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A typical quantum state with no symmetry can be realized by letting a random unitary act on a fixed state,
and the subsystem entanglement spectrum follows the Laguerre unitary ensemble (LUE). For integer-spin time
reversal symmetry, we have an analogous scenario where we prepare a time-reversal symmetric state and let
random orthogonal matrices act on it, leading to the Laguerre orthogonal ensemble (LOE). However, for half-
integer-spin time reversal symmetry, a straightforward analogue leading to the Laguerre symplectic ensemble
(LSE) is no longer valid due to that time reversal symmetric state is forbidden by the Kramers’ theorem. We
devise a system in which the global time reversal operator is fractionalized on the subsystems, and show that LSE
arises in the system. Extending this idea, we incorporate general symmetry fractionalization into the system, and
show that the statistics of the entanglement spectrum is decomposed into a direct sum of LOE, LUE, and/or LSE.
Here, various degeneracies in the entanglement spectrum may appear, depending on the non-Abelian nature of
the symmetry group and the cohomology class of the non-trivial projective representation on the subsystem. Our
work establishes the entanglement counterpart of the Dyson’s threefold way for Hamiltonians with symmetries.

Introduction.— Entanglement is a genuine quantum prop-
erty and has played an increasingly important role in physics
[1–9]. A renowned example in high-energy physics is the
black hole information paradox, into which entanglement
brought about crucial insights [10–12]. Historically, Page
made a breakthrough by introducing the celebrated Page
curve in 1990s, which captures the statistical property of in-
formation loss [13–17]. Meanwhile, random matrix theory
(RMT) was developed as a powerful tool for analysis [17–
21]. The black hole information paradox itself continued to
be actively studied and debated ever after [22–24]. More-
over, entanglement evaluation and the Page curve have im-
pacted many other fields such as quantum thermalization and
measurement-induced phase transitions [25–28].

The original Page curve deals with entanglement in com-
pletely random quantum states, as is consistent with the max-
imal chaotic nature of black holes [29–31]. However, most
physical systems, ranging from microscopic molecules to
macroscopic materials, exhibit some symmetries [32]. An ex-
ceptional representative is the time reversal symmetry (TRS),
which is of particular privilege in RMT because it makes a
qualitative difference to the matrix ensemble through specify-
ing whether the matrix elements are real, complex or quater-
nionic [33]. For Hamiltonians described by Hermitian ma-
trices, the corresponding Gaussian orthogonal, unitary, and
symplectic ensembles are well-known as the Dyson’s three-
fold way [34]. For reduced density matrices described by Her-
mite semidefinite matrices, there are also three distinct matrix
ensembles: the Laguerre orthogonal, unitary, and symplectic
ensemble (LOE, LUE, and LSE). A typical reduced density
matrix without symmetry, as is the case of the original Page
curve, follows the LUE [33]. In the presence of integer-spin
TRS, one naturally starts from random time-reversal symmet-
ric states and can easily check a typical reduced density matrix
follows the LOE. Remarkably, this picture breaks down for
half-integer-spin TRS since no eigenstate of TRS exists due

to the Kramers’ theorem [35]. Accordingly, there appears to
be no straightforwardly analogous physical interpretation of
the remaining LSE.

In this Letter, we unveil the entanglement interpretation of
the LSE by exploiting the notion of symmetry fractionaliza-
tion, which is well-known in the studies of quantum anomaly
and topological phases [36–38]. Regarding the TRS, the idea
is simply that an integer spin can be fractionalized into two
half-integer spins for each subsystems, à la the edges of the
Haldane phase [39]. Furthermore, this idea can be extended
to more general symmetries and their anomalous (projective)
realizations. We show that for any symmetry described by
a finite group, the ensemble of the corresponding symmetric
density matrices can always be decomposed into a direct sum
of LOE, LUE, or/and LSE. Our work thus establishes the en-
tanglement counterpart of the Dyson’s threefold way [34].

Entanglement spectrum and RMT.— In a bipartite system
a ∪ b, the entanglement spectrum of a pure state |Ψ⟩ is de-
fined as the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix [40–
42]. Without loss of generality, we assume the Hilbert space
dimension of a is not larger than the dimension of b. Expand-
ing the state as |Ψ⟩ =

∑
a,b wab |a⟩ |b⟩, one can obtain the

reduced density matrix on a as ρa = Trb |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| = WW †

with W =
∑

a,b wab|a⟩⟨b| [43]. When we are interested in
the typical behavior of entanglement, we sample |Ψ⟩ with no
symmetry from the Haar measure on the total Hilbert space.
Alternatively, we can sample wab from the complex standard
normal distribution CN (0, 1) (and normalize to ⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ = 1
later) [44, 45], implying ρ follows the LUE (up to normal-
ization). Likewise, ρ follows the LOE (LSE) if the random
matrix elements wab are replaced by random real numbers
(quaternions).

Another equivalent way to explore typical entanglement is
sampling U from circular unitary ensemble (CUE) and adopt
U |0⟩ (|0⟩: arbitrary fixed reference state) as a random state.
This is exactly the picture underlying the original Page curve
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[16, 17]. The real-number/quaternion counterpart of CUE
is known as the circular orthogonal ensemble (COE)/circular
symplectic ensemble (CSE) [33]. It consists of random uni-
taries preserving the integer/half-integer spin TRS, which is
represented by an anti-unitary operator T squaring to iden-
tity/minus identity [46]. If T 2 = 1, one can further choose
|0⟩ to be time-reversal symmetric, i.e., |0⟩ = T |0⟩, and ob-
tain the LOE. If T 2 = −1, however, the Kramers’ theorem
states that T |0⟩ is always orthogonal to |0⟩, implying |0⟩ can
never be time-reversal symmetric [35]. If we drop the symme-
try constraint on |0⟩, it is recently shown that U |0⟩ generates
the same state ensemble for CSE and CUE [47]. A direct ana-
logue thus breaks down for the LSE.

Symmetry fractionalization.— Noteworthily, ρa following
the LSE only implies [Ta, ρa] = 0 for some T 2

a = −1a,
where 1a is the identity operator on the subsystem a. If
T 2
b = −1b, the entire TRS T = Ta ⊗ Tb could be involu-

tory, i.e., T 2 = (−1a) ⊗ (−1b) = 1, allowing the existence
of globally time-reversal symmetric (pure) states. The under-
lying physical intuition is an integer spin can be decomposed
into two half-integer spins. In contrast, the LOE corresponds
to a more natural division of subsystems with T 2

a = 1a and
T 2
b = 1b, corresponding to a decomposition of an integer spin

into two integer spins.
Let us consider the decomposition of TRS in further de-

tail. By properly choosing the basis, we have T = 1a ⊗ 1bK
(K: complex conjugation) for the normal decomposition cor-
responding to the LOE, and T = (1′

a ⊗ iσy) ⊗ (iσy ⊗ 1′
b)K

(1a = 1′
a⊗12 and 1b = 12⊗1′

b) for the spin fractionalization
decomposition [46], which hopefully gives the LSE. Note that
these two decompositions can be switched into each other via
a local unitary conjugation by [48]

Υ = 1′
a ⊗

1− i

2
[14 − i (σy ⊗ σy)]⊗ 1′

b, (1)

i.e., Υ [1a ⊗ 1bK] Υ† = (1′
a ⊗ iσy) ⊗ (iσy ⊗ 1′

b)K. This
fractionalization implies [1L ⊗ iσyK, ρ

′
a] = 0, where ρ′a =

Trb Υ|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|Υ†. One can check that Υ indeed turns a LOE
into a LSE: We start from a random integer-spin TRS state |Ψ⟩
represented as a vector with random real elements, therefore
ρa = WW † produces the LOE. By applying Υ on |Ψ⟩, we
find four independent random real elements {xj}4j=1 in a 2×2

block
(
x1 x2
x3 x4

)
of W is rearranged into two independent

complex elements q1 = 1−i
2 (x1 + ix2), q2 = 1−i

2 (x3 − ix4)
and their complex conjugates with proper signs. Namely, the

corresponding 2 × 2 block becomes
(
q1 q2
−q2 q1

)
, which is

the spin representation of quaternion with independent coeffi-
cients [49]. This implies ρ′a = Trb Υ|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|Υ† produces the
LSE.

This scenario can be generalized to symmetries other
than TRS. Suppose the system exhibits a global symme-
try described by group G and represented by D(g), which
may contain both unitary and anti-unitary operators. If
the global representation admits a tensor product decom-

position on subsystems a and b, i.e., D(g) = Da(g) ⊗
Db(g), then Da,b(g) will generally be a projective repre-
sentation. Technically, if {D(g) : g ∈ G} is a linear
(anti-linear) representation, there exists a 2-cocycle ω such
that Da(g)Da(g

′) = ω(g, g′)Da(gg
′) and Db(g)Db(g

′) =
ω(g, g′)Db(gg

′) ∀g, g′ ∈ G (ω(g, g′) ∈ U(1)), where the
overline denotes the complex conjugation. This is gen-
erally referred to as symmetry fractionalization, which is
well-known in the context of symmetry-protected topological
(SPT) phases [50, 51]. Canonical examples include the Hal-
dane spin chain [39] and the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki
(AKLT) model [52, 53] with spin-1/2 quasiparticles at both
edges under the open boundary condition even though the bulk
elements are of spin-1. The projective realization of symme-
try also gives the simplest example of ’t Hooft anomaly (in
(0 + 1) dimension) [38], which, just like the Kramers’ theo-
rem, forbids any pure state to be symmetric. In the following,
we show how to incorporate the general scenario of symmetry
fractionalization into RMT, and what ensembles the reduced
density matrices obey.

General setup.— We consider general unitary symmetries
described by a finite group G0, possibly combined with the
TRS ZT

2 . In the (former) latter case, the entire symmetry
group reads (G = G0) G = G0 ⋊ ZT

2 with ZT
2 = {e, t}

and g̃ = tgt ∈ G0 ∀g ∈ G0. As widely used to construct SPT
phases and topological quantum field theories [50, 51, 54], the
system is a lattice consisting of N G0-spins [55]. Each local
Hilbert space is spanned by an orthonormal basis {|g⟩}g∈G0

,
which are transformed via D(g)|h⟩ = |gh⟩ by an on-site (reg-
ular) unitary representation D(g). In the presence of TRS,
we further have D(t)|g⟩ = |g̃⟩ with D(t) being an on-site
anti-unitary representation. We are interested in the typical
entanglement spectrum of a G-symmetric many-body state
|Ψ⟩ = D(g)⊗N |Ψ⟩ ∀g ∈ G.

Given a real-space bipartition a ∪ b, we can always rear-
range the sites into a one-dimensional configuration such that
all the G0-spins in a (b) are on the left (right) side of a cut
(see Fig. 1 (a) and (b)). Such a reconfiguration does not rely
on the detail (e.g., dimension and topology) of the lattice, and
has even become accessible in experiments [56]. Denoting the
twoG0-spins nearest to the cut as l, r, and the remaining parts
as L = a\l and R = b\r, we can perform a unitary transfor-
mation that turnsD(g)⊗N into 1L⊗D(g)⊗D(g)⊗1R while
preserves the entanglement spectrum (see Fig. 1 (b)) [49].
Hereafter, we work in this rotating frame, which will make
the symmetry fractionalization picture clearer while greatly
simplify the analysis. Also, it allows the (Hilbert space) di-
mension of L or R to be an arbitrary integer rather than a
power of |G0|.

Let us identify the explicit form ofwab constrained by sym-
metry. Note that the projector onto the G0-symmetric sub-
space of l ∪ r is given by P = |G0|−1

∑
g∈G0

D(g)⊗D(g),
whose trace is |G0|, which gives the dimension of the sub-
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FIG. 1. (a) Bipartitite system a ∪ b in an arbitrary (e.g., two) spa-
tial dimension. The system is supposed to have an onsite symmetry
G. (b) Local unitary conjugation of the onsite symmetry D(g)⊗N

gives 1L ⊗ D(g) ⊗ D(g) ⊗ 1R, shown in the rearranged one-
dimensional configuration. (c) Configuration of the system consist-
ing of L, l, r, R. Here P acting on l∪r is a projection from the |G0|2-
dimensional space onto the |G0|-dimensional G0-symmetric space.
Within this subspace, U is a unitary operator sampled from the Haar
measure on some compact Lie groups. If G = G0 (G = G0 ⋊ ZT

2 ),
that Lie group is the unitary group (isomorphic to the orthogonal
group). Application of Ω (or/and Υ) realizes the symmetry fraction-
alization of G0 (G0 ⋊ ZT

2 ).

space. In fact, one can choose the orthonormal basis to be

|ψg⟩ =
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|hg⟩ |h⟩ , ∀g ∈ G0. (2)

TheseG0-symmetric states are not necessarily invariant under
time reversal (unless G = G0 × ZT

2 ): D(t) ⊗ D(t) |ψg⟩ =
|ψg̃⟩. In terms of |ψg⟩, we can write down a random G-
symmetric state of the entire system as

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
L,g,R

cL,g,R |L⟩ |ψg⟩ |R⟩

=
1√
|G0|

∑
L,gl,gr,R

cL,g−1
r gl,R

|L⟩ |gl⟩ |gr⟩ |R⟩ ,
(3)

where cL,g,R’s are sampled independently from CN (0, 1). In
the presence of TRS, we further require cL,g̃,R = cL,g,R. In
particular, this implies cL,g,R follows the real normal distribu-
tion N (0, 1) if g̃ = g [57]. So far, we have wab ∝ cL,g−1

r gl,R

(a = Lgl, b = grR) and [1L ⊗D(g), ρa] = 0 ∀g ∈ G.
We move on to incorporate symmetry fractionalization. To

impose a fractionalized (projective) symmetry to the subsys-
tem, we only have to apply the following local unitary gate Ω
(supported on l ∪ r) to |Ψ⟩ (3) [58]:

Ω =
∑

gl,gr∈G0

ω(gr, g
−1
r gl) |gl, gr⟩ ⟨gl, gr| , (4)

where ω is a 2-cocycle with nontrivial cohomology class.
Now we have [1L ⊗ D(g), ρa] = 0, where the projec-
tive representation D(g) identified from D(g) ⊗ D(g) =

Ω [D(g)⊗D(g)] Ω† satisfies D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh)
∀g, h ∈ G0. In the presence of TRS, one can separate the
solution into ω(t, t) = ±1 and the unitary part by an ap-
propriate gauge fixing, with the latter further constrained by
ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1 ∀g, h ∈ G0 on top of the (unitary) cocy-
cle condition [59]. If ω(t, t) = −1, one should further apply
Υ gate (1) to two 2-dimensional subsystems σL, σR = ±1 in
L = L′σL and R = σRR

′ of Ω |Ψ⟩ to fractionalize the TRS.
See Fig. 1(c) for an illustration for the most general case.

In summary, ρa obtained from G-symmetric random states
with possible symmetry fractionalization is determined by

wab =
1√
|G0|

ω(gr, g
−1
r gl)cL,g−1

r gl,R
, (5)

where ω is a unitary 2-cocycle onG0. In the presence of TRS,
we further have cL,g̃,R = cL,g,R (cL′,g̃,R′ = σycL′,g,R′σy in
the 2-by-2 block representation of cL,g,R = [cL′,g,R′ ]σL,σR

)
if ω(t, t) = 1 (ω(t, t) = −1), and ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1.

Universal decomposition into the threefold way.— It re-
mains to understand the eigenvalue statistics of G-symmetric
ρa, or equivalently, the singular value statistics of Eq. (5).
This turns out to be systematically solvable using the (general-
ized) group representation theory [59]. A fundamental fact is
that any (projective) representation D(g) can be decomposed
into

⊕
α Dα(g), a direct sum of irreducible representations

(irreps). For each irrep α, one can define an indicator [60, 61]

ια =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)χα(g̃g), (6)

where χα(g) = TrDα(g). In particular, dα = χα(e) is
the dimension of irrep α. This indicator (6) takes values on
0, 1,−1, corresponding to three different possibilities about
how Dα(g̃) is related to Dα(g). If ια = 0, they are different
irreps. Otherwise, they are equivalent irreps and one can make
Dα(g̃) = Dα(g) ((σy⊗1dα/2)Dα(g̃)(σy⊗1dα/2) = Dα(g))
if ια = 1 (ια = −1). Having these preliminaries in mind, we
introduce the following theorem [49]:

Theorem 1. The matrix ensemble given in Eq. (5) is com-
pletely decomposed into the direct sum of the threefold way. If
G = G0, the matrix ensemble of WW † is

⊕
α

1dα

dα
⊗ LUEdLdα×dRdα

α . (7)
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TABLE I. Matrix ensembles for G0 = Z2.
ZT

2 ω(p, p) ω(t, t) Ensemble

× N/A N/A LUE1 ⊕ LUE2

✓ + + LOE1 ⊕ LOE2

✓ − + LUE⊕ LUE

✓ + − LSE1 ⊕ LSE2

✓ − − LUE⊕ LUE

Otherwise G = G0 ⋊ ZT
2 , the ensemble of WW † is⊕

α:R+

1dα

dα
⊗ LOEdLdα×dRdα

α


⊕[⊕

α:R0

1dα

dα
⊗
(
LUEdLdα×dRdα

α ⊕ LUEdLdα×dRdα
α

)]
⊕⊕

α:R−

1dα

dα
⊗ LSEdLdα×dRdα

α

 , (8)

where R± is the set of irreps Dα satisfying ια = ±ω(t, t),
(n = 0,±1). while R0 includes only one components (α) of
the involution pairs ({α, α⋆}) with ια = 0. Here the super-
script dLdα × dRdα denotes the size of the matrix block, and
the blocks labeled by different α are independent.

We emphasize that, given G and dL,R, this decomposi-
tion depends only on the cohomology class of the cocycle ω.
Remarkably, there are only three building blocks, i.e., LOE,
LUE, and LSE, which parallel with the Gaussian ensembles
in the Hamiltonian counterpart [34]. The block decomposi-
tion in Eqs. (7) and (8) is reminiscent of symmetry-resolved
entanglement [62–66]. In this context, our result provides a
possible generalization to include anomalous symmetries, and
makes a systematic connection to RMT. Note that symmetry
fractionalziation by Ω and/or Υ causes a change on the di-
mensions and types of irreps in general. Actually there is a
limitation on the change of matrix ensemble [49]: In the ab-
sence (presence) of Υ, the difference of the number of LOEs
blocks and that of LSEs blocks, including degeneracy, never
increases (decreases) upon the action of Ω.

Examples.—Clearly LUE, LOE, LSE are repdocuded by
taking G0 = {e} and ω(t, t) = ±1 (if TRS is imposed). The
next minimal example is G0 = Z2 = {e, p}. Without TRS,
symmetry fractionalization never occurs and the matrix en-
semble is a direct sum of two independent LUEs. In the pres-
ence of TRS, taking g = h = p in ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1, we ob-
tain inequivalent cocyles ω(p, p) = ±1 on top of ω(t, t) = ±1
[59]. The ensemble turns out to be a pair of complex conju-
gate LUEs whenever ω(p, p) = −1, and otherwise two in-
dependent LOEs (ω(t, t) = 1) or LSEs (ω(t, t) = −1) if
ω(p, p) = 1. See Table I for a summary of the results.

Note that entanglement-spectrum degeneracy in the above
example arises from symmetry fractionalization. On the other
hand, degeneracy appears for any non-Abelian group even in
the absence of symmetry fractionalization. The simplest non-
Abelian group is G = C3v generated by 2π

3 rotation and mir-
ror operation. It has three linear irreps: two of them are 1-
dimensional, and the rest one is 2-dimensional. Hence, with-
out TRS, the matrix ensemble reads

LUEdL×dR
1 ⊕ LUEdL×dR

2 ⊕ 12

2
⊗ LUE2dL×2dR

3 . (9)

One can also obtain LSE blocks without fractionalizing the
TRS (i.e., ω(t, t) = 1), as exemplified by G = Q8 × ZT

2 .
Here G0 = Q8 is the quaternion group, which has four 1-
dimensional irreps and one 2-dimensional irrep. The former
irreps have indicator ι = 1 (cf. Eq. (6)). The latter irrep is the
spin representation of quaternion and has indicator ι = −1.
The matrix ensemble is thus given by(

4⊕
α=1

LOEdL×dR
α

)
⊕ 12

2
⊗ LSE2dL×2dR . (10)

Summary and outlook.— By incorporating symmetry frac-
tionalization into RMT, we succeeded in constructing the LSE
entanglement spectrum. We figured out the explicit forms of
random matrices describing the entanglement spectra of sym-
metric random states. Moreover, we showed the matrix en-
semble can always be decomposed into a direct sum of LUE,
LOE, and/or LSE. Our results can be interpreted as the La-
guerre version of the Dyson’s threefold way [34].

Finally, we would like to discuss some future prospects. In
our work, only 0-form invertible symmetry described by finite
groups are considered. It is natural to ask how our conclu-
sions may be changed by continuous symmetries described
by Lie groups, and more advanced higher-form and/or non-
invertible symmetries [67–70]. Another direction is to con-
sider entanglement under superselection rules [71, 72], such
as fermionic systems with definite fermion-number parities
[73]. In fermionic systems, the anti-unitary TRS is no longer
involutory [59, 74, 75], and there could be more different
types of fundamental random matrix ensembles [76, 77].
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and M. Żukowski, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 777 (2012).

[7] D. Harlow, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 015002 (2016).
[8] D. A. Abanin, E. Altman, I. Bloch, and M. Serbyn, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 91, 021001 (2019).
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[64] D. X. Horváth and P. Calabrese, J. High Energy Phys. 2020, 131

(2020).
[65] Y. Kusuki, S. Murciano, H. Ooguri, and S. Pal, J. High Energy

Phys. 2023, 216 (2023).
[66] P. Saura-Bastida, A. Das, G. Sierra, and J. Molina-Vilaplana,

Phys. Rev. D 109, 105026 (2024).
[67] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett, J. High

Energy Phys. 2015, 1 (2015).
[68] J. McGreevy, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 14, 57 (2023).
[69] Y. Choi, B. C. Rayhaun, Y. Sanghavi, and S.-H. Shao, Phys.

Rev. D 108, 125005 (2023).
[70] W. Ji and X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 033417 (2020).
[71] N. Schuch, F. Verstraete, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,

087904 (2004).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.015002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.045003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.045003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.035002
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.2460
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.71.3743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.71.1291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.1148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.52.5653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.030201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/120
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.201300020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys444
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys444
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.031016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.031016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)118
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1703863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.235128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.235128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075125
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.15.3.079
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.15.3.079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.130502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.064439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.064439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/34/35/335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/34/35/335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1703672
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.16500
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.16500
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.16500
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.16500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa7e55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa7e55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096735
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096735
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06927-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.100402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.100402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa971a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa971a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.200602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.235157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.105026
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-040721-021029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.125005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.125005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.087904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.087904


6

[72] N. Schuch, F. Verstraete, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 70,
042310 (2004).
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Supplemental Materials

We review the basics of projective representations of finite
groups. We then provide the details on the proof of Theorem 1
in the main text, including some useful lemmas.

DEFINITIONS

In order to make this material self-contained, let us briefly
review the definitions. Suppose a finite group G describes
the symmetry of the system. We consider the case G = G0

or the case G = G0 ⋊ ZT
2 . Every group element g ∈ G0

is represented by an unitary matrix. In the presence of TRS
ZT
2 = {e, t}, the representation of gt is anti-unitary ∀g ∈ G0.

Note that the transformation by t ∈ ZT
2 is an involutory auto-

morphism on G0, namely t(·)t : G0 → G0, then it is conve-
nient to define ∀g ∈ G0, tgt =: g̃ ∈ G0. The Hilbert space
of a G0-spin is spanned by {|g⟩}g∈G0 . Fixing the action of t
to |e⟩ to satisfy D(t) |e⟩ = |e⟩, we get D(t) |g⟩ = |g̃⟩ from
D(t)D(g)D(t) = D(g̃), where D(g) (g ∈ G0) is assumed to
be the regular representation. Concretely, we have

D(g) =
∑
h∈G0

|gh⟩⟨h|, ∀g ∈ G0,

D(t) =
∑
g∈G0

|g̃⟩⟨g|K,
(S1)

where K denotes the complex conjugate operation under the
basis {|g⟩}g∈G0

.

Projective representations of groups

In this section, we explain projective representation of
groups, theorems related to that, and its application to our re-
sults. A projective representation of a group G with 2-cocycle
ω : G×G → U(1) is a set of unitary and anti-unitary opera-
tors {D(g)}g∈G which satisfy

D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh). (S2)

A representation of ω = 1 is called a linear (anti-linear) rep-
resentation. From the request of associativity, 2-cocycle ω
satisfies ∀g, g′, g′′,

ω(g, g′)ω(gg′, g′′) = ω(g, g′g′′)ωg(g′, g′′), (S3)

where ωg = ω if the representation of g is unitary, otherwise
ωg = ω = ω−1.

Redefining the representation with a phase modulation β:
G→ U(1) via D′(g) = β(g)D(g) produces a new 2-cocycle

ω′(g, h) =
β(gh)

β(g)βg(h)
ω(g, h), (S4)

where βg = β if the representation of g is unitary, other-
wise βg = β = β−1. The redefined projective represen-
tation satisfies D′(g)D′(h) = ω′(g, h)D′(gh). This phase

modulation (coboundary) induces equivalence classes of ω,
and they are classified by the second-order group cohomol-
ogy H2(G,U(1)) [50]. These equivalence classes are called
cohomology classes.

Remember that we focus on the case G = G0 ⋊ZT
2 for the

anti-unitary case. This assumption allows us to decouple G0

and ZT
2 parts in ω. We can fix the gauge that separates the

cocycles into G0 elements and the ZT
2 parts [59]:

ω(e, g) = ω(g, e) = 1,

ω(t, t) = ±1,

ω(g, t) = ω(t, g) = 1,

ω(gt, h) = ω(g, h̃),

ω(g, ht) = ω(g, h),

ω(gt, ht) = ω(g, h̃)ω(t, t),

(S5)

where g, h ∈ G0, g̃ = tgt ∈ G0. Here ω(g, h) with
g, h ∈ G0 is a unitary 2-cocycle subject to additional con-
straint ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1. Also, a phase modulation un-
der the above gauge fixing is constrainted by β(e) = 1,
β(gt) = β(g)β(t) and β(g)β(g̃) = 1. Similarly, any uni-
tary and antiunitary parts of D(g) can be considered sepa-
rately. From definition, any g ∈ G \G0 can be represented by
D(g) = D(g0)D(t).

It should be noted that nontrivial cohomology classes can
arise from the interplay between G0 and TRS. For example,
G0 = Z2 itself has only one (trivial) cohomology class. How-
ever, if TRS is assumed, G = G0 × ZT

2 has four cohomology
classes [59], even though ZT

2 has only 2 cohomology classes.
As mentioned in the main text, the new nontrivial class arises
from the inequivalence between ω(p, p) = ±1, which arises
from taking g = h = p in ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1. This 2-cocycle
itself is always trivial without TRS.

On the other hand, it is also possible that the group coho-
mology of G is tirival despite that of G0 is nontrivial. A sim-
ple example is G = G0 × ZT

2 with G0 = Z3 × Z3 (though
the situation changes for G0 ⋊ ZT

2 [59]). Suppose ω is a
nontrivial 2-cocycle of G0, we know that ω3 is trivial since
H2(G0, U(1)) = Z3. However, we also have ω2 = 1 due
to ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1 and g̃ = g. This implies ω = ω3 is
trivial as well. Note that here the triviality is in the sense of
H2(G0, U(1)). It remains unclear whether there exists a co-
cycle that was trivial without TRS but becomes nontrivial with
TRS. It turns out there is no such a cocycle, as shown below:
Let ∀g, h ∈ G0, then g3 = h3 = e and gh = hg are satisfied.
First we check ω(g, g) can be gauged to be 1 under the con-
straint of phase modulations: β(e) = 1, β(gt) = β(g)β(t),
and β(g)β(g̃) = 1. The last constraint becomes β(g)2 = 1
because now we consider G = G0 × ZT

2 . From Eq. (S4), a
possible phase modulation of ω(g, g) is

ω′(g, g) =
β(g2)

β(g)2
ω(g, g) = β(g2)ω(g, g). (S6)

Since ω(g, g) and β(g2) = β(g−1) have the same degree of
freedom |G0|, we can always fix β(g2) = ω−1(g, g). Thus,
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∀g ∈ G0, ω(g, g) can be gauge transformed into ω(g, g) = 1.
Next we check ω(g, h) = 1 also holds for ∀g, h ∈ G0. Since
ω(g, h) is trivial without TRS, ω(g, h) satisfies the cobound-
ary condition ω(g, h) = γ(gh)

γ(g)γ(h) for some γ : G → U(1).
Using ω(g2, g2) = ω(h2, h2) = ω((gh)2, (gh)2) = 1 and
ω(g2, h2)2 = 1, we get

ω(g, h) =
ω(g, h)

ω(g2, h2)2

=
γ(gh)

γ(g)γ(h)

γ(g2)2γ(h2)2

γ((gh)2)2

=
γ(gh)

γ((gh)2)2
γ(g2)2

γ(g)

γ(h2)2

γ(h)

=
ω((gh)2, (gh)2)

ω(g2, g2)ω(h2, h2)

=
1

1 · 1
= 1.

(S7)

This result suggests that any cocycle of G0 = Z3 × Z3 which
is trivial without TRS is also trivial with TRS. Therefore,
G = G0 × ZT

2 has no nontrivial cohomology classes which
were trivial without ZT

2 . ThusH2(G,UT (1)) = Z2 is proven.
We expect the above proof can be generalized to any Abelian
group with odd |G0|.

Theorems

Some theorems similar to the linear representation cases
hold even if the representation is projective.

Theorem S1. Let Dα be a unitary projective irrep of a group
G0 (not G). The great orthogonality theorem

∑
g∈G0

Dα
ij(g)D

β
kl(g) =

|G0|
dα

δα,βδi,kδj,l (S8)

and the dimension equation∑
α

d2α = |G0| (S9)

hold as in the case of linear representations.

Proof. We make use of the generalized Schur’s lemma [59]:

∀g ∈ G0, Dα(g)X = XDβ(g)

⇒

{
X ∝ 1dα

(α = β)

X = 0 (α ̸= β)
. (S10)

An example of X is

X =
∑
h∈G0

1

ω(h−1, h)
Dα(h)ADβ(h−1), (S11)

where A is an arbitrary dα × dβ matrix. To see this, we only
have to check that ∀g ∈ G0,

Dα(g)X

=
∑
h∈G0

1

ω(h−1, h)
Dα(g)Dα(h)ADβ(h−1)

=
∑
h∈G0

ω(g, h)

ω(h−1, h)
Dα(gh)ADβ(h−1)

=
∑

h′∈G0

ω(g, g−1h′)

ω(h′−1g, g−1h′)
Dα(h′)ADβ(h′−1g)

=
∑

h′∈G0

ω(g, g−1h′)Dα(h′)ADβ(h′−1)

ω(h′−1g, g−1h′)ω(h′−1, g)
Dβ(g)

=
∑

h′∈G0

ω(g, g−1h′)Dα(h′)ADβ(h′−1)

ω(h′−1, h′)ω(g, g−1h′)
Dβ(g)

= XDβ(g).

(S12)

Note that X can be rewritten as

X =
∑
h∈G0

Dα(h)ADβ(h)†. (S13)

Since A is arbitrary, we may choose A = |j⟩ ⟨l|. From the
generalized Schur’s lemma (S10), we have

Xik;jl =
∑
h∈G0

Dα
ij(h)D

β
kl(h) = λδα,βδi,k. (S14)

Here constant λ can be obtained by summing i up under the
assumption i = k and α = β, namely∑

i

Xii;jl =

[∑
h∈G0

Dα(h)†Dα(h)

]
lj

=

[∑
h∈G0

1dα

]
lj

= |G0|δj,l.

(S15)

On the other hand,
∑

iXii;jl = dαλ. By comparing these two
results, we get λ = |G0|

dα
δj,l, implying Eq. (S8).

As for Eq. (S9), we consider the projective regular repre-
sentation

D(g) =
∑
g′

ω(g, g′) |gg′⟩ ⟨g′| , (S16)

whose character (trace) turns out to be

χreg(g) := TrD(g)

= Tr
∑

g′∈G0

ω(g, g′) |gg′⟩ ⟨g′|

=
∑

g′∈G0

ω(g, g′)⟨g′|gg′⟩

=

{
|G0| (g = e)

0 (g ̸= e)
.

(S17)
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On the other hand, since D(g) is reducible, we get

TrD = Tr

[⊕
α

1qα ⊗Dα

]
⇒ |G0|δg,e =

∑
α

qαχα(g).

(S18)

From Eq. (S8), we can derive the orthogonality of characters:

∑
g∈G0

χα(g)χβ(g)

=
∑
i,k

∑
g∈G0

Dα
ii(g)D

β
kk(g)

=
∑
i,k

|G0|
dα

δα,βδi,k

= |G0|δα,β .

(S19)

By utilizing this orthogonality, we can identify qα:

∑
g∈G0

δg,eχβ(g) =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

∑
α

qαχα(g)χβ(g)

⇒ dβ = qβ

(S20)

Substituting g = e into Eq. (S18), we get Eq. (S9), and Theo-
rem S1 is proven.

SYMMETRY CONCENTRATION

In the main text, we used the fact that a unitary transforma-
tion can concentrate the on-site symmetry action {D(g)⊗N}
to only one site {1|G0|N−1 ⊗ D(g)} (this is applied to both
subsystems). The feasibility in the unitary case (G = G0) can
be understood from the character theory. On the other hand,
it is not clear whether this is still true in the presence of TRS,
and how one can explicitly execute the concentration proce-
dure. We answer these questions in the following.

Since the concentration can be done step by step, it suffices
to identify a two-site unitary transformation u that satisfies
u (D(g)⊗D(g))u† = 1|G0| ⊗D(g). The following u is one
suitable choice:

u = U2U1

U1 =
∑
g∈G0

D(g)⊗ |g−1⟩ ⟨g−1|

U2 = u2 ⊗ 1|G0|

u2 =
∑
g∈G0

1√
2
(ω8|g⟩+ ω−1

8 |g̃⟩)⟨g|

ω8 = ei
π
4 .

(S21)

One can check that u is unitary;

U1U
†
1 =

∑
g,g′∈G0

D(g)D(g′−1)⊗ |g−1⟩ ⟨g−1|g′−1⟩ ⟨g′−1|

=
∑
g∈G0

D(e)⊗ |g−1⟩ ⟨g−1|

= 1|G0| ⊗ 1|G0|,

U2U
†
2 = u2u

†
2 ⊗ 1|G0|,

u2u
†
2 =

1

2

∑
g∈G0

(
ω8 |g⟩+ ω−1

8 |g̃⟩
) (
ω−1
8 ⟨g|+ ω8 ⟨g̃|

)
=

1

2

∑
g∈G0

(|g⟩ ⟨g|+ |g̃⟩ ⟨g̃|+ i |g⟩ ⟨g̃| − i |g̃⟩ ⟨g|)

= 1|G0|,

(S22)

and satisfies u (D(g)⊗D(g))u† = 1|G0| ⊗D(g). In case of
g ∈ G0, we have

U1 (D(g)⊗D(g))U†
1

=
∑

g′,g′′∈G0

D(g′gg′′−1)⊗ |g′−1⟩ ⟨g′−1|gg′′−1⟩ ⟨g′′−1|

=
∑

g′′∈G0

D(g′′g−1gg′′−1)⊗ |gg′′−1⟩ ⟨g′′−1|

= 1|G0| ⊗
∑

g′′∈G0

D(g) |g′′⟩ ⟨g′′|

= 1|G0| ⊗D(g),

U2

(
1|G0| ⊗D(g)

)
U†
2

=
(
u21|G0|u

†
2

)
⊗D(g)

= 1|G0| ⊗D(g).

(S23)

Otherwise, D(g) can be written as D(g0)D(t) for (g0, t) ∈
G0 ⋊ ZT

2 , so that

U1 (D(g0)D(t)⊗D(g0)D(t))U†
1

=
∑

g′,g′′∈G0

D(g′g0g̃′′−1t)⊗ |g′−1⟩ ⟨g′−1|g0g̃′′−1⟩ ⟨g′′−1|

=
∑

g′∈G0

D(g′g0g
−1
0 g′−1t)⊗ |g′−1⟩ ⟨ ˜g−1

0 g′−1|

= D(t)⊗
∑

g′∈G0

|g′⟩ ⟨g′|D(g0)D(t)

= D(t)⊗D(g),

(S24)
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U2 (D(t)⊗D(g))U†
2

= u2D(t)u†2 ⊗D(g)

=
1

2

∑
g∈G0

(
ω8 |g⟩+ ω−1

8 |g̃⟩
) (
ω8 ⟨g̃|+ ω−1

8 ⟨g|
)
⊗D(g)

= 1|G0| ⊗D(g).

(S25)

Together, the above equations show that u condenses 2-site
symmetry to 1-site symmetry. Continuing application of u
until the number of D(g) reaches one, the equivalence of
D(g)⊗N and 1|G0|N−1 ⊗D(g) is proven.

SETUP AND COROLLARIES

Recall that our rearranged system has four subsystems
L, l, r, and R from left to right, which undergo a symme-
try transformation of 1L, D(g), D(g), and 1R, respectively.
Within the symmetric subspace, subsystem l ∪ r has |G0| in-
dependent basis states:

|ψg⟩ =
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|hg⟩ |h⟩ , ∀g ∈ G0. (S26)

To see this, we recall the action of g′ ∈ G is D(g′) ⊗ D(g′)
on l ∪ r, thus ∀g, g′ ∈ G0 we have

D(g′)⊗D(g′) |ψg⟩ =
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|g′hg⟩ |g′h⟩

=
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|hg⟩ |h⟩ = |ψg⟩ .

(S27)

In contrast, the action of time reversal switches |ψg⟩ ↔ |ψg̃⟩,
since

D(t)⊗D(t) |ψg⟩ =
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|h̃g⟩ |h̃⟩

=
1√
|G0|

∑
h∈G0

|hg̃⟩ |h⟩ = |ψg̃⟩ .
(S28)

A general G-invariant global state is then given by

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
L,g,R

cL,g,R |L⟩ |ψg⟩ |R⟩

=
1√
|G0|

∑
L,gl,gr,R

cL,g−1
r gl,R

|L⟩ |gl⟩ |gr⟩ |R⟩ ,
(S29)

where cL,g,R = cL,g̃,R in the presence of TRS.
In this setup, the density matrix ρ = TrrR |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| is in-

variant under the action of 1L ⊗ D(g) for ∀g ∈ G, i.e.,
[ρ, 1L ⊗ D(g)] = 0. To incorporate symmetry fractionaliza-
tion specified by a nontrivial 2-cocycle ω, one can apply the
following local unitary gate (supported on l ∪ r) Ω to |Ψ⟩:

Ω =
∑

gl,gr∈G0

ω(gr, g
−1
r gl) |gl, gr⟩ ⟨gl, gr| . (S30)

The representation D(g) identified from D(g) ⊗ D(g) =
Ω [D(g)⊗D(g)] Ω† is projective and satisfies D(g)D(h) =
ω(g, h)D(gh). To see this, we first calculate the Ω-
transformation of D(g) ⊗ D(g). As for a unitary element
g ∈ G0, we have

Ω [D(g)⊗D(g)] Ω†

=
∑

gl,gr,g′
l,g

′
r

ω(gr, g
−1
r gl) |gl, gr⟩ ⟨gl, gr|

× [D(g)⊗D(g)]ω(g′r, g
′−1
r g′l) |g

′
l, g

′
r⟩ ⟨g′l, g′r|

=
∑
g′
l,g

′
r

ω(gg′r, g
′−1
r g′l)

ω(g′r, g
′−1
r g′l)

|gg′l, gg′r⟩ ⟨g′l, g′r|

=
∑
g′
l,g

′
r

ω(g, g′l)

ω(g, g′r)
|gg′l, gg′r⟩ ⟨g′l, g′r|

=

[∑
gl

ω(g, gl) |ggl⟩ ⟨gl|

]
⊗

[∑
gr

ω(g, gr) |ggr⟩ ⟨gr|

]
.

(S31)

We move on to consider the effect of TRS. It turns out that,
just like the case without symmetry fractionalization, the con-
straint from TRS produces the relation cL,g̃,R = cL,g,R. This
can be seen from the fact that [D(t)⊗D(t),Ω] = 0:

[D(t)⊗D(t)]Ω[D(t)⊗D(t)]

=
∑

gl,gr∈G0

ω(gr, g
−1
r gl) |g̃l, g̃r⟩ ⟨g̃l, g̃r|

=
∑

g̃l,g̃r∈G0

ω(g̃r, g̃
−1
r g̃l) |g̃l, g̃r⟩ ⟨g̃l, g̃r| = Ω,

(S32)

where we have used ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1 ∀g, h ∈ G0.
This implies ∀g = g0t ∈ G \ G0, Ω [D(g)⊗D(g)] Ω† =
D(g0)D(t)⊗D(g0)D(t).

Without the fractionalization of TRS, suppose g =
g0τ (τ = e or t), D(g) is identified as

D(g) =
∑

g′∈G0

ω(g0, g
′) |g0g′⟩ ⟨g′|D(τ), (S33)

which can be confirmed to be a projective representation with
cocycle ω: D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh). In fact, in case of the
product of g = g0 and h = h0τ

′,

D(g)D(h)

=
∑
g′,h′

ω(g0, g
′)ω(h0, h

′) |g0g′⟩ ⟨g′|h0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(τ ′)

=
∑
h′

ω(g0, h0h
′)ω(h0, h

′) |g0h0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(τ ′)

= ω(g0, h0)
∑
h′

ω(g0h0, h
′) |g0h0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(τ ′)

= ω(g0, h0)D(gh).

(S34)
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Otherwise, namely, if g = g0t and h = h0τ
′,

D(g)D(h)

=
∑
g′,h′

ω(g0, g
′)

ω(h0, h′)
|g0g′⟩ ⟨g′|h̃0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(τ ′)

=
∑
g′,h′

ω(g0, g
′)

ω(h0, h̃′)
|g0g′⟩ ⟨g′|h̃0h′⟩ ⟨h̃′|D(τ ′)

=
∑
h′

ω(g0, h̃0h
′)ω(h̃0, h

′) |g0h̃0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(tτ ′)

= ω(g0, h̃0)
∑
h′

ω(g0h̃0, h
′) |g0h̃0h′⟩ ⟨h′|D(tτ ′)

= ω(g0, h̃0)D(gh).

(S35)

Since we did not fractionalize TRS, ω(t, t) is 1. By us-
ing ω(t, t) = 1 and decoupling formulae (S5), one can show
ω(g0, h0) = ω(g0, h0t) and ω(g0t, h0) = ω(g0, h̃0) =
ω(g0t, h0t). By summarizing all the above situations,
D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh) is proven.

One can further fractionalize the TRS by applying the fol-
lowing Υ gate to 2-dimensional subsystems in L and R of
Ω |Ψ⟩:

Υ =
1− i

2
[14 − i(σy ⊗ σy)] . (S36)

The fractionalization by Υ enfolds two 2-dimensional sub-
systems in L and R into the projective regular representation
of G0 ⋊ ZT

2 . To see this, we consider the action of Υ on
1L ⊗D(g)⊗D(g)⊗ 1R. Since Υ acts only on L and R, uni-
tary part D(g0) ⊗ D(g0) commutes with Υ. On the contrary,
D(t)⊗D(t) includes complex conjugate operation, which is
not commutable with Υ. Therefore, only the fractionalization
of 1L ⊗D(t)⊗D(t)⊗ 1R is essential. The result is

Υ [1L ⊗D(t)⊗D(t)⊗ 1R] Υ
†

= 1L′ ⊗ iσy ⊗D(t)⊗D(t)⊗ iσy ⊗ 1R′ ,
(S37)

which implies the action of ZT
2 is D(t)⊗ iσy .

We discuss the effect of Υ on the calculation rule of pro-
jective representations in Eqs. (S34) and (S35). The only
change is the additional sign in Eq. (S35). By considering
it in conjunction with Eq. (S34), we obtain the conclusion that
D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh) = ω(g0, h̃0)ω(τ, τ

′)D(gh) for
g = g0τ and h = h0τ

′ where g0, h0 ∈ G0 and τ, τ ′ ∈ ZT
2 .

Here ω(t, t) = 1 in the absence of Υ, otherwise ω(t, t) = −1.
That is why the action of Υ can be interpreted as the symmetry
fractionalization of ZT

2 part for G0 ⋊ ZT
2 .

CLASSIFICATION OF IRREPS

It is known that the Frobenius-Schur indicator determines
whether a unitary irrep α is real, complex, or quaternionic
[61]. Such an indicator can be generalized to deal with pro-
jective irreps, which may further be twisted by an involutory

group automorphism induced by TRS [60, 61]:

1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(tg, tg)χα((tg)
2)

=
ω(t, t)

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)χα(g̃g).

(S38)

Here the sixth decoupling formula in Eq. (S5) was used. Fo-
cusing on the unitary part, we define the indicator of irrep α
as follows:

ια =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)χα(g̃g). (S39)

There are three possibilities:

1. ια = 1 ⇔ Dα(g̃) = Dα(g),

2. ια = −1 ⇔ Dα(g̃) = YDα(g)Y, Y = σy ⊗ 1dα/2,

3. ια = 0 ⇔Dα(g̃) and Dα(g) are different irreps.

To show these results, we first note that

Dα(g̃)Dα(g̃′) = ω(g̃, g̃′)Dα(g̃g′)

= ω(g, g′)Dα(g̃g′),
(S40)

where ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1 has been used. Hence, Dα⋆

(g) :=
Dα(g̃) should be an irrep with the same cocycle as well. Given
irrep α, consider the following operator:

Xα =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)Dα(g̃g), (S41)

whose trace gives the indicator (S38). This operator can be
rewritten as

Xα =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)Dα(g̃g)

=
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

Dα(g̃)Dα(g)

=
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

Dα⋆(g)Dα(g).

(S42)

If α⋆ ≁ α, Xα = 0 follows from Theorem S1, implying
ι = 0. Conversely, if ια = 0 we necessarily have α⋆ ≁ α,
since otherwise ια = ±1, as will be clear in the following.
If α⋆ ∼ α, the irreps are related by a unitary transformation:
Dα⋆

(g) = Dα(g̃) = u†Dα(g)u. By using this reation again,
we get

Dα(g) = uTDα(g̃)u = uTu†Dα(g)uu, (S43)

which implies uu = (uK)2 = λ1dα
with |λ| = 1 and

K being the complex conjugation. Considering (uK)3 =
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(uK)2uK = uK(uK)2, we get λ = ±1. In this case, us-
ing the fact that {Dα(g)}g∈G0 is a unitary 1-design, so that

1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

Dα(g)ADα(g) =
1

dα
AT (S44)

for any operator A on the vector space of irrep α, as is clear
from the graphical representation

EU
U U

A

= 1
dα

A

. (S45)

Accordingly, we have

Xα =
1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

u†Dα(g)uDα(g)

=
1

dα
(uu)T = λ

1dα

dα
,

(S46)

implying ια = λ. Since we can always choose an appropriate
basis such that u = 1dα

(u = σy⊗1dα/2) for λ = 1 (λ = −1),
we obtain the desired results.

DETAILED PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The reduced density matrix on L∪ l of Ω |Ψ⟩ is ρ =WW †,
where the matrix elements [W ]L,gl|gr,R = ⟨L|⟨gl|W |gr⟩|R⟩
are given by

[W ]L,gl|gr,R =
cL,g−1

r gl,R
ω(gr, g

−1
r gl)√

|G0|
. (S47)

Partial diagonalization

We show that WL,R, which is a |G0| × |G0| block with
entries [WL,R]gl,gr = [W ]L,gl|gr,R, is partially diagonalizable
with the following matrix:

[U ]θ,g =

√
dα
|G0|

Dα
ij(g), (S48)

where α labels an irrep, dα is the dimension of irrep α, i, j are
matrix indices of irrep α, and θ = (α, i, j). The square sum
theorem

∑
α dα

2 = |G0| guarantees U is a square matrix.
Moreover, one can check using Theorem S1 that U is unitary:

[UU†]θ,θ′ =

√
dαdα′

|G0|
∑
g

Dα
ij(g)Dα′

i′j′(g)

=

√
dαdα′

|G0|
|G0|
dα

δα,α′δi,i′δj,j′

= δθ,θ′ .

(S49)

FIG. S1. Configuration of matrix block WL,R. Here G = G0 =
C3v was chosen for an example. C3v has three irreducible linear
representations, two (α = 1, 2) of which are 1D and the other α = 3
is 2D. α = 1, 2 are 1D, thus they correspond to two independent
1 × 1 blocks a and b. α = 3 is 2D, thus it corresponds to two

identical 2× 2 blocks

[
c d

e f

]
.

Applying U conjugation to WL,R, we get

[UWL,RU
†]θ,θ′

=

√
dαdα′

|G0|3/2
∑
gl,gr

Dα
ij(gl)cL,g−1

r gr,R
ω(gr, g

−1
r gl)Dα′

i′j′(gr).

(S50)

Retaking g = g−1
r gl and using D(g)D(h) = ω(g, h)D(gh),

one can get

[UWL,RU
†]θ,θ′

=

√
dαdα′

|G0|3/2
∑
g,gl

Dα
ij(gl)cL,g,Rω(glg

−1, g)Dα′
i′j′(glg

−1)

=

√
dαdα′

|G0|3/2
∑

g,gl,j′′

Dα
ij(gl)cL,g,R

Dα′
i′j′′(gl)Dα′

j′′j′(g
−1)

ω(g−1, g)

=
1√
|G0|

∑
g,j′′

cL,g,Rδα,α′δi,i′δj,j′′ω(g
−1, g)Dα′

j′′j′(g
−1)

=
δα,α′δi,i′√

|G0|

∑
g

cL,g,Rω(g
−1, g)Dα′

jj′(g
−1)

=
δα,α′δi,i′√

|G0|

∑
g

cL,g,RDα
j′j(g).

(S51)

The final form involves δα,α′δi,i′ , so WL,R is partially diag-
onalized into a direct sum of blocks labeled by α and i. In
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each block, a matrix element is specified by the remaining in-
dices j and j′ (on top of L,R, if we return to the entire W ).
See Fig. S1 for an example. As the expression turns out to be
i-independent, all the blocks with the same α but different i
should be exactly the same. Since the degeneracy is exactly
dα, we have the following direct-sum decomposition:

W =
⊕
α

1dα
⊗Wα, (S52)

where Wα is a dLdα × dRdα matrix (see the lower panel in
Fig. S2) with entries

WL,R,α,j,j′ =
1√
|G0|

∑
g

cL,g,RDα
j′j(g). (S53)

Accordingly, ρ =WW † is decomposed into

ρ =
⊕
α

1dα
⊗ ρα, (S54)

where ρα is a dLdα × dLdα matrix.

Identification of the statistics

This section identifies what ensemble each component of
the direct sum decomposition (S52) and the corresponding
entanglement spectrum obey. Since cL,g,R are sampled from
identical independently distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussian
variables CN (0, 1), and all the matrix elements are their lin-
ear combinations, we can consider the covariance matrix to
completely determine the statistics. In particular, a pair of
complex Gaussian random variables a, b are independent iff
E(ab) = E(ab) = 0. In addition, to confirm the independence
of the real and imaginary parts of each variable (and that their
variances are equal), we further require E(a2) = 0.

G = G0

First, we consider a general unitary symmetry G = G0.
Since cL,g,R are i.i.d., matrix elements with different L or R
are obviously independent. Given L and R, the covariance
matrix reads

E
[
WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′

]
=

1

|G0|
E

(∑
g

cL,g,RDα
j′j(g)

)∑
g′

cL,g′,RDα′
l′l(g

′)




=
1

|G0|
∑
g,g′

E [cL,g,RcL,g′,R]Dα
j′j(g)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

dα
δα,α′δjlδj′l′ ,

(S55)

where we have used E[cL,g,RcL,g′,R] = δg,g′ and Theo-
rem S1. On the other hand, we have

E [WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′ ]

=
1

|G0|
E

(∑
g

cL,g,RDα
j′j(g)

)∑
g′

cL,g′,RDα′

l′l(g
′)


=

1

|G0|
∑
g,g′

E [cL,g,RcL,g′,R]Dα
j′j(g)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

= 0,

(S56)

which follows from E [cL,g,RcL,g′,R] = 0. Therefore, there
is no correlation between different matrix elements. The co-
variance matrix indicates the matrix elementWL,R,α,j,j′ obey
i.i.d. N (0, 1/dα).

We recall that exactly the same square complex Gaussian
random matrix blocks are repeated dα times for an index α (cf.
Fig. S1). This implies that, if G = G0, the matrix ensemble
of WW † (S52) is identified as⊕

α

[
1dα

dα
⊗ LUEdLdα×dRdα

α

]
, (S57)

whose singular value distribution conditioned on the normal-
ization constraint gives the statistics of the entanglement spec-
trum.

Finally, we take a glance at the joint distribution ρ(λ1, . . . )
of the entanglement spectrum. By assuming (dL ≤ dR), the
nonzero eigenvalues {λi}dL|G0|

i=1 of the reduced density matrix
satisfy

∑dL|G0|
i=1 λi = 1. Therefore the joint distribution con-

tains δ
(∑dL|G0|

i=1 λi − 1
)

. Moreover, according to Eq. (S57),
the eigenvalues can be relabeled as follows:

λ1, . . . , λdL|G0|

↓ (S58)
λ1,α1 , . . . , λdLdα1

,α1 , λ1,α2 , . . . , λdLdα2
,α2 , . . .

Note that the eigenvalue λi,α is dα-fold degenerate, thus the
normalization condition is rewritten as∑

α

dα

dLdα∑
i=1

λi,α = 1. (S59)

The standard deviation ofWL,R,α,j,j′ is d−1
α , thus the expo-

nential weight is e−
∑

α dα
∑dαdL

i=1 λi,α , which can be absorbed
into the normalization factor due to Eq. (S59). Taking every-
thing in consideration, we get the joint distribution of entan-
glement spectrum of WW †:

p({λi,α}) ∝ δ

(∑
α

dα

dLdα∑
i=1

λi,α − 1

)

×
∏
α

dLdα∏
i=1

λ
dα(dR−dL)
i,α

∏
i<j

|λi,α − λj,α|2
 . (S60)
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FIG. S2. Let G = G0 = C3v again, and let dL = 3, dR = 4.
Rearranging W 7→ W ′, we get block-diagonalized dL|G0|×dR|G0|
rectangular matrix. The first (red) and the second (blue) blocks are
mutually independent, while the third and the fourth (green) blocks
are identical.

G = G0 ⋊ ZT
2 in the absence of Υ

Next we consider G = G0 ⋊ ZT
2 (or G = G0 × ZT

2 ). In
the absence of Υ, partial diagonalization is already achieved
by Eq. (S51). To determine the ensemble, it is necessary to
explore the effect of time reversal on different irrep blocks.
Taking the complex conjugation of Eq. (S53), we obtain∑

g

cL,g,RDα(g) =
∑
g

cL,g̃,RDα(g)

=
∑
g

cL,g,RDα(g̃)

=
∑
g

cL,g,RDα⋆

(g),

(S61)

where we have used cL,g̃,R = cL,g,R. The three possibili-
ties between Dα and Dα⋆

can then be translated to Wα. It
is natural to expect that Wα is a LOE (LSE) block if ια = 1
(ια = −1), and otherwise a LUE block conjugate to another
one Wα⋆ if ια = 0.

To verify the above conjecture, we have to calculate the
covariance matrix. The only differences from the case of
unitary symmetry are the constraints cL,g̃,R = cL,g,R and
ω(g, h)ω(g̃, h̃) = 1. The first-type covariance matrix given
in Eq. (S55) stays exactly the same under these constraints.
However, the second-type covariant matrix (S56) now be-

comes nontrivial in general:

E [WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′ ]

=
1

|G0|
E

(∑
g

cL,g,RDα
j′j(g)

)∑
g′

cL,g′,RDα′

l′l(g
′)


=

1

|G0|
∑
g,g′

E
[
cL,g,RcL,g̃′,R

]
Dα

j′j(g)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

|G0|
∑
g,g′

δg,g̃′Dα
j′j(g)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

|G0|
∑
g′

Dα
j′j(g̃

′)Dα′

l′l(g
′).

(S62)

For ια = 1, Dα(g̃) = Dα(g) for some proper basis, thus
Eq. (S61) implies the matrix elements are real. The covariance
matrix is

E [WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′ ]

=
1

|G0|
∑
g′

Dα
j′j(g

′)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

dα′
δα,α′δj,lδj′,l′ ,

(S63)

which is the same as E
[
WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′

]
, consistent

with the realness of matrix elements. This implies no corre-
lation between different matrix elements, so the real block α
obeys the LOE.

For ια = −1, Dα(g̃) = YDα(g)Y for some proper basis,
thus Eq. (S61) implies 2 × 2 blocks in WL,R are spin repre-
sentations of quaternions. The covariance matrix is

E [WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′ ]

=
1

|G0|
∑
a,b,g′

Yj′,aDα
a,b(g

′)Yb,jDα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

dα′

∑
a,b

Yj′,aYb,jδα,α′δb,lδa,l′

=
1

dα′
δα,α′Yl,jYj′,l′ .

(S64)

This result indicates no correlation exists between different
2 × 2 blocks in Eq. (S53), simply due to that Yj,l is zero if j
and l are not in the same block. Moreover, the factor Yl,jYj′,l′
is consistent with the spin representations of quaternion, so
such a block obeys the LSE.

For ια = 0, Dα(g̃) is a different irrep α⋆ from α, thus

E [WL,R,α,j,j′WL,R,α′,l,l′ ]

=
1

|G0|
∑
g′

Dα⋆

j′j(g
′)Dα′

l′l(g
′)

=
1

dα′
δα⋆,α′δj,lδj′,l′ .

(S65)
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This result indicates that every matrix element is complex and
independent, so such a block obeys the LUE. Moreover, after
an appropriate unitary transformation, blocks α and α⋆ can
always be made a complex conjugation pair.

Taking into account all the previous discussions, we can
identify the matrix ensemble of WW † (S52) as follows:

[⊕
α:R1

1dα

dα
⊗ LOEdLdα×dRdα

α

]
⊕[⊕

α:R0

1dα

dα
⊗
(
LUEdLdα×dRdα

α ⊕ LUEdLdα×dRdα
α

)]
⊕ ⊕

α:R−1

1dα

dα
⊗ LSEdLdα×dRdα

α

 . (S66)

We discuss the joint distribution of entanglement spectrum.
From Eq. (S55), the variance of matrix elements WL,R,α,j,j′

is d−1
α for α ∈ R+ or α ∈ R0. However, for α ∈ R−, 2 × 2

matrix elements represent one quaternion. Here, quaternion q

is represented as q →

(
a b

−b a

)
, where a, b are independent

random Gaussian complex numbers with variance 1/dα. This
is equivalent to q = Rea · 1 + Ima · i + Reb · j + Imb · k,
where i, j, k are the basis vectors of quaternion. Thus, one
can realize E[|q|2] = E[|a|2 + |b|2] = 2/dα, which is dif-
ferent from that of R+ or R0. To obtain the joint distribu-
tion, we review the difference of Gaussian probability density
function (p.d.f.) between real, complex and quaternionic num-
bers. One can check that the following p.d.f. produces random
Gaussian variables with mean 0 and variance σ2, σ2, 2σ2 for
real, complex, quaternionic numbers, respectively:

1√
2πσ

e−
x2

2σ2 for real number x,

1

πσ2
e−

|z|2

σ2 for complex number z,

1

π2σ4
e−

|q|2

σ2 for quaternionic number q.

(S67)

Under the circumstances of this case, σ2 is replaced by 1/dα.
Based on the above discussion, we obtain the joint distribution

of entanglement spectrum of WW † as follows:

p({λi,α})

∝ δ

∑
α:R+

dα

dLdα∑
i=1

λi,α + 2
∑
α:R0

dα

dLdα∑
i=1

λi,α

+2
∑
α:R−

dα

dLdα/2∑
i=1

λi,α − 1


×
∏
α:R+

dLdα∏
i=1

λ
(dα(dR−dL)−1)/2
i,α

dLdα∏
i<j

|λi,α − λj,α|


×
∏
α:R0

dLdα∏
i=1

λ
dα(dR−dL)
i,α

dLdα∏
i<j

|λi,α − λj,α|2


×
∏
α:R−

dLdα/2∏
i=1

λ
dα(dR−dL)+1
i,α

dLdα/2∏
i<j

|λi,α − λj,α|4
 .
(S68)

Note that the LUE blocks always have involution pairs
{α, α⋆}, and the LSE blocks have two-fold degenerate
eigevalues which originate from the spin representation of
quaternions.

G = G0 ⋊ ZT
2 in the presence of Υ

The gate Υ fractionalizes the TRS, and appears in Ref.
[48] as a building block of nontrivial time-reversal symmet-
ric matrix-product unitary. In the presence of Υ, cL,g,R in
Eq. (S53) is amended to

1− i

2
(cL′,σL,g,σR,R′ + iσLσRcL′,−σL,g,−σR,R′) , (S69)

where L = L′σL, R = σRR
′ with σL,R = ± spanning a

2-dimensional subsystem. Note that the action of Υ is com-
patible with the partial diagonalization by U , as they act on
different subsystems. This may be understood from the fact
that ω can be decoupled into the unitary and anti-unitary parts.
Now a 2× 2 block in the partially diagonalized W consisting
of different indices σL, σR appears as

Q =
1− i

2

(
a+ ib c− id

d− ic b+ ia

)
. (S70)

Since a, b, c, and d are independent real or complex random
Gaussian variables and have the same variance 1/dα for irrep
α, one can check E[|Qij |2] = 1/dα as well. There are three
possibilities: this 2 × 2 block is weaved into a LOE block, a
LUE block, or a LSE block.

If this 2×2 block appears in the LOE parts of Eq. (S66), the
coefficients a, b, c, d are all real. In this case, this 2× 2 block
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is the spin representation of a quaternion, which satisfies

σyQσy

=

(
0 −1

1 0

)
1 + i

2

(
a− ib c+ id

d+ ic b− ia

)(
0 1

−1 0

)

=
1 + i

2

(
b− ia −d− ic

−c− id a− ib

)

=
1− i

2

(
a+ ib c− id

d− ic b+ ia

)
= Q.

(S71)

Therefore, LOE blocks in Eq. (S66) are amended to LSE
blocks under the action of Υ.

If this 2 × 2 block (Eq. (S70)) appears in the LUE parts of
Eq. (S66), a, b, c, d will be complex and there will always be
another block

Q⋆ =
1− i

2

(
a+ ib c− id

d− ic b+ ia

)
, (S72)

as LUE blocks always appear in complex pairs. In this case,
the following relation holds:

σyQσy

=

(
0 −1

1 0

)
1 + i

2

(
a− ib c+ id

d+ ic b− ia

)(
0 1

−1 0

)

=
1− i

2

(
a+ ib c− id

d− ic b+ ia

)
= Q⋆.

(S73)

One can then perform a unitary transformation to retrieve the
complex conjugate relation. Also, we can check that different
elements in Q are i.i.d. complex Gaussian variables. Based
on the element representation of Eq. (S70), it is obvious that
adjacent matrix elements are independent. For the remaining
pairs,

E[Q11Q22] = E[(a+ ib)(b+ ia)]

= E[ab− ba+ ib2 + ia2] = 0,

E[Q11Q22] = E[(a+ ib)(b+ ia)]

= E[(a+ ib)(b− ia)]

= E[ab+ ba+ i|b|2 − i|a|2] = 0

(S74)

holds due to E[ab] = E[ab̄] = E[a2] = E[b2] = 0 and
E[|a|2] = E[|b|2]. The other pair Q12, Q21 can be ascertained
to be independent in the same way. Since diferent 2×2 blocks
are obviously independent, the matrix ensemble is identified
as the LUE. Therefore, the action of Υ has essentially no ef-
fects on the LUE blocks.

Finally, the LSE parts in Eq. (S66) are transformed by Υ
into an assembly of blocks in the following form:

W4×4 =
1− i

2

(
A+ iD B − iC

C − iB D + iA

)
, (S75)

where A,B,C and D are 2 × 2 spin representations of four
independent quaternions arising from subsystem l ∪ r. Be-
cause quaternions themselves are invariant under half-integer
spin time reversal action, this matrix is invariant under the in-
teger spin time reversal action of σy ⊗ σyK. After a unitary
transformation by Υ, we can make W4×4 real:

KΥW4×4Υ
†K = Υ3KW4×4KΥ

= Υ(σy ⊗ σyK)W4×4 (Kσy ⊗ σy)Υ
†

= ΥW4×4Υ
†,

(S76)

where we have used Υ3 = Υ = Υ−1 and Υ2 = −σy ⊗ σy .
To prove the independence between the matrix elements, we
note that the covariance matrices before and after the transfor-
mation are related by

E
[[
ΥW4×4Υ

†]
jj′

[
ΥW4×4Υ

†]
ll′

]
= E

[[
ΥW4×4Υ

†]
jj′

[ΥW4×4Υ†]ll′
]

=
∑

α,β,γ,δ

Υj,αΥ
†
β,j′Υl,γΥ

†
δ,l′E

[
[W4×4]α,β [W4×4]γ,δ

]
.

(S77)

A brute-force calculation shows that originally no
pairs of different matrix elements are correlated, i.e.,
E
[
[W4×4]α,β [W4×4]γ,δ

]
= δα,γδβ,δ . The unitarity of Υ

reveals that the new covariance matrix is also an identity:

∑
α,β,γ,δ

Υj,αΥ
†
β,j′Υl,γΥ

†
δ,l′δα,γδβ,δ

=
∑
α,β

Υj,αΥ
†
β,j′Υl,αΥ

†
β,l′

=
∑
α,β

Υj,αΥ
†
α,lΥl′,βΥ

†
β,j′

= δj,j′δl,l′ .

(S78)

Therefore, all the elements in ΥW4×4Υ
† are i.i.d. real Gaus-

sian variables, and thus the LSE blocks are turned into LOE
blocks.

In summary, in the presence of Υ, the matrix ensemble is
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identified as  ⊕
α:R−1

1dα

dα
⊗ LSEdLdα×dRdα

α


⊕[⊕

α:R0

1dα

dα
⊗
(
LUEdLdα×dRdα

α ⊕ σyLUEdLdα×dRdα
α σy

)]
⊕[⊕

α:R1

1dα

dα
⊗Υ†LOEdLdα×dRdα

α Υ

]
. (S79)

The joint distribution of the entanglement spectrum is the
same as Eq. (S68). The proof of Theorem 1 has now been
completed.

A THEOREM ON ENSEMBLE TYPES AND THEIR
NUMBERS

In our Letter, the main effect of symmetry fractionaliza-
tion by Ω and Υ with nontrivial cohomology classes is chang-
ing the ensembles via changing the dimensions of irreps as
well as their indicators. The latter effect is significant when
G = G0 ⋊ ZT

2 is considered. However, symmetry fraction-
alization has a limitation on changing the ensemble types and
their numbers in the threefold-way decomposition:

Theorem S2. Without Υ, the numbers of increased LOE
blocks (with possible degeneracies counted) by the action of
Ω, is not larger than the numbers of increased LSE blocks.
Within Υ, the numbers of increased LSE blocks by the action
of Ω with a nontrivial cohomology, is not larger than the num-
bers of increased LOE blocks.

Proof. We first discuss the notations. Assume the symme-
try with TRS: G = G0 ⋊ ZT

2 . First, ιrep and ι′rep denote

the indicators of certain representations with trivial and non-
trivial cohomologies of G0. Without Ω, we get the sets of
ια = ±ω(t, t), 0 linear irreps of G0 to be R±, R0, respec-
tively. After applying Ω, likewise, we obtain the sets of
ι′α = ±ω(t, t), 0 projective irreps of G0 to be R′

±, R
′
0, re-

spectively.
In general, the indicator for the regular representation of

group G0 is

ι(
′)
reg =

1

|G0|
∑
g∈G0

ω(g̃, g)χ(g̃g)

=
∑
g̃g=e

ω(g̃, g).
(S80)

If we assume Ω with a possibly nontrivial cohomology is ap-
plied, since ω(g̃, g) ∈ U(1) and the indicator ιreg is always
real, the indicator ι′reg cannot be larger than ιreg.

From a different perspective, the indicator for the regular
representation can be decomposed into the indicators of irreps.
Here, the sum can be decomposed into the irrep types:

ι(
′)
reg =

∑
α

dαια

=
∑

α∈R+

dα −
∑

α∈R−

dα

= D+ −D−

(S81)

where D± =
∑

α∈R±
dα, which means the number of LOE,

and/or LSE blocks with counting degeneracies as duplica-
tions. Similarly we can define D′

± =
∑

α∈R′
±
dα. If we as-

sume ω(t, t) = 1, ι(
′)
reg is the difference of the number of LOE

blocks with duplications minus the number of LSE blocks
with duplications. The discussion above implies ιreg ≥ ι′reg.
This completes the proof of the theorem.
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