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The concepts of ϵ-nets and unitary (δ-approximate) t-designs are important and ubiquitous across
quantum computation and information. Both notions are closely related and the quantitative rela-
tions between t, δ and ϵ find applications in areas such as (non-constructive) inverse-free Solovay-
Kitaev like theorems and random quantum circuits. In recent work, quantitative relations have
revealed the close connection between the two constructions, with ϵ-nets functioning as unitary δ-
approximate t-designs and vice-versa, for appropriate choice of parameters. In this work we improve
these results, significantly increasing the bound on the δ required for a δ-approximate t-design to
form an ϵ-net from δ ≃

(
ϵ3/2/d

)d2
to δ ≃

(
ϵ/d1/2)d2

. We achieve this by constructing polynomial
approximations to the Dirac delta using heat kernels on the projective unitary group PU(d) ∼= U(d),
whose properties we studied and which may be applicable more broadly. We also outline the pos-
sible applications of our results in quantum circuit overheads, quantum complexity and black hole
physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unitary t-designs are a fundamental construction, finding widespread applications across quantum information
and computation. They have been employed in areas such as randomised benchmarking [1, 2], process tomography
[3], quantum information protocols [4, 5], unitary codes [6], derandomisation of probabilistic constructions [7],
decoupling [8], entanglement detection [9], quantum state discrimination [10], shadow estimation [11], efficient
quantum measurements [12] and estimation of the properties of quantum systems [13]. Moreover, their link to
pseudo-random quantum circuits [14] makes them applicable in areas such as the equilibration of quantum systems
[14, 15], quantum metrology with random bosonic states [16], quantum complexity and information scrambling
in black holes [17–20]. They have also been applied to the study of quantum speed-ups [21–23], due to their
anti-concentration property [24, 25].

Epsilon-nets are of similar importance, finding broad application and, in particular, serving as the natural language
for quantum compilation. Solovay-Kitaev like (SKL) theorems [26, 27] provide joint bounds on the complexity of
quantum operations U, for a given error ϵ and gateset S. In other words, they bound how many operations are
required for circuits of gates from a given gateset to form an ϵ-net. Moreover, constructive SKL theorems say how
to find the approximating circuits, which makes them the cornerstone of quantum compilation. The original SK
theorem, which is constructive, bounds the length of the sequence of gates as ℓ = O(logc

( 1
ϵ

)
), where c ≈ 3.97. In

fact, it is well-known that any c > 3 works and recently a constructive SKL theorem with c ≈ 1.44 was provided in
Ref. [26], which is significantly closer to the optimal value c = 1.

The parameter δ of the (unitary) δ-approximate t-design generated by S can be studied on finite scales, say given
by the highest considered degree t, denoted δ(νS , t). Such a finite-scale approach was explored in Ref. [28, 29]. For
fixed ϵ and S, the knowledge of δ(νS , t) at a suitably chosen scale t(ϵ), is sufficient to bound ℓ via a non-constructive
SKL theorem ℓ = O( 1

log(1/δ(νS,t(ϵ))) log
( 1

ϵ

)
) with explicit form (see e.g. Ref. [28]). Such SKL theorems can be used

to bound the efficiency of various gate sets S, e.g. their (T -)Quantum Circuit Overhead [27]. In particular, if the
supremum of δ(νS , t) over all t is smaller than 1, then we obtain an asymptotically optimal scaling ℓ = Θ(log( 1

ϵ ))
[30, 31]. However, the analysis of such a supremum is a hard problem and is computationally intractable. Hence, the
SKL theorems based on a finite-scale δ(νS , t(ϵ)) are of significant practical interest. The tightness of such theorems
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depends on the tightness of the t(ϵ) scaling, which can be understood as the t sufficient for a (δ-approximate)
t-design to form an ϵ-net.

In light of the importance of both ϵ-nets and t-designs, it is interesting that there is a strong link between
the two constructions. Indeed a (possibly approximate) t-design of sufficiently large t forms an ϵ-net, while an
ϵ-net of sufficiently small ϵ forms an approximate t-design. To our knowledge, the first systematic study of the
quantitative relations between them was surprisingly recent, in Ref. [28], where the authors show that an ϵ-net is

formed by δ-approximate t-designs on the space of unitary channels U(d) for t ≃ d5/2

ϵ and δ ≃
(

ϵ3/2

d

)d2

, where ≃
can be understood as “ignoring logarithmic factors” and “infinitesimal corrections to the exponents”. The authors
of Ref. [28] were able to prove that t has to grow at least as 1/ϵ (for fixed d) and as d2 (for fixed ϵ). Thus they
were able to show that this scaling of t with ϵ is essentially optimal, while the scaling of t with d is (at worst) not
very far from optimal, with a “gap” of

√
d between the known lower and upper bounds. They conjectured that a

scaling of t ≃ d2 was possible but were not able to prove this.
In this work we build on these results, obtaining (up to logarithmic factors) the same scaling of t as the authors

of Ref. [28], but dramatically improving the scaling of δ with ϵ and d in the δ-approximate case. We are able to

show that a δ-approximate t-design forms an ϵ-net if delta obeys an inequality which scales like δ ≃
(

ϵ

d
1
2

)d2

.
Our method involves the construction of a polynomial approximation to a Dirac delta on the space of quantum

unitary channels PU(d). Our construction of the approximate Dirac delta is a natural one, based on the properties
of the heat kernel on SU(d). As running the evolution of the heat equation “forwards” leads to “heat” spreading
out over time, naturally running it backward and considering very small times leads to a sharp delta-like peak at
times close to 0. As has been known since the work of Fourier himself, the heat equation has a close link to Fourier
analysis on the appropriate space. Indeed, our key bounds are based on the results from Ref. [32], which may be
viewed as a generalization of the well-known Poisson formula [33] to compact semi-simple simply-connected Lie
groups.

Our core results - the bounds on t and δ are the subjects of Theorem 1 (for t-designs) and Theorem 2 (for
δ-approximate t-designs). We also provide a technical result about the properties of our approximate Dirac delta
(Theorem 3), which may be useful for other applications.

Outline of the proof - the proof of the main theorem (Theorem 2) can be divided into five steps:

1. We “trim” the full heat kernel on PU(d) to obtain an approximation of it by a balanced polynomial of order
t, and prove an error bound for this approximation.

2. We prove that the heat kernel on PU(d) is an approximation to the Dirac delta. In particular, its integral
vanishes outside any ϵ-ball as σ → 0 at a rate we can bound.

3. By combining the above two bounds, we obtain a bound for the integral of the absolute value of the trimmed
heat kernel outside an ϵ-ball, thereby showing the trimmed heat kernel is also an approximation to the Dirac
delta.

4. We derive the bounds on the L2-norm of the heat kernel on PU(d).

5. We combine the bounds to obtain a bound for the t and δ sufficient for a projective unitary δ-approximate
t-design to be an ϵ-net. Essentially, this argument follows from applying the t-design property to the order t
balanced polynomial we obtained in step 1.

Structure of the paper - the paper is organised as follows:

• In Section II, we briefly explain the main ideas behind the paper, such as ϵ-nets, t-designs and heat kernels.

• In Section III we summarise the main results and their applications.

• In Section IV we address step 1 of the proof.

• In Section V, we address steps 2 and 3 of the proof and combine them to prove a bound for the t sufficient
for a projective unitary t-design to be an ϵ-net (Theorem 1).

• In Section VI address step 4 of the proof and combine the bounds from steps 2-4 to derive the bounds on t
and δ sufficient for a projective unitary δ-approximate t-design to be an ϵ-net, realising step 5 of the proof
(Theorem 2).

• In Section VII, we summarize the technical properties of trimmed heat kernels as approximations to the Dirac
delta (Theorem 3).
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• Finally, in Section VIII, we provide a summary and outline the future research directions.

• The appendix contains the proofs of various technical lemmas.

II. MAIN IDEAS

Central in quantum information theory is the concept of unitary channels. Such channels act via unitary opera-
tions (lossless quantum gates) when restricted to pure quantum states.

The unitary channel U acting on a Hilbert space H ∼= Cd is the CPTP map defined via U(ρ) = UρU†, for any
quantum state ρ : H → H and some fixed unitary U ∈ U(d). Since two unitaries U and V which differ by a phase
U = V eiϕ define the same unitary channel, the set of all unitary channels can be identified with the projective
unitary group PU(d) = U(d)/Z(PU(d)), where Z(PU(d)) = {eiϕI, ϕ ∈ (−π, π]} ∼= U(1) is the centre of U(d).

Since we prefer to work with the SU(d) group, in our considerations we assume U ∈ SU(d) and use PU(d) =
SU(d)/Z(SU(d)), where Z(SU(d)) = {ei 2π

d kI, k ∈ Z} ∼= Zd is the centre of SU(d) (group of dth roots of unity).
From now on we denote Γ := Z(SU(d)) and use square brackets to denote the elements of the projective group
as equivalence classes of elements of SU(d), i.e. U is mapped to the unitary channel U under the quotient map
π : SU(d) → PU(d).

In practice, one is often interested in the closeness of different unitary channels. Various norms (and induced
metrics) can be used to quantify this. A prominent example is the diamond norm ||·||♢, which has a clear operational
meaning in terms of the statistical distinguishability of two channels (e.g. determines the maximal probability of
success in a single-shot channel discrimination task). We denote the induced metric as d♢ (U, V) = ||U − V||♢.

We define d(·, ·) to be a metric on SU(d) induced by the operator norm

d(U, V ) := ∥U − V ∥∞. (1)

Since we want to work with the group SU(d), we define the metric on PU(d) in terms of the former

dP (U, V) := min
γ∈Γ

d(U, γV ). (2)

Clearly, due to the unitary invariance of the operator norm, the metrics d(·, ·) and dP (·, ·) are translation-invariant.
One may show [28] that d♢(·, ·) and dP (·, ·) are related as

dP (U, V) ≤ d♢(U, V) ≤ 2 dP (U, V). (3)

We say that a finite subset of channels A ⊂ PU(d) is an ϵ-net if for every channel U ∈ PU(d), there exists a
channel V ∈ A, such that dP (U, V) ≤ ϵ. In other words, A represents all the possible channels, up to the error ϵ.

To consider unitary designs, we need to define integration of functions on PU(d). The Haar measure µP on PU(d)
is the pushforward of the Haar measure µS on SU(d), i.e. µP (A) = µS(π−1(A)), whenever π−1(A) is µS-measurable.

Every function f on PU(d) can be lifted to a unique function f̃ on SU(d), so that f̃(U) = f(U). Clearly, such
a function is constant on the equivalence classes (fibres of π), i.e. all the elements U that define the same unitary
channel. Conversely, every function f̃ on SU(d) which is constant on the equivalence classes, descends to a unique
function f on PU(d), so that f̃(U) = f(U). Hence, we can write∫

PU(d)
f dµP =

∫
SU(d)

f̃ dµS . (4)

If X ⊆ PU(d) is some Haar-measurable set then inserting indicator functions into (4) we obtain∫
X

f dµP =
∫

X̃

f̃ dµS , (5)

where X̃ = π−1(X). This allows us to move freely between the PU(d) and SU(d) settings.
The (unitary) t-design on PU(d) is the probability measure ν on PU(d) which mimics the averaging properties

of the Haar-measure with respect to the polynomials of degree at most t. Specifically, let Ht denote the space of
homogeneous polynomials of degree t in the matrix elements of U and in U .

A probability measure ν on G is a unitary t-design if for any f ∈ Ht we have
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∫
G

dν(U)f(U) =
∫

G

dµ(U)f(U). (6)

From the practical point of view, one is often interested in the case of ν being a discrete finitely supported
measure, so that the averaging takes place over a finite set of elements {νi, Ui}

∫
G

dν(U)f(U) =
∑

i

νif(Ui). (7)

For example, ν can be the probability measure supported on a finite universal set of quantum gates S =
{U1, U2, . . . , Uk}, which we denote as νS .

Moreover, it is useful to consider the cases in which (6) is satisfied only approximately. To do so, it is useful to
define so-called t-moment operators

Tµ,t :=
∫

G

dµ(U)U t,t, Tν,t :=
∫

G

dν(U)U t,t. (8)

One may check that the space Ht is spanned by the entries of U t,t := U⊗t ⊗ Ū⊗t. Indeed for every f ∈ Ht there
exists a matrix A such that f(U) = Tr(AU t,t).

This way, the deviation from ν being a t-design (6) can be measured as (see Ref. [28])

δ(ν, t) := ∥Tν,t − Tµ,t∥∞ ∈ [0, 1], (9)

where ∥ · ∥∞ is an operator norm, leading to the notion of δ-approximate t-designs, for which δ(ν, t) < 1 and exact
t-designs, for which δ(ν, t) = 0.

Finally, we recall that for s < t we have Hs ⊂ Ht, hence t-designs are also s-designs.
The techniques used in this paper are similar to the ones from Ref. [28] and include the usage of the approximations

to the Dirac delta on compact groups. However, in this paper, we employ approximations based on the heat kernel
- a natural and well-known object, contrary to the periodised Gaussian construction from Ref. [28].

The most well-known example is the heat kernel on Rd

K(t, x, y) = 1
(4πt)d/2 e−||x−y||2/4t, (10)

where || · || is the Euclidean norm, defined for any x, y ∈ Rd and t > 0, which is the fundamental solution to the
heat equation

ut(t, x) = ∆u(t, x), (11)

where ∆ is the Laplacian on Rd. One can consider the generalisation of the heat equation (11) to other spaces, e.g.
Riemannian manifolds (M, g), by replacing ∆ with the Laplace-Beltrami operator (in local coordinates)

∆f = 1√
|g|

∂i

(√
|g|gij∂jf

)
, (12)

acting on differentiable functions f on M .
We begin with an elementary classical example.

Example 1 (Heat equation on a circle and the Poisson summation formula). Consider a circle S1 ∼= R/Z as an
example of a 1-dimensional flat torus. Denoting the coordinate as ϕ, the metric tensor induced from the Euclidean
metric on R is g = d2ϕ. Hence ∆ = ∂2

∂ϕ2 and the heat equation 1 on such a manifold reads ut(t, ϕ) = uϕϕ(t, ϕ)
with the initial condition u(0, ϕ) = f(ϕ). We assume that f(ϕ) is Lebesgue integrable. Such a problem is typically

1 Physically we consider heat equations with unit conductivity.
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solved by considering the corresponding equation on R with the periodic boundary conditions, separation of variables
and the expansion of the initial data f(ϕ) to the Fourier series. Here, we take a different approach - we find the
fundamental solution to the corresponding problem on R and periodise it. We use the following definition of the
Fourier transform of a (complex) function g(x)

ˆg(ξ) =
∫ ∞

−∞
e−i2πξxg(x)dx, ∀ξ ∈ R. (13)

From now on, we fix t and consider the resulting single-variable functions. Applying the Fourier transform, we
obtain

ût(ξ, t) + 4π2ξ2û(ξ, t) = 0 (14)

with the initial condition û(ξ, 0) = f̂(ξ), where 4π2ξ2 is the eigenvalue of −∆. Multiplying (14) by e4π2ξ2t we
obtain ∂

∂t

(
e4π2ξ2tû(ξ, t)

)
= 0. Hence e4π2ξ2tû(ξ, t) is some function of ξ and from the initial condition we see that

û(ξ, t) = e−4π2ξ2tf̂(ξ). Denoting the inverse Fourier transform of e−4π2ξ2t as HR(ϕ, t) we obtain

HR(ϕ, t) = 1√
4πt

e− ϕ2
4t . (15)

Thus, the solution on R is the convolution (with respect to the ϕ variable)

u(ϕ, t) = (HR(·, t) ∗ f) (ϕ) =
∫ ∞

−∞
KR(ϕ, ϕ′, t)f(ϕ′)dϕ′, (16)

where

KR(ϕ, ϕ′, t) = HR(ϕ − ϕ′, t) = 1√
4πt

e− (ϕ−ϕ′)2
4t . (17)

To find the fundamental solution on S1 we periodise HR(ϕ, t) obtaining a 1-periodic function on R and an equivalent
function on R/Z

HS1(ϕ, t) = 1√
4πt

∑
n∈Z

e− (ϕ+n)2
4t , ϕ ∈ R/Z. (18)

To rewrite (18) we can use the Poisson summation formula, which states that for a complex-valued function s(x)
on R whose all derivatives decay at infinity (i.e. a Schwartz function)

∞∑
n=−∞

s(n) =
∞∑

k=−∞

ŝ(k). (19)

Treating (18) as a 1-periodic function on R we apply the Poisson summation formula with s(x) = e− (ϕ+x)2
4t and

obtain

HS1(ϕ, t) =
∑
k∈Z

e−i2πkϕe−(2πk)2t, ϕ ∈ R/Z, (20)

which is the complex Fourier series expansion. Rewriting it into the sine-cosine form yields

HS1(ϕ, t) = 1 + 2
∞∑

k=1
cos(2πkϕ)e−(2πk)2t ϕ ∈ R/Z, (21)

which is a linear combination of eigenfunctions 2cos(2πkϕ) with eigenvalues −4π2k2 and is of the same form as the
fundamental solution obtained via the typical Fourier series expansion approach.

Generalising Example 1, we can write the heat kernel on Rd, obtaining formula (10) with x, y being the local
coordinates. By periodising the solution over the lattice Λ ∼= Zd we can derive the heat kernel on the flat d-
dimensional torus Rd/Λ. The Poisson formula also generalises to higher dimensions.
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However, in our work, we are interested in heat kernels on Lie groups. To make sense of the heat equation on a Lie
group, the proper Riemannian structure needs to be chosen. For compact semi-simple Lie group G, the Riemannian
structure (G, g) can be defined via Ad-invariant positive definite inner product (·, ·) stemming from the Killing form
2.

Notice that although the group U(d) is compact, it is not semi-simple. Hence, the metric tensor stemming from
the Killing form is only positive semi-definite. Indeed, one can check that such a metric tensor for U(1) ∼= S1 is
identically zero, so it does not equip S1 with the Riemannian structure. This is in contrast with the construction
from Example 1.

Of course, general Lie groups are not commutative. Hence, in order to study the heat equation on a compact
Lie group G, non-commutative Fourier/harmonic analysis is needed. Fourier coefficients on a compact Lie group
are calculated with respect to the irreducible representations (irreps) of the group. Generally, the object being
transformed is the regular Borel measure on G. However, we focus on the related case of integrable functions f . In
this case (see e.g. [34]), the Fourier coefficient f̂(λ) is the operator in End(Vπλ

) defined via

f̂(λ) =
∫

G

π(g−1)f(g)dµ(g), (22)

where by Vπλ
we denote the representation space of irrep πλ with highest weight λ. Equipping the space End(Vπλ

)
with the norm

√
dλ|| · ||HS , where dλ := dim (Vπλ

) and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||u||2HS = Tr(uu∗), one can show
that such the Fourier transform is an isomorphism of Hilbert spaces

L2(G) ∼=
⊕
π∈Ĝ

End(Vπλ
), (23)

where Ĝ is the set of equivalence classes of irreps of G. Namely, we obtain a generalisation of the Plancherel’s
theorem

||f ||22 =
∫

G

|f(g)|2dµ(g) =
∑
λ∈Ĝ

dλ||f̂(λ)||2HS . (24)

This is a consequence of the Peter-Weyl theorem.

Remark 1. The transform (22) is a generalization of the Fourier series. Indeed, suppose a compact group G is
additionally abelian and connected (so is a torus). Take one-dimensional torus U(1) ∼= S1 for example. The unitary
irreps πλ of U(1) are the homomorphisms U(1) → U(1) so they are of the form eiϕ 7→ eiλϕ for some integer λ. All
irreps are one-dimensional and Ŝ1 ∼= Z. The Fourier coefficients of a function f : U(1) → C are

f̂(λ) = 1
2π

∫ π

−π

e−iλϕf(eiϕ)dϕ, (25)

which coincides with the Fourier coefficients of the corresponding 2π-periodic complex-valued function f̃ : R → C,
f̃(x) = f(eix). Similarly, other results such as the completeness, orthogonality relations and Plancherel’s theorem
generalise to the non-abelian case via the Peter-Weyl theorems and representation theory.

Heat kernels on simply-connected compact semi-simple Lie groups were studied in Ref. [32], together with a useful
Poisson form. In Section IV we show how to apply those results for PU(d), which is not simply-connected.

III. MAIN RESULTS AND APPLICATIONS

Below we summarise the main results of this paper and outline some of their applications.

Result 1. The main technical result of the paper is the construction of the polynomial approximation to the Dirac
delta function H

(t)
P (·, σ) on PU(d), together with some of its properties. This allows us to summarise the key

properties of the family of polynomial approximations of Dirac delta based on the trimmed heat kernels (see Theorem
3 for a precise statement.

2 Taking the negative of the negative-definite Killing form leads to the positive-definite scalar product.
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Result 2. Exact t-designs in PU(d) with d ≥ 2 are ϵ-nets for t ≃ d
5
2
ϵ (see Theorem 1 for a precise statement.

Result 3. Approximate t-designs in PU(d) with d ≥ 2 are ϵ-nets for t ≃ d
5
2
ϵ and δ ≃

(
ϵ

d1/2

)d2

. (see Theorem 2
and its proof for a precise statement). This provides an “essentially yes” answer to the conjecture about the optimal
scaling of t(ϵ, d) from Section IV in Ref. [28].

Application 1 (Efficiency of quantum gates). This result is analogous to Proposition 2 from Ref. [28] and is a
simple consequence of Result 3. For example, using the bound (129) from the proof of Theorem 2, one may prove
that if ν is a discrete probability measure on PU(d) with d ≥ 2, which is a δ-approximate t-design with δ = δ(ν, t)
for

t ≥ 32d
5
2

ϵ
log(d) log

(
4

avϵ

)
, (26)

where C = 9π, then the support of ν∗ℓ forms an ϵ-net in PU(d) for

ℓ ≥
log(1/κ(d)) + (d2 − 1)

( 5
4 log

( 1
ϵ

)
+ 3

4 log(Dd)
)

log (1/δ(ν, t)) , (27)

where

D = 8C2/3log1/3 (2C) , (28)

and log(1/κ(d)) < 5. Moreover log(1/κ(d)) < 0 for d ≥ 9. Hence, in the case of the measure νS , the support of
ν∗ℓ

S are the length ℓ words built out of the elements of S and this result is the SKL theorem with log( 1
ϵ ) term but

also the multiplicative factor log−1(1/δ(ν, t)), which depends on t (or ϵ e.g. by taking (26) as equality). Such SKL
theorems can be used to bound the overhead of quantum circuits [27].

Application 2 (Inverse-free SK theorem). Similarly as in Ref. [28], Application 1 can be turned into the inverse-
free non-constructive SKL theorem without the ϵ-dependent multiplicative factor log−1(1/δ(ν, t)), by bounding the
decay of 1 − δ(ν, t) with growing t, using the results from Ref. [29]. Namely, let νS be a uniform probability measure
on S ⊂ PU(d). Then the support of ν∗ℓ

S is an ϵ-net in PU(d) for

ℓ ≥ A
log3 ( 1

ϵ

)
+ B

log(1/δ(ν, t0)) , (29)

where A, B and t0 are some positive group constants. However, the constants are unknown due to the ambiguity of
constants presented in Ref. [29].

Application 3 (Quantum complexity and black hole physics). This application comes from the Ref. [20] in which
the authors use the approximation of Dirac delta construction from Ref. [28] to prove the results about the approx-
imate equidistribution of δ-approximate t-designs in the space U(d). This is then used to obtain results about the
saturation and recurrence of the complexity of random local quantum circuits with gate set S without the assumptions
on the spectral gap or inverse-closeness of S. Such circuits can be used to model the chaotic dynamics of quantum
many-body systems, which may be applicable in areas such as the physics of black hole interiors.

We believe that after some work, using our construction, one may obtain the approximate equidistribution of δ-
approximate t-designs (Theorem 16 from Ref. [20]) with better scaling in ϵ and d, which translates to the saturation
and recurrence results.

IV. THE HEAT KERNEL ON THE PROJECTIVE UNITARY GROUP

In the sequel, we employ formulae which are known for the heat kernel on SU(d), but which do not appear to
be readily available for that on PU(d). Using standard techniques, we are able to write the latter in terms of the
former in order to generalise the formulae we need.

Before we do so, we recall some facts from the representation theory of Lie groups (see e.g. Ref. [35–37]) and fix
some notation and relevant conventions.

We work over the field of complex numbers. Let K be a (real) compact simply-connected Lie group (e.g. SU(d)).
Due to compactness, we can restrict ourselves to unitary complex representations. The complex representation
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theory of K is equivalent to the complex representation theory of its Lie algebra k, which is equivalent to the
complex representation theory of its complexification g = k + ik.

The Cartan subalgebra of Lie algebra g is an abelian and diagonalisable subalgebra of g, which is maximal under
set inclusion. In general, there are many ways to choose the Cartan subalgebra. In our case, we can fix it by
choosing the maximal torus in the Lie group. Let T be the maximal torus in K with Lie algebra t. Then the
corresponding Cartan subalgebra h of g is h = t + it.

For K = SU(d), we have g = sl(d,C), which is a finite-dimensional complex semi-simple Lie algebra. The theory
of finite-dimensional complex representations of such algebras is well-known and particularly nice. For example,
such algebras are classified by their root systems/Dynkin diagrams and such representations are characterised by
the theorem of the highest weight. Here, to match the notation of Ref. [32], we take a slightly different approach
than usual, which is more suitable for compact groups K. In particular, we consider real weights and roots.

Let (Π, V ) be a (finite-dimensional) representation of K and π be the associated representation of g. The (real)
weight of V with respect to t is an element λ from the dual space t∗, such that the corresponding weight space

Vλ := {v ∈ V | π(H)v = iλ(H)v, ∀H ∈ t} (30)

is not zero. Hence, the (real) root of g with respect to t is the non-zero element α from the dual space t∗, such that
the corresponding root space

gα := {E ∈ g| [H, E] = iα(H)E, ∀H ∈ t} (31)

is not zero. We denote the root system of g as Φ, the set of all positive roots as Φ+ and the set of simple roots as
∆.

Additionally, we assume that K is simply-connected. The algebra k is equipped with Ad(K)-invariant positive-
definite inner product (·, ·) defined as the negative of its Killing form (which is non-degenerate and negative-definite)

(X, Y ) := −Tr (ad(X) ◦ ad(Y )) . (32)

The restriction of (·, ·) to t is non-degenerate (hence, it defines the inner product on t). Thus, can use (·, ·) to
identify t ∼= t∗ via X 7→ λX for X ∈ t, where λX(Y ) = (X, Y ) for any Y ∈ t and λ 7→ Xλ for λ ∈ t∗, where
λ(Y ) = (Xλ, Y ) for any Y ∈ t. This way we also define (·, ·) on t∗ as (λ, κ) = (Xλ, Xκ) for λ, κ ∈ t∗ and the induced
norm || · ||. The inner product (32) defines the Riemannian metric on K, hence also the Laplace-Beltrami operator
∆. Thus, we can study the corresponding heat kernels.

Additionally for λ ∈ t∗, λ ̸= 0 we define

λ∗ := 2
(λ, λ)λ (33)

and the Weyl vector

δ := 1
2
∑

α∈Φ+

α. (34)

We aim to describe the heat kernel on PU(d) in terms of the heat kernel on SU(d). Specialising to the case
K = SU(d), we introduce

Γ =
{

exp
(

2kπ

d

)
I

∣∣∣∣ k ∈ Z
}

∼= Zd, (35)

so that K/Γ ∼= PU(d). Our approach is based on the averaging map

f(x) 7→ 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

f(γx). (36)

Every irrep of PU(d) extends to an irrep of SU(d) by making it constant on Γ-cosets. It follows from Lemma 3 in
Appendix A that every irrep of PU(d) is obtained by applying the averaging map to a corresponding irrep of SU(d).
Let’s consider an elementary example.
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Example 2 (Irreps of SU(2) and SO(3)). In this example we consider the irreps of SU(2) and aim to find the
corresponding representations of PU(2) ∼= PSU(2) ∼= SO(3).

The irreps of SU(2) can be enumerated by the corresponding particle spin j = 0, 1
2 , 1, . . . and have dimensions

2j + 1 (i.e. single irrep in each dimension). The centre Γ ∼= Z2 acts by π-shifts. We want to find the irrep obtained
via the averaging map applied to the irrep with spin j. We start with the spin j character of SU(2)

χj(θ) = sin ((2j + 1)θ)
sin(θ) . (37)

Averaging (37) yields

1
2

(
sin ((2j + 1)θ) − sin ((2j + 1)θ + (2j + 1)π)

sin(θ)

)
=
{

χj(θ), for j being full-integer,
0, for j being half-integer.

(38)

Hence, we obtain a well-known fact that the full-integer spin irreps of SU(2) are projective.

Thus, we can focus on the description of the heat kernel on SU(d). The first formula we employ is the standard
expression for the heat kernel as the combination of characters, valid for compact semi-simple simply-connected Lie
groups

H(g, σ) =
∑

λ

dλ exp (−kλσ) χλ(g), (39)

where λ is the highest weight vector and the sum is over complex irreps, dλ is the dimension of the irrep, χλ is the
character and kλ := (λ + 2δ, λ) - see Ref. [32, 34, 38]. The parameter σ > 0 plays the role of time. The formula
(39) is, in fact, the decomposition in terms of the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆, which are the
characters χλ, where

∆χλ = −kλχλ. (40)

In order to describe the highest weights λ for SU(d) using vectors, we introduce the linear functionals on t
(see (57)) acting as

Lj :


iϕ1

iϕ2
. . .

iϕd

 7→ ϕj , (41)

so that λ =
∑d

i=1 λiLi. Then the highest weights of U(d) can be labelled by integer-valued vectors (λ1, λ2, . . . , λd)
with non-increasing entries, i.e. λi ≥ λi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1. One can show that any irreducible representation of
U(d) restricts to an irreducible representation of SU(d), while any irreducible representation of SU(d) extends to
one of U(d). However, this mapping is not one-to-one. Since

∑d
i=1 Li(x) = 0 for any x ∈ sl(d,C) any irreducible

representations of U(d) labelled by vectors which differ by a constant vector (n, n, . . . , n) for some n ∈ Z correspond
to the same irreducible representation of SU(d).

We will also need to consider the irreducible representations of PU(d), which consists of equivalence classes of
members of U(d) under the equivalence relation U ∼ eiϕU . Any irrep of PU(d) extends to an irrep of U(d) by
choosing it to be constant on equivalence classes so we can again label irreps of PU(d) with the same labels as those
of U(d). An irrep of U(d) corresponds to an irrep of PU(d) exactly when it is constant on equivalence classes, which
happens when the highest weight vector satisfies

∑
j λj = 0. We denote 3

||λ||1 :=
d∑

i=1
|λi|. (42)

3 Not to be confused with the norm || · || stemming from the Killing form
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By restricting to ||λ||1 ≤ 2t, we obtain the set of vectors labelling the projective irreps corresponding to the t-design,
i.e. appearing in the decomposition of the representation U t,t [39]. For SU(d) the dimension of the representation
dλ and the eigenvalue kλ may be expressed as (see Ref. [34])

dλ = χλ(e) =
∏

j<l(λj − λl + l − j)∏
j<l(l − j) ≤ (1 + ∥λ∥1)d(d−1)/2

, (43)

kλ = 1
2d

∑
j

(
λ2

j + (d − 2j + 1)λj

)
. (44)

If we have
∑

j λj = 0, so the SU(d) irrep is also a PU(d) irrep then we have the bound

kλ ≥
∥λ∥2

1
2d2 + 1

4∥λ∥1. (45)

We denote the heat kernel on SU(d) as HS . Since SU(d) and PU(d) share a Lie algebra and dλ with kλ can be
computed in terms of properties of the Lie algebra, these are identical for special and projective unitary represen-
tations. Therefore, the averaging map may be applied term-wise to the formula for the heat kernel on SU(d) to
obtain the corresponding one for PU(d)

1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

HS(γg, σ) = 1
d

∑
γ∈Γ

∑
λ

dλ exp (−kλσ) χλ(γg) (46)

=
∑

λ

dλ exp (−kλσ) 1
d

∑
γ∈Γ

χλ(γg) (47)

=
∑

λ

dλ exp (−kλσ) δP(λ)χλ(g) (48)

= HP(g, σ), (49)

where HS and HP are the special and projective unitary heat kernels respectively and δP is a Kronecker-delta like
function, taking value 1 for irreps of SU(d) which are also irreps of PU(d) (i.e. projective representations) and value
0 otherwise. In fact,

δP (λ) =
{

1,
∑

j λj = 0
0, otherwise.

(50)

Notice that the heat kernel (39) is a class function, hence it can be defined instead on the maximal torus of SU(d).
With a mild abuse of notation, we will not distinguish between the two descriptions.

Let us formulate a second formula for the heat kernel on compact, semi-simple, simply-connected Lie groups from
Ref. [32]

j(exp(X)) = (2i)m
∏

α∈Φ+

sin
(

α(X)
2

)
, (51)

K(X, σ) =
∑
γ∈Γ

π(λX + γ) exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥λX + γ∥2
)

, (52)

H(exp(X), σ) = c

π(δ) (2π)l+mimj(exp(X))−1 exp
(

∥δ∥2
σ
)

(4πσ)−N/2K(X, σ), (53)

where

π(λ) :=
∏

α∈Φ+

(λ, α), λ ∈ t∗, (54)

m = |Φ+|, N is the group dimension, c is a (known) dimension-dependent group constant and Γ is a lattice generated
by l = dim(t) elements α∗

j (see (33)) corresponding to the simple roots ∆ = {α1, . . . , αl}

Γ := 2π

l∑
j=1

Zα∗
j . (55)
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Formally, the heat kernel given by (53) is only defined for the regular elements X from t, i.e. the ones with distinct
eigenvalues. However, the corresponding set of group elements for which formula (53) is not well defined is of
Haar-measure zero. The function defined by the formula (53) extends to a unique continuous function, that defined
by (39) on the whole group. Hence, with a slight abuse of notation, we treat (53) as defined on the whole group,
e.g. when integrating.

The formula (53) is equivalent to (39) via the Poisson summation formula and we refer to it as the Poisson form
(of the heat kernel). The Poisson form is relevant to us exactly because of the factor of σ−1 appearing in the
exponent in (52). Roughly speaking, this formula is useful for bounding the behaviour of the heat kernel when the
σ is small, while equation (39) is useful when σ is large.

The maximal torus T of SU(d) may be identified with the group of determinant 1 diagonal matrices parametrised
by a vector ϕ ∈ Rd−1 as

T (ϕ) :=


eiϕ1

eiϕ2

. . .
eiϕd−1

e
−i
∑d−1

j=1
ϕj

 . (56)

The Lie algebra t of T consists of traceless diagonal purely imaginary matrices parametrised by ϕ ∈ Rd−1 as

X(ϕ) := i


ϕ1

ϕ2
. . .

ϕd−1
−
∑d−1

j=1 ϕj

 . (57)

Clearly, one can restrict the parameters e.g. ϕi ∈ (−π, π] for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1.
The complexified Lie algebra of K is g = sl(d,C) and consists of traceless complex matrices. Let Eij ∈ sl(d,C)

where i ̸= j denote the matrix with 1 in the (i, j) position and 0 elsewhere. The root system of g with respect to t
is Φ = {αij | 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ d} where the linear functionals αij act as

αij : X(ϕ) 7→ ϕi − ϕj (58)

and the corresponding one-dimensional root spaces are gαij
= CEij . Noting that αji = −αij we choose positive

roots Φ+ = {αij | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ d} and a set of simple roots to be ∆ = {αi,i+1| 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1}. We identify the
Lie algebra t with its dual t∗ under the inner product obtained from the Killing form

(X, Y ) = −2d tr (XY ) . (59)

Under this identification αij is mapped to a diagonal matrix Xαij
from t with ±i/2d appearing as the only two

non-zero entries of the ith and jth positions on the diagonal, respectively. Let Xδ be the element of t which is
identified with the Weyl vector δ, defined in equation (34). Then

Xδ = 1
2
∑
i<j

Xαij
, (60)

(Xδ)kk = i

(
d + 1

4d
− k

2d

)
, (61)

∥δ∥2 = ∥Xδ∥2 (62)

= 2d

d∑
k=1

(
d + 1

4d
− k

2d

)2
(63)

= d2 − 1
24 . (64)
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The duals of elements of Γ may be indexed by length d − 1 integer vectors k

X(k) := 2πi


k1

k2
. . .

kd−1
−
∑d−1

j=1 kj

 . (65)

To simplify the notation we rename X(ϕ) and X(k) as Xϕ and Xk. Specialising the Poisson form of the heat
kernel (53) to this parametrisation of the maximal torus of SU(d), one obtains

HS(exp(Xϕ), σ) := C(d, σ)j(exp(Xϕ))−1
∑

k∈Zd−1

π(Xϕ + Xk) exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

, (66)

where

C(d, σ) := c

π(δ) (2π)l+mim exp
(

∥δ∥2
σ
)

(4πσ)−N/2 (67)

and for convenience we have written everything in terms of elements of the Lie algebra, converting elements of the
dual where necessary, e.g. π(X) =

∏
α∈Φ+(α, λX) =

∏
α∈Φ+ α(X).

In order to obtain the corresponding heat kernel on PU(d) we proceed as above, and again we average this
expression over the normal subgroup Γ given by dth roots of unity. We obtain an expression for the heat kernel on
PU(d) in the Poisson form

HP (exp(Xϕ), σ) := 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

HS(γ exp(Xϕ), σ) (68)

= C(d, σ)
|Γ|

∑
γ∈Γ

j(exp(Xϕ))−1
∑

k∈Zd−1

π(Xϕ + Xk + log(γ)) exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk + log(γ)∥2
)

, (69)

where we have used that j(γeX) = j(eX) and to match how we parametrised the torus in (57) we choose the
logarithm to be

log
(

ei 2πr
d I
)

= i
2π

d


r

. . .
r

−r(d − 1)

 . (70)

We stress that formally HP (exp(Xϕ), σ), is a function on SU(d) that is a lift of the heat kernel on PU(d).

V. BOUNDS FOR EXACT t-DESIGNS

In this section, we prove an error bound for a polynomial approximation to the heat kernel. In order to connect
to projective t-designs, it is necessary for this approximation to be in terms of balanced polynomials. We call a
function on PU(d) a balanced polynomial of order t if

f(U) = tr
(

(U ⊗ U∗)⊗t
A
)

, (71)

holds for all U ∈ π−1(U), where A is some fixed matrix and recalling that in our present notation each U ∈ PU(d)
is an equivalence class of elements π−1(U) ⊂ SU(d).

The approximation we seek follows directly from the formula

HP (g, σ) =
∑

λ

dλ exp(−σkλ)χλ(g), (72)

where
∑

i λi = 0, given by (49), upon noticing that each character χλ, of the projective unitary group is a balanced
polynomial of order ∥λ∥1

2 . This follows since they may be written in terms of Schur functions, see e.g. Ref. [34] for
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details. Let us denote by H
(t)
P (g, σ) the restriction of the sum in (72) to balanced polynomials of order at most t,

that is

H
(t)
P (g, σ) =

∑
λ, ∥λ∥1≤2t

dλ exp(−σkλ)χλ(g), (73)

where
∑

i λi = 0. We refer to the polynomial approximations H
(t)
P of the heat kernel HP as trimmed heat kernels.

We seek to bound the 2-norm of the difference between the trimmed heat kernel H
(t)
P and the full heat kernel

HP , where the 2-norm here is the one induced by the Haar measure

∥f∥2
2 =

∫
SU(d)

|f |2 dµ. (74)

Using expressions (72) and (73) one may bound the trimming error
∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H

(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥
2

for t large enough (for
fixed σ and d). For a precise statement and proof, see Lemma 4 from Appendix B. This allows us to focus on the
properties of the full heat kernel HP .

Remark 2 (Optimality of the trimming procedure). The trimming procedure given by (73) is optimal in the
following sense. The trimmed heat kernel H

(t)
P (·, σ) is the unique function in Ht closest to the heat kernel HP (·, σ)

in L2-norm. Indeed, H
(t)
P (·, σ) is the orthogonal projection of HP (·, σ) onto a finite-dimensional subspace Ht of the

Hilbert space L2(PU(d)). Hence, the result follows from Hilbert’s projection theorem.

The next step is to bound the complement of the integral of an absolute value of a heat kernel on PU(d) over
the complement of a small ball BP,ϵ. As explained in Section IV, we reduce this problem to considerations on
SU(d). Recall that an element of PU(d) consists of an equivalence class of elements of SU(d) where two matrices are
equivalent if they differ by an element of Γ. By Bϵ(V ) we denote the closed operator-norm ϵ-ball in SU(d) centred
at V

Bϵ(V ) := {U ∈ SU(d) | d(U, V ) ≤ ϵ} . (75)

By BP,ϵ(V) be denote a closed ϵ-ball centred at V in metric dP (·, ·)

BP,ϵ(V) := {U ∈ PU(d) | dP (U, V) ≤ ϵ} . (76)

By B̃P,ϵ(V ) ⊆ SU(d), where V ∈ π−1(V), we denote the inverse image of BP,ϵ(V) under the quotient map
π : SU(d) → PU(d)

B̃P,ϵ(V ) := π−1(BP,ϵ(V)) =
⋃
γ∈Γ

γBϵ(V ). (77)

If the centre V is not specified, the ball is centred at the group identity. By Hd
r we denote an ∞-norm closed

ball/hypercube in Rd of radius r

Hd
r := {v ∈ Rd | ||v||∞ ≤ r} (78)

and by Zd−1 we denote the hyperplane in Rd consisting of vectors y with
∑d

j=1 yj = 0.
Every element U ∈ SU(d) can be written as U = V DV −1 for some V ∈ SU(d) and D ∈ T . Since the operator

norm is unitary invariant, a ball Bϵ corresponds to a unique ball BT,ϵ ⊂ T , via Bϵ =
⋃

V ∈SU(d) V BT,ϵV
−1, where

BT,ϵ = {D ∈ T | d(D, I) ≤ ϵ}.
Hence, a ball Bϵ ⊂ SU(d) corresponds to a ball in T ⊂ SU(d) which is an image of Hd−1

ϵ̃ (identified with a subset
of t), under the exponential map exp : t → T , where

ϵ̃ = 2 · arcsin(ϵ/2) ∈ [0, π], (79)

so ϵ ≤ ϵ̃.
We first prove a lemma allowing us to remove the summation over Γ obtained when we express the PU(d) heat

kernel in terms of that of SU(d).
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Lemma 1. Let φ be a non-negative function on SU(d) Haar-normalised to 1. Fix ϵ > 0 and consider a set B̃P,ϵ

defined by (77). Then ∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

φ(γg)dµ(g) ≤
∫

Bc
ϵ

φ(g)dµ(g). (80)

Proof. ∫
B̃P,ϵ

1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

φ(γg)dµ(g) = 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

∫
∪κ∈ΓκBϵ

φ(γg)dµ(g) (81)

= 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

∫
∪κ∈γΓκBϵ

φ(g)dµ(γ−1g) (82)

= 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

∫
∪κ∈ΓκBϵ

φ(g)dµ(g) (83)

=
∫

∪κ∈ΓκBϵ

φ(g)dµ(g) (84)

≥
∫

Bϵ

φ(g)dµ(g) (85)

hence

1 −
∫

B̃P,ϵ

1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

φ(γg)dµ(g) ≤ 1 −
∫

Bϵ

φ(g)dµ(g). (86)

The bound in Lemma 1 may seem crude, however, the more of a mass of φ is concentrated in a ball Bϵ the tighter
it becomes. This corresponds e.g. to the heat kernel HS(g, σ) with decreasing σ (see also Fig. 1).

FIG. 1: Illustration of the distribution of the components of a heat kernel HP on PU(3), obtained via the averaging
map applied to a heat kernel HS in Poisson form. The averaging takes place over Γ, which consists of three roots
of unity, denoted by red, green and blue points in the central square region. The elements of Γ act by shifting by
the roots of unity along the dotted grey lines, corresponding to a torus. The heat kernel HS corresponds to the
red peaks. Each repeated square region corresponds to the contribution from a different k-vector in the Poisson
form, which lies on the grey dashed grid. Notice that only the central square region (k = 0) corresponds to points
in a group. However, the tails of the peaks from non-central square regions (k ̸= 0) overlap with the central
square region, contributing to the heat kernel. A ball B̃P,ϵ corresponds to a sum of three balls in a central region,
denoted by dotted lines. A ball Bϵ corresponds to the red ball at the origin, and the grey region corresponds to
its complement. Lemma 1 states that the integral of HP over B̃P,ϵ can be upper bounded by the integral of HS

(proportional to the red component) over the grey region. This is outlined by the opacity of the blue and green
peaks. Lemma 13 shows that this integral can be bounded by bounding the contribution from the central (k = 0)
red peak, which is obtained in Lemma 8.
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Applying Lemma 1 with φ = HS and the Weyl integration formula (see e.g. Ref. [34]) we can bound the integral
of HP (g, σ) over B̃c

P,ϵ as follows∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

HP (g, σ)dµ(g) ≤
∫

Bc
ϵ

HS(g, σ)dµ(g) (87)

= C(d, σ)
|W |

∑
k∈Zd−1

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)j(exp(Xϕ))∗π(Xϕ + Xk) exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

, (88)

where dµ(ϕ) = dϕ1dϕ2...dϕd−1
(2π)d−1 stems from the Haar measure on T , W is the Weyl group and we have cancelled the

j−1 with part of the |j|2 term in the Weyl integration formula.
Using the triangle inequality, we obtain∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) ≤ C(d, σ)
|W |

∑
k∈Zd−1

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)|j(exp(Xϕ))π(Xϕ + Xk)| exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

. (89)

We seek to express the right-hand side of (89) in terms of the dominant term I0 (k = 0) and some smaller
correction R which we will bound in terms of I0∫

B̃c
P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) ≤ I0 + R, (90)

where

I0 := C(d, σ)
|W |

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)|j(exp(Xϕ))π(Xϕ)| exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ∥2
)

, (91)

and

R := C(d, σ)
|W |

∑
k∈Zd−1\{0}

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)|j(exp(Xϕ))π(Xϕ + Xk)| exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

. (92)

We provide the bounds on I0 and R via Lemma 8 proved in Appendix C and Lemma 13 in Appendix D
respectively. Our bounds apply for σ small enough (for fixed ϵ and d).

By combining the trimming error bound with the vanishing properties of the full heat kernel HP (Lemmas 4, 8
and 13) we obtain a bound for the vanishing of the absolute value of the trimmed heat kernel H

(t)
P , stated in Lemma

2.

Lemma 2. Provided that

2t ≥ d2
√

σ

√
2 log

(
d4

σ

)
(93)

and

σ ≤ ϵ2

32dlog(d) (94)

for any

η ≥ 1∏d
k=1 k!

(95)

we have ∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) ≤ 2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
+ 1 + η

2 exp
(

− d

16σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
. (96)
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Proof. ∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) ≤
∫

B̃c
P,ϵ

|H(t)
P (g, σ) − HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) +

∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) (97)

=
∫

SU(d)
|H(t)

P (g, σ) − HP (g, σ)|χB̃c
P,ϵ

(g)dµ(g) +
∫

B̃c
P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g), (98)

where χX denotes the indicator function of the set X. Applying Hölder’s inequality to the first term of (98) gives∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) ≤
∥∥∥H

(t)
P (g, σ) − HP (g, σ)

∥∥∥
2

+
∫

B̃c
P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g). (99)

Finally, substituting the bounds from Lemmas 4, 8 and 13 with γ = 1/2 and applying ϵ ≤ ϵ̃ gives the result. The
condition (94) is the result of multiplying the bounds on σ we require for each lemma; one could obtain a slightly
improved, but more complicated, bound by taking the minimum rather than the product.

We are now able to prove our first theorem

Theorem 1. Let ν be an exact t-design in PU(d), d ≥ 2, then ν is an ϵ-net provided

t ≥ 32d
5
2

ϵ
log(d) log

(
4

avϵ

)
, (100)

where C = 9π.

Proof. We proceed via a proof by contradiction. Assume ν is not an ϵ-net, then according to Ref. [28], Lemmas 1
and 2, we know there exists a V0 ∈ PU(d) such that for any κ ≤ ϵ

Vol(BP,κ(V0)) ≤ max
V ∈B̃c

P,ϵ

∫
B̃P,κ(V )

H
(t)
P (g, σ)dµ(g). (101)

Note that BP,κ(V) ⊂ Bc
P,ϵ−κ, hence also B̃P,κ(V ) ⊂ B̃c

P,ϵ−κ, so

max
V ∈B̃c

P,ϵ

∫
Bκ(V )

H
(t)
P (g, σ)dµ(g) ≤ max

V ∈B̃c
P,ϵ

∫
B̃P,κ(V )

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) (102)

≤
∫

B̃c
P,ϵ−κ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g). (103)

The Haar (µP ) volume of κ-ball (described in metric dP (·, ·) ) in PU(d) can be bounded from below as follows:

Vol(BP,κ) ≥ (avκ)d2−1
, (104)

where av = 1
9π (see Ref. [28]). Such a volume does not depend on the centre of the ball, due to the translation-

invariance of the Haar measure and the metric dP (·, ·). We take κ = ϵ
2 and therefore have a contradiction if

∫
B̃c

P,ϵ/2

∣∣∣H(t)(g, σ)
∣∣∣dµ(g) <

(
1
2avϵ

)d2−1
. (105)

Hence, under the assumptions of Lemma 2 (with ϵ/2 instead of ϵ), with the choice of η = 1, in order to get a
contradiction, we can demand for example

exp
(

− d

64σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
<

1
2

(
1
2avϵ

)d2−1
(106)

2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
<

1
2

(
1
2avϵ

)d2−1
. (107)
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The inequality (106) constrains σ as a function of ϵ and d and is satisfied whenever

σ < σ∗ = ϵ2

128d log(d) log
(

2
avϵ

) , (108)

which may be seen by taking logarithms of both sides of (106) and bounding the term containing (d2 − 1) σ
24 using

assumption (94). We can now bound the sufficient t, assuming σ = σ∗, using (107). Simply taking logarithms
of (107) and substituting in σ = σ∗ we obtain

t2 ≥ 128d5

ϵ2 log(d) log2
(

4
avϵ

)
, (109)

however we additionally need t to satisfy the assumption of Lemma 2, so we obtain a final scaling

t2 ≥ 1024d5

ϵ2 log2(d) log2
(

4
avϵ

)
, (110)

VI. BOUNDS FOR δ-APPROXIMATE t-DESIGNS

In order to derive the version of Theorem 1 for δ-approximate t-designs, we bound the L2-norm of the heat kernel.
Since we want to apply the results from the previous sections, we use the Poisson form of the heat kernel, which

allows us to group the terms as follows

∥HS(·, σ)∥2
2 = C(d, σ)2

|W |

∫ ∑
k∈Zd−1

∑
l∈Zd−1

π(Xϕ + Xk)π∗(Xϕ + Xl)e− 1
4σ (∥Xϕ+Xk)∥2+∥Xϕ+Xl)∥2)dµ(ϕ) (111)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |

∫ ∑
k∈Zd−1

∑
l∈Zd−1

|π(Xϕ + Xk)π∗(Xϕ + Xl)|e− 1
4σ (∥Xϕ+Xk)∥2+∥Xϕ+Xl)∥2)dµ(ϕ) (112)

= I2
0,0 + R2

∗,0 + R2
0,∗ + R2

∗,∗, (113)

where I2
0,0 is the k = 0 and l = 0 term, R2

∗,0 is the sum of the terms with k ̸= 0 and l = 0, R2
0,∗ is the sum of the

terms with k = 0 and l ̸= 0 and R2
∗,∗ is the sum of the terms with k ̸= 0 and l ̸= 0. We bound the contributions

from I2
0,0, R2

∗,0 and R2
∗,∗ separately in Appendix E. The joint bound for

∥∥∥H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥
2

is provided in Lemma 16
from Appendix E.

We now have all the prerequisites to prove our main theorem, which is a generalisation of Theorem 1 to δ
approximate t-designs.

Theorem 2. Let ν be a δ-approximate t-design in PU(d), d ≥ 2, with

δ ≤

(
1

4Clog1/4 ( 2C
ϵ

)
log1/4(d)

ϵ

d1/2

)d2−1

(114)

where

C = 9π, (115)

then ν is an ϵ-net provided

t ≥ 32d
5
2

ϵ
log(d) log

(
4

avϵ

)
. (116)
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1. Assume ν is not an ϵ-net, then according to Ref. [28], Lemma 2
and 3, we know there exists a V0 ∈ PU(d) such that for any κ ≤ ϵ

Vol(BP,κ(V0)) ≤
∫

B̃c
P,ϵ−κ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) + δ
√

Vol(BP,κ(V0))||H(t)
P (·, σ)||2 (117)

≤ 2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
+

1 +
(

1 + δ
√

Vol(BP,ϵ/2) d
√

d!
2m−1

)
1∏
k

k!

2 exp
(

− d

64σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
(118)

+ δ
√

Vol(BP,ϵ/2)dI0,0 (119)

≤ 2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
+ exp

(
− d

64σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
+ δ
√

Vol(BP,ϵ/2)dI0,0 (120)

where we put κ = ϵ/2 and used Lemmas 2 and 16 with η = 1∏d

k=1
k!

. Moreover, we assumed δ is not too large, so
that (

1 + δ
√

Vol(BP,ϵ/2) d
√

d!
2m−1

)
1∏d

k=1 k!
≤ 1, (121)

e.g.

δ ≤ 1
2
√

2
≤ 2m−1

d
√

d!
√

Vol(BP,ϵ/2)
. (122)

We take κ = ϵ
2 and therefore have a contradiction if, under the assumptions of Lemma 2 we have three inequalities

exp
(

− d

64σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
<

1
2

(
1
2avϵ

)d2−1
(123)

2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
<

1
4

(
1
2avϵ

)d2−1
(124)

δdI0,0 <
1
4

(
1
2avϵ

) d2−1
2

. (125)

Inequality (123) is the same same as (106) from the proof of Theorem 1, hence it is satisfied for the same σ = σ∗.
Inequality (124) differs from (107) by the factor of 1/4 instead of 1/2, one may check that this inequality is still
satisfied as long as t satisfies the bound in equation (100).

It remains to ensure that (125) is satisfied. Using Lemmas 14, 7 and 11, then taking the logarithms of both sides
of (125) and bounding the terms that do not depend on ϵ or σ by the Θ(d2log(d)) term, we obtain

log
(

1
δ

)
≥
(

d2 − 1
4

)
log
(

1
σ

)
+ d2 − 1

24 σ +
(

3d2

16 + 4
)

log(d) + d2 − 1
2 log

(
2

avϵ

)
. (126)

Plugging σ = σ∗ leads to

δ ≤
( av

29/2

) d2−1
2

 ϵ

log1/4
(

2
avϵ

)
log1/4(d)

d2−1 exp
(

− (d2−1)ϵ2

3072dlog(d)log( 2
avϵ )

)
d

7
16 d2+ 15

4
. (127)

One may check that (127) is stronger than (122). Moreover, since ϵ ≤ 2, we can lower bound the exponential term
as

exp

− (d2 − 1)ϵ2

3072dlog(d)log
(

2
avϵ

)
 ≥ exp

− d

768log(d)log
(

1
av

)
 = d

− d

768log2(d)log( 1
av ) . (128)
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Hence,

δ ≤
( av

29/2

) d2−1
2

 ϵ

log1/4
(

2
avϵ

)
log1/4(d)d1/2

d2−1

κ(d), (129)

where

κ(d) := d

d2
16 − 17

4 − d

768log2(d)log( 1
av ) . (130)

We now observe that the function κ(d)
1

d2−1 is increasing for d ≥ 2, which may be demonstrated by computing
the derivative. We may, therefore, lower bound it by bounding the value at d = 2. For example,

κ(d)
1

d2−1 ≥ 2− 3
2 . (131)

Combining this bound with the above reasoning, we obtain

δ ≤

 1
16

√
9πlog1/4

(
2

avϵ

)
log1/4(d)

ϵ

d1/2

d2−1

, (132)

which may easily be seen to imply the bound shown in the Theorem statement.

Remark 3. The bound on δ provided in Theorem 2 is significantly looser than e.g. (127) or (129). In the provided
form Theorem 2 is appropriate for comparison with the results of Ref. [28], however in applications we expect one
of the more precise bounds to be more appropriate.

VII. TRIMMED HEAT KERNEL AS A POLYNOMIAL APPROXIMATION OF DIRAC DELTA

In this section, we summarise various properties of our construction of the polynomial approximation of the Dirac
delta. These properties are either obvious or were addressed in previous sections. The only missing property was
the behaviour of the L1-norm of the trimmed heat kernel, which also bounds its negativity.

Theorem 3. The trimmed heat kernel H
(t)
P (·, σ) for U(d) with d ≥ 2 has the following properties:

1. H
(t)
P (·, σ) ∈ Ht.

2. H
(t)
P (·, σ) is Haar-normalised to 1 and also approximately non-negative for t large enough (see point 5).

3. Controllable vanishing outside the ball of radius ϵ as σ → 0∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

∣∣∣H(t)
P (g, σ)

∣∣∣dµ(g) ≤ 2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
+ 1 + η

2 exp
(

− d

16σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
(133)

for

t ≥ t∗ := d2

2
√

σ

√
2 log

(
d4

σ

)
(134)

and

σ ≤ ϵ2

32dlog(d) (135)

with η ≥ 1∏d

k=1
k!

. Hence, for any ϵ > 0,

lim
σ→0

∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

|H(t∗)
P (g, σ)|dµ(g) = 0. (136)
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4. Controllable blow-up of the L2-norm

||H(t)
P (·, σ)||2 ≤ c

(
d

σ

) d2−1
4

(137)

for σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) and some positive group constant c. One can take c = 8 for d ≥ 2 and c = 1 for d ≥ 12.

5. Bounded L1-norm

||H(t)
P (·, σ)||1 ≤ 1 + 2 d

2 exp
(

−σ
t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
(138)

for t ≥ t∗. Hence, for fixed d

lim
σ→0

||H(t∗)
P (·, σ)||1 = 1. (139)

Proof. Point 1 follows from the construction detailed above. Point 2 is a consequence of the orthogonality of
characters and point 5. Point 3 is the Lemma 2. Point 4 is Corollary 1 from Appendix E. Point 5 can be proved
using the triangle inequality and Hölder’s inequality. Indeed, since HP (·, σ) is normalised to 1 and non-negative,
using Lemma 4 we can write

||H(t)
P (·, σ)||1 ≤ ||HP (·, σ)||1 + ||(H(t)

P (·, σ) − HP (·, σ))χSU(d)||1 (140)

≤ 1 + ||H(t)
P (·, σ) − HP (·, σ)||2 (141)

≤ 1 + 2 d
2 exp

(
−σ

t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
(142)

for

t ≥ d2

2
√

σ

√
2 log

(
d4

σ

)
. (143)

Remark 4. One can also write down similar properties of the (full) heat kernel HP (·, σ), which follow from the
proofs of the same Lemmas as Theorem 3. In this case, point 1 is not true for any t. The normalisation from point
2 is true, but HP (·, σ) is non-negative so ||HP (·, σ)||1 = 1. The bound from point 4 is valid. The bound from point
3 simplifies to

∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) ≤ 1 + η

2 exp
(

− d

16σ
ϵ2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
(144)

for

σ ≤ ϵ2

32dlog(d) (145)

and η ≥ 1∏d

k=1
k!

. Hence, for any ϵ > 0

lim
σ→0

∫
B̃c

P,ϵ

|HP (g, σ)|dµ(g) = 0. (146)

Remark 5. Formally, Theorem 3 shows in particular that for fixed d ≥ 2, the family of L1-integrable functions
{kλ}λ>0, where kλ(g) := H

t∗(λ)
P (g, 1/λ) and t∗(λ) := d2

2
√

2λ log (d4λ), is an approximate identity on PU(d).
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VIII. SUMMARY AND FUTURE WORK

We have improved on the state-of-the-art for constructing ϵ-nets in the group of unitary channels from unitary
t-designs, that of Ref. [28]. Our method involves the construction of a polynomial approximation to a Dirac delta
on the space of quantum unitary channels PU(d) stemming from the natural object - a heat kernel on SU(d).

In the case of exact t-designs we obtain results very close to those of Ref. [28], but in the more practically relevant
approximate case, our results significantly improve on the state-of-the-art, showing that δ-approximate t-designs
form ϵ nets for much larger values of δ than was previously known.

While our scaling of δ with d and ϵ for approximate t designs substantially improves on prior work, it is not
obvious that it is optimal. We leave for future work the task of either improving this scaling even further or proving
that no improvements are possible.

The construction of Ref. [28] is used in Ref. [20] to prove saturation and recurrence results for the complexity
of random quantum circuits without the assumptions on the gap of the universal set S. In future work, it may
be possible to apply our construction to improve the known results in this setting. It would also be interesting to
understand the unknown constants A and B appearing in (29), obtaining an inverse-free non-constructive Solovay-
Kitaev like theorem from our results. This amounts to deriving explicit constants of the polylogarithmic spectral
gap decay (see Theorem 6 from Ref. [29]), especially r0. We expect that the trimmed heat kernel construction may
be applied to obtain explicit bounds on such decay.
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Appendix A: Connecting the heat kernels on the projective and special unitary groups

In this Appendix, we prove Lemma 3, which can be used to show how one can obtain a heat kernel on PU(d)
using the heat kernel on SU(d) via averaging.
Lemma 3. Let K be a simply-connected compact Lie group and Γ a finite normal subgroup so that K/Γ is a compact
Lie group. Let ρ be a finite-dimensional unitary irrep of K. Then the function

ρ̃ : g 7→ 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

ρ(γg), (A1)

is either
1. identical to ρ if ρ is constant on Γ-cosets in K or

2. identically zero.
Proof. We observe

ρ̃(g)ρ̃(g′) = ρ̃(gg′), (A2)

so ρ̃ is a group homomorphism exactly if it maps the identity in K to the identity operator. Since ρ̃(e) is self-adjoint
and is easily seen to be idempotent, it is an orthogonal projector. Since ρ̃(e) commutes with every operator in the
image of K under ρ and ρ is irreducible by Schur’s lemma, ρ(e) ∝ I and is therefore equal to either I or 0.

In the case that ρ̃(e) is the identity operator compute

ρ(g−1)ρ̃(g) = 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

ρ(g−1)ρ(γg) (A3)

= 1
|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

ρ(g−1γg) (A4)

= 1
|Γ|

∑
γ′∈Γ

ρ(g−1gγ′g−1g) (A5)

= ρ̃(e) = I, (A6)
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so that for all g ∈ K we have ρ(g) = ρ̃(g) implying that the ρ is constant on Γ-cosets.

Proof of (A2).

ρ̃(g)ρ̃(g′) = 1
|H|2

∑
h,h′∈H

ρ(hg)ρ(h′g′) (A7)

= 1
|H|2

∑
h,h′∈H

ρ(hgh′g′) (A8)

= 1
|H|2

∑
h∈H

∑
h′′∈H

ρ(hgg−1h′′gg′) (A9)

= 1
|H|2

∑
h∈H

∑
h′′∈H

ρ(hh′′gg′) (A10)

= 1
|H|

∑
h∈H

ρ(hgg′) = ρ̃(gg′) (A11)

Appendix B: Bounding the polynomial approximation of the heat kernel

In this Appendix, we prove Lemma 4, which quantifies the L2-norm difference between the heat kernel HP and
the trimmed heat kernel H

(t)
P .

Lemma 4 (“Trimming” the heat kernel). The trimmed heat kernel H
(t)
P satisfies∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H

(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥
2

≤ 2 d
2 exp

(
−2σ(1 − γ) t2

d2 − 1
2σt

)
, (B1)

for any 0 < γ < 1, provided that

2t ≥ d2
√

γσ

√
log
(

d4

2γσ

)
. (B2)

Proof. In terms of L2-norm, as a function of x the approximation error may be computed using

∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

λ,∥λ∥1>2t

dλ exp(−σkλ)χλ(x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

(B3)

=
∫

G

dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

λ,∥λ∥1>2t

dλ exp(−σkλ)χλ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

(B4)

=
∑

ν,∥ν∥1>2t

∑
λ,∥λ∥1>2t

dλdν exp(−σ(kλ + kν))
∫

G

dµ(x)χ∗
ν(x)χλ(x) (B5)

=
∑

λ,∥λ∥1>2t

d2
λ exp(−2σkλ), (B6)

using the orthonormality of the characters. The weights λ are integer-valued d dimensional vectors with non-
increasing entries, which satisfy the condition

∑
j λj = 0. We now need a bound for α(j), the number of highest

weights λ satisfying ∥λ∥1 = j. Each highest weight is uniquely determined by an integer-valued d − 1 dimensional
vector with non-increasing entries, since e.g. the last element of the vector is fixed by the constraint

∑
j λj = 0. In

order to simplify the reasoning we will ignore the non-increasing property and obtain a slightly looser bound than
we would by including it. Such d − 1 dimensional vector clearly has 1-norm less than ||λ||1. Since the infinity-norm
lower bounds the one-norm it follows that the number of highest-weight vectors with 1-norm equal to j is upper



23

bounded by the number of integer vectors with infinity norm less than j, which is exactly the number of integer
points in an d − 1 dimensional hypercube of side length 2j. We therefore obtain the very crude upper bound

α(j) ≤ (1 + 2j)d−1. (B7)

Substituting this, along with the bounds from (43) and (45) into (B6) we obtain∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
=
∑
j>2t

α(j)d2
λ exp(−2σkλ) (B8)

≤
∑
j>2t

(1 + 2j)(d−1)(1 + j)d(d−1) exp
(

−2σ

(
j2

2d2 + j

4

))
(B9)

≤
(

2 + 1
2t

)d−1(
1 + 1

2t

)d(d−1) ∑
j>2t

j(d+1)(d−1) exp
(

−2σ

(
j2

2d2 + j

4

))
. (B10)

Our approach is to bound the expression by a Gaussian integral, so we first bound the polynomial term in the sum
by a Gaussian. An easy bound follows from the bound on the Lambert W function

W−1(−eu−1) > −1 −
√

2u − u, (B11)

obtained in Ref. [40], namely that

j2 ≥ d4

γσ
log
(

d4

2γσ

)
=⇒ (1 + 2j)(d+1)(d−1) ≤ exp

(
γσ

j2

d2

)
. (B12)

Assuming that

j > 2t ≥ d2
√

γσ

√
log
(

d4

2γσ

)
=⇒ (1 + 2j)(d+1)(d−1) ≤ exp

(
γσ

j2

d2

)
, (B13)

where 0 < γ < 1 is a constant we have introduced. We substitute this bound to obtain∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
≤
(

2 + 1
2t

)d−1(
1 + 1

2t

)d(d−1) ∑
j>2t

exp
(

−σ

(
(1 − γ) j2

d2 + j

2

))
. (B14)

The summand is decreasing in j, so we may bound the sum by an integral to obtain∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
≤
(

2 + 1
2t

)d−1(
1 + 1

2t

)d(d−1) ∫ ∞

2t

exp
(

−σ

(
(1 − γ)x2

d2 + x

2

))
dx. (B15)

(B16)

We compute the integral and employ the standard bound

erfc(x) ≤ 1
x

√
π

exp
(
−x2) , (B17)

to obtain∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
≤
(

2 + 1
2t

)d−1(
1 + 1

2t

)d(d−1) 2d2

σ

1
d2 + 8t(1 − γ) exp

(
−4σ(1 − γ) t2

d2 − σt

)
. (B18)

Recalling that we are still assuming that 2t ≥ d2
√

γσ

√
log
(

d4

2γσ

)
we can obtain the very simple bound

∥∥∥HP (·, σ) − H
(t)
P (·, σ)

∥∥∥2

2
≤ 2d e

1 + d2
1

5 − 4γ
exp

(
−4σ(1 − γ) t2

d2 − σt

)
(B19)

≤ 2d exp
(

−4σ(1 − γ) t2

d2 − σt

)
. (B20)
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Appendix C: Bounding the dominant term I0

In this Appendix, we provide a proof of Lemma 8, which bounds the I0 term (91). To do that, we use the
following Lemmas 5, 6 and 7.

Lemma 5. Let GUE0
d denote a GUE ensemble of traceless d × d matrices. Then for any r ≥ 0 (see e.g. Ref. [41])

Pr
A∼GUE0

d

(∥A∥∞ ≤ r) =

 d∏
j=1

1
j!

 (2π)− d−1
2 2

d2−1
2

∫
Zd−1∩Hd

r

dy exp

−
d∑

j=1
y2

j

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2. (C1)

Lemma 6. For any r ≥ 2
√

d (see Ref. [42])

Pr
A∼GUE0

d

(∥A∥∞ ≥ r) ≤ 1
2 exp

(
−d

2( r√
d

− 2)2
)

. (C2)

Proof. From Ref. [42] we have

Pr
A∼GUE0

d

(
1√
d

∥A∥∞ ≥ 2 + x

)
≤ 1

2 exp
(

−dx2

2

)
(C3)

valid for x ≥ 0. The result follows via x = r√
d

− 2.

Lemma 7. For SU(d) we can evaluate (see (67))

C(d, σ)
|W |

=
√

d(2d)(d−1)/2+m∏d
k=1 k!

(2π)d−1+me
d2−1

24 σ(4πσ)−(d2−1)/2, (C4)

where m = d(d − 1)/2.

Proof. From Ref. [32] we know that c = 2l/2
√

D∏l

i=1
|αi|

, where D is the determinant of the Cartan matrix. It is known

that for Ad−1 root system, D = d and |W | = d!. Moreover, we have that N = d2 − 1, l = d − 1, m = d(d − 1)/2,
|αi| = 1/

√
d. The expression π(δ) can be calculated from equation (61) as

π(δ) = (2d)−mim
∏

1≤p<q≤d

(q − p) = (2d)−mim
d−1∏
k=1

k!. (C5)

Lemma 8. Assume σ ≤ ϵ̃2

32 . Then

I0 ≤ I0 := 1
2 exp

(
− d

16σ
ϵ̃2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
. (C6)

Proof. The I0 can be bounded as

I0 ≤C(d, σ)2m

|W |

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)
∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ) sin
(

α(Xϕ)
2

)∣∣∣∣∣ exp
(

−1
4σ

∥Xϕ∥2
)

(C7)

≤C(d, σ)
|W |

∫
(Hd−1

ϵ̃ )c

dµ(ϕ)
(∏

α>0
α(Xϕ)2

)
exp

(
−1
4σ

∥Xϕ∥2
)

. (C8)

Recalling (59) and (57) we can write

∥Xϕ∥2 = 2d

d−1∑
j=1

ϕ2
j +

d−1∑
j=1

ϕj

2
 , (C9)
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and it is convenient to introduce the variables yj := ϕj

√
d

2σ and yd := −
∑d−1

j=1 yj . The expression in (C8) is then
equal to

C(d, σ)
|W |

(
2σ

d

)m+ l
2

(2π)−(d−1) 1√
d

∫
Zd−1∩(Hd

ϵ̃

√
d

2σ

)c

dµZ(y)

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2

 exp

−
d∑

j=1
y2

j

 (C10)

= e∥δ∥2σ

(
d∏

k=1

1
k!

)
2 1

2 (d−1)dπ
1
2 − d

2

∫
Zd−1∩(Hd

ϵ̃

√
d

2σ

)c

dµZ(y)

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2

 exp

−
d∑

j=1
y2

j

 , (C11)

where µZ is the Euclidean measure on the hyperplane Zd−1 and a factor of d− 1
2 appears in (C10) from changing

the measure from the Euclidean one on the d − 1 variables y1 . . . yd−1 to the Euclidean measure intrinsic to the
hyperplane. The transition from (C10) to (C11) comes from the application of Lemma 7.

Using the normalisation of the probability to 1, we can apply Lemma 5 with r =
√

d
2σ ϵ̃ to (C11) to write

I0 ≤ e∥δ∥2σ Pr
A∼GUE0

d

(
∥A∥∞ ≥ ϵ̃

√
d

2σ

)
. (C12)

Applying Lemma 6 with r =
√

d
2σ ϵ̃ to (C12) and assuming

ϵ̃ ≥ 2
√

2σ

1 − β
, (C13)

for some 0 < β < 1 (which is stronger than the assumption in Lemma 6) we obtain the following bound

I0 ≤ 1
2 exp

(
− d

4σ
ϵ̃2 + 4d

2
√

2σ
ϵ̃ − 2d + ∥δ∥2

σ

)
(C14)

≤ 1
2 exp

(
−dβ2

4σ
ϵ̃2 + ∥δ∥2

σ

)
(C15)

= 1
2 exp

(
−dβ2

4σ
ϵ̃2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
. (C16)

We set β = 1/2 and for σ ≤ ϵ̃2

32 (C13) we get

I0 ≤ 1
2 exp

(
− d

16σ
ϵ̃2 + d2 − 1

24 σ

)
. (C17)

Appendix D: Bounding the correction term R

In this Appendix, we bound the remaining terms R, defined in (92). Our strategy is to bound R by the volume
of the complement of ϵ-ball times the upper bound on the integrand outside of the ball (Lemma 12). We then show
that R is indeed a correction to I0 (see (91)), which relatively decays very fast with growing d (Lemma 13). To do
so, we employ the following Lemmas 9, 10 and 11.

Lemma 9. The number of k-vectors in each || · ||∞ norm shell of radius r > 0

Sr,d := {(n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd| max
i

|ni| = r} (D1)

can be upper bounded as

|Sr,d| ≤ 2d(2r)d−1. (D2)
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Proof. Consider the corresponding balls

Br,d := {(n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd| max
i

|ni| ≤ r}. (D3)

It is easy to see that |Br,d| = (2r + 1)d. Thus,

|Sr,d| = (2r + 1)d − (2r − 1)d. (D4)

Using the binomial expansion, we can write

|Sr,d| = 2
⌊ d−1

2 ⌋∑
k=0

(
d

2k + 1

)
(2r)d−2k−1 ≤ 2(2r)d−1

⌊ d−1
2 ⌋∑

k=0

(
d

2k + 1

)
= 2d(2r)d−1. (D5)

Lemma 10. Let Γ(s, x) denote the upper incomplete Gamma function

Γ(s, x) :=
∫ ∞

x

ts−1e−tdt. (D6)

Then, assuming s ≥ 1 and x > s − 1

Γ(s, x) ≤ e−xxs

x − s + 1 . (D7)

Proof.

Γ(s, x) = e−x

∫ ∞

0
(t + x)s−1e−tdt ≤ e−xxs−1

∫ ∞

0
e

t
x (s−1)−tdt (D8)

This bound can be improved using continued fraction representation.

Lemma 11. (
d

4

)−d2/8
≥ 1∏d

k=1 k!
(D9)

Proof. We first lower bound the value of log(k!) from below. It is clear that a sum

log(k!) = log(1) + log(2) + . . . + log(k) (D10)

can be lower bounded by (k − j + 1)log(j) for any 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Picking j = ⌈ k
2 ⌉ and using the monotonicity of

x log(x) we obtain

k

2 log
(

k

2

)
≤ log(k!). (D11)

Using this bound and repeating the argument for

log
(

d∏
k=1

k!
)

= log(1!) + log(2!) + . . . + log(d!) (D12)

we obtain

d2

8 log
(

d

4

)
≤ log

(
d∏

k=1
k!
)

. (D13)

The result follows via exponentiation.
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Lemma 12.

R ≤ R := C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−1e− dπ2
2σ (D14)

for σ ≤ 2π2d
d2+d−2 .

Proof. Consider a summand for some fixed k ̸= 0

C(d, σ)2m

|W |

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)
∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk) sin
(

α(Xϕ)
2

)∣∣∣∣∣ exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

(D15)

≤C(d, σ)2m

|W |

∫
Hd−1

π \Hd−1
ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)
∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk)
∣∣∣∣∣ exp

(
−1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

. (D16)

We have ∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk) =
∏

1≤i<j<d

(ϕi − ϕj + 2π(ki − kj))
∏

1≤i≤d−1
(ϕi − ϕd + 2π (ki − kd)) (D17)

and on the domain of integration we can bound |ϕi − ϕj | ≤ 2π and |ki − kj | ≤ d||k||∞ for i < j ≤ d. Thus,

∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk)
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2π + 2πd||k||∞)m (D18)

= (2π)m(1 + d||k||∞)m. (D19)

Let us find lower bounds on the exponents. We have

||Xϕ + Xk||2 = 2d

(
d−1∑
i=1

(ϕi + 2πki)2 + (ϕd + 2πkd)2

)
. (D20)

The first term of (D20) is just the square of the Euclidean distance from the origin in coordinate space. This way,
Fig. 1 can be used to understand the summation and bounding process better. The second term is non-negative
and is a square of the sum of all coordinates. As such, it has a minimum of zero on the hyperplane crossing the
origin. To simplify the reasoning, we discard the second term altogether and obtain the isotropic bound

||Xϕ + Xk||2 ≥ 2d (2π||k||∞ − π)2 (D21)
= 2dπ2(2||k||∞ − 1)2. (D22)

Denoting

Ψ(ϕ, k) :=
∫

Hd−1
π \Hd−1

ϵ̃

dµ(ϕ)
∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk) sin
(

α(Xϕ)
2

)∣∣∣∣∣ exp
(

− 1
4σ

∥Xϕ + Xk∥2
)

(D23)

and assuming σ is small enough, namely

σ ≤ 2π2d

d2 + d − 2 , (D24)

we can use Lemmas 9 and 10 to bound the correction term R as follows 4

4 Below we slightly abused the notation by denoting the ||k||∞ as k.
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R ≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
∑
k ̸=0

Ψ(ϕ, k) (D25)

≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
∑
k ̸=0

·(1 − Vol(Bϵ))
∞∑

k=1
|Sk,d−1|(2π)m(1 + dk)m exp

(
−dπ2

2σ
(2k − 1)2

)
(D26)

≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
· 22(d−2)+1(2π)m

∞∑
k=1

kd−2(1 + dk)m exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
(2k − 1)2

)
(D27)

= C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1(2π)m

∞∑
u=1,u odd

(1 + u)d−2
(

1 + d

2(u + 1)
)m

exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
)

(D28)

= C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1(2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m ∞∑
u=1,u odd

(1 + u)d−2
(

1 + d

d + 2u

)m

exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
)

(D29)

≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−2
∞∑

u=1,u odd
um+d−2 exp

(
−dπ2

2σ
u2
)

(D30)

≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−2
(

e− dπ2
2σ + 1

2

∫ ∞

1
um+d−2 exp

(
−dπ2

2σ
u2
)

du

)
(D31)

= C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−2

(
e− dπ2

2σ + 1
22( dπ2

2σ ) m+d−1
2

Γ
(

m + d − 1
2 ,

dπ2

2σ

))
(D32)

= C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−2
(

1 + 1
4(A(d, σ) + 1)

)
e− dπ2

2σ (D33)

≤ C(d, σ)2m

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−1e− dπ2
2σ , (D34)

where

A(d, σ) := dπ2

2σ
− m + d − 1

2 . (D35)

Let us explain the bounding process in more detail. We applied the bound 1 − Vol(Bϵ) ≤ 1 and Lemma 9 to
bound (D26) by (D27). We substituted u = 2k − 1 to (D27). We bounded d/(d + 2) ≤ 1 5 and applied a very crude
bound

(1 + u)m+d−2 ≤ 2m+d−2 · um+d−2 (D36)

to bound (D29) by (D30). The function

f(u) := um+d−1e− dπ2
2σ u2

(D37)

is increasing from 0 at u = 0 to its local maximum and then is decreasing. The condition (D24) guarantees that
the local maximum of f(u) for u > 0 is smaller or equal to 1, since this requires a weaker condition

σ ≤ dπ2

m + d − 2 . (D38)

This requirement allows us to bound the sum over odd u (D30) in terms of its first term plus an appropriate
integral (D31). We applied a well-known formula∫ ∞

a

xde−αx2
dx =

Γ( d+1
2 , a2α)

2α
d+1

2
(D39)

5 Otherwise, u = 1 needs to be considered separately when bounding binomial by the power of two, since du/(d + 2) < 1. for u = 1.
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to (D31). Finally, due to (D24), we have that A(d, σ) ≥ 0 which allows us to apply Lemma 10 6 to bound (D32)
by (D33) and bound (D33) by (D34).

We want to compare the upper bound on R from Lemma 12 with an upper bound on I0 from Lemma 8.

Lemma 13. Let σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) . Then,

R ≤ ·ηI0 (D40)

for η ≥ 1∏d

k=1
k!

and d ≥ 2. In particular, we can take η ≥ 1/2 to obtain a uniform bound for all d ≥ 2.

Proof. Clearly, from Lemma 8

I0 ≥ 1
2 exp

(
−dπ2

16σ
+ d2 − 1

24 σ

)
, (D41)

so that using Lemmas 7 and 12

R
I0

≤ R(d)∏d
k=1 k!

e− 7
16

dπ2
σ , (D42)

where

R(d) := 2 7d
2 −d2+4m− 3

2 · πd− d2
2 +2m− 1

2 d
d
2 +m(d + 2)m. (D43)

Demanding the ratio bound (D42) to be smaller than η yields

σ ≤ 7dπ2

16
1

log(R) − log(
∏d

k=1 k!) − log(η)
. (D44)

Bounding log(R) ≤ 3d2log(d) (for d ≥ 2) we obtain

7π2

48dlog(d) ≤ 7dπ2

16
1

log(R) ≤ 7dπ2

16
1

log(R) − log(
∏d

k=1 k!) − log(η)
, (D45)

so (D44) is satisfied for

σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) (D46)

and η ≥ 1∏d

k=1
k!

, with the right-hand side decaying very fast with d and upper bounded using Lemma 11.

Note that (D46) is stronger than (D24).

Appendix E: Bounding the L2-norm

In this Appendix, we prove Lemma 16 and Corollary 1, which bound the L2-norm of the trimmed heat kernel
H

(t)
P . The L2-norm is divided into two contributions (see (111)) which are bounded separately in Lemmas 14 and

15.

Lemma 14.

I2
0,0 = C(d, σ)

2m+ l
2

e∥δ∥2σ (E1)

6 The application of Lemma 10 requires A(d, σ) > −1.
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Proof. We have

I2
0,0 = C(d, σ)2

|W |

∫ (∏
α>0

α(Xϕ)2

)
exp

(
− 1

2σ
∥Xϕ∥2

)
dµ(ϕ), (E2)

which is very similar to the integral analysed previously in Lemma 8. We introduce the variables yj = ϕj

√
d
σ and

yd = −
∑d−1

j=1 yj and obtain

I2
0,0 = C(d, σ)2

|W |

(σ

d

)m+ l
2 (2π)−(d−1) 1√

d

∫
Z

dµZ(y)

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2

 exp

−
∑

j

y2
j

 (E3)

= C(d, σ)
2m+ l

2

C(d, σ)
|W |

(
2σ

d

)m+ l
2

(2π)−(d−1) 1√
d

∫
Z

dµZ(y)

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2

 exp

−
∑

j

y2
j

 (E4)

= C(d, σ)
2m+ l

2
e∥δ∥2σ

(
d∏

k=1

1
k!

)
2 1

2 (d−1)dπ
1
2 − d

2

∫
Z

dµZ(y)

 ∏
1≤i<j≤d

(yi − yj)2

 exp

−
∑

j

y2
j

 , (E5)

= C(d, σ)
2m+ l

2
e∥δ∥2σ Pr

A∼GUE0
k

(∥A∥∞ ≤ ∞) (E6)

= C(d, σ)
2m+ l

2
e∥δ∥2σ. (E7)

Lemma 15.

R2
∗,0 + R2

0,∗ + R2
∗,∗ ≤ 9

8
d!

22m
R2 (E8)

for σ ≤ 2π2d
d2+d−2 and d ≥ 2.

Proof. The proof goes along the same lines as in Lemma 12, so we direct the reader there for an explanation.

Denoting

Ψ(ϕ, k, l) :=
∫

Hd−1
π

dµ(ϕ)
∣∣∣∣∣∏
α>0

α(Xϕ + Xk)
∏
α>0

α∗(Xϕ + Xl)
∣∣∣∣∣ exp

(
− 1

4σ

(
∥Xϕ + Xk∥2 + ∥Xϕ + Xl∥2

))
(E9)

we have
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R2
∗,∗ = C(d, σ)2

|W |
∑
k ̸=0

∑
l ̸=0

Ψ(ϕ, k, l) (E10)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
l=1

|Sk,d−1||Sl,d−1|(2π)2m(1 + dk)m(1 + dl)m exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
((2k − 1)2 + (2l − 1)2)

)
(E11)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
· 24(d−2)+2(2π)2m

( ∞∑
k=1

kd−2(1 + dk)m exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
(2k − 1)2

))2

(E12)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1)(2π)2m

 ∞∑
u=1,u odd

(1 + u)d−2
(

1 + d

2(u + 1)
)m

exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
)2

(E13)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1)(2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m
 ∞∑

u=1,u odd
(1 + u)d−2

(
1 + d

d + 2u

)m

exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
)2

(E14)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−2)

 ∞∑
u=1,u odd

um+d−2 exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
)2

(E15)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−2)
(

e− dπ2
2σ + 1

2

∫ ∞

1
um+d−2 exp

(
−dπ2

2σ
u2
)

du

)2

(E16)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−2)

(
e− dπ2

2σ + 1
22( dπ2

2σ ) m+d−1
2

Γ
(

m + d − 1
2 ,

dπ2

2σ

))2

(E17)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−2)
(

1 + 1
4(A(d, σ) + 1)

)2
e− dπ2

σ (E18)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−1)e− dπ2
σ , (E19)

where A(d, σ) is defined by (D35). Similarly,
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R2
∗,0 = C(d, σ)2

|W |
∑
k ̸=0

Ψ(ϕ, k, 0) (E20)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |

∞∑
k=1

|Sk,d−1|(2π)2m(1 + dk)m exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
((2k − 1)2 + 1)

)
(E21)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
· 22(d−2)+1(2π)2me− dπ2

2σ

( ∞∑
k=1

kd−2(1 + dk)m exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
(2k − 1)2

))
(E22)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
2d−1(2π)2me− dπ2

2σ

 ∞∑
u=1,u odd

(1 + u)d−2
(

1 + d

2(u + 1)
)m

exp
(

−dπ2

2σ
u2
) (E23)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
2d−1(2π)2me− dπ2

2σ

(
1 + d

2

)m
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u=1,u odd
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−dπ2
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≤ C(d, σ)2
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(
1 + d

2

)m
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u=1,u odd

um+d−2 exp
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−dπ2

2σ
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) (E25)

≤ C(d, σ)2
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(
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)m
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(

e− dπ2
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1
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−dπ2

2σ
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)
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)
(E26)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)2me− dπ2
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(
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2σ

))
(E27)

= C(d, σ)2

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−2
(

1 + 1
4(A(d, σ) + 1)

)
e− dπ2

σ (E28)

≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
2d−1 · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)m

2m+d−1e− dπ2
σ (E29)

and R2
0,∗ = R2

0,∗. Thus, for d ≥ 2 we have

R2
∗,0 + R2

0,∗ + R2
∗,∗ ≤ C(d, σ)2

|W |
22(d−1) · (2π)2m

(
1 + d

2

)2m

22(m+d−1)e− dπ2
σ

(
1 + 2

2d−1
(
1 + d

2
)m 2m+d−1

)
(E30)

= d!
22m

R2
(

1 + 2
2d−1

(
1 + d

2
)m 2m+d−1

)
(E31)

≤ 9
8

d!
22m

R2
. (E32)

Lemma 16 (Bound on the L2-norm of the (trimmed) heat kernel).

||H(t)
P (·, σ)||2 ≤ dI0,0 + d

√
d!

2m−1 ηI0 (E33)

for σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) , d ≥ 2 and any η ≥ 1∏d

k=1
k!

.

Proof. It is easy to see that ∥HP (·, σ)∥2 ≤ |Γ| · ||HS(·, σ)||2. Thus, from Lemmas 14 and 15

∥HP (·, σ)∥2 ≤ d

√
I2

0,0 + 9
8

d!
22m

R2 ≤ dI0,0 + 3
√

2
4 d

√
d!

2m
R. (E34)

Since the terms in (111) are non-negative, it is clear that (E34) can be applied to trimmed heat kernels. The result
follows from bounding 3

√
2

4 ≤ 2 and the application of Lemma 13.
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Corollary 1.

||H(t)
P (·, σ)||2 ≤ c

(
d

σ

) d2−1
4

(E35)

for σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) and d ≥ 2, where c is some positive group constant. For example, one can take c = 8 for d ≥ 2 and

c = 1 for d ≥ 12.

Proof. Using the proof of Lemma 16

∥HP (·, σ)∥2 ≤ d
3

16 d2+1
√

d!2− d2
8 + d

4 π
d−1

4 e
d2−1

24 σσ− d2−1
4 + 3

√
2

4 d

√
d!

2m

1∏d
k=1 k!

e
d2−1

24 σ (E36)

≤ d
3

16 d2+1
√

d!2− d2
8 + d

4 π
d−1

4 e
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24 σσ− d2−1
4 + 3

√
2

4 d

√
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(
d

4

)−d2/8
e

d2−1
24 σ (E37)

= d

√
d!

2m

(
d

4

)−d2/8
e

d2−1
24 σ

(
3
√

2
4 + d

5
16 d2

2d2/8−d/4π
d−1

4 σ− d2−1
4

)
(E38)

≤ d
3

16 d2+1
√

d!2− d2
8 + d

4 +1π
d−1

4 e
d2−1

24
1

dlog(d) σ− d2−1
4 (E39)

for σ ≤ 1
dlog(d) . The logarithm of the sigma-independent terms can be upper bounded by 1

4 (d2 − 1)log(d) for d ≥ 8.
For d ≥ 2, it can be upper bounded by 1

4 (d2 − 1)log(d) + log(19).
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A. Megrant, X. Mi, K. Michielsen, M. Mohseni, J. Mutus, O. Naaman, M. Neeley, C. Neill, M. Y. Niu, E. Ostby,
A. Petukhov, J. C. Platt, C. Quintana, E. G. Rieffel, P. Roushan, N. C. Rubin, D. Sank, K. J. Satzinger, V. Smelyanskiy,
K. J. Sung, M. D. Trevithick, A. Vainsencher, B. Villalonga, T. White, Z. J. Yao, P. Yeh, A. Zalcman, H. Neven, and
J. M. Martinis, Quantum supremacy using a programmable superconducting processor, Nature 574, 505–510 (2019).

[24] D. Hangleiter, J. Bermejo-Vega, M. Schwarz, and J. Eisert, Anticoncentration theorems for schemes showing a quantum
speedup, Quantum 2, 65 (2018).

[25] M. Yoganathan, R. Jozsa, and S. Strelchuk, Quantum advantage of unitary clifford circuits with magic state inputs,
Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 475, 20180427 (2019).

[26] G. Kuperberg, Breaking the cubic barrier in the solovay-kitaev algorithm (2023), arXiv:2306.13158 [quant-ph].
[27] O. S lowik, P. Dulian, and A. Sawicki, Quantum circuit overhead, in preparation (TBA).
[28] M. Oszmaniec, A. Sawicki, and M. Horodecki, Epsilon-nets, unitary designs, and random quantum circuits, IEEE

Transactions on Information Theory 68, 989 (2022).
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