
(U,Φ(U)) ∈ [H,H] would give (I, V2) ∈ [H,H] for every commutator V2 = W2Φ(U)W †

2 Φ(U)†, which is in contradiction
with the conclusion from Lemma 9 that (I, V2) ∈ [H,H] if and only if V2 ∈ Zq. Thus, it must hold that Φ(U1)−1U2
is a phase, i.e. U2 = eiθ Φ(U1). This proves that all elements of H are of the form (eiϕ1 U, eiϕ2 Φ(U)). Upon taking
commutators, we find that the phases vanish, i.e. [H,H] = {(U,Φ(U))}.

14 That is, for each U ∈ SU(l), some U ′ ∈ Φ̃U can be chosen so that the assignment Φ : U 7→ U ′ is a proper homomorphism.
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4. Automatic continuity

There is a subtlety in the argument for Lemma 9, namely that in order to lift the projective homomorphism,
continuity is required. This is guaranteed by the following result, which is an instance of a more general property
known as “automatic continuity”.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.64 of [71]). Assume that f : G → H is a group homomorphism where H is a compact group
and G is a linear Lie group such that g = [g, g], i.e. G0 = [G0, G0] (where g is the Lie algebra of G and G0 ⊆ G is the
connected component of the identity). Then f is continuous.

Note that “linear Lie group” in [71] is more general than the typical meaning of “matrix Lie group”, so indeed all
compact Lie groups are linear Lie groups.

The usual classification of irreps of SU(l) goes through its Lie algebra, and thus requires an assumption of continuity.
The above result implies that all representations are automatically continuous. This ensures, for instance, that all
isomorphisms Φ : SU(l) → SU(l) are of the form U 7→ WUW † or U 7→ WU∗W †, as in Eq. (86).

5. Serre’s lemma

Now we consider a subdirect product H ⊆ G1 × · · · × Gr which is pairwise independent. Recall that a group is
perfect if it is equal to its commutator subgroup, [Gi, Gi] = Gi.

Lemma (Serre’s lemma [30], re 10). Let H ⊆ G1 × · · · ×Gr be a subgroup such that πij(H) = Gi ×Gj for all pairs
1 ≤ i < j ≤ r, where πij : G1 × · · · × Gr → Gi × Gj is the projection homomorphism. If each Gi is perfect, then
H = G1 × · · · ×Gr.

Proof. Without loss of generality, it suffices to prove that, for all g1 ∈ G1,

(g1, e2, . . . , er) ∈ H, (B40)

where ei ∈ Gi is the identity element. In particular, if this is true for G1 then it is symmetrically true for all factors
Gi, and altogether these elements generate the entire direct product.

We proceed by induction; the base case of r = 2 holds from the assumption of the lemma. The induction hypothesis
applied to G1 ×G3 × · · · ×Gr and G1 ×G2 ×G4 × · · · ×Gr, respectively, implies that, for all g1, g

′
1 ∈ G1, there exist

g2 ∈ G2 and g3 ∈ G3 such that

h1 = (g1, g2, e3, . . . , er) ∈ H (B41a)
h2 = (g′

1, e2, g3, e4, . . . , er) ∈ H. (B41b)

Therefore,

[h1, h2] = ([g1, g
′
1], e2, . . . , er) ∈ H, (B42)

where [h1, h2] = h1h2h
−1
1 h−1

2 is the group commutator. Since G1 is assumed perfect, elements of the form [g1, g
′
1]

generate G1, and so Eq. (B40) holds.

6. Commutator subgroup is connected component of identity

Here we verify the statement that,

Lemma 15. Let T ⊆ VG be a subgroup such that T acts irreducibly on each multiplicity subsystem (i.e. πλ(T ) ⊆ U(Mλ)
is irreducible for each λ ∈ Λ). Then the connected component of the identity of T ∩ SVG is equal to the connected
component of the identity of the commutator subgroup [T , T ].

In particular, when [T , T ] is connected (which is always the case when T is connected), it is equal to the identity
component of T ∩ SVG. We note that when the group T is generated by k-local G-invariant gates, it is always compact
and connected [5]. Furthermore, in the case of G = SU(d) on d-dimensional qudits, each of V(n)

k acts irreducibly on
the multiplicity subsystems since they contain P(σ) : σ ∈ Sn.
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Proof. Let v and t be the Lie algebras of VG and T , respectively (see Eq. (B1)). Both are groups of unitaries, hence
their Lie algebras are reductive [24, 25], meaning that they split into a direct sum of their commutator subalgebra and
center,

v = sv ⊕ p = [v, v] ⊕ p

t = s ⊕ z = [t, t] ⊕ z,
(B43)

where sv and s are semisimple and p and z are commutative (the respective centers of v and t). Since t ⊆ v, it follows
that s ⊆ sv. By Schur’s lemma and the fact that each πλ(T ) acts irreducibly, elements of the center z must be real
linear combinations of the projectors iΠλ : λ ∈ Λ to charge sectors, which span p. Thus z ⊆ p.

The Lie subalgebra s = [t, t] is also the Lie algebra of the commutator subgroup [T , T ], meaning that its exponentials
generate its connected component of the identity. Because its Lie algebra s ⊆ sv, it follows that s is also the Lie
algebra of the intersection T ∩ SVG, i.e. the identity components coincide.

It is worth noting that the above argument implies that every element of the connected component of the identity of
T can be written as a product of an element of [T , T ] and a relative phase in the form eiP with P ∈ z.

We now prove Lemma 4.

Proof. Recall that V(n)
2 = ⟨eit I, eitPij : t ∈ R, i ≠ j⟩ is a compact connected Lie group [5], which means any unitary

V ∈ V(n)
2 can be written as exponential V = exp(A), where A is in the real Lie algebra generated by operators

iPij : i ̸= j and the identity iI. The Lie subalgebra generated by transpositions is equal to the real Lie algebra
generated by operators i(Pij − Pkl) : i ̸= j, k ̸= l and the permutationally-invariant operator iB = i

∑
i ̸=j Pij

(This can be seen by noting that the linear spans of the generators of the two Lie algebras are equal). Since B is
permutationally-invariant, it commutes with all i(Pij − Pkl) : i ̸= j, k ̸= l. Therefore any unitary V ∈ V(n)

2 can be
decomposed as eiθ Ṽ exp(iBs) = eiθ exp(iBs)Ṽ , where Ṽ is in the group on the left-hand side of Eq. (55), denoted as
X , and s ∈ R. It follows that X contains the commutator subgroup of V(n)

2 , namely SV(n)
2 . On the other hand, X

itself is also contained in SV(n)
2 . This can be seen, for instance, by noting that Hamiltonians Pij − Pkl are centerless,

i.e., Tr(u⊗n[Pij − Pkl]) = 0, which means the unitaries realized by them are in SV(n) ∩ V(n)
2 , hence by Lemma 15 they

are in SV(n)
2 . This completes the proof of the first part of the lemma. The second part of the lemma follows from the

fact that V(n)
2 contains P(σ) : σ ∈ Sn, which acts irreducibly on Mλ. This in turn implies its commutator subgroup

SV(n)
2 also acts irreducibly on Mλ.

We note that, with Lemma 15, we could alternatively prove this by showing that i(Pij −Pkl) generate the semsisimple
part of the Lie algebra of V(n)

2 , for instance using the commutator identity

i(P12 − P23) = 1
2

[
[iP12, iP23], iP31

]
. (B44)
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Appendix C: For d ≥ 3, universality requires n-qudit interactions

In this appendix, we prove that, without ancillae, and when d ≥ 3, (n− 1)-local SU(d)-invariant unitaries are not
universal. As discussed before Eq. (59), applying the results of [5], we find that

dim V(n)
n − dim V(n)

k = |Λn,d| − |Λk,d| ,

where |Λk,d| is the number of inequivalent irreps of SU(d), or, equivalently Sn that appear on k qudits.

Lemma 5 (Strict monotonicity of the number of irreps, for d ≥ 3). Let |Λk,d| be the number of inequivalent irreps of
SU(d), or equivalently Sk, on k qudits with the total Hilbert space (Cd)⊗k. Then, for d ≥ 3, |Λk,d| > |Λk−1,d| for all k.

Proof. We prove this lemma by defining an injective map i : Λn−1,d → Λn,d, which implies |Λn,d| ≥ |Λn−1,d|. Then, we
show Λn,d contains elements that are not in the image of i.

This map i is defined as follows. Let λ ∈ Λn−1,d, which can be labeled by a Young diagram with n− 1 boxes. Then
i(λ) is defined by adding a box to the first row of λ. Clearly, this map is injective, because if i(λ1) = i(λ2), then by
removing a box from the first row, we must have λ1 = λ2.

It is easy to see that for any i(λ), the number of boxes in the first row is always greater than the number of boxes in
the second row. Then as long as there exists a µ ∈ Λn,d, such that the first two rows of µ have the same length, then
µ /∈ i(Λn−1,d). When d ≥ 3, such µ always exists: if n is even, we can choose µ = · · · ; if n is odd, we can choose
µ = · · · .

Note that when n is odd and d = 2, the above µ does not exist. Indeed, in this case we have |Λn,2| = |Λn−1,2| when
n is odd.
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Appendix D: Semi-universality on n = 3 qudits using 8 ancilla qudits

In this appendix, we consider unitaries that are realizable on 11 qudits using 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant unitaries.
More precisely, we focus on the behavior of the group SV(11)

2 in certain irreps that are relevant for the use of ancilla
qudits. To understand the properties of this group, we use Marin’s characterization of the Lie algebra generated by
transpositions (SWAPs) as a subalgebra of the group algebra [12]. Roughly speaking, according to this characterization,
for any system with an arbitrary number of qudits, there are two sources of constraints: a relation between charge
sectors labeled by L-shape diagrams, and a relation between λ and λ′, where λ′ is the transpose (sometimes called
conjugate) Young diagram (which may or may not be the same as λ). In particular, this result implies

Proposition 5 (Marin [12]). Two-qudit SU(d) symmetric Hamiltonians are semi-universal in a subset of irreps labeled
by Λ, provided that Λ satisfies the following two criteria:

1. Λ does not contain L-shape Young diagrams;

2. All λ ∈ Λ satisfies λ′ ̸∈ Λ.

The following lemma does not actually depend on Proposition 5 in its full strength, which applies to a general
number of qudits. In fact, we only need Proposition 5 applied to 11 qudits.

Recall that an operator H is called centerless if TrHΠλ = 0 for all λ ∈ Λn,d.

Lemma (re 6). For any centerless SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonian H, there exists a Hamiltonian H̃ that is realizable
with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonians, i.e., eitH̃ ∈ V2 : t ∈ R such that

eitH(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) = eitH̃(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩), (D1)

for all |ψ⟩ ∈ (Cd)⊗3, where for d ≥ 4,

|η⟩ = (|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩ ∧ |2⟩ ∧ |3⟩)⊗2 ∈ (Cd)⊗8 (D2)

is a 8-qudit state, and for d = 3,

|η′⟩ = (|0⟩ ∧ |1⟩)⊗2 ⊗ |00⟩ ∈ (C3)⊗6 , (D3)

is a 6-qutrit state.

In addition to Proposition 5, the following proof of this lemma requires some elementary knowledge of manipulating
Young diagrams, which can be found, for example, in [72].

Proof. When d ≥ 4, the 8-qudit state |η⟩ is within the irrep labeled by the Young diagram . Then, one can show that
the 11-qudit state |ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩ only has components in the following 9 Young diagrams, which are obtained by adding 3
boxes to ,

, (D4)

These Young diagrams will be denoted as Λ. Here we assume d ≥ 7. When d < 7, we just have to remove all the
diagrams with more than d rows. It can be easily checked that Λ satisfies the above two criteria in Proposition 5.
Therefore, 2-qudit Hamiltonians are semi-universal in Λ. In other words, for any centerless SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonian
H, there exists a Hamiltonian H̃ that is realizable with 2-qudit SU(d)-invariant Hamiltonians, such that

eitH(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩) = eitH̃(|ψ⟩ ⊗ |η⟩). (D5)

Next, we consider the 6-qutrit state |η′⟩ ∈ (C3)⊗6. This state is within the irrep labeled by the Young diagram .
By tensoring it with the 3 qutrits in arbitrary states, we find that the resulting set of Young diagrams is

, (D6)

which still satisfies the above two criteria in Proposition 5. By a similar argument, we know that H is realizable using
2-qudit symmetric Hamiltonians.
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Appendix E: t-designs: Proof of Proposition 4

In this section, we prove Proposition 4. To prove this result, in addition to the semi-universality of 3-qudit gates, we
also use the following fact: Let µ0 and µ1 be, respectively, the symmetric · · · and the standard irreps · · ·

of Sn. Then, the projection of V(n)
3 to these two sectors is equal to

πµ0,µ1(V(n)
3 ) = πµ0,µ1(V(n)) ∼= U(Mµ0) × U(Mµ1) . (E1)

To see this note that V(n)
3 contains the subgroup exp(iϕ0A0) exp(iϕ1A1) : ϕ0, ϕ1 ∈ [0, 2π), where

A0 = 1
n
B2 − n− 3

2 I , A1 = n− 1
2 I − 1

n
B2 , (E2)

and B2 = 1
2

∑
i,j Pij . It can be easily seen that AiΠµj

= δi,jΠµi
, for i, j ∈ {0, 1}, which means when projected to

the sectors µ0 and µ1, πµ0,µ1{exp(iϕ0A0) exp(iϕ1A1) : ϕ0, ϕ1 ∈ [0, 2π)} ∼= U(1) × U(1). Together with SV(n) ⊂ V(n)
3

proves Eq. (E1).
Recall the decomposition V =

⊕
λ(IQλ

⊗ vλ). Applying this decomposition to both sides of Eq. (77), we see that
this equation holds, if and only if

E
V ∈V(n)

3
[

t⊗
i=1

vλi ⊗ v∗
λ′

i
] = EV ∈V(n) [

t⊗
i=1

vλi
⊗ v∗

λ′
i
] , (E3)

for all λ1, · · · , λt, λ
′
1, · · · , λ′

t ∈ Λn,d. To analyze these expectation values, we use the following standard fact: For the
expectation value with respect to the Haar measure over U(m), unless r = r′, EU (U⊗r ⊗ U∗⊗r′

) = 0 . This means
that unless λ′

1, · · · , λ′
t is a permutation of λ1, · · · , λt the right-hand side of Eq. (E3) vanishes. On the other hand,

when they are permutations of each other, phases do not contribute to the expectation value, so semi-universality
implies both sides are equal. Therefore, to guarantee Eq. (E3), we only need to consider cases where λ′

1, · · · , λ′
t is not

a permutation of λ1, · · · , λt, and make sure the left-hand side of Eq. (E3) vanishes.
Next, we use the result of [27] which implies that when n ≥ 9 and d < n− 1, the three irreps of Sn with the lowest

dimensions are (i) the symmetric irrep µ0 = · · · with dimension 1, (ii) the standard irrep µ1 with dimension
n−1, and (iii) the irrep · · · (two-row Young diagrams with two boxes in the second row) with dimension 1

2n(n−3).
Let ∆ be the set of irreps in Λn,d for which the number of their occurrences in {λ1, · · · , λt} and {λ′

1, · · · , λ′
t} are

not equal. There are two cases depending on whether ∆ contains an element of Λn,d \ {µ0, µ1}. First, assume it does
contain such elements, denoted as δ. Then, for all t < 1

2n(n− 3),

EV ∈SV(n) [
t⊗

i=1
vλi ⊗ v∗

λ′
i
] ∼= EV ∈SV(n) [v⊗nδ

δ ⊗ v
∗⊗n′

δ

δ ⊗ Vµ ⊗ V ∗
ν ] = 0 , (E4)

where in the second expression we have separated the occurrences of δ from all other irreps, denoted Vµ ⊗ V ∗
ν , and nδ

and n′
δ are the numbers of times δ shows up in λ1, . . . , λt and λ′

1, . . . , λ
′
t, respectively. To show that this expectation

value vanishes, it suffices to show that Evδ∈SU(Mδ)v
⊗nδ

δ ⊗ (vδ)∗⊗n′
δ = 0. Since dim(Mδ) ≥ 1

2n(n − 3), we have
dim(Mδ) > t ≥ nδ, n

′
δ. This, in turns, implies |nδ − n′

δ| < dim(Mδ). We also know that because δ ∈ ∆, nδ ̸= n′
δ.

Recall that with the respect to the Haar measure over SU(m), we have EU∈SU(m)(U⊗r ⊗ U∗⊗r′
) ̸= 0, if and only if

r = r′( mod m). We conclude that Evδ∈SU(Mδ)v
⊗nδ

δ ⊗ (vδ)∗⊗n′
δ = 0, which in turn proves the above equality. Finally,

we note that because SV(n) is a subgroup of V(n)
3 (semi-universality), the above identity implies that

E
V ∈V(n)

3
[

t⊗
i=1

vλi
⊗ v∗

λ′
i
] = EV ∈SV(n) [

t⊗
i=1

vλi
⊗ v∗

λ′
i
] = 0 , (E5)

Next, we focus on the second case, i.e., when ∆ does not have any element if Λn,k \{µ0, µ1}, which means ∆ ⊆ {µ0, µ1}.
In this case there exists δ ∈ {µ0, µ1} such that the number of its occurrence in {λ1, · · · , λt} and {λ′

1, · · · , λ′
t}, denoted

as nδ and n′
δ are not equal. Then, in the case applying Eq. (E1) we have

E
V ∈V(n)

3
v⊗nδ

δ ⊗ (vδ)∗⊗n′
δ = EV ∈V(n)v⊗nδ

δ ⊗ (vδ)∗⊗n′
δ = Evδ∈U(Mδ)v

⊗nδ

δ ⊗ (vδ)∗⊗n′
δ = 0 . (E6)

Therefore, we conclude that for all t < n(n− 3)/2, Eq. (E3) holds for all {λ1, · · · , λt} and {λ′
1, · · · , λ′

t}. This completes
the proof of Proposition 4.
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Appendix F: Techniques for controllability

In this appendix, we describe techniques for controllability using the notion of isolation to subspaces of a Hilbert
space. In Appendix F 1 we define “isolation” and we discuss some of its uses. In Appendix F 2 we show that one of
the techniques described in Appendix F 1 can fail when the subspaces are two-dimensional. Appendix F 3 provides
strategies for generating isolated elements of Lie algebras.

1. Using isolation

In this section we describe some uses of isolating Lie algebra elements to off-diagonal blocks. First, we discuss what
we mean by “isolation”. Consider a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with an orthogonal decomposition H =

⊕m
i=1 Hi

and a group of unitaries W ⊆ U(H). A nonzero element X ∈ w of the Lie algebra of W,

w = {X ∈ L(H) : ∀t ∈ R, etX ∈ W}, (re B1)

is called (off-diagonal) isolated to block i if

X = ΠiX +XΠi. (F1)

Note that this implies that ΠiXΠi = 0 by applying Πi on the right and left to both sides of Eq. (F1). We also consider
isolation to two blocks, say i and j: X ̸= 0 is isolated to these if

X = ΠiXΠj + ΠjXΠi. (F2)

Isolated elements in the Lie algebra are particularly helpful when there are nontrivial elements Ui ∈ W which act as
the identity on Hj for j ̸= i. Let Wi ⊆ W be the subgroup which acts nontrivially only on the ith block, defined via

Wi = {Ui ∈ W : ΠjUi = UiΠj = U
δij

i Πj}, (F3)

where δij is the Kronecker delta, i.e.,

U
δij

i Πj :=
{
UiΠi j = i

Πj j ̸= i.
(F4)

Note that if W ∈ W and X ∈ w then WXW † ∈ w since for all t ∈ R

etW XW †
= W etX W † ∈ W. (F5)

If X ∈ w is isolated to the ith block (i.e. it satisfies Eq. (F1)), then ΠiXUi = ΠiX, which, in turn, implies

UiXU
†
i = UiΠiX +XΠiU

†
i ∈ w , (F6)

Furthermore, w is closed under real linear combinations, so for all

B ∈ spanR{UiΠi : Ui ∈ Wi} = spanR WiΠi, (F7)

it holds that BX +XB† ∈ w. In other words,

{BX +XB† : B ∈ spanR WiΠi} = spanR{UiXU
†
i : Ui ∈ Wi} ⊆ w. (F8)

As long as there is some Ui ∈ Wi such that UiXU
†
i ≠ X, this can be used to generate new elements of W which act

only in the subspace Hi ⊕XHi (where XHi is the image of XΠi; note that XHi consists entirely of vectors orthogonal
to Hi since ΠiXΠi = 0).

For instance, suppose that

spanR{ΠiUi : Ui ∈ Wi} = spanC{ΠiUi : Ui ∈ Wi} (F9)

(this implies that Wi does not act on Hi by orthogonal or symplectic matrices), and that the action of Wi on Hi is
irreducible, so that

spanC{ΠiUi : Ui ∈ Wi} = L(Hi) = {B ∈ L(H) : B = ΠiBΠi}. (F10)
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i.e. the span of the unitaries in Wi, restricted to Hi, consists of all linear operators on Hi. Then the real span includes
all rank-one projectors on Hi, and so Eq. (F8) includes all operators of the form |ψ⟩⟨φ| − |φ⟩⟨ψ| where |ψ⟩ ∈ Hi and
|φ⟩ ∈ XHi. Then, since this is a generating set for su(Hi ⊕XHi) ⊆ w (see Lemma 11),

SU(Hi ⊕XHi) ⊆ W. (F11)

Applying this technique in the section we prove the following lemma, which is used in Appendix B 1 for the proof of
Lemma 2.

Lemma 16. Let W ⊆ U(H) be a group of unitaries on H =
⊕m

i=1 Hi. Suppose that, for some i = 1, . . . ,m the
dimension dim Hi ≥ 3 and SU(Hi) ⊆ Wi, where Wi ⊆ W is the subgroup acting nontrivially only on Hi, defined in
Eq. (F3). Let Πi be the Hermitian projector to Hi and Π⊥ the projector to its orthogonal complement. If A is an
(anti-Hermitian) operator such that etA ∈ W for all t ∈ R, then for all B = ΠiBΠi and t ∈ R,

exp t(BAΠ⊥ + Π⊥AB
†) ∈ W. (F12)

After discussing isolation techniques, we prove this lemma in Appendix F 4. In the next subsection, we discuss why
the assumption that dim Hi ≥ 3 is necessary.

It is worth noting that, if Wi has a nontrivial Lie algebra, denoted wi, then an isolated X ∈ w can possibly (as long
as it does not commute with wi) be used to generate a larger subalgebra ⟨wi, X⟩ ⊆ w.

2. Why two-dimensional blocks are special

The assumption that spanR WiΠi = spanC WiΠi, discussed above, is not satisfied for a particularly important group:
when Wi = SU(Hi) and dim Hi = 2. This is related to the exceptional isomorphism SU(2) ∼= Sp(1) with the compact
symplectic group [14].

One way of seeing this is the following. Every element U ∈ SU(2) can be written

U = eiθ(n̂·σ) = cos θI + i sin θ(n̂ · σ) , (F13)

where σ is the Pauli vector operator, n̂ ∈ R3 is a unit vector, and θ ∈ [0, 2π). This implies

spanR SU(2) = spanR{I, iσx, iσy, iσz}. (F14)

Notably, the traceless part of any B ∈ spanR SU(2) is anti-Hermitian. Hence spanR SU(2) is clearly a proper real
subspace of L(C2), the space of linear operators over C2:

spanR SU(2) ̸= spanC SU(2) = L(C2). (F15a)

In fact, with the identity (n̂ · σ)(n̂′ · σ) = n̂ · n̂′I + i(n̂ × n̂′) · σ, it can be seen that spanR SU(2) ∼= H where H is the
associative algebra of quaternions.

On the other hand, for SU(d) with d > 2, the element ei2π/d I ∈ SU(d). It follows that

d ≥ 3 =⇒ spanR SU(d) = spanC SU(d), (F15b)

since any complex scalar is a real number plus a real multiple of the root of unity ei2π/d. Similarly,

spanR U(2) = spanC U(2), (F15c)

so this phenomenon does not occur for U(2) subgroups in the diagonal blocks of W, or, more generally, for any
subgroups that contain phases that are not real.

3. Strategies for isolation

In this section we consider a number of strategies for isolating Lie algebra elements to off-diagonal blocks of
H =

⊕m
i=1 Hi. The strategies we discuss are summarized in Table IV. For the following, fix a group of unitaries

W ⊆ U(H) and let Wi ⊆ W be the subgroups defined in Eq. (F3), which necessarily act as the identity on Hj for j ̸= i.



42∫
Vi

dUi f(Ui)UiXU†
i assumptions

DUi (X) = UiXU†
i − X


0 DUi (X1i)

. . .
...

DUi (Xi1) · · · DUi (Xii) · · ·
...

. . .

 • Vi nontrivial Equation (F19)

(I − Ei)(X)


0 X1i

. . .
...

Xi1 · · · Xii − Ei(Xii) · · ·
...

. . .


• Vi is compact, with no nonzero

invariant vectors in Hi

• Ei is uniform Haar integral over
Vi

Equation (F25)

f(Ui) = tr(B†Ui + BU†
i )


0 X1iB

†

. . .
...

BXi1 · · · 0 · · ·
...

. . .


• Vi is compact, acts nontrivially

and irreducibly on Hi

• Hi ⊗ Hi does not contain
subrepresentation isomorphic to
trivial or Hi

• B = ΠiBΠi

Equation (F37)

(DUj ◦ DUi )(X)



. . .

0 X̃ij

. . .

X̃ji 0
. . .


• Vi and Vj nontrivial
• X̃ij = (I − Ui)Xij(I − U†

j ) and
X̃ji = −X̃†

ij

Equation (F20)

((I − Ej) ◦ (I − Ei))(X)



. . .
0 Xij

. . .
Xji 0

. . .



• Vi and Vj are compact with no
nonzero invariant vectors in Hi

and Hj , respectively
• Ei and Ej are uniform Haar

integrals over Vi and Vj ,
respectively

Equation (F27)

TABLE IV. This table shows various isolation strategies for block i of H =
⊕m

j=1 Hj . The first three rows can be understood
as an integral weighted by a real-valued function f over the group Vi ⊆ Wi ⊆ U(Hi) which acts nontrivially on Hi and
trivially on Hj for j ≠ i (really f is to be understood as a distribution: for instance the Dirac delta distribution δUi , satisfying∫

dU ′
i δUi K(U ′

i) = K(Ui), is used in the first row). The last two rows have two such integrals, over Vi and Vj . The color scheme
for blocks has (1) white background for unchanged blocks; (2) red background for blocks which necessarily become 0; and (3)
blue background for blocks which may be changed but are not necessarily 0 (the exact value depending on X and f).

a. Using one nontrivial group element: DUi

For X ∈ w, let Xjk = ΠjXΠk. Then for Ui ∈ Wi,

UiXU
†
i =

∑
j,k

UiXjkU
†
i =

∑
j,k

(Ui)δijXjk(U†
i )δik ∈ w, (F16)
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where Xij = ΠiXΠj and δij is the Kronecker delta. Written in block-matrix form,

UiXU
†
i =



X11 X1iU
†
i

. . . ...
UiXi1 · · · UiXiiU

†
i · · ·

... . . .


∈ w, (F17)

where the blue-shaded region denotes all the blocks which are possibly distinct from X, namely those in the ith row
and ith column. This immediately implies that subtracting off X will set all non-shaded blocks to zero. Suggested by
this, for any unitary U and operator X, define

DU (X) = UXU† −X. (F18)

To first order, the superoperator DU can be understood as a derivation: if U = eεB then expanding in ε gives
DU (X) = ε[B,X] +O(ε2).

If X ∈ w and U ∈ W , then DU (X) ∈ w since it is a sum of terms of w with real coefficients. Hence DU can possibly
be used as a tool for isolating to particular blocks. To reiterate, DUi(X) has a large number of blocks which are
guaranteed to be zero. In block-matrix form, DUi(X) can be nonzero only in the blue-shaded region of

DUi(X) =



0 DUi
(X1i)

. . . ...
DUi(Xi1) · · · DUi(Xii) · · ·

... . . .


∈ w. (F19)

Furthermore, when j ̸= i, DUi(Xij) = (Ui − I)Xij , and DUi(Xji) = −DUi(Xij) since X ∈ w is anti-Hermitian.
If Xij ̸= 0 and if Hi does not contain any non-zero invariant vector under Wi, which is always the case if Wi

acts nontrivially and irreducibly on Hi, then it is always possible to find Ui ∈ Wi such that UiXij ̸= Xij , so that
DUi(Xij) ̸= 0. (Recall that if Wi acts nontrivially and irreducibly on Hi, for any vector 0 ̸= |ψ⟩ ∈ Hi, there exists
Ui ∈ Wi, such that Ui|ψ⟩ ≠ |ψ⟩. This, in turn, implies that for any nonzero operator Xij = ΠiXij , there exists Ui ∈ Wi

such that (Ui − I)Xij ̸= 0.)
The utility of DUi

comes in two forms:
i) First, the possibly-remaining block-diagonal element DUi(Xii) ∈ su(Hi) since it is traceless and anti-Hermitian,

although any of the off-diagonal blocks in the ith row or ith column may be zero or nonzero. If dim Hi = 1, then,
if nonzero, this implies DUi(X) ∈ w is isolated to block i. Otherwise, if su(Hi) ⊂ w then DUi(X)−DUi(Xii) ∈ w
is purely off-diagonal (i.e. isolated).

ii) Second, by sequentially applying DUj
◦DUi

for distinct blocks i ̸= j, we obtain an operator which, when nonzero,
is guaranteed to be purely off-diagonal and isolated to just these two blocks. (It is worth noting that, since
[Ui, Uj ] = 0, also [DUi

, DUj
] = 0, i.e. it does not matter in which order they are applied.)

To clarify the second point, note that the only surviving terms have to be in the overlap of the blue-shaded regions
corresponding to DUi and DUj ,

DUj ◦DUi(X) =



. . .
0 X̃ij

. . .
X̃ji 0

. . .


∈ w. (F20)

That is, only DUj
◦ DUi

(Xij) and DUj
◦ DUi

(Xji) can possibly be nonzero. Once again, if Xij ̸= 0 and Ui and Uj

come from nontrivial groups which do not have nonzero invariant vectors in their respective subspaces, the group
elements can always be chosen so that the result is nonzero.
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b. Integration over the uniform Haar measure

The scheme using DUi ensures that the only nonzero blocks are in the ith row and ith column; however, any of the
blocks may be changed (possibly becoming zero). We next discuss a technique using the Haar measure which does the
same, except that it leaves all the off-diagonal blocks invariant. First, in full generality, we notice that integrating the
adjoint action (Eq. (F5)) of W on its Lie algebra w over group elements with real coefficients stays in the Lie algebra,
since it is a closed (real) subspace of the set of all operators.
Proposition 6. Let W be a matrix Lie group and S ⊆ W a subset with a measure ds (e.g. a finite set with the
counting measure), and let f(s) be a real-valued integrable function (or, more generally, a real-valued distribution) on
S. For any matrix A, if etA ∈ W for all t ∈ R, then etÃ ∈ W for all t ∈ R, where

Ã =
∫

ds f(s)sAs−1. (F21)

In particular, assuming that there is a nontrivial compact subgroup Vi ⊆ Wi ⊆ W which does not have any nonzero
invariant vectors on Hi, we will apply this to

Ei(X) =
∫

Vi

dUi UiXU
†
i ∈ w. (F22)

Then Ei(X) is zero in the red-shaded region and the same as X everywhere else except for the ith diagonal block:

Ei(X) =



X11 0
. . . ...

0 · · · Ei(Xii) · · ·
... . . .


∈ w. (F23)

This follows because ∫
Vi

dUi UiΠi =
∫

Vi

dUi U
†
i Πi = 0, (F24)

is the projector to the subspace of invariant vectors of Hi, which consists only of the zero vector. Letting I be the
identity superoperator, I(X) = X for all X, it follows that

(I − Ei)(X) =



0 X1i

. . . ...
Xi1 · · · Xii − Ei(Xii) · · ·

... . . .


∈ w. (F25)

Note that TrXii = Tr Ei(Xii). Thus Xii − Ei(Xii) is traceless and anti-Hermitian, hence an element of su(Hi). If
su(Hi) ⊆ w, then

(I − Ei)(X −Xii) = (I − Ei)(X) − (Xii − Ei(Xii)) ∈ w (F26)

is an element isolated to the ith block. Regardless, if a compact subgroup Vj ⊆ Wj also does not have invariant
nonzero vectors on Hj for some j ̸= i, then

(I − Ej) ◦ (I − Ei)(X) =



. . .
0 Xij

. . .
Xji 0

. . .


∈ w (F27)
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is isolated to blocks i and j.
Another use-case involves using the Haar measure on multiple blocks to set many off-diagonal blocks to 0, when

there are many compact Vi ⊆ Wi which do not have nonzero invariant vectors. This can be helpful if, for instance,
there is a block j such that Vj is trivial, but all other blocks are irreducible (for instance, as an alternative way to
prove Lemma 12 in the case needed for semi-universality, i.e. when one of the blocks is one-dimensional). As a specific
example, suppose that SU(Hj) ⊆ W for j ≥ 2, or, in other words, su(Hj) ⊆ w. Then, by integrating over each of these,

(Em ◦ · · · ◦ E2)(X) =


X11 0 0

0 E2(X22) 0
. . .

0 0 Em(Xmm)

 ∈ w. (F28)

But then, since Xii − Ei(Xii) ∈ su(Hi) ⊆ w for i ≥ 2, it follows that
m∑

i=1
Xii = Em ◦ · · · ◦ E2(X) +

m∑
i=2

(
Xii − TrXii

dim Hi
Πi

)
∈ w. (F29)

And therefore,

X̃ = X −
m∑

i=1
Xii =



0 X12 · · · X1m

X21 0 . . . X2m

... . . . . . .
Xm1 Xm2 0


∈ w. (F30)

Finally, we may isolate to, e.g., blocks 1 and 2:

Em ◦ · · · ◦ E3(X̃) =


0 X12

X21 0
. . .

 ∈ w. (F31)

c. Weighting with characteristic function

Suppose that Vi ⊆ Wi is compact and acts nontrivially and irreducibly. If we assume also that, as a representation
of Vi, Hi ⊗ Hi does not contain a subrepresentation isomorphic to Hi or the trivial representation, then we can isolate
without requiring any of the other subgroups Vj . Note that the latter assumption is not satisfied for Vi

∼= SU(2), since
Hi ⊗ Hi contains a trivial subrepresentation for all of its irreps. More generally, this condition is not satisfied if the
group Vi is a subgroup of the orthogonal or symplectic unitary group.

Recall the notion of the characteristic function TrBU(g) of the operator B (see e.g. [50]). We weight the Haar
measure by the real part of the characteristic function in the following construction.

Lemma 17. Consider a Hilbert space with orthogonal decomposition H = Hλ ⊕ H⊥ and associated Hermitian
projectors Πλ and Π⊥, where Hλ carries a nontrivial irreducible representation Uλ(g) of a compact group G. Write
U(g) = Uλ(g) ⊕ I⊥ ∈ U(H) for the action on H. If the representation Uλ(g) ⊗ Uλ(g) on Hλ ⊗ Hλ does not contain
the trivial representation as a subrepresentation, or a subrepresentation isomorphic to Hλ, then for any operators
A ∈ L(H) and B = ΠλBΠλ ∈ L(H),

dim Hλ

∫
dg Tr(BU(g)†)U(g)AU(g)† = BAΠ⊥ (F32a)

dim Hλ

∫
dg Tr(BU(g))U(g)AU(g)† = Π⊥AB, (F32b)

where dg is the normalized Haar measure on G.
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Remark 8. If the irreducible group of unitaries Uλ(G) = {Uλ(g) : g ∈ G} has a nontrivial center, then it always
satisfies the condition that Hλ ⊗ Hλ does not contain a subrepresentation isomorphic to Hλ. To see this, note that
irreducibility implies that the center of this group should be in the form of phases eiθ Iλ ∈ Uλ(G). For two copies of
nontrivial phases, i.e., the unitary eiθ Iλ ⊗ eiθ Iλ, all eigenvalues are ei2θ, and therefore, there is no subspace of Hλ ⊗ Hλ

in which this unitary acts as eiθ(Iλ ⊗ Iλ).

Proof. Write Aij = ΠiAΠj for i, j = λ,⊥ and expand

U(g)AU(g)† =
∑
i,j

U(g)AijU(g)† = Uλ(g)AλλUλ(g)† + Uλ(g)Aλ⊥ +A⊥λUλ(g)† +A⊥⊥. (F33)

According to the Schur orthogonality theorem, for any pair of irreps λ and λ′ of a compact group G

dim Hλ

∫
dg Uλ′(g) ⊗ Uλ(g)† = δλ,λ′ SWAPλ , (F34)

where δλ,λ′ is 0 if λ and λ′ are inequivalent representations, and is equal to 1 if λ = λ′, and where SWAPλ is the linear
operator on Hλ ⊗ Hλ which swaps product states, |ψ⟩ ⊗ |φ⟩ 7→ |φ⟩ ⊗ |ψ⟩. Schur orthogonality plus the assumption
that Hλ ⊗ Hλ does not contain Hλ or the trivial representation as subrepresentations implies∫

dg Uλ(g) ⊗ Uλ(g) = 0 (F35a)∫
dg Uλ(g) ⊗ Uλ(g) ⊗ Uλ(g)† = 0. (F35b)

Similarly, switching Uλ(g) ↔ Uλ(g)† in these expressions also obtains vanishing integrals. Finally, since Uλ(g) is
assumed nontrivial,

∫
dg Uλ(g) = 0. Thus the only term from Eq. (F33) that survives in the following has exactly one

Uλ(g) and one Uλ(g)† in the integral:

dim Hλ

∫
dg Tr(BU(g))U(g)AU(g)† = dim Hλ

∫
dg Tr(BUλ(g))A⊥λUλ(g)†

= dim Hλ Tr(1)

∫
dg (B ⊗A⊥λ)(Uλ(g) ⊗ Uλ(g)†)

= Tr(1)(B ⊗A⊥λ) SWAPλ

= A⊥λB = Π⊥AB.

(F36)

where Tr(1) is the partial trace15. The other integral is performed similarly.

Supposing that the conditions of Lemma 17 are satisfied for the action of Vi on Hi, it follows that, for any
B = ΠiBΠi ∈ L(H),

∫
Vi

dUi Tr(B†Ui +BU†
i ) UiXU

†
i =



0 X1iB
†

. . . ...
BXi1 · · · 0 · · ·

... . . .


∈ w, (F37)

since the coefficients Tr(B†Ui +BU†
i ) are real.

4. Application of strategies: 3 different proofs of Lemma 16

Proof of Lemma 16. If ΠiA = 0 then this is just the statement that I ∈ W . So suppose that ΠiA ̸= 0. Any of the first
three rows of Table IV may be used. In particular, the first two directly use Eq. (F8) and the fact that dim Hi ≥ 3, so
that spanR SU(Hi)Πi = spanC SU(Hi)Πi = L(Hi) (see Eq. (F15b)).

15 This can also be shown using dim Hλ

∫
dg Tr(BUλ(g))U†

λ
(g) = B.
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1. Recall the definition DU (X) = UXU† − X. Choose Ui ∈ SU(Hi) such that Ui − Πi is invertible. Then
(Ui − Πi)A ̸= 0. Then DUi

(Aii) ∈ su(Hi) and therefore Ã := DUi
(A) −DUi

(Aii) ∈ w is isolated to block i (see
also Eq. (F19)). Recall

{BX +XB† : B ∈ spanR WiΠi} = spanR{UiXU
†
i : Ui ∈ Wi} ⊆ w. (re F8)

which holds under the assumption that X is anti-Hermitian, and inside w, and ΠiX +XΠi = X, i.e., is isolated.
Since dim H ≥ 3, spanR SU(Hi)Πi = L(Hi), which means B can be arbitrary operator. Choosing X = Ã we
conclude that for any B̃ ∈ L(Hi),

B̃Ã+ ÃB̃† = B̃(Ui − Πi)AΠ⊥ + Π⊥A(U†
i − Πi)B̃† ∈ w. (F38)

In particular, for any B ∈ L(Hi) choose B̃ = B(Ui − Πi)−1 to obtain Eq. (F12).

2. Integration over uniform Haar measure: By Eq. (F25), (I − Ei)(A) ∈ w. But note that Πi(I − Ei)(A)Πi =
Aii − Ei(Aii) ∈ su(Hi) because it is anti-Hermitian and traceless, so

ΠiAΠ⊥ + Π⊥AΠi = ΠiA+AΠi − 2ΠiAΠi = (I − Ei)(A) − (Aii − Ei(Aii)) ∈ w. (F39)

Thus Eq. (F8) proves the claim.

3. Weighting with characteristic function: By Remark 8, since SU(Hi) has a nontrivial center, Hi ⊗ Hi does
not contain a subrepresentation isomorphic to Hi. Furthermore, dim Hi ≥ 3 implies that Hi ⊗ Hi does not
contain a trivial subrepresentation, since it is not self-dual as a representation of SU(Hi). Thus, since dim Hi ≥ 3,
SU(Hi) satisfies all the assumptions of Lemma 17, Eq. (F37) applies, and it follows immediately.
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