arXiv:2003.05524v3 [quant-ph] 14 Aug 2024

Restrictions on realizable unitary operations imposed by symmetry and locality

Iman Marvian'

'Departments of Physics & Electrical and Computer Engineering,
Duke University, Durham, North Carolina 27708, USA

According to a fundamental result in quantum computing, any unitary transformation on a composite system
can be generated using so-called 2-local unitaries that act only on two subsystems. Beyond its importance in
quantum computing, this result can also be regarded as a statement about the dynamics of systems with local
Hamiltonians: although locality puts various constraints on the short-term dynamics, it does not restrict the
possible unitary evolutions that a composite system with a general local Hamiltonian can experience after a
sufficiently long time. Here we show that this universality does not remain valid in the presence of conservation
laws and global continuous symmetries such as U(1) and SU(2). In particular, we show that generic symmetric
unitaries cannot be implemented, even approximately, using local symmetric unitaries. Based on this no-go
theorem, we propose a method for experimentally probing the locality of interactions in nature. In the context
of quantum thermodynamics our results mean that generic energy-conserving unitary transformations on a com-
posite system cannot be realized solely by combining local energy-conserving unitaries on the components. We

show how this can be circumvented via catalysis.

Locality and symmetry are fundamental and ubiquitous
properties of physical systems and their interplay leads to di-
verse emergent phenomena, such as spontaneous symmetry
breaking. They also put various constraints on both equilib-
rium and dynamical properties of physical systems. For in-
stance, symmetry implies conservation laws, as highlighted
by the Noether’s theorem [1} [2], and locality of interactions
implies finite speed of propagation of information, as high-
lighted by the Lieb-Robinson bound [3]]. Nevertheless, in spite
of the restrictions imposed by locality on the short-term dy-
namics, it turns out that after a sufficiently long time and in
the absence of symmetries, a composite system with a general
local (time-dependent) Hamiltonian can experience any arbi-
trary unitary time evolution. This is related to a fundamental
result in quantum computing: any unitary transformation on a
composite system can be generated by a sequence of 2-local
unitary transformations, i.e., those that couple, at most, two
subsystems [4H6]].

In this Letter, we study this phenomenon in the presence
of conservation laws and global symmetries. In particular,
we ask whether this universality remains valid in the pres-
ence of symmetries, or whether locality puts additional con-
straints on the possible unitary evolutions of a composite sys-
tem. Clearly, if all the local unitaries obey a certain symmetry,
then the overall unitary evolution also obeys the same symme-
try. The question is if all symmetric unitaries on a composite
system can be generated using local symmetric unitaries on
the system. Surprisingly, it turns out that the answer is nega-
tive in the case of continuous symmetries, such as SU(2) and
U(1). In fact, we show that generic symmetric unitaries can-
not be implemented, even approximately, using local symmet-
ric unitaries. Furthermore, the difference between the dimen-
sions of the manifold of all symmetric unitaries and the sub-
manifold of unitaries generated by k-local symmetric unitaries
with a fixed k, constantly increases with the system size.

This result implies that, in the presence of locality, symme-
tries of Hamiltonian impose extra constraints on the time evo-
lution of the system, which are not captured by the Noether’s
theorem. We show how the violation of these constraints can
be observed experimentally and, in fact, can be used as a

new method for probing the locality of interactions in nature.
These additional constraints can also have interesting impli-
cations in the context of quantum chaos and thermalization of
many-body systems [7]. We also explain how in the case of
U(1) symmetry, the no-go theorem can be circumvented using
ancillary qubits and discuss the implications of these results
in the contexts of the resource theory of quantum thermody-
namics [8H15]], quantum reference frames [16] and quantum
circuit synthesis.

I. PRELIMINARIES
A. Local Symmetric Quantum Circuits (LSQC)

Consider an arbitrary composite system formed from lo-
cal subsystems or sifes (e.g., qubits or spins). In this paper
we focus on systems with finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.
An operator is called k-local if it acts non-trivially on the
Hilbert spaces of, at most, k sites. Consider a symmetry de-
scribed by a general group GG. To simplify the following dis-
cussion, unless otherwise stated, we assume all sites in the
system have identical Hilbert spaces and carry the same uni-
tary representation of group G (In Supplementary Note 1 we
consider a more general case). In particular, on a system with
n sites, assume each group element g € G is represented by
the unitary U(g) = u(g)®™. An operator A acting on the
total system is called G-invariant, or symmetric, if satisfies
U(g)AUT(g) = A, for any group element g € G. The set of
symmetric unitaries itself forms a group, denoted by

VO={V:VVI=1,[V,U(9)] =0,Yge G}, (1)

where [ is the identity operator.

As an example, we consider a system with n qubits
and the U(1) symmetry corresponding to global rotations
around the z axis. Then, an operator A is symmetric if
(e7102)®n A(e192)2n = A, for § € [0, 27), or, equivalently,
if it commutes with Z;‘L:1 Z;, where X;,Y};, Z; denote Pauli
operators on qubit j tensor product with the identity operators
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FIG. 1. Local Symmetric Quantum Circuits. A quantum circuit
with 2-local unitaries on 6 subsystems (e.g., qubits). A Local Sym-
metric Quantum Circuit (LSQC) only contains local unitaries that
respect a certain symmetry. For instance, they are all invariant under
rotations around z axis. Such circuits can model the time evolution of
systems with local symmetric Hamiltonians. Conversely, any LSQC
corresponds to the time evolution generated by a local symmetric
(time-dependent) Hamiltonian. Therefore, by studying LSQC, we
can also characterize general features of time evolution under local
symmetric Hamiltonians.

on the rest of qubits. Depending on the context, this symme-
try can have different physical interpretations. For instance,
if each qubit has Hamiltonian %Z , then A—QE 2?21 Z; is the
total Hamiltonian of the system. Then, unitaries that satisfy
this symmetry are the energy-conserving unitaries.

We define V,? to be the set of all unitary transformations
that can be implemented with Local Symmetric Quantum Cir-
cuits (LSQC) with k-local unitaries (See Fig. More for-
mally, V,f is the set of unitaries V' = H:l1 V;, generated by
composing symmetric k-local unitaries V; : ¢ = 1---m, for
a finite m. It can be easily seen that V,? is a subgroup of
VY = V& the group of all symmetric unitaries. More gener-
ally, for k < 1 < n, we have V¢ C V¢ C V. We are inter-
ested in characterizing each subgroup V,f and, in particular,
to determine if there exists k£ < n, such that k-local symmet-
ric unitaries become universal, that is V& = V§ = V9. As
we discussed before, in the absence of symmetries, i.e., when
G is the trivial group, this holds for £ = 2. To study these
questions we use the Lie algebraic methods of quantum con-
trol theory [18]), which have also been previously used to
study the universality of 2-local gates in the absence of sym-
metries [4] 5], [19-24]).

It is worth noting that for composite systems with a given
geometry, one can consider the stronger constraint of geomet-
ric locality in the above definitions: the k-local symmetric
unitaries should act on local neighborhoods, e.g., only on k
nearest-neighbor sites. However, provided that the sites lie on
a connected graph, e.g., on a connected 1D chain, adding this
additional constraint does not change the generated group V,f .
This is true because the swap unitary that exchanges the states
of two nearest-neighbor sites is 2-local and respects the sym-
metry, for all symmetry groups. If the graph is connected, by
combining these 2-local permutations on pairs of neighboring
sites, we can generate all permutations and hence change the
order of sites arbitrarily. Therefore, any k-local symmetric

unitary can be realized by a sequence of k-local symmetric
unitaries on k nearest-neighbor sites.

B. Time evolution under local symmetric Hamiltonians

Next, we consider a slightly different formulation of this
problem in terms of the notion of local symmetric Hamilto-
nians. A generic local Hamiltonian H (t) acts non-trivially
on all subsystems in the system, but, it has a decomposition
as H(t) = 3, h;(t), where each term h;(t) is k-local for a
fixed k, which is often much smaller than the total number of
subsystems in the system. The unitary evolution generated by
this Hamiltonian is determined by the Schrodinger equation

dv (t)

= —iHOV(t) = —i [ijhj(t)} Vi), @
with the initial condition V(0) = I. Suppose, in addition
to the above locality constraint, the Hamiltonian H (¢) also
respects the symmetry described by the group G, such that
[U(g),H(t)] = 0,forall g € G, and all t > 0. Then, it can
be shown that the family of unitaries {V'(¢) : ¢ > 0} gener-
ated by any such Hamiltonian belongs to V,f , 1.e., the group
of symmetric unitaries that can be implemented by k-local
symmetric unitaries (See Supplementary Note 1). Conversely,
any unitary in this group is generated by a Hamiltonian H ()
satisfying the above locality and symmetry constraints (any
quantum circuit can be thought of as the time evolution gen-
erated by a time-dependent local Hamiltonian). Therefore, by
characterizing VkG and studying its relation with the group of
all symmetric unitaries V& we can also unveil possible con-
straints on the time evolution under local symmetric Hamil-
tonians, which are not captured by the standard conservation
laws imposed by the Noether’s theorem.

II. MAIN RESULTS

A. A no-go theorem: Non-universality of local unitaries in the
presence of symmetries

We show that in the case of continuous symmetries such as
U(1) and SU(2), most symmetric unitaries cannot be imple-
mented, even approximately, using local symmetric unitaries:
First, as we prove in Supplementary Note 1, for any group
G, the set of symmetric unitaries V¢ = V< and its subgroup
V,? generated by k-local symmetric unitaries, are both con-
nected compact Lie groups, and hence closed manifolds (See
Fig. This means that if a unitary V' is not in V& | then there
is a neighborhood of symmetric unitaries around V', none of
which can be implemented using k-local symmetric unitaries.
On the other hand, if V' belongs to V,? , then it can be imple-
mented with a uniformly finite number of such unitaries, that
is upper bounded by a fixed number independent of V' [17]].

Secondly, we prove that for any finite or compact Lie group
G, the difference between the dimensions of the manifolds



FIG. 2. The schematic relation between the group of all sym-
metric unitaries (the torus) and the subgroup generated by Lo-
cal Symmetric Quantum Circuits (the blue curve). They are both
compact connected Lie groups and hence closed manifolds. Uni-
tary evolution under any local symmetric Hamiltonian is restricted to
the submanifold corresponding to LSQC. In other words, adding a
perturbation to the Hamiltonian can bring the evolution outside this
submanifold, only if it is non-local or symmetry-breaking. In the ex-
ample of U(1) symmetry, we discuss a more explicit interpretation of
this schematic figure.

associated to all symmetric unitaries V¢ = V& and its sub-
manifold V,f is lower bounded by

dim(VG) — dim(V,f) > |Irreps; (n)| — |Irreps (k)| ,  (3)

where for any integer [, |Irreps(1)] is the number of inequiv-
alent irreducible representations (irreps) of group G, appear-
ing in the representation {u(g)®! : g € G}, i.e., in the ac-
tion of symmetry on [ subsystems. We conclude that, unless
[Irreps (n)| = |Trrepsg(k)|, there is a family of symmetric
unitaries on n subsystems that cannot be implemented with
k-local symmetric unitaries. In the case of continuous sym-
metries such as U(1) and SU(2), |Irreps (n)| grows unbound-
edly with n. This means that there is no fixed integer &, such
that k-local symmetric unitaries become universal for all sys-
tem size n. This is in a sharp contrast with the universality
of 2-local unitaries in the absence of symmetries. In Meth-
ods we provide a simple proof of the non-universality of local
unitaries in the case of continuous symmetries using a tech-
nique called charge vectors. In Supplementary Note 2 we
prove Eq.(BI) and present a more refined version of this in-
equality in the case of connected Lie groups, such as U(1) and
SU(2), as well as an extension of the no-go theorem to the
case where the subsystems can have different representations
of the symmetry. We also discuss more about the nature of
the constraints imposed by locality that lead to the bound in
Eq.(BI) (Namely, we argue that certain elements of the cen-
ter of the Lie algebra of symmetric Hamiltonians cannot be
generated using local symmetric Hamiltonians).

B. Example: U(1) symmetry for systems of qubits

Recall the example of the U(1) symmetry for a system of
n qubits. In this case, the representation of symmetry on n
sites is (€192)®" = exp(if[nl — 2N]) for 0 € [0, 27), where
N = >,(I — Z;)/2 determines the total charge (or, excita-

tions) in the system. It follows that the irreps of U(1) can be
labeled by distinct eigenvalues of N, which take integer values
m = 0,---,n. Then, Eq.(BI) implies that for a system with
n qubits the difference between the dimensions of the mani-
fold of all symmetric unitaries and those generated by k-local
symmetric unitaries is, at least, n — k. Remarkably, it turns
out that in this case this bound holds as equality. In Methods
we present a full characterization of Hamiltonians that can be
generated using k-local U(1)-invariant Hamiltonians. This re-
sult, for instance, implies that even if one can implement all
U(1)-invariant unitaries that act on n — 1 qubits, still the uni-
tary exp(i¢Z®™) cannot be implemented for generic values
of ¢.

It is useful to express the constraints imposed by the lo-
cality of interactions in terms of experimentally observable
quantities. Consider a general U(1)-invariant unitary V' on
n qubits. For instance, V' can be the unitary generated by
U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian H (t), from time ¢ = 0 to T" un-
der the Schrodinger equation. Any such unitary has a decom-
position as V' = @;:0 Vi, where V,,, is the component of
V' in the charge sector m, i.e., the eigen-subspace of opera-
tor N = 3 (I — Z;)/2 with eigenvalue m. For any integer
l=0,---,n, define the I-body phase ®; € (—m, 7] of V as

n T
b= cm)n = —/ dt " Te(H(H)ZP) : mod 2,
0 biw(b)=t
“)
where 0, = arg(det(V},,)) € (—m, 7] is the phase of the deter-
minant of V,,, ¢;(m) = Y7 (=1)*("") (,-7) is an integer
coefficient, and we use the convention that for integers a and
b, the binomial coefficient (‘;) = 0if b > a. In the second
equality the summation is over all bit strings b = b ---b,, €
{0, 1}™ with Hamming weight w(b) = >~7_, b; equal to ,
and we have defined ZP = Zfl -+ Z" . Note that this equal-
ity is satisfied for any U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian H (¢) that
realizes unitary V. Using this equality, for instance, we can
see that for unitary V = exp(i¢ZP), all [-body phases vanish,
except for [ = w(b), where ®,,) = 2"¢: mod 27. In Sup-
plementary Note 3 we prove Eq. and present coefficients
¢i(m) for a system with n = 5 qubits.

The notion of [-body phases provides a useful characteri-
zation of the constraints imposed by the locality of interac-
tions. In Supplementary Note 3 we show that: (i) for [ > 1,
the I-body phases {®;} of a U(1)-invariant unitary time evo-
lution can be measured experimentally. On the other hand,
the phases {6,,} are not physically observable, because they
transform non-trivially under the global phase transformation
V — V. Similarly, &y = ), 0, = arg(det(V)) is
not observable. (ii) If a unitary is realizable by k-local U(1)-
invariant unitaries, then its /-body phases are zero for [ > k,
which can be seen using the second equality in Eq.(D7). This,
for instance, implies that unless ¢ is an integer multiple of
7/2"~ L, unitary exp(i$ZP) cannot be implemented using
k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries with k& < w(b). (iii) Con-
versely, for a general U(1)-invariant unitary V/, if all [-body
phases vanish for [ > k, then V is realizable using k-local
U(1)-invariant unitaries, up to a unitary in a fixed finite sub-
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FIG. 3. A scheme for local symmetric process tomography and
measurement of /-body phases. The no-go theorem found in this
paper has an immediate useful implication: it gives a new method
for detecting the locality of the underlying interactions that govern a
charge-conserving unitary process. Specifically, by measuring the -
body phase of the unitary, as defined in Eq.(D7), we can detect I-body
interactions. This figure presents a schematic experimental setup that
fully characterizes an unknown U(1)-invariant unitary and its /-body
phases, using initial states, single-qubit measurements and 2-local
unitaries, which all respect the symmetry. In this example, the red
box corresponds to an unknown 3-qubit charge-conserving unitary
V. The goal is to measure the 3-body phase ®3 € (—, w]. Observ-
ing ®3 # 0 indicates the presence of the 3-body interaction Z®3, At
the input of V' all the qubits are prepared in unentangled symmetric
states |z) with z = 0, 1, except one of them, which is entangled with
an ancillary qubit, in the joint state (|01) +|10))/+/2. This ancillary
qubit plays the role of an internal quantum reference frame [16] and
allows us to probe the relative phases between sectors with different
charges through an interference experiment. After the unknown uni-
tary V, we apply the single-qubit unitary exp(iZ) on the ancillary
qubit, then interact it with one of the three qubits in the system via
2-local unitary exp(i =), where R = (XX + YY) /2, and finally
measure all qubits in {|0), |1)} basis. As we discuss further in Sup-
plementary Note 5, using this scheme we can fully characterize the
unknown unitary V', up to a global phase and, in particular, deter-
mine the 3-body phase ®3.

group of U(1)-invariant unitaries. Finally, it is worth mention-
ing that from a geometrical point of view, the transformation
{6:,} — {®;} in Eq.(D7) describes a change of the coor-
dinate system on the (n + 1)-torus corresponding to phases
0., = arg(det(V,,,)), for charges m = 0, - - - , n. For instance,
when the system evolves under the Hamiltonian H = ~+Z,
its trajectory on this torus is a helix, described by equation
(t) = —2"yt X 8} 4 ()» Where ¢ denotes the Kronecker delta
(See Fig[2).

In Sec[ITF, we discuss an application of this framework for
synthesizing phase-insensitive quantum circuits. But, first we
start with a rather surprising implication of these ideas.

C. Application: Probing the locality of interactions in nature

Our no-go theorem leads us to a new method for exper-
imentally probing the locality of interactions: According to
this theorem, in the presence of symmetries, interactions that
couple more subsystems can imprint certain observable ef-
fects on the time evolution of the system that cannot be re-
produced by those that act on smaller number of subsystems.
Therefore, by probing these effects, we can directly obtain

information about the locality of the underlying interactions
that govern the process. This is analogous to the fact that
in the presence of symmetries we can detect a hypothetical
symmetry-breaking interaction, just by observing the viola-
tion of Noether’s conservation law for the input and output of
the process, without knowing the details of the underlying in-
teractions (In our case, the hypothetical term is not symmetry-
breaking; rather it couples multiple subsystems together).

As a simple example, consider a system of n qubits evolv-
ing for the total time 7" under an unknown Hamiltonian H ()
that preserves » ; Z;j- To have a concrete example, one can
assume H (t) models the interactions in a complex scattering
process with n particles, and states {|0), |1)} of each qubit
corresponds to an internal degree of freedom of a particle,
e.g., its electric charge, whose total value remains conserved
in the process. Suppose we want to characterize the locality
of interactions that govern this process. For instance, we start
with the hypothesis that H(t) = Hy(t) + v(t)Z®", where
Hy only contains k-local terms with k& < n and vZ®" corre-
sponds to a hypothetical n-body interaction, e.g., a correction
to the Coulomb law. The goal is to test the hypothesis that
the n-body term vZ®™ is zero, by probing the output of this
process for different input states. Note that in the absence
of symmetries, unless there are further assumptions about the
form of Hy, it is impossible to obtain information about the
strength of ~: the universality of 2-local unitaries means that
even if v = 0, the Hamiltonian H, with 2-local interactions
can generate any arbitrary unitary transformation. Therefore,
by probing the outputs of this process for different inputs, we
cannot distinguish the cases of v = 0 and v # 0.

While this is impossible in the absence of symmetries, our
result reveals that symmetries allow us to directly probe the
locality of interactions that govern a process, just by observing
the inputs and outputs of the process. This can be achieved
systematically by measuring the [-body phases of the unitary
process for [ > 1. For instance, in the above example, by
measuring the n-body phase ®,, € (—, 7] of the unitary V'
that describes the overall process, we obtain a lower bound
ON Ymax = Maxyejo,7] [Y(t)], that determines the maximum
strength of the n-body interaction; namely,

(&)

where we have applied the second equality in Eq.(D7).
Note that according to the first equality in Eq.(D7), ®,, =
o _o(=1)"0,, (mod 2m).

How can we measure [-body phases of a unitary? More
generally, is it possible to characterize a U(1)-invariant unitary
transformation and perform process tomography [25], using
only local symmetric operations? We find that, despite our no-
go theorem on realizable unitaries, the answer is affirmative.
A general U(1)-invariant unitary can be fully characterized, up
to a global phase, using symmetric initial states, symmetric
single-qubit measurements, and 2-local symmetric unitaries,
provided that one can use a single ancillary qubit, which is ini-
tially entangled with one of the qubits in the system. In partic-
ular, the scheme presented in Fig[3]does not require preparing



) 10)

a. o~ b

N

©®

XX +YY

© RS X )

FIG. 4. Circumventing the no-go theorem with ancillary qubits.
Our no-go theorem implies that the family of unitaries generated
by the n-qubit Hamiltonian Z®™ cannot be implemented using lo-
cal U(1)-invariant unitaries, even if they act on n — 1 qubits. In
this figure, we describe a scheme for circumventing this no-go re-
sult, using two ancillary qubits. This scheme uses interaction R =
(XX + YY)/2 between nearest-neighbor qubits on a closed loop.
The two ancillary qubits, denoted by a and b are initially prepared in
states |1) and |0), respectively. First, we show that it is possible to re-
alize the Hamiltonian K = Z®" ® R, » without any direct interaction
between the ancillary qubits. This only requires coupling qubit a to
qubit 5 = 1 in the chain, coupling between nearest-neighbor qubits
in the chain, and coupling between qubit j = n and ancilla b. This
Hamiltonian describes the process in which a charge is transported
through the chain from one ancillary qubit to the other and obtains a
phase depending on the parity of the total charge in the system. As
we explain in Supplementary Note 6, this has an intuitive interpreta-
tion in the fermionic description of this system, obtained by applying
the Jordan-Wigner transform. After evolving the entire system for a
short time interval §¢ under Hamiltonian K, we obtain the joint state
[4)[1)a]0)o — 6t ZE™[2h)|0)a] 1) + O(5t?), where |4)) is the ini-
tial state of n qubits. Next, we directly couple a to b and close the
loop, using the 2-local unitary exp (imRa5/4) exp (imZy /4) that al-
lows the charge to move back and forth between the ancillary qubits,
without going through the chain. Finally, we measure one of the an-
cillary qubits in {|0),|1)} basis. This determines the final location
of the charge initially located in qubit a. The final state of n qubits
is exp(£i6tZ®™) 1) + O(6t?), where the sign depends on whether
the final location of charge is qubit a or b. Therefore, this process
stochastically implements the Hamiltonian +Z®™. In principle, by
choosing infinitesimal time step J¢ and repeating this scheme many
times, we can implement the desired unitary exp(i¢pZ®™) for ar-
bitrary angle ¢, with an error approaching zero and probability of
success approaching one. We show that a slightly more complicated
version of this scheme can be realized deterministically.

superpositions of states with different charges, which might
be impractical due to the superselection rules (See Supple-
mentary Note 5 for further discussion).

D. Circumventing the no-go theorem with ancillary systems

Interestingly, it turns out that in the case of U(1) symme-
try our no-go theorem can be circumvented, provided that one
is allowed to interact with an ancillary qubit: for any n-qubit
U(1)-invariant unitary V, there exists (n + 1)-qubit unitary V'
that can be implemented using 2-local U(1)-invariant Hamil-
tonians X X + Y'Y and local Z, and satisfies

V(|9) ©10)0) = (V]1) @ |0)a ©6)

for all n-qubit states |+). This means that, while by applying
local symmetric unitaries the ancillary qubit becomes entan-
gled with the qubits in the system, at the end of the process it
returns back to its initial state |0), whereas the state of system
transforms as the desired unitary V.

FigH] demonstrates a variant of this result that requires 2
ancillary qubits. In this example the goal is to implement the
unitaries generated by Hamiltonian Z®". Roughly speaking,
in this scheme a charge is transported through a closed loop
that starts from an ancillary qubit, goes through the entire sys-
tem and finally returns back to the ancilla. As a result, the
joint state obtains a phase depending on the parity of the to-
tal charge in the system, which corresponds to the observable
Z®", The overall effect is equivalent to applying the desired
Hamiltonian Z®™ on the system. Here, the ancillary qubits
can be interpreted as an internal quantum reference frame
[[L6], relative to which the phase-shift generated by observable
Z®™ is measured in a coherent fashion. As we further explain
in Supplementary Note 6, this process has also a nice inter-
pretation in the fermionic description of the system, obtained
by applying the Jordan-Wigner transform [26-28]].

E. Application: Quantum thermodynamics with local
interactions

Our surprising no-go theorem has also interesting implica-
tions in the context of quantum thermodynamics and, specif-
ically, the operational approach to thermodynamics, which is
often called the resource theory of quantum thermodynam-
ics [8H15]. A fundamental assumption in this framework is
that all energy-conserving unitaries, i.e., those commuting
with the intrinsic Hamiltonian of the system, are free, that
is, they can be implemented with negligible thermodynamic
costs. This is assumed even for composite systems with arbi-
trarily large number of subsystems. However, our result im-
plies that general energy-conserving unitaries on a compos-
ite system cannot be implemented by applying local energy-
conserving unitaries on the subsystems. In fact, even by com-
posing energy-conserving unitaries that act on n — 1 subsys-
tems, one still cannot generate all energy-conserving unitaries
on n subsystems. Note that energy-conserving unitaries are
those that are invariant under the time-translation symmetry
{e~Hot : ¢ € R} generated by the intrinsic Hamiltonian Hy;
a continuous symmetry, which is isomorphic to the group U(1)
in the case of periodic systems.

Therefore, this no-go theorem suggests that there might be
some hidden thermodynamic costs for implementing general
energy-conserving unitaries, using local energy-conserving
unitaries and, in principle, this additional cost can increase
with the system size. The following theorem addresses
this concern (See Supplementary Note 7 for a more precise
statement).

Theorem: Consider a finite set of closed systems with
the property that for each system the gap between any
consecutive pairs of energy levels is AE. Then, any global
energy-conserving unitary transformation on these systems



can be implemented by a finite sequence of 2-local energy-
conserving unitaries, provided that the systems can interact
with a single ancillary qubit with the energy gap AE between
its two levels.

To establish this result, we introduce a generalization of the
scheme introduced in the previous section for qubit systems
with U(1) symmetry. We conclude that the assumption of
the resource theory of quantum thermodynamics [8-H14]] that
all energy-conserving unitaries (and, hence all thermal oper-
ations) are free, is consistent with the locality of interactions,
provided that one allows the use of ancillary systems. In the
context of quantum thermodynamics such systems can be in-
terpreted as catalysts [15} 29]]. It is worth mentioning that the
assumption in this theorem on the energy gap AFE between
consecutive levels can be relaxed, provided that one can use
larger catalysts with more energy levels.

F. Application: Synthesizing noise-resilient quantum circuits

Another motivation to study local symmetric quantum cir-
cuits comes from the field of quantum computing and, specif-
ically, the desire to design fault-tolerant quantum circuits.
In both prominent implementations of quantum computers,
namely superconducting and trapped-ion computers, the in-
stability of the master clock that determines the timing of the
control pulses is a major source of noise [30} 31]. Each qubit
in these systems has a non-zero intrinsic Hamiltonian, which
corresponds to an energy difference between states |0) and
|1). Hence, the state of qubit is constantly evolving in time.
Ideally, using a stable clock one can keep track of this in-
trinsic time evolution. In other words, one can assume quan-
tum computation is performed in a co-rotating frame, where
there is no energy difference between |0) and |1). In prac-
tice, however, due to the instabilities of the clock, this intrin-
sic time evolution of qubits causes error and destroys coher-
ence between states with different energies. For instance, if
there is a random time delay ¢ in applying the control pulses
that implement a desired unitary transformation V/, then the
actual implemented unitary in the co-rotating frame will be
exp(i0tHo)V exp(—idtHy), where Hy = —AE ) . Z;/2 is
the total intrinsic Hamiltonian of the qubits. In principle, this
effect can be suppressed by restricting the state of qubits to an
energy eigen-subspace, which is a decoherence-free subspace
[23} 24) 132]. But, this amounts to sacrificing a fraction of
physical qubits. Given the limited number of available qubits
on near-term quantum computers, it is crucial to explore other
complementary techniques.

One approach for suppressing this type of noise is to min-
imize the use of non-energy-conserving unitaries in the cir-
cuit. That is the circuit should be mostly formed from local
energy-conserving unitaries. This includes energy-conserving
elementary gates, such as single-qubit rotations around z, as
well as energy-conserving multi-qubit modules, which may
contain non-energy-conserving elementary gates. As long as
the entire module can be executed in a sufficiently short time
during which the clock fluctuations are negligible, then the

energy conservation of the module guarantees its resilience
against this type of noise. For example, while the stan-
dard Mglmer-Sgrensen gate [33] exp(i#X X) on trapped-ion
quantum computers, is not energy-conserving and hence is
sensitive to these fluctuations, when it is sandwiched be-
tween Hadamards on both qubits, it transforms to exp(i0Z Z),
which is energy-conserving. Similarly, by combining two
Mglmer-Sgrensen gates with single-qubit phase gates, we ob-
tain exp(i0(X X + Y'Y')), which is again energy-conserving.

The tools and ideas introduced in this paper provide a foun-
dation for the systematic synthesis of quantum circuits that
are resilient against this type of noise. To minimize the num-
ber of non-energy-conserving unitaries, the first step is to de-
termine which unitaries can be efficiently realized using lo-
cal energy-conserving modules. As an example, consider the
family of unitaries generated by the multi-qubit swap Hamil-
tonian: Suppose a system with 27 qubits is partitioned to two
subsystems A and B, each with r qubits. Let Sxp be the multi-
qubit swap operator that exchanges the states of A and B. The
family of unitaries exp(i¢Sag) for ¢ € [0,2m) appears as
a subroutine in various quantum algorithms (See, e.g.,[34-
37]). It has also found applications in the study of quan-
tum reference frames and quantum thermodynamics 35} 38]].
The multi-qubit swap Hamiltonian Sap is not only energy-
conserving, but in fact it respects the stronger SU(2) sym-
metry, i.e., [Sap,U®?"] = 0 for all single-qubit unitaries
U. Therefore, one may expect that this family of unitaries
should be realizable using a sequence of local SU(2)-invariant
unitaries or, at least, using local energy-conserving unitaries,
which may break the SU(2) symmetry. However, our re-
sults refute this conjecture: For generic values of ¢, all the
[-body phases of the unitary exp(i¢Sap) are non-zero (e.g.,
Py, = 27¢ : mod 27), which means this unitary is not real-
izable using local energy-conserving unitaries. On the other
hand, if one is allowed to use a single ancillary qubit, then
this family is realizable using single-qubit rotations around z
together with unitaries exp(i0(XX + YY)), which, as dis-
cussed above, can be obtained from two Mglmer-Sgrensen
gates. Therefore, to implement a quantum algorithm that em-
ploys this subroutine, this part of the circuit can be realized
using only energy-conserving modules. This makes the entire
circuit more resilient against clock fluctuations.

III. DISCUSSION

Universality of local unitaries in the absence of symmetries
is a profound fact about composite quantum-mechanical
systems, with vast applications and implications in different
areas of physics. Hence, the failure of universality in the pres-
ence of symmetries can also have interesting and unexpected
implications in different areas. Here, we saw an example
of such surprising implications, namely the possibility of
probing the locality of interactions. We end with a brief
discussion about other examples of applications of these
results and the related open questions:

Quantum Reference Frames and Covariant Codes: Sym-



metric unitaries also naturally appear in the study of quantum
reference frames [16]. For instance, it is often assumed that
in the absence of a Cartesian reference frame, it is still pos-
sible to perform any unitary that respects SO(3) symmetry
group corresponding to rotations in 3D space [16]. The no-
go theorem found in this paper implies that if one takes into
account the locality of interactions, then there can be further
restrictions on the realizable unitaries. It will be interesting
to study possible implications of these additional constraints
in the context of quantum reference frames. As an example,
Ref. [39] shows that arbitrary symmetry-breaking Hamiltoni-
ans on a system can be simulated by coupling the system via
rotationally-invariant Hamiltonians to n > 1 spin-half sys-
tems aligned in x and z directions. Therefore, in the limit of
large n, this quantum reference frame fully lifts the constraint
of symmetry. It is interesting to further study the efficiency
and complexity of such schemes when the Hamiltonians are
restricted to be local.

Similar question also arises in the context of covariant error
correction, which has recently gained attention in quantum
information community (See, e.g., [40-42]). Here, the goal
is to understand the limitations and capabilities of quantum
error-correcting codes that can be realized by symmetric
operations. Then, again it is crucial to understand whether
those codes can be realized via local symmetric unitaries.

Symmetry-Protected Complexity: Another interesting open
question in this area is to understand how the notion of circuit
complexity changes under the constraint of symmetry. Recall
that the circuit complexity of a unitary transformation or a
state is the minimum number of local gates needed to imple-
ment the unitary or to prepare the state from a fixed (product)
state [43]]. For a symmetric unitary or a symmetric state, we
can define a modified notion of complexity, which can be
called Symmetry-Protected Complexity (SPC) and is defined
as the minimum number symmetric local unitaries needed to
implement a symmetric unitary or to prepare a symmetric
state. Certain aspects of this notion of complexity has been
studied in the context of SPT phases [44) 45]]. In particular,
it is known that for certain family of states the SPC grow
linearly with the number of subsystems, whereas the regular
complexity remains constant. Given the conjectured roles
of complexity in the context of holography and AdS/CFT
correspondence [46H48], it is interesting to further study the
notion of SPC and compare it with the regular complexity.

Analog Quantum Simulation: Understanding the con-
straints imposed by the locality of interactions is also
crucial in the context of analog quantum simulation, which
is one of the main applications of the near-term quantum
technology. In this approach to quantum simulation, the
degrees of freedom and the dynamics of the target system
are directly mapped to those of the simulator, which is a
well-controlled quantum system with a tunable Hamiltonian
(See e.g.,[49551]). As we saw in this work, in the presence
of symmetries, the locality of the simulator Hamiltonian
severely restrict the set of realizable Hamiltonians. It is
interesting to further explore how these restrictions limit
the power of analog quantum simulators in the presence of

symmetries, and, in particular, to investigate if they can be
efficiently circumvented.

IV. METHODS

A. Preliminaries: The Lie algebra generated by local
symmetric Hamiltonians

We start by a quick review of a standard result in quantum
control theory (See Supplementary Note 1 for more details).
Suppose one can implement the unitary time evolutions gen-
erated by Hamiltonians +A and £+ B for an arbitrary amount
of time ¢ > 0; that is one can turn on and off these Hamilto-
nians at will. Then, combining these time evolutions one can
obtain unitaries

efiB(czﬁt)efiA(clét) _ 6*i(ClA+CQB)6t + O(5t2) (7a)

¢ iABt—iBOtGiAS St _ o~IABISE | 0(53) | (Tb)

for arbitrary coefficients c1, co € R, and for sufficiently small
ot. This means that using Hamiltonians £ A and +B, one
can approximately simulate the time evolutions generated by
any Hamiltonian in the linear span of A and B as well as the
Hamiltonian i[A, B]. Furthermore, by repeating such combi-
nations of unitaries, one can obtain a larger class of unitaries.
In fact, it can be proven that using finite sequences of uni-
taries generated by Hamiltonians +A and +B, one obtains
all unitary transformations {e~** : ¢ € R} generated by any
Hermitian operator H if, and only if, H belongs to the real Lie
algebra generated by A and B, i.e., it can be written as a linear
combination of A, B, and their (nested) commutators, :[A, B,
[[A, B], A], [[A, B], B], ..., with real coefficients. As we ex-
plain more in Supplementary Note 1, this result means that
to characterize the group V,f generated by k-local symmetric
unitaries, it suffices to characterize the Lie algebra generated
by k-local symmetric skew-Hermitian operators. In particu-
lar, the dimension of this Lie algebra, as a vector space over
R, is equal to dim(V<), the dimension of the manifold asso-
ciated to V,f , which is also equal to the number of real param-
eters needed to specify a general element of V,? . Using this
relation, we establish an upper bound on dim(V,f ), which is
discussed next.

B. Charge vectors

Next, we introduce the idea of charge vectors, which is
our main tool for deriving constraints on the unitary evolu-
tions generated by local symmetric Hamiltonians. Recall that
Irreps, (n) denotes the set of inequivalent irreps of group G
that appear in the representation {U(g) = u(¢)®" : g € G}
and |Irreps;(n)| is the number of these inequivalent irreps.
Let II,, be the projector to the subspace corresponding to irrep
w € Irreps (n), also known as the isotypic component of .



For any operator A define the charge vector of A as

IXa) = Z

p€lmeps g (n)

Te(IL,A) [p) (8)

where {|u) : u € Irrepss(n)} is a set of orthonormal vec-
tors in an abstract vector space with dimension |Irreps (n)|.
A general G-invariant Hamiltonian can have any charge vec-
tor with real coefficients. In particular, for any set of real
numbers {h, € R : u € Irreps;(n)}, the Hermitian oper-

ator » j€ltreps s (n) %ﬁiu)ﬂ 18 G-invariant and has the charge
VeCLOr 3 cireps., (n) o |1)- In other words, under the linear

map A — |xa4), the image of the linear space of Hermitian
G-invariant operators has dimension |Irreps (n)]|.

On the other hand, it turns out that if the the unitary evolu-
tions generated by Hamiltonian H can be simulated by k-local
G-invariant unitaries, i.e., if V¢ € R : e~ € V' then the
charge of vector of H should satisfy certain constraints. Let
S, be the set of charge vectors for all such Hamiltonians, i.e.,

Sk={lxu): e H e VF | VteR}. )
We prove that Sy is a linear subspace (over the field R) with
dimension

dim(Sk) < |Irrepsg (k)| , (10)

and the equality holds if G is a connected Lie group, such as
U(1) and SU(2). Therefore, if |Irrepsg (k)| < |Irrepsg(n)],
then dim(S;) < |Irrepsi(n)|, which means there are G-
invariant Hamiltonians whose charge vectors do not belong
to Sg, which in turn implies they cannot be simulated using
k-local symmetric unitaries. For continuous groups, such as
U(1), |Irreps; (n)| grows unboundedly with 2 and, therefore,
universality cannot be achieved with k-local symmetric uni-
taries with a fixed k.

Below we present a simple argument that explains why the
dimension of Sy cannot grow unboundedly with the system
size. The specific bound on dim(S},) in Eq.(10) is proven in
Supplementary Note 2, using the Fourier transform of charge
vectors. Furthermore, in Supplementary Note 2 we discuss
more about charge vectors and their Lie-algebraic interpre-
tation. Briefly, charge vector |x4) of an operator A deter-
mines its component in the center of the Lie algebra of all
G-invariant Hamiltonians, i.e., the Lie algebra correspond-
ing to the Lie group V¥. Then, the subspace Sj deter-
mines which part of the center can be generated by k-local
G-invariant Hamiltonians. In particular, if dim(Sy) is less
than dim(S,,) = |Irreps(n)], then local symmetric Hamil-
tonians cannot generate certain elements of the center, which
means such Hamiltonians are not universal, and results in the
bound in Eq.(BI).

Next, we explain why dim(Sy) can not grow unbound-
edly with n. To determine S;, we use the fact that if
e”t ¢ VY for all t € R, then H should be in the
Lie algebra generated by k-local G-invariant operators, ie.,
H =3, c;A;j+ 32 4 Cigs 1A, Aj] + -+, where A;
are Hermltlan k-local é invariant operators and coefﬁ01ents

Cj,Cj jar -~ are real numbers. It can be shown that the
commutators appearing in this expansion, do not contribute
in the charge vector of H, i.e., ) = >_,¢ilx;), where
Ix;) = ZHGIHEPSG(”) Tr(IT,A;) |p) is the charge vector of
A;. To see this note that for any irrep p € Irrepsg(n),
Tr([Aj,, A;,]11,) = Tr(Aj,[A4;,,11,]) = 0, where the first
equality follows from the cychc property of trace and the
second equality follows from the assumption that A;, is G-
invariant, and therefore commutes with II,,. It follows that
the commutator [A;,, A;,] and other nested commutators do
not contribute in |xg). This implies that Sy is spanned by
the charge vectors of k-local G-invariant Hermitian operators,
i.e., Sy is equal to

: A= AT, Ais k-local, [A,U(g)] =0: Vg € G} .
(11D

SPanR{ IxA)

Next, note that for any k-local operator A, by applying
a properly chosen permutation operator S which changes
the order of sites, we can obtain an operator in the form
SAST = A ® I with the property that A acts on a fixed
set of k sites (e.g., the first k sites according to a certain
ordering) and Iy is the identity operator on the remaining
n — k sites. Since charge vectors remain invariant under
permutations, operators A and SAST = A ® I,y have the
same charge vectors. It follows that the subspace in Eq.(TT]) is
equal to the set of the charge vectors of G-invariant Hermitian
operators that act non-trivially only on a fixed set of k sites
(e.g., the first k sites). Therefore, as the number of total
sites n increases, dim(Sy) remains bounded by a number
independent of n. In other words, even though using k-local
G-invariant unitaries we can simulate Hamiltonians that are
not k-local, they can only have charge vectors which are
allowed for k-local G-invariant Hamiltonians. This explains
why the upper bound on dim(S;,) in Eq.(10) does not depend
on the system size.

Example-SU(2) symmetry with spin s systems: In the case
of SU(2) symmetry, consider n spin s systems, each with the
Hilbert space of dimension 2s + 1. Recall that irreps of SU(2)
can be labeled by the eigenvalues of the squared angular mo-
mentum operator .J> = .J? + J2 + JZ. The eigenvalues have
the form of j(j + 1), where j is half-integer which takes val-
ues j = 1/2,3/2,--- ,ns if s is not integer and n is odd,
and values j = 0,1,--- ,n, otherwise. In both cases the to-
tal number of distinct irreps is |Irrepsgy o) (n)| = [ns] + 1.
Because SU(2) is a connected group, the bound in Eq.(I0)
holds as equality, i.e., dim(S;) = |ks] + 1. Furthermore,
Eq.(BI) implies that the difference between the dimensions of
the manifolds of all SU(2)-invariant unitaries and those real-
izable by k-local SU(2)-invariant unitaries is lower bounded
by

dim(V)'®) — dim(V)"®) > [ns] — |ks] . (12)
For integer spin s, this means that for any £ < n, there are
(k + 1)-local unitaries that cannot be realized using k-local
unitaries. Similarly, for non-integer s, there are (k + 2)-local



unitaries that cannot be realized using k-local unitaries.

C. Full characterization of realizable U(1)-invariant
Hamiltonians for qubits

In Supplementary Note 3, we study the example of U(1)
symmetry for qubit systems. Interestingly, it turns out that
in this example the constraints imposed by the charge vectors
fully characterize the set of realizable Hamiltonians. The the-
orem below states these conditions.

For a system with n qubits define Hermitian operators C; :
l=0,---,nas

Z 7P = Zn: ci(m) 10, (13)

where the first summation is over all bit strings b =
by ---b, € {0,1}" with Hamming weight w(b) = Y>°7_, b;
equal to [, and Zb = Zfl . ZfL". In the second term, II,,, is
the projector to the eigen-subspace of N = 2?21 I—-2Z;)/2
with eigenvalue m, and

m m\ (n—m
ci(m) = Z(—1)S< )(z ) , (14)
pors s —s
is the eigenvalue of C; in this subspace (recall that the

binomial coefficient (b) = 0 for b > a. See Supplementary
Note 3 for derivation of Eq.(I4)). We prove

Theorem: For any U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian H on n qubits
the family of unitaries {e~*# : ¢ € R} can be implemented
using k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries for £ > 2, if, and only
if

Tr(HC) =0 :l=k+1,---,n. (15)

Note that using Eq.(C2) these conditions can be rewritten
in terms of the charge vector |y g) = > _, Tr(HIL,)|m) of
Hamiltonian H, where {|m)} is a basis for an abstract (n+1)-

dimensional vector space.

Eqs.(C5) impose exactly n — k independent constrains
on the set of realizable Hamiltonians. Hence, the differ-
ence between the dimension of realizable U(1)-invariant
Hamiltonians and all U(1)-invariant Hamiltonians is exactly
n — k, which means that in this case the general bound in
Eq.(BI) holds as equality. This theorem is proven in the
Supplementary Note 3.

Proofs: All the results in the paper are rigorously proven in
the Supplementary Notes 1-7.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Note 1: Characterizing the group generated by local symmetric quantum circuits

In this section we use a Lie algebraic approach to characterize the family of unitaries that can be implemented using local
symmetric quantum circuits. We start with a general setting, where the systems are not necessarily identical.

Consider n systems, labeled as j = 1,--- ,n. Assume the dimension of the Hilbert space of system j is d; < oo. Therefore,
the total Hilbert space of the composite system is

écdf . (A1)
j=1

Suppose for each system we are given a unitary representation of a symmetry group G. In particular, let u(7) (g) be the action of
group element g € G on the Hilbert space of system j. Then, the action of this group element on the joint system is described
by the unitary

U(g)=Qui?(g) : geG. (A2)
j=1

1. Lie Algebraic formulation of the problem
Suppose one can implement unitary transformations {e~#%i : ¢ € R,j = 1,---}, generated by a set of Hamiltonians
{*K,},. Composing these unitaries one can implement the group of unitaries

{e_”ijm TR em K L eRme N} . (A3)

Using the standard results in the theory of Lie groups and control theory [[17, 18], it turns out that this group is a connected Lie
group and is fully characterized by its corresponding Lie algebra. In particular, for any Hermitian operator H, the one-parameter
family of unitaries {e~*#* : + € R} is in this group if, and only if, i H is in the real Lie algebra generated by skew-Hermitian
operators {i[;};, denoted by alg{iK;};, such that

iH =0 iK;+ Y By o K K]+ > Yigaa [, K, K] 4+
J Ji.J2 J1.J2,73
for some real coefficients o, 55, jo» Vi1, jarjs *
We apply the above fact to study
Vi =(V :VVT =1,V isk-local, [V,U(g)] = 0,Yg € G) , (A4)

i.e., the group generated by k-local symmetric unitaries, where [ is the identity operator on the total Hilbert space in Eq.(A1)
and (-) denotes the generated group. Note that for any k-local symmetric Hamiltonian , the family of unitaries generated by h
i.e., {7 . t € R} are all k-local and symmetric. Conversely, any k-local symmetric unitary V' can be obtained by applying a

k-local symmetric Hamiltonian on the system for a finite time. Hence, we conclude that

Proposition 1. Let

b = algg {A : k-local, A+ AT =0, [A,U(9)] =0:Vg € G}, (A5)
be the real Lie algebra generated by the k-local, skew-Hermitian, G-invariant operators. For any Hermitian operator H, the
family of unitaries {e~"t : t € R} can be implemented using k-local symmetric unitaries, if and only if, iH € by, i.e.

Ve e YE — iHeb,. (A6)

Therefore, in the following, to characterize ]gf we study the Lie algebra h;. Note that h corresponds to the tangent space
(at the identity) of the manifold associated to V. In particular, the dimension of V,? as a manifold, is equal to the dimension of
hi as a vector space (over the field R), i.e.

dim(VE) = dim(by,) . (A7)
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It is also worth noting that for [ > k, V£ is a subgroup of VE and by, is a sub-algebra of b;. If dim(h;) > dim(hy), then there
are unitaries that can be implemented with [-local symmetric unitaries but not with k-local symmetric unitaries.

2. Compactness of V< and the impossibility of approximate implementation of symmetric unitaries

As we show next, the group V,? generated by k-local G-invariant unitaries is compact. To prove this, we use the following
fact, which can be proven using the techniques of the theory of algebraic groups (See e.g., chapter 5 of [? ] and [19]).

Fact 1: For any compact Lie group, the subgroup generated by a finite set of compact connected subgroups is itself a compact
connected Lie group.

Recall that in this paper, we only consider systems with finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, and therefore the unitary group
defined on the Hilbert space of the systems is a compact connected Lie group. Then, using this fact we can show that

Proposition 2. For any symmetry group G, the group of unitaries V,f generated by k-local G-invariant unitaries is a compact
connected Lie group.

Proof. First, it can be easily seen that the group of G-invariant unitaries V' is a connected Lie group (i.e., there is a smooth
path between the identity and any other group element V). Furthermore, defined as the commutant of a set of operators, the
subgroup of symmetric unitaries V< is closed. Therefore, we conclude that it is a compact connected subgroup of the unitary
group. In fact, as we discuss later, V& has a simple characterization, as the direct product of groups isomorphic to the unitary
group U(m,,), for different integers m,,.

Using similar arguments, we can also see that for any finite subset of sites, the group of G-invariant unitaries which act non-
trivially only on those sites is also a connected compact Lie group. Finally, recall that VkG is generated by k-local G-invariant
unitaries, i.e., G-invariant unitaries that act non-trivially on arbitrary subset of k sites. Assuming the system has a finite number
of sites n, this means that V,? is generated by a finite set of connected compact Lie groups. Using Fact 1 about compact Lie
groups, we conclude that V,f itself is a compact connected Lie group. [

The compactness of the group V,f has several useful implications. For instance, as we mentioned before, compactness
implies that VkG is uniformly finitely generated by k-local symmetric unitaries [17]]. Another useful implication of compactness
follows from the following fact about Lie groups:

Fact 2: For compact connected Lie groups, the exponential map from the Lie algebra to the Lie group is surjective.

It follows that

Corollary 1. A unitary V can be implemented using k-local symmetric unitaries, i.e., V € V< if, and only if, there exists C' € by,
such that V = €©. In other words, V,f = ehx,

Therefore, by characterizing the Lie algebra h; we also find a full and direct characterization of V,? . Hence, in the following,
we focus on the study of the Lie algebra by.

3. Unitary evolution generated by local symmetric Hamiltonians

Although we defined the group V,? in terms of local symmetric quantum circuits, it can also be equivalently defined in terms of
the unitary evolutions generated by local symmetric Hamiltonians. Clearly, any quantum circuit can be interpreted as the unitary
time evolution generated under a time-dependent Hamiltonian, whose symmetries and locality are determined by the symmetries
and locality of the quantum circuit. In particular, any unitary W € V& can be generated by a Hamiltonian H (t) = > hi(t),
where each term h; (t) is k-local and G-invariant. In particular, we can choose k-local, G-invariant terms hj(t) such that the
family of unitaries V' (¢), generated by Hamiltonian H(t) =}, h;(t) under the Schrodinger equation,

v (t)

o = —HMV () =i [ij hi(®] V(2), (A8)

satisfy V(t =0) = I and V(¢ = 1) = W, where [ is the identity operator on the total Hilbert space.
In the following, we argue that the converse is also true, i.e., the time evolution generated by any local symmetric Hamiltonian
can also be realized by a finite local symmetric quantum circuit.
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Proposition 3. Suppose for all time t > 0, the Hermitian operator H(t) is G-invariant and can be written as the sum of k-
local terms. Then, for all time t > 0, the unitary evolution V (t) generated by Hamiltonian H (t) according to the Schridinger
equation belongs to the Lie group V', i.e., can be implemented by a quantum circuit with a finite number of k-local G-invariant
gates. Conversely, any unitary in V§ can be generated using a G-invariant Hamiltonian H (t) that can be written as the sum of
k-local terms.

Proof. As we explained above the second part of this proposition is trivial. To prove the first part, suppose H (t) = 3_; h;(t) is
G-invariant. This does not imply that the k-local terms {5 (¢)} are also G-invariant. However, we can easily show that H (¢) can
be written as the sum of k-local G-invariant terms, i.e. H(t) =}, h;(t), where each h;(t) is both k-local and G-invariant. This
can be shown, for instance, by twirling over group G, using the uniform (Haar) distribution over group G. E.g. for a compact
Lie group G, suppose we define

hi(t) = /dg U(g)h;()U(g)", (A9)
where dg is the uniform measure over group G. It can be easily seen that izj (t) becomes G-invariant. Furthermore, because

Ulg) = ®_, u'*)(g), the operator U(g)h;(t)U*(g) acts trivially on all systems except on the k systems, where h;(t) acts
non-trivially. It follows that /;(t) is also k-local. Finally, the assumption that H (t) = 3" ; hj(t) is G-invariant implies

1) = [ dg Ul HOU () = [dg V@[S hy(0]U)! = 3 hste) (A10

Since all operators {h;(t) : t > 0}, are k-local and G-invariant, the Lie algebra generated by operators {ih;(t) : t > 0}, is a
sub-algebra of by, the Lie algebra associated to the Lie group VE .

Finally, we use a standard result of quantum control theory [[L7, [18]], which implies that the 1-parameter family of unitaries
{V(t) : t > 0} satisfying the Schrodinger equation in Eq.(A8) with the initial condition V(¢ = 0) = I are in the Lie group
associated to the Lie algebra generated by the set of operators {ih;(t) : t > 0}. Together with the above result this implies that
the family of unitaries {V () : ¢ > 0} belongs to V& for all ¢ > 0.

O
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Appendix B: Supplementary Note 2: Charge vectors and constraints on realizable Hamiltonians

In this section we further study and develop the idea of charge vectors and explain its Lie-algebraic interpretation, as the
projection to the center of the Lie algebra of G-invariant Hamiltonians. Using this technique we prove the bound

dim(VE) — dim(VS) > |Irreps (n)| — |Trreps (k)| - (B1)

Furthermore, in the special case of connected compact Lie groups, such as U(1) and SU(2), we obtain a more fine-grained
version of this bound. Namely, we show that for any integer [ in the interval k < | < n, it holds that

dim(VF) — dim(V) > |Trreps (1)| — [Trrepsg (k)] - (B2)

This means that, if [Trreps(1)| > |Irreps (k)|, then there are symmetric unitaries that can be implemented with I-local sym-
metric unitaries, but not with k-local symmetric unitaries. In other words, as k increases from 1 to n, i.e., as the local unitaries
become more non-local, the subgroup V,f generated by k-local symmetric unitaries gradually becomes larger.

The following theorem contains a useful summary of some other results in this section.

Theorem 2. Consider a system with n identical sites, and let {U(g) = u(g)®™ : g € G} be the unitary representation of
an arbitrary finite or compact Lie group G on this system. Suppose the family of unitaries {e~"* : t € R} generated by
Hamiltonian H, belongs to VkG , Le., can be implemented by G-invariant k-local unitaries. Then, there exists a set of real
numbers ¢, € R, such that for all group elements g € G, it holds that

Tr(H u(g)®") = [Tr(w(@)]" " x> e fulg), (B3)

vElrrepsq (k)

where the summation is over all inequivalent irreducible representations of G appearing in the representation {u(g)®* : g € G},
and f, : G — Cis the character of the irrep v. Conversely, for any set of real numbers c,, € R, there exists a Hermitian operator
H satisfying the above equality, such that all unitaries {e~"* : t € R} generated by H belong to VkG . Furthermore, for any
unitary V. € VE , there exists a G-invariant Hermitian operator H, such that V = e~ and H satisfies the above condition for
a set of real numbers c,, € R.

As we explain later, this theorem follows from 1emmaE] (See the discussion after this lemma).

1. Charge vectors of general symmetric Hamiltonians

Consider the decomposition of the unitary representation {U(g) : g € G} into the irreps of group GG. Under this decomposition
the Hilbert space decomposes as

He P H, (B4)

pElrreps(n)

where the summation is over Irreps(n), the set of inequivalent irreducible representations (irreps) of G appearing in this repre-
sentation and H,, is the subspace corresponding to irrep y, also known as the isotypic component of p. Using Schur’s lemmas,
we can show that any G-invariant operator is block-diagonal with respect to this decomposition and, in general, can have support
in any arbitrary subset of these sectors (It is worth noting that in the case of non-Abelian groups Schur’s lemmas imply stronger
constraints on the form of G-invariant operators. See Eq.(BI6)). However, as we will see in the following, for Hamiltonians gen-
erated by a fixed set of G-invariant Hamiltonians { H} };, the supports in different subspaces {7{,, } satisfy particular constraints,
dictated by Hamiltonians {H };.
For any operator A, consider the vector

xa)= Y Te(ALL) |p), (BS)

pElrreps(n)

where II,, is the projector to the subspace 7, and {|p) : pu € Irreps(n)} is a set of orthonormal vectors in an abstract vector
space (not the state space of the system). Vector |x 4), which will be called the charge vector of operator A, encodes information
about the components of this operator in the subspace spanned by {II,, : p € Irreps(n)}. As we explain in remark {4 it can
be shown that {sII,, : € Irreps(n)} is the center of b, the Lie algebra of skew-Hermitian G-invariant operators (Recall that
the center of a Lie algebra is the subalgebra formed from the elements of the algebra that commute with all elements of the Lie
algebra). Therefore, the charge vector |x 4) determines the projection of A into the center of b,,.
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A general G-invariant Hamiltonian can have any charge vector with real coefficients. In particular, for any set of real numbers
{au € R}, the Hermitian operator 3 ¢y eps(n) @1y /Tr(I1,) is G-invariant and has the charge vector 3 cyepsn) @ 1)
In other words, under the linear map A — |xa), the image of the Lie algebra of skew-Hermitian G-invariant operators is
{i>2, aulp) - @y € R}, which is a vector space over field R, with dimension equal to [Irreps (n)|.

Lemma 1. Consider a set of G-invariant Hermitian operators {H;};. For any operator A, if iA € alg{iH;}; then the
charge vector of A is in the subspace spanned by the charge vectors of {H;}, i.e., |xa) € Spang{|x;)}; where |x;) =
2 pctmeps(ny TH(H ;L) ), Irreps(n) is the set of inequivalent irreps of G in the representation {U(g) : g € G} and 11, is the
projector to the subspace corresponding to irrep u. Furthermore,

dim(Yy,) — dim(algp{iH;}) > |Irreps(n)| — dim(Spang{[x;)};) , (B6)
where Yy, is the Lie algebra of all skew-Hermitian G-invariant operators.

Proof. Recall that the elements of the Lie algebra algg{iH,} can be written as linear combination of terms {iH};, and their
nested commutators {[iH;, ,iH,,], [[iH;,,iH;,],1H},],..}. This implies that if i A € algg{iH;};, then there exists a set of real
coefficients {a; € R} and a Hermitian operator B, such that

A= ZajHj +i[B, Hj] . (B7)

J

Let IT,, be the projector to the subspace corresponding to irrep u. Then, this equation implies

Tr(AIl,) = Y _ a;Tr(I1, H;) + iTe(IL,[H;, B)) (B8)
J

=Y a;Te(Il,H;) + iTe([IL,,, H;] B) (BY)
J

= a;Te(I,Hj) (B10)

J

where the second line follows from the cyclic property of trace and the last line follows from the assumption that for each j,
operator H; is G-invariant, which implies [II,,, H;] = 0. Therefore, we conclude that

xa) =D Tr(AIL)|p) = Y a; > Tr(I,Hj)|p) = Zaj\Xj> ; (B11)

J H
i.e., |xa) € spang{|x;)}, which proves the first part of lemma.

To prove the second part, we use the rank-nullity theorem for the linear map C' — |y ). Rank-nullity theorem [? ] states
that for any linear map, the dimension of the domain is equal to the sum of the dimensions of its image (i.e., the rank of the
map) and its kernel (i.e., the nullity of the map). Since algp{iH,} is a subspace of by, using the rank-nullity theorem, we find
that the difference between the dimensions of b, and its subspace algr{iH;} is larger than, or equal to, the difference between
the dimensions of their images under the linear map C' — i|x¢c). As we have seen before, the dimension of these images are
respectively, |Irreps(n)| and dim(Spang {|x;)};). This immediately implies Eq.(B6). O

Remark 3. In Eq.@ we defined charge vectors based on projectors {11, }. This basis spans a subspace with dimension
|Irreps(n)| of the operator space, which corresponds to the center of ., (See remark E]) In general, charge vectors can be
defined in terms of any arbitrary basis for this space.

2. Charge vector and its Fourier Transform

Here, we describe a sightly different way of formulating the constraints on the charge vectors found in lemma [T} This
formulation does not explicitly depend on the decomposition of symmetry to irreducible representations. For any operator A,
consider the function x 4 : G — C defined by equation

xal(g) =Tr(AU(g)) : g€ G. (B12)

Then, using an argument similar to the argument used in the proof of lemma[I] we can easily prove
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Lemma 2. Assume iA € alggp{iH;}, where {H;}; are G-invariant Hermitian operators. Then, xa € Spany{x;}; where
x;(g) =Tr(H;U(g)) : Vg € G . Furthermore,

dim(by,,) — dim(algg{iH;}) > |Irreps(n)| — dim(Spang{x;};) - (B13)

For any G-invariant operator A, the function x 4 and the charge vector |x 4) are related via Fourier transform. To understand
the connection better, consider the decomposition of the representation {U(g) : ¢ € G} to the irreducible representations of G.
If G is a finite or compact Lie group, then every finite-dimensional representation is completely reducible, i.e., there exists a
unitary W such that

wWU@wi= @ u(g) @l , YVgedC (B14)

peElrreps(n)

and the Hilbert space H decomposes as

He p H.=2 P chocm, (B15)

p€Elrreps(n) p€Elrreps(n)

where Irreps(n) is the set of inequivalent irreps of G’ appearing in the representation {U(g) : g € G}, {u*)(g) : g € G} is the
irreducible representation which acts irreducibly on C9, d,, is the dimension of irrep p and m,, is its multiplicity, and I,,,, is
the identity operator on C"+. Using Schur’s lemmas, one can show that in this basis any G-invariant operator A can be written
as

WAW = @ Iy, @ AW, (B16)

p€lrreps(n)

where Iy, is the identity operator on Cd, and A™) is an operator acting on C" (See e.g. [16]). Using this decomposition, the
charge vector of operator A is

xa)= Y TLA) g = Y duxT(AW)|u)= > duxa,lp), (B17)

pElrreps(n) pElrreps(n) pElrreps(n)

where a,, = Tr(A")). On the other hand,

xal@) = Tr(AU(g) =Tr( @D uP (g ea®) = 3 T (g) xTHA®) = Y a,fulg), BIY)

p€lrreps(n) peElrreps(n) peElrreps(n)

where f,,(g) = Tr(u'*)(g)) is the character of irrep 11. Recall the orthogonality relation for the characters [? ], namely

/Gdg fu(g)f;(g) = 6”,1/ 5 (B19)

where the integral is over the Haar (uniform) measure for compact Lie group G and f}; is the complex conjugate of the character
fu- Using this, one can obtain |x 4) from x 4(g) and vice versa, using Fourier transforms. In particular,

Ixa) = /3 dgxalg) Y, dufi(9)lw), (B20)

peElrreps(n)

where d,, is the dimension of irrep p.

It is worth noting that Eq.(B16) implies that the group of symmetric unitaries V¢ is isomorphic to the direct product of
unitary groups U(m,,), for all ;¢ € Irreps(n), where m,, is the multiplicity of irrep 1 in the representation {U(g) : g € G}.

Remark 4. (Center of the Lie algebra of G-invariant Hamiltonians) Decomposition in Eq.(BI6) gives a simple characteriza-
tion of by, the Lie algebra of G-invariant skew-Hermitian operators. In particular, for any set of skew-Hermitian operators
{A(”) : p € Irreps(n)} the operator A is in b,. Using Schur’s lemmas, this immediately implies that the center of b,
is spanned by {iII,, : p € Irreps(n)}. This means that for any skew-Hermitian G-invariant operator A, its charge vector
Ixa) = ZM Tr(AIL,)|p) determines the component of A in the center of the Lie algebra by,,.
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3. Charge vectors of the Lie algebra generated by k-local symmetric Hamiltonians: The case of identical subsystems

In this section, we focus on the special case where all subsystems j = 1, - - - n, have identical Hilbert spaces isomorphic to C?
for a finite d, and identical unitary representation of symmetry G. In particular, we assume the action of group element g € G
on the composite system is represented by U(g) = u(g)®™.

Suppose the family of unitaries {e~*#* : t+ € R} can be implemented using k-local G-invariant unitaries, i.e., suppose
iH € by,. Then, lemma|I]implies that the charge vector of H should be in the subspace spanned by the charge vector of k-local
G-invariant Hamiltonians, denoted by

Sk ={lxm): e HHt ¢ VE,W eER}=A{|xa):iAd b}t ={lxa): A= A, Ais k-local, [A,U(g)] =0 :Vg € G}, (B21)

where the last equality follows from lemma [T} As we discussed in remark [4] charge vector of a G-invariant Hamiltonian H
determines the component of </ in the center of f,,. This means S, has a simple interpretation: It determines the subspace of
the center of b, which is included in b, i.e., is generated by k-local G-invariant Hamiltonians. In particular, dim(Sy) is the
dimension of the subspace of the center of §,, that is also included in by.

Using Eq.(BZ1)), we can immediately see that the dimension of Sj, does not grow with n, the total number of sites, and only
depends of k: First, note that the charge vectors are invariant under permutations of sites, i.e., for any permutation .S, the charge
vector of A and SAST are equal. This follows from the assumption that all sites have identical representation of symmetry and
any such permutation leaves the total charge in the system invariant, i.e., [\S, IT,,u] = 0 for all . € Irreps(n).

Furthermore, by applying a proper permutation S, any k-local operator A can be converted to an operator SAST, which acts
non-trivially only on a fixed set of £ sites. Therefore, the dimension of Sy, is equal to the dimension of the subspace spanned by
the charge vectors of G-invariant operators which act nontrivially only on a fixed & sites. This immediately implies the dimension
of Sy, does not grow with n. In fact, as we show next, it can be easily seen that dim(Sy) < |Irreps. (k)|, where |Irreps (k)|
is the number of distinct irreps of G appearing in representation {u(g)®* : g € G}. This follows from the following lemma,
which also gives a simple criterion for testing whether the charge vector of A is in S, or not.

Lemma 3. Suppose iB € b, = alg{A : k-local, A+ AT = 0,[A,u(g)®"] = 0 : Vg € G} . Then, there exists a set of real
coefficients {b,, € R}, such that

Vge G Tru(@)®B) = @) F xS b fulg). (B22)

wElrreps (k)

where the summation is over Irrepsc (k), the set of distinct irreps of G appearing in representation {u(g)®* : g € G} and f,
is the character of irrep p. Furthermore, for any set of real numbers {b,}, there exists a Hermitian G-invariant operator B,
satisfying this equation.

Another way to phrase the condition in the lemma is that
IxB) € Sk < xB € SpanR{r("_k)f,, cv € Trrepsg(k)}, (B23)

where 7(g) = Tr(u(g)). The subspace in the right-hand side has dimension less than or equal to |Irreps; (k)|. Since x g and |x )
are related via an invertible linear map, it follows that dim(Sy) < |Irreps (k)|. Note that for a general G-invariant Hamiltonian
B, x g can be any function in the subspace Spang{ f, : v € Irreps(n)}, which has dimension |Irreps,(n)| (This follows from
the linear independence of the characters of different irreps).

Proof. For any k-local Hermitian operator B, there exists a permutation operator S such that SBST = B® I S@(n_k) , where B is
a Hermitian operator defined on the first k systems and I is the identity operator on the Hilbert space of each system. It follows
that

Tr(B u(g)®") = Tr([SBS u(g)®") = [Tr(u(g))]" ™" x Te(B u(g)®") . (B24)

Furthermore, if [B, u(g)®"] = 0, then [B, u(g)®*] = 0, for all g € G. Then, using Eq.(B18) we find

Ti(Bu(@)®) = D bufulg), (B25)

p€Elrreps(k)

where {b,,} is a set of real coefficients. This proves the first part of the lemma. To see the second part, we note that if in
the left-hand side of Eq. we choose B to be the projector to the subspace corresponding to irrep p € Irreps(k), then
Tr(B u(g)®*) = ¢, fu(g),Vg € G, for a constant ¢, > 0. More generally, considering the linear combinations of projectors
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corresponding to all Irreps; (k), we conclude that for any set of real coefficients {b,, : p € Irreps,(k)}, there is a Hermitian
G-invariant operator B acting on (C%)®", such that Zﬂelmpsc(k) b, fu(g). Then, operator B = B ® I$"", is a k-local

G-invariant Hermitian operator and satisfies Eq.(B23). This proves the the second part of the lemma.
O

This lemma together with proposition |1|and corollary|l{imply theorem[2] An interesting corollary of this result is

Corollary 5. Suppose G is an Abelian group. If there exists a group element g € G such that Tr(u(g)) = 0, then for any k < n,
dim(by,) < dim(b,).

Proof. We prove a slightly more general result: Suppose the representation {u(g)®™ : g € G} contains a 1D irrep of group G,
and let IT be the projector to the subspace corresponding to this 1D irrep. In the case of Abelian groups all irreps are 1D and
therefore this assumption is always satisfied. Now we show that if there exists g € G such that Tr(u(g)) = 0 and if k& < n,
then ¢I1 ¢ by, whereas clearly, I € b,,. This implies dim(hx) < dim(h,,). To prove this claim, we assume it is not true, i.e.,
iII € b and derive a contradiction. If ¢II € by, then Eq. should be satisfied for B = 1I and certain coefficients b, € R.
However, if there exists a group elements g € G such that Tr(u(g)) = 0 and k < n, then the right-hand side of this equation
is zero for this group element. On the other hand, the left-hand side, i.e., Tr(ITu(g)®") is non-zero: because I is a projector to
a 1D irrep, |Tr(Iu(g)®™)| = Tr(II) > 0. Therefore, the assumption that iII € by, is in contradiction with the assumptions that
k < nand Tr(u(g)) = 0, for some g € G. This completes the proof. O

Another useful corollary of lemma 3]is the following result.

Corollary 6. Recall the definition S, = {|xu) : e "1t € V& vt € R} = {|x4a) : iA € by}. For any group G, dim(Sy,) <
|IrrepsG(k) | Furthermore, for any connected Lie group G, this holds as as equality, i.e., dim(Sy) = |IrrepsG (k) |

Proof. Using Eq.(B2I])), we have
dim(Sk) = dim({|xa) : A = AT, Ais k-local, [A,U(g)] =0 : Vg € G}) (B26)
=dim({x4 : A= A", Ais k-local, [4,U(g)] =0 : Vg € G}), (B27)

where x4 : G — C is defined by x4(g) = Tr(AU(g)) = Tr(Au(g)®"), and to get the second line we have used the fact that
there is an invertible linear map between the charge vector |x4) and function x 4, namely the Fourier transform in Eq.(B20).
Define

v(g) =Tr(u(g)): g€G. (B238)
Then, using Eq.(B22)
{XA : A= AT, Ais k-local, [A,U(g)] =0 : Vg € G} = {U"—k xS aufuaue R} . (B29)
p€lrreps, (k)

Together with Eq.(B27) this immediately implies that

dim(S;) = dim({xa : 4 = AT, Ais k-local, [A,U(g)] =0 :Vge G}) (B30)

= dim({v""f X Z ay fu tau € R}) , (B31)
pElrreps (k)

< |Trreps (k)| - (B32)

This bound holds for any group G. In the special case of connected Lie group, functions {v" % x fu o p € Irreps(k)} are
linearly independent. To prove this we assume the contrary holds, i.e., there exists a set of real coefficients a,,, such that

Ny x fu=0. (B33)

pElrreps; (k)

Assuming G is a connected Lie group, then there is a finite neighborhood around the group identity, such that for all group
elements ¢ in the neighborhood, v(g) = Tr(u(g)) # 0 (Recall that the representation is finite-dimensional). Therefore, if
Eq.(B33)) holds then for all group elements g in this neighborhood > pé€lrmeps (k) O fu(g) = 0. But, because the characters are
analytic functions, if ) , Clireps s (k) Wi (g9) = 0Ois zero in a finite neighborhood, then it should vanish everywhere. Finally, using

the fact that characters are linearly independent, we find that Eq.(B33)) holds if and only if all a,, = 0 for all x € Irreps; (k). We
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conclude that the set of functions {v"~* x f,, : p € Irrepsg (k)} are linearly independent. Therefore, if G is a connected Lie
group, Eq.(B31) implies that dim(Sy,) = |Irreps (k). O

4. Non-universality of LSQC and proof of the bound in Eq.(B2): The case of identical subsystems

Recall the following definitions

VE : The Lie group generated by k-local G-invariant unitaries

br : The Lie algebra corresponding to VkG

Sy : The corresponding charge vectors
Note that
dim(VS) = dim(hy,) , (B34)
where the left-hand side is the dimension of V,f as a manifold and the right-hand side is the dimension of , as a vector space.

Theorem 7. For a general group G, and integer k < n

dim(h,) — dim(by) = dim(S,) - dim(Sy) > Irreps;(n) — Irvepse; (k) . (B35)
Furthermore, if G is connected Lie group, then for any integers k and 1, satisfying 1 < k <[ < n, it holds that

dim(h;) — dim(hy) > dim(S;) — dim(Sy) = Irreps (1) — Irrepsq (k) . (B36)

Proof. This theorem follows immediately by applying the rank-nullity theorem for the linear map A — |xa), together with
corollary @ In particular, note that for k£ < [, the Lie algebra by, is a subspace of h;. Furthermore, Sy, and S; are their images
under a linear map (up to the imaginary ¢). Recall that according to the rank-nullity theorem [? ], for any linear map, the
dimension of the domain is equal to the sum of the dimensions of its image (i.e., the rank of the map) and its kernel (i.e., the
nullity of the map). Since b is a subspace of b, the kernel of the map A — |x4) when restricted to b, is contained in the kernel
of this map, when the domain is b;. It follows that

Combining this with corollary [6|together with the fact that dim(S,,) = Irreps,(n), proves the theorem. O

Remark 8. Recall that dim(Sy) is the dimension of the subspace of the center of b, that is included in by, This means that the
above lower bound on dim(b,,) — dim(by,) is due to the fact that part of the center of b, is not produced by k-local G-invariant
skew-Hermitian operators.

5. The general case of non-identical subsystems

In the previous section we focused on the special case where all the subsystems are identical and, in particular, they carry the
same representation of the group G. However, note that the general argument about charge vectors and, in particular, lemma [I]
and [2) are valid in the case of non-identical subsystems. Using these lemmas it can be easily seen that the argument that proves
the non-universality of local symmetric unitaries can be generalized to the more general case where the subsystems are not
identical. Here, we sketch the main idea.

Assume there are a finite number of fypes of subsystems, where each type carries a particular representation of group G. More
precisely, suppose each subsystem has one of 7' possible representations {v(l), ‘e ,v(T)}, where for each t € {1,---,T},
{v®(g) : g € G} is a finite-dimensional unitary representation of group G.

Then, our previous argument can be easily generalized to show that Sy, the set of charge vectors for k-local G-invariant
Hamiltonians, is a finite-dimensional subspace, whose dimension is bounded by a number which is independent of n, the total
number of sites. In fact, the dimension of Sy, is upper bounded by the total number of inequivalent irreps of GG, which appear in
all tensor product representations

®v<ti> Sttt € {1, T, (B38)

i=1
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This follows from the fact that any k-local operator can act non-trivially on at most & sites, and the representation of group G on
those k sites is equivalent to one of the representations listed above. Clearly, the total number of inequivalent irreps appearing
in the above representations, is independent of n, the total number of sites.

On the other hand, let @), v(*) be the representation of group G on the total system, where v(*¢) is the representation of
group G onssite ¢ and t; € {1,--- ,T}. For a compact connected Lie group G, such as U(1) and SU(2), as the number of sites
carrying a non-trivial representation of G grows, the number of distinct irreps which appear in this representation also increases
unboundedly, and for sufficiently large n, this will be larger than the dimension of Sj. Therefore, by lemma [I| we conclude that
for sufficiently large n, there are G-invariant unitaries which cannot be implemented using k-local G-invariant unitaries.
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Appendix C: Supplementary Note 3: U(1) symmetry for a system of qubits

In this section we present a full characterization of Hamiltonians that can be implemented using k-local U(1)-invariant Hamil-
tonians on a system of qubits. It turns out that in this case the constraints found in the previous section in terms of charge vectors,
are both the necessary and sufficient conditions.

While in this section we focus on the example of qubit systems, it is worth noting that similar results can be extended to
other representations of U(1) symmetry. This is relevant, for instance, in the context of quantum thermodynamics for systems
with periodic Hamiltonians. These are Hamiltonians for which the ratio of the gaps between different eigenvalues are all rational
numbers. That is, up to a constant shift, any energy level is an integer times a fixed energy scale (Otherwise, if the eigenvalues do
not have this form the generated group will not be compact and, in particular, will not be isomorphic to U(1)). In Supplementary
Note 7 We consider the specific case of these Hamiltonians where energy levels are equidistance.

1. Preliminaries

Consider n qubits, labeled as j = 1, - - - , n, and the group of rotations around the z axis, i.e., unitaries
U(e?) = (%)% = ¢' 2% = Z e0(n=2m) 11 Z (isin @) (cos )"t C;  :60€0,2n), (CD
= 1=0

where IL,, is the projector to the subspace corresponding to the eigenvalue m of operator » j(I — Z;)/2, also known as the

subspace with the Hamming weight m or charge m. The last equality in Eq.(C1) follows from the identity e’ = cos 61 +
isin 07 together with the definition

n

C = Z Zb = Z y(m) M, : 1=0,---,n, (C2)

biw(b)=I m=0

where the first summation in Eq is over all bit strings with Hamming weight [ and ZP = 7 L 7P, and coefficient

ci(m) = ij(l)S@) (Z_?) (C3)

s=0

is the eigenvalue of Cj in the subspace with Hamming weight m. Note that C is the identity operator. To see the second
equality in Eq.(C2), first note that operator C; as defined by the first equality, is diagonal in the computational basis, and because
of the permutational symmetry, the corresponding eigenvalue for the basis element |21, - - - , 2,,) only depends on the Hamming
weight of 21 - - - z,,. This implies C; = > ¢;(m)Il,, with eigenvalues {c;(m)}. Considering the expectation value of C; for
the eigenvector [1)©™]0)®(» =) we find that ¢;(m) is equal to the sum of the expectation values of operators Z" in this state,
for all bit strings b with Hamming weight . Each expectation value is 1. Then, a simple counting argument implies Eq.(C3).
See Table[llin Supplementary Note 4 for the example of n = 5 qubits.
In the following we use the fact that

Spang{C; : 1 =0,--- ,n} = Spang{Il,, : m =0,--- ,n}. (C4)

Note that, up to an imaginary 1 factor, this subspace is the center of b,.
We study the group V generated by k-local unitaries that are invariant under this symmetry. It turns out that the constraints
in lemma(I]on the charge vectors are the only constraints on Hamiltonians that can be simulated using these unitaries.

In the following, we refer to the basis {|0),|1)}®", as the computational basis of n qubits (Here, {|0), |1)} are eigenvectors
of Pauli 7).

2. Summary of main results

In this section we prove that

Theorem 9. For any U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian H on n qubits the family of unitaries {e~"f1 : t € R} can be implemented
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using k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries for k > 2, if, and only if
Tr(HC)) =0 :l=k+1,---,n. (C5)

In terms of the corresponding Lie algebras this means

iH ey, < iHeb,,and Tr(HC;) =0 =k+1,---,n, (Co)
where
be = alg {A : k-local, A+ AT =0, [A,) " Z;] =0}, (C7)
J
is the Lie algebra generated by k-local U(1)-invariant skew-Hermitian operators. Note that operators :C; € b, forl =0,--- |n

form a linearly-independent set inside b,,. Therefore, each constraint Tr(H C;) = 0 in the above equation, reduces the dimension
of the Lie algebra by one. Therefore, comparing b,, and b, we see that operators in by, satisfy n — k additional independent
constraints, which means

dim(VYW) — dim(VY™") = dim(p,,) — dim(b) =n — k . (C8)
We conclude that in this case our general lower bound in Eq.(BI) holds as equality.

Overview of the proof of theorem[J; As we show in the following, the necessity of the constraints in Eq.(C3)) follows immedi-
ately from the constraints on the charge vectors in lemmal(I] (See Sec[C3)). The sufficiency of these conditions is proven in two
steps: first, in Sec/C 4] we prove it in the special case of Hamiltonians that are diagonal in the computational basis {|0), |1)}".
Then, to extend the result to the general case, we note that a general U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian H has a decomposition as
H = D + O, for a Hermitian operator D that is diagonal in the computational basis {|z1,---,2z,) : z; € {0,1}}, plus a
Hermitian operator O with zero diagonal elements in this basis. This, in particular, implies Tr(OIl,,,) = Tr(OC;) = 0 for
l,m=0,---,n. We conclude that if H = D + O satisfies the constraints in Eq.(C3)), then both D and O satisfy this constraint.
From the special case of the result for diagonal Hamiltonians we know that D can be realized by k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries,
i.e., iD € hy. Therefore, to extend the result to the general case it suffices to show that any U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian O with
vanishing diagonal elements can be implemented using k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries, i.e., O € by. This follows from the
following lemmad] which is proven in Sec[C 6]

Lemma 4. Suppose U(1)-invariant Hamiltonian L satisfies the condition Tr(L1l,,) = 0 for m = 0, -+ ,n. Then, for any time
t € R, the unitary exp(—itL) is in the group

Gy = <e"'9(X"X5+Y"YS),ewZ" :0€[0,2m),r £s¢€ {1n}> , (C9)
i.e., can be implemented by single-qubit unitaries exp(i0Z) and 2-qubits unitaries exp(i6(X X + YY)).
For completeness, we rephrase the statement of this lemma in terms of the corresponding Lie algebras.
Restatement of lemma 4} The set of skew-Hermitian U(1)-invariant operators {L € b, : Tr(LI,,) =0 : m =0,--- ,n}is

a sub-algebra of the Lie algebra generated by operators iR, s = i(X, X + Y, Y;)/2 together with i Z, forr # s € {1,--- ,n},
ie.,

{Le€b, :Tr(Lll,)=0, m=0,---,n} Calg{iZ,,iR,s:r#se{l,---n}}. (C10)

Therefore, proving this lemma completes the proof of theorem [0} As we further explain in Sec[C6] this lemma essentially
means that the Lie algebra generated by operators iR, = (X, X + Y;.Y;)/2 together with iZ, forr # s € {1,--- ,n}
contains the commutant sub-algebra of fy,,.

This lemma has another useful corollary:

n

Corollary 10. Any U(1)-invariant unitary W = @, _, Wiy, satisfying det(W,,) =1 : m = 0,--- ,n can be realized using
2-local unitaries exp(i(X, X, + Y, Ys)0) and exp(i0Z,.), for 0 € [0,27), r #s € {1,--- ,n}.

This corollary follows from the fact that any unitary W, satisfying det(W,,,) = 1, can be written as exp(iH,,,) for a traceless
Hermitian operator H,,. Therefore, there exists a U(1)-invariant Hermitian operator H = " _, H,,, such that W = exp(iH),
and Tr(H,,,) = 0. Then, the corollary follows immediately from the above lemma.
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3. Charge vectors in the Lie algebra generated by local U(1)-invariant Hamiltonians
(Necessity of conditions in Eq.(C5) of theorem [9)

For any operator A acting on (C2)®", the charge vector is

n

xa) =Y Tr(I,A) jm) (C11)
m=0
and its Fourier transform is the function

n

xa(e?) = Tr(AU (€?)) = Tr(A(e%)%") = ZTr(AC’l) (isin @) (cos )"~ =Y Tr(AC) &(e)  :6€]0,2n),

[M]=

1=0 1=0
(C12)
where
&(e") = (cos )" (isinh)! (C13)
and we have used Eq.(CI). 5
According to lemma|2} if operator iA € by, then x4 € Sy, where
Si={xa:iAeh}= SpanR{XA A= AT [A’ZZ’”] =0, Ais k-local } , (C14)

i.e., Sy, is the span of functions y 4 for all k—local Hermitian, U(1)-invariant operators. Using Eq.(C12) this can be rewritten as

S, = SpanR{ S TH(AG) & A= AT, (4,3 Z,] =0, As k-local } . (C15)

=0

For any k-local operator A, Tr(AC;) = 0 for [ > k. Furthermore, for any Hermitian operator A, Tr(AC}) is a real number. This
means S, C SpanR{fl : 0 <1 < k}. Next, we show that this holds as equality. To see this consider U(1)-invariant Hermitian

operator A = ZP = Z?" - Zb» for b = by -+ - b, € {0, 1}". This operator satisfies Tr(AC}) = Tr(ZPC}) = 2"6,,() 1, Where
w(b) =3, b;. Using Eq. 1| this implies x4 = 2"&,(b). Furthermore, if w(b) < k then A = ZP is k-local, which implies
2" w(b) € Sk. We conclude that

Sk = Spang{§ : 0 <1 < k}. (C16)

Therefore, 1emmaimplies that if iA € by, then

> Tr(AC)) & € S = Spang{&y 1 0 <1 <k}, (C17)
=0

which means
Tr(AC) =0: k<l<mn. (C18)
This proves the necessity of conditions in Eq.(C5)). Equivalently, it implies
be C{A€b, :Tr(AC) =0, € {k+1,--- ,n}}. (C19)

In the rest of this Appendix, we prove the sufficiency of these conditions. We start with the case of diagonal operators.
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4. Diagonal operators in the Lie algebra generated by local U(1)-invariant Hamiltonians
(Proof of theorem [J]in the special case of diagonal Hamiltonians)

Consider an arbitrary diagonal Hamiltonian

H= > h(z)|z)(zl= > hb)Z", (C20)
zc{0,1}n be{0,1}n
where
h(b)=27" 3" (=1)®*h(z) = 27" Tr(Z*H) , (C21)
zc{0,1}"

is the Fourier transform of h(z). Then, the condition in Eq.(C5)) is equivalent to

> h(b)=0 :l=k+1,---,n, (C22)
be{0,1}":w(b)=I

where the summation is over all bit strings with Hamming weight [. We find that ¢ € by, and hence the family of diagonal
unitaries {e~®H : ¢ € R} can be generated using k-local U(1)-invariant Hamiltonians only if Eq.(C22) holds. The sufficiency
of these conditions follows immediately from the following lemma.

Recall the definitions

XX+ VY,

X, Y, - Y, X,
R.s = ' :

7
2 5 T = i[ZraRrs] = f . (C23)

We prove the following lemma, which is a special case of lemma 4] for diagonal operators.

Lemma 5. Forn > 2 qubits labeled as 1, - - - ,n, it holds that

{A:iZabe:A—i—AT:O,Tr(AHm):O:m:O,---,n}z{iZabZ”:abeR, Z ab=O:l:O,---,n}
b b b:w(b)=l

CalgR{iRrs7in:r#s€{1,~-~ ,n}}, (C24)

where Eb:w(b):l is the summation over all bit strings with Hamming weight 1, and the second line is the real Lie algebra
generated by 2-local U(1)-invariant operators {iR,s,1Z, : v # s € {1,--- ,n}}.

The lemma implies that the subspace in Eq.(C24) is a subspace of by, for k& > 2, where by, is the Lie algebra generated by
k-local U(1)-invariant skew-Hermitian operators. By definition, in addition to this subspace, h; also includes arbitrary linear
combinations of operators {iZ" : w(b) < k}. Linear combinations of these operators with the set of operators in the left-hand
side of Eq.(C24), yield all diagonal Hamiltonians satisfying condition in Eq.(C22) which is equivalent to the condition in Eq.(C3)
in theorem 9] This complete the proof of the theorem [9]in the special case of diagonal Hamiltonians.

In the rest of this section, we prove lemma[5] To prove this lemma we use the fact that, for any subset ¢ < n distinct qubits
li,la, -+, € {1, ,n}, we have

ice X (Ziy . Ziy_y — ZiyZiy) =[[[iR11,, iRis1s)s i R1gty) - iR,y 0]y iR, 1 | : t odd, (C25)
[[..[[Z’Rlllz,iRlle}, ingl4]"7 ith—laltL iTlt,lJ .t even s

where ¢; = +1, depending on ¢. Because of the usefulness of this commutation relation, for completeness we repeat it again,
using a slightly different notation:
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X Xs + Y, Y
R, = Ards & Irks (T #£ s

Cm [Rl,m ) [Rm,m—l , o [Raz, [R32,Ra1]]- ]] : modd

Z
Cm {Rl,ma [Rim—1, [R3z2, [R21,71]]H © meven

cm = £1

Proof. (lemma To see the first line of Eq. note that the set of operators {II,,, : m =0,--- ,n}and {C; = Eb:w(b):l VAR

I =0,---,n} span the same (n + 1)-dimensional space. Therefore, the condition Tr(AIL,) = 0 forall m = 0,--- ,n
is equivalent to the condition Tr(AC;) = 0 for all [ = 0,---,n. For diagonal operator A = >, apZP, using the relation
Tr(Z"C)) = 2"6),.(n), we find that this condition is equivalent to > baw(wy=t @ = 0 for I =0, n. This proves the first line

in Eq.(CZ4). In the following, we show that any diagonal operator satisfying this condition can be written as a linear combination
of the commutators in Eq.(C25), and hence is in algg {iRys,iZ, : 7 # s € {1,--- ,n}}.

For any pair of bit strings by, bs € {0,1}", let d(by,bs) be their Hamming distance, i.e., the number of bits that should
be flipped to transform one bit string to another. Using Eq., for any pair of bit strings by, bs € {0,1}", the operator
i(ZP* — ZP?) can be obtained from these commutators, provided that b; and by have equal Hamming weights, i.e. w(b;) =
w(by) =t — 1 and their Hamming distance d(by,bs) = 2. This means that the linear span of operators in Eq.(C25) for a fixed
t in the interval 2 < t < n contains all operators

SpanR{i(Zbl — 7)) w(by) = w(by) =t — 1,d(by, by) = 2} Calgg{iRye,iZ, 7 #£s€{l,---,n}}.  (C26)
Next, we prove that the restriction d(by,bs) = 2 in the left-hand side can be removed, that is
Sm%&dﬂn—lm)nﬂh)zw@ﬁzt—Ld&hm):2}:Sm%&ﬂﬂ”—ZmyQMM):wwg:t—l},
(C27)

i To prove this we use the fact that any pair of bit strings strings ¢;,¢2 € {0,1}" with equal Hamming weights w(e;) =
w(eg) = t — 1 are related to each other by a permutation of bits. Furthermore, any permutation can be realized by a sequence
of transpositions, i.e., 2-bit permutations, which only exchange the value of two-bits. It follows that for any pair of bit strings
c1,¢o € {0,1}"™ with equal Hamming weights w(c;) = w(cz) = ¢ — 1, there is a path in the space of bit strings with Hamming
weight t — 1 from ¢; to ¢o, i.e.,
£, fL €{0,1}": w(fy)=t—-1, fi=cy, fr =ca, (C28)
and
C1:f1—>f2—>-~-—)fL:C2, (C29)

where each consecutive pair of bit strings have Hamming distance 2, i.e.

d(f, f,41)=2: 1<r<L—1. (C30)

Therefore, i(Z* — Z°*) can be obtained using the linear combination

W2 — 7)) =i(Z" —2'") = i(Z" —2®) +i(Z" - Z28) + - (2 -7 (C31)
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This proves Eq.(C27). Next, it can be easily seen that

SpanR{i(Zbl — 7P w(by) = w(bs) =t — 1} - {z Y wZ: o aeR, Y ap= o} , (C32)
b:w(b)=t—1 b:w(b)=t—1

where the right-hand side is the subspace of all linear combinations ¢ Zb:w(b):t_l ap Z" for bit strings with Hamming weight
t — 1, which satisfy the linear constraint Zb:w(b):t_l ap = 0. Recall that ¢ can take all values in {2, - -- ,n}, which means the

Hamming weight of bit strings b takes values between 1 to n — 1. In other words, the two cases of bit stringsb = 0" and b = 17,
which correspond to operators I and Z®" cannot be obtained in this way. It follows that the linear combination of operators in

Eq.(C32) is equal to
{id an2’: aeR, Y ap=0:1=0,--,n}. (C33)
b

b:w(b)=l

We conclude that this set of operators can be obtained as a linear combination of the commutators in Eq.(C23), and therefore is
contained in a[gR{iRrs, iZp:r£se{l,. - ,n}} This completes the proof of lemma O

5. From diagonal Hamiltonians to all symmetric Hamiltonians

In this section, we prove that if one can implement all diagonal Hamiltonians as well as 2-local Hamiltonians {R; j4+1 =
(X;jXj11+Y;Y;41)/2:j=1,-- ,n}, then one can implement all U(1)-invariant unitaries, i.e., those commuting with } © Z;.
In the next section, we use this result to prove theorem [Jin the general case. We also apply this result in Appendix [G]to prove
theorem[T4]and show that a single ancillary qubit suffices to circumvent the no-go theorem.

The formal version of this result is stated in the following theorem:

Theorem 11. The real Lie algebra generated by the set of diagonal skew-Hermitian operators and operators {iR; ;11 =

WX X1 +Y;Y;00)/2 0 j = 1,--- ,n — 1} is equal to the set of all skew-Hermitian U (1)-invariant operators, i.e., those
commuting with 3, Z;. In other words,

b, = {A eL(C)®) A+ Al =0, [4) 2] = o} - a[gR{iRjJJrl,iZb bef{0,1}"je{l, - n— 1}} . (C34)

r=1

Proof. Tt is clear that the Lie algebra a[gR{iRj,j_A'_]_, iZP b e {0,1}",5€{1,--- ,n— 1}} is contained in b,,. Here, we prove
the converse, i.e., we show

b C algR{iRj,jH,iZb be {01}, jef{l, - ,n— 1}} . (C35)

Any arbitrary operator A € £((C2)®") can be written as

A= > apw [b)(b]. (C36)
b,b’e{0,1}"
Using the fact that
(>_2.)|b) = [n—2uw(b)] |b), (C37)
r=1
we find that
(A Z,] =2 app[w(b) — w(b)] b)(b'] . (C38)
r=1 b,b’

This implies that if [4,>""_, Z,] = 0, then

ap =0 for w(b) #w(b). (C39)
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In other words, the off-diagonal terms for bit strings with different Hamming weights vanish. Therefore, the space of U(1)-
invariant operators is spanned by

{|b)(b’| : w(b) = w(b'); b,b" € {0,1}"} . (C40)
This implies that b,,, the space of skew-Hermitian U (1)-invariant operators is spanned by
b = Spang {i ([b)(B] + [B') (b]), [b)(B| — [B')(b| : w(b) = w(b') 5 b, b’ € {0,1}" } . (Ca1)
Using the fact that for any pair of bit strings b, b’ € {0,1}",
[ib)(bI, (1b)(b'| = [b)(bI)] = i(|b)(b'| + [b)(b) , (C42)
we find that the Lie algebra b,, is generated by
b = alg{ilb)(b| , [b)(B] = [B')(b| : w(b) = w(b') ; b, b € {0,1}"} . (C43)

Next, we prove that this algebra is generated by the following set of operators

{ilb)(b|} U{iR; 41 =i(X;Xj51 +Y;Yj41)/2:5=1,-- ,n—1}, (C44)
i.e., we prove that
a[g{i|b><b|,z’Rj,j+1 = i(X; X +YYj1)/2:5=1,-- ,n—1,b e {0, 1}“} (C45a)
= alg{ilb)(b| . [b)(b'| = ') (b : w(b) = w(b') : b.b € {0,1}"} =, . (C45b)
To prove this claim, first note that for any bit string b € {0, 1}", and any pair of distinct qubits [, € {1,--- ,n}, it holds that
[i[b)(b|,iR;,] = [b')(b| — [b)(b'| = F(b',b), (C46)

where b’ is the bit string obtained by exchanging bits [ and r of bit string b, and for any pair of bit strings d and e, we have
defined the notation

F(d,e) = |d)(e| - le)(d] . (C47)
Next, note that for any three distinct bit strings b, b’, b” € {0,1}", it holds that
F(b,b") = [F(b, b'), F(b, b”)} . (C48)
By combining these two steps, we can obtain F'(cy, ca) = |c1){ca| — |cz2){cy|, for any pair of bit strings c1,co € {0,1}" with
equal Hamming weights: Recall that any pair of bit strings with equal Hamming weights are related via a permutation and any
such permutation can be realized by combining transpositions, i.e., 2-bit permutations. Therefore, there exists a sequence
C1:b1—>b2"',—)bL:C2, (C49)
where by = cq, by, = ¢z, d(by,by11) = 2for 1 < p < L — 1. In fact, because any permutation on n bits can be generated by

transpositions on nearest-neighbor pairs of bits j and j + 1, for j = 1,--- ,n — 1, in the chain in Eq.(C49), we can assume any
two consecutive bit strings by, and by, 1 are identical for all bits, except a pair of nearest-neighbor bits j and j 4 1.

Then, using Eq.(C48)) we have
F(cy,ca) = F(by,by) = [[- . [[[F(b1,bz), (b, bs)], F(bs, ba)], F(ba, bs)] ---], F(br,_1, bL)} . (C50)

This proves Eq.(C43), i.e., the Lie algebra b,, is generated by operators {i|b)(b|,iR; j11}, and completes proof of theorem
181} O
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6. The commutant sub-algebra of U(1)-invariant operators b,, (Proof of lemma@])

In this section we prove lemma[d] which completes the proof of theorem[9} This lemma states that any U(1)-invariant skew-
Hermitian operator whose trace is zero in all charge sectors is in the Lie algebra generated by operators iR, s = (X, X, +
Y, Y;)/2 together with iZ,. for r # s € {1,--- ,n}. More precisely, we show that

{L €b, : Tr(L1,,) =0 : m=0,--- ,n} = [Bn, bn] Calg{iZ, iR, s : 7 #s € {1,---n}}, (C51)

where [h,, b,,] denotes the commutator sub-algebra of b,,, i.e., the Lie algebra generated by [A1, Az, for all A1, As € b,,.

To see the equality in Eq.(C51), first, note that Tr(IL,,[A;, A2]) = Tr([IL, A1]A2) = 0, which follows from the fact that
A1, Ay € b, are block-diagonal with respect to {II,,,}. Since all elements of [h,,, h,,] can be written as linear combinations of
such commutators, we conclude that

bn,bn] C{L € by, : Tr(LIL,,) =0 : m=0,---,n}. (C52)

To show that the equality holds consider an arbitrary operator L € b, satisfying Tr(LIL,,) =0 : m = 0,--- ,n. Because of
U(1) symmetry, L is block-diagonal with respect to {II,,, }, thatis L = > _ 1I,,, LIL,,,. Furthermore, the condition Tr(LIL,,) =
0, implies that II,, LII,, is a traceless skew-Hermitian operator with support restricted to the subspace of states with Hamming
weight m. Recall that any traceless skew-Hermitian operator in C? for d > 2, can be written as a linear combination of
the commutators of skew-Hermitian operators. In other words, the commutator sub-algebra of su(d) is equal to su(d), i.e.,
su(d) = [su(d),su(d)] [? 1. Therefore, the traceless skew-Hermitian operator I1,,, LI, can be written as a linear combination
of the commutators of skew-Hermitian operators with support restricted to the subspace with Hamming weight m. Because all
such skew-Hermitian operators belong to bj,,, we conclude that IT,,, LII,,, € [hy,, b, ], which in turn implies L = > II,,, LII,,, €
[bn, Br]. In summary, we found

{Leb, : Tr(LIL,)=0: m=0,---,n} = [hn,by] . (C53)

Next, applying lemma|5]and theorem|[I1] we argue that this Lie algebra is a sub-algebra of alg{iZ, iR, s : 7 # s € {1,---n}}.
Let 3, C b, be the set of all diagonal skew-Hermitian operators. Lemma [5|implies that

30 N [bnsbn] = {A € 3 : Tr(AIL,) =0,m =0, ,n} Calg{iZ,,iR,,:r #se{l,---n}}, (C54)

where the first equality follows from Eq.(C53). This means that alg{iZ, iR, s : 7 # s € {1,---n}} contains all elements of 3,,
satisfying the constraint Tr(AIl,,) = 0 : m = 0,--- ,n. An arbitrary element of 3,, can be written as a linear combination of
an operator satisfying this constraint with operators {iIL,, : m = 0,---n}. In other words, by adding {iIl,, : m = 0,---n} to
alg{iZ,,iR, s : T # s € {1,---n}}, we obtain all diagonal skew-Hermitian operators, i.e.,

3n C alg{z‘Hm,iZ,.,z'Rr,s r£se{l,---n},me{0, ,n}} . (C55)

Next, recall that, according to theorem diagonal skew-Hermitian operators together with operators ¢ R; j 11 = ¢(X,; X411 +
Y;Yj11): j=1,---,n— 1 generate all U(])-invariant skew-Hermitian operators, that is

b = alg(3, U iR ju1:j=1,--n—1}). (C56)

Combining the above two equations, we conclude that
by = alg{ill,,,iZ,,iRys 7 #s€{l,---n} ,me{0,---,n}}. (C57)

Finally, we consider the commutator sub-algebra of both sides. In the right-hand side, because iII,,, commutes with all elements
of b,, i.e., is in the center of b, it disappears in the commutator sub-algebra. That is the commutator subs-algebra of the
right-hand side is a sub-algebra of alg{iZ,,iR, s : 7 # s € {1,---n}}. We conclude that

Bn, 6] Calg{iZ, iR, s: 17 #se€{l,---n}}. (C58)

Together with Eq.(C53)), this implies Eq.(C51)) and proves lemma[d] This completes the proof of theorem 9]
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Appendix D: Supplementary Note 4: Restrictions on the realizable unitaries

So far, we have focused on the constraints imposed by the locality and symmetry on the set of realizable Hamiltonians. On
the other hand, for certain applications, it is useful to also characterize the constraints on the realizable unitaries. Let V' be the
unitary generated by the time evolution of the system under G-invariant Hamiltonian H (¢), from time ¢ = 0 to 7. This unitary
is given by the time-ordered integral

I Tj

V =T{exp (- / H(t)dt)} = hm Hexp ——H L)) (D1)

The symmetry implies H (t) and V' decompose as P
V. act on the subspace corresponding to irrep u, and

jlirepsg (n) H,(t) and P j€liepss (n) V., respectively. Here, H,,(t) and

T
V, = lim Hexp(—%HM(—)). (D2)
1

Using the fact that for any pair of Hermitian operators A; and Ao, det(exp(iA41) exp(idsz)) = exp(iTr(A1) + iTr(Asg)), this
implies

T
det(V,) = exp(—i /O Te(H()IL,)dt) (D3)

We conclude that for any set of integers {c(u)}, it holds that

T
® =) c(p) arg(det(V,))= — /O dt Tr(H (t)C) : mod 27 , (D4)

pElrreps 4 (n)

where arg(det(V,)) € (—m, 7] is the phase of det(V,), and C' = >_  c(p)IL,,. This, in particular, means that if Hamiltonians
H,(t) and H»(t) generate the same unitary V, then

/ dt Tr(Hq(t / dt Tr(H»(t)C) : mod 27 . (D5)

If operator C is traceless then ® remains invariant under a global phase transformation V — ¢V, This can be seen, e.g.,
using the fact that if Hamiltonian H () : 0 < ¢ < T realizes V, then Hamiltonian H(t) — %1 :0 <t < T reahzes e’V For
traceless operator C, Tr(H (¢)C') remains invariant under this transformation. Then, the second equality in Eq.(D4) implies that
® remains invariant.

Finally, note that Eq.(D4) can be rewritten as

T
P = —/ dt <C|XH(t)> :mod 27 , (D6)
0

where |x (1)) = >, Tr(H (t)IL,)|p) is the charge vector of H(¢) and |() = 3_ , c(u)|p). Therefore, by measuring @, we can
obtain information about the integral of the charge vector |x f(s))-

In summary, for any traceless operator C' = 3_  c(u)II,, with integer eigenvalues {c(u)}, the phase ® defined in Eq.(D4| .
is an observable quantity. According to Eq.(D6), by measuring this phase we can obtain information about the charge vector
of the Hamiltonian that realizes unitary V', which in turn contains information about the locality of this Hamiltonian. Next, we
focus on the example of U(1) symmetry.
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1. [l-body phases for U(1)-invariant unitaries

Next, we consider the special case of U(1) symmetry with qubit systems. In this case, choosing operator C' in Eq.(D4) to be
the operator C; = 3, ¢;(m)Il,, defined in Eq.(C2), we obtain the notion of I-body phase,

n

T
b= a(m) = ‘/ dt Y Tr(H()Z”) :mod2r, (D7)
0

m=0 b:w(b)=l

defined in Eq.(4) of the main paper. Recall that here 6,,, = arg(det(V,,,)) € (—m, 7] is the phase of the determinant of V,,,, and
a(m) =" (=1)*(") (,-7). Because for I > 1, operator C is traceless, the [-body phase ®; is physically observable for
[ > 1. Note that {¢;(m)}, which are eigenvalues of Cj, are all integer, which is crucial for the validity of Eq.. The table
below shows example of coefficients ¢;(m) for a system with n = 5 qubits.

Charge Sector
m=0m=1m=2m=3m=4m=5
[ = 0 body 1 1 1 1 1
l=1body| 5 3 1 -1 -3 -5
[l =2body| 10 2 -2 -2 2 10
[ =3body| 10 -2 -2 2 2 -10
l=4body| 5 -3 1 1 -3 5
l=>5body| 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1

TABLE I. Coefficients ¢;(m), i.e., the eigenvalues of operators Cj, for n = 5 qubits.

As an example, consider the unitary exp(iaZb). Then, using the identity Tr(Cle) = 2"0,(n)> and applying the second
equality in Eq., we see that the [-body phase of this unitary is equal to ®; = 2"« X d; ,(p)- In particular, for the unitary
e*®], all the [-body phases are zero, except [ = 0.

A useful property of I-body phases, which follows immediately from the definition in Eq.(D7) is their additivity: The {-body
phase of V4V is the sum of the I-body phases of V; and V5, mod 27. Furthermore, the [-body phase of V' is equal to minus
I-body phase of V. More abstractly, we can think of Eq.(D7) as a homomorphism from the group of U(1)-invariant unitaries on
n qubits to the group U(1)" 1,

2. A Characterization of U(1)-invariant unitaries on qubit systems in terms of /-body phases

Next, we present a general characterization of U(1)-invariant unitaries in terms of their /-body phases (See theorem . First,
recall that, as discussed in corollary any U(1)-invariant unitary W = EB:;:O W, that satisfies the constraint det(W,,,) =1 :
m =0, -, n is contained in the group

Gs = <ei9(XTXS+YTYS),eWZT 10 €[0,2m),r #s € {l.n}). (D8)

For a general U(1)-invariant unitary V' consider the unitary

—  Om
U = exp(—i Z=O Ty ) (D9)
where
T
O, = arg(det(Vy,)) = 7/ dt Tr(IL,, H(t)) : (mod2), (D10)
t=0

Hermitian operator H (t) is any U (1)-invariant Hamiltonian that realizes V, such that V' = T { exp (—i fOT H(t)dt)}, and the
second equality in Eq.(DI0) follows from Eq.(D4). Then, for the unitary V, = UV the determinant in each charge sector is one,
which means V5 € G». Note that each 6,, is only defined mod 27, and in the definition of U in Eq.(D9), we can use any set of
{6,,,} that satisfies Eq.(D10). In the following, we determine {f,,,} in terms of /-body phases of unitary V. For [ = 0,--- ,n,
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define

D=~ Ly oy ey (d11)
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Note that the three sets of operators {C;}, {D;} and {II,,} all span the same (n + 1)-dimensional space and Tr(C;Dy/) = d; 1,
which implies

Z t(DyIL,y,) (D12)
=0
Putting this in Eq.(DI0), we find
n T n
=3 TH(DiL,) x {— dt Tr(C’lH(t))} =5 Te(DIL,) x [@ +27r] : (mod2r) (D13a)
1=0 t=0 1=0

for an unspecified set of integers {r;}. Here, to get the second equahty we have applied Eq. - (the unknown integers {r;}
appear because Eq.(D7) holds mod 27). Putting this into Eq.(D9), and using the fact that D; = Y-, Tr(IL, D)L, /Tr(IL,y,),
we find

n

U = [[ exp(i(®: + 27r)Dy) . (D14)
=0

Note that [];" , exp (i27r; D;) is an element of the group
Gy = <exp(i27rDl) =0, ,n> , (D15)

generated by unitaries exp(i27D;) for [ = 0,--- ,n. Because operators {D;} commute with each other and their eigenvalues
are rational numbers, this group is finite. Putting everything together, we arrive at

Theorem 12. Any U(1)-invariant unitary transformation V- on n qubits has a decomposition as

V =Vo[[[exp (i2:1D)] V2, (D16)
=0

where ®; is the I-body phase of V' defined in Eq.(D7), D, is the Hermitian operator defined in Eq.(DI1), Vy is a unitary in the
finite group Gy defined in Eq.(DI3), and Vs is in the group G defined in Eq.(D8), i.e., can be realized using Hamiltonians
XX +YYand Z.

According to Eq.(DTI)), operator D; can be written as a linear combination of commuting [-local operators and therefore for
any 6 the unitary exp(i0D;) can be implemented using [-local U(1)-invariant unitaries. We conclude that if for unitary V, [-body
phase ®; = 0 for all [ > k > 2, then V is realizable using k-local U(1)-invariant unitaries, up to a unitary Vj in the fixed finite
group G defined in Eq.. It is also worth noting that in decomposition in Eq., we can replace each term exp (i<I>lDl)

with exp(®; Z®! ® ¥~ /27), That is, there exist Vj € Gy and Vy € G+ such that

& D, e
V=V [[[exp (i 2 @ 150D ]vy (D17)
1=0
To see this note that by multiplying V' in [];", exp ( g’,ﬁ Z®l g [®(— l)), we obtain a unitary whose [-body phases vanish
and, therefore by the above theorem, it can be written as V3 Vj for Vj € G and V3 € Ga.

To understand the appearance of the finite group Gy in theorem [12] and the unspecified integers {r;} in Eq.(D13a), it is
useful to recall the geometric interpretation of the -body phases {®; }, as a coordinate system for the (n + 1)-torus defined by
phases {0, }. Definition ®; = Y, ¢;(m)0,, together with Eq.(D13a)), allow us to go from one coordinate system to the other.
However, because the coordinate system defined by {®;} is degenerate, this relation is not 1-to-1. The finite group G describes
all possible points on the (n 4 1)—torus that have the same coordinates relative to {®;}.
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3. U(1)-invariant Projective Measurements

Finally, we present a useful corollary of the above theorem, namely the fact that, in the case of group U(1), locality does not
restrict realizable rank-1 projective measurements, i.e.,

Corollary 13. Let {|p,) : v =1,--- 2"} be an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space of n. qubits, with the property that each
element of the basis is an eigenvector of 2?21 Z;, l.e., is invariant under U(1) symmetry. Then, the projective measurement in
this basis can be realized by performing a sequence of 2-local unitaries exp(i0(X X +YY')) and single-qubit unitary exp(i072),
Sor 0 € [0, 2w), followed by the measurement of all qubits in the z basis.

To see this, first note that any pair of orthonormal bases satisfying the property described in the corollary can be converted
to each other by a U(1)-invariant unitary. In particular, because the computational basis satisfies this property, there is a U(1)-
invariant unitary V, such that V|¢,) = |b(v)), where |b(v)) is an element of the computational basis. Therefore, if we first
perform unitary V' and then measure all qubits in {|0), |1)} basis, the overall effect is equivalent to measuring in {|¢,)} basis.
Now suppose instead of unitary V', we perform unitary V, = UV, for U defined in Eq.(D9). Then, because U is diagonal in the
computational basis, and the final measurement is also performed in this basis, the probability of outcomes do not change. Since
V5 € G4 it can be realized using Hamiltonians X X + Y'Y and local Z. This proves the corollary.
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Appendix E: Supplementary Note 5: Local symmetric process tomography

In this section we present a scheme for characterizing an unknown U(1)-invariant unitary and measuring its /[-body phases.
The main feature of this scheme, which makes it different from the standard process tomography methods, is the fact that it only
requires initial states, 2-local unitaries, and single-qubit measurements that all respect the symmetry.

Consider an unknown U(1)-invariant unitary V on n qubits labeled as j = 1,--- ,n. As depicted in Fig[3] in this scheme all
the n qubits are initially prepared in states |z;), where z; € {0, 1}, except one qubit labeled as r € {1,--- ,n}. Qubit r, on the
other hand, is entangled with an ancillary qubit, in the joint state (|0)|1) + |1)|0))/+/2. Then, the joint initial state of n qubits
and the ancilla can be written as

2)@10) +|z-)®|1) _ |2)®]0) + X,|z) ©[1)

— , El
where we use the convention that z,. = 1, i.e.,
|z) = |21 ,2r—1, 1, 2pa1, 0 20 - (E2)
After applying the unitary V, this state transforms to
v 0)+Vi]z_ 1
Be0+Vie)en &)
V2
Now suppose we perform a measurement in an orthonormal basis that includes the state
Z)®0) + e’z )@ |1
2) ©10) +e’l2) 1) )

\/5 )

where 2’z € {0,1}"™ and they satisfy the property that w(z) = w(z') = w(z"_) + 1, where w(z') = E?zl 2} is the Hamming
weight of bit string z'. This condition means that state in Eq.(E4) is restricted to a sector with a definite total charge, which is
equal to the total charge of state in Eq.(E3). Therefore state in Eq.(E4) can be an element of an orthonormal basis satisfying
the condition in corollary Then, the corollary implies that the measurement in this basis can be performed by applying
Hamiltonians X X + Y'Y and local Z on qubits, and then measuring them in the computational basis.

Performing this measurement on state in Eq.(E3)), we get the outcome corresponding to state in Eq.(E4) with probability
1 / —i6 /7 2
l@Vm e @ via)| (ES)
Performing this measurement sufficiently many times for different values of € (m, 7], we can estimate the cross term
(2 [V]z_)" x (Z|V]z) . (E6)

Note that |z’_) and |z_) both live in the same charge sector. If we know the value of the matrix element (z’ |V|z_), and if
this value is non-zero, then by estimating the quantity in Eq., we can infer the value of (z'|V'|z). Note that U(1)-invariance
together with the unitarity of V' guarantees that for any |z_), there is a state |z’_) in the computational basis with the property
that (z'_|V|z_) # 0. Therefore, applying this technique recursively, we can determine V' in any arbitrary sector. The sectors
with the Hamming weights 0 and n are 1-D. Then, to remove the global phase freedom in characterizing unitary V', we can
choose (0[®"V|0)®™ = 1.

1. Characterizing 3-qubit U(1)-invariant unitaries

In the following, we demonstrate this scheme for the example of n = 3 qubits. In this special case, which is also considered
in Fig., the unitary performed before the single-qubit measurements is the single-qibit unitary exp(icZuc) on the ancilla,
followed by a single two-qubit unitary exp (3 (X; Xanc + Y;Yanc)) for j = 1,2, 3.

Let V be an unknown U(1)-invariant unitary on 3 qubits. The symmetry implies that [(0|®3V|0)®3| = 1, and to fix the global
phase of unitary, we can choose

(000[V|000) = 1. (E7)
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|z1) /74 2z
z2) /74 Zé

!

|10) + [o1) A%
V2 eiaZ /74 b

FIG. 5. A scheme for characterizing an unknown U(1)-invariant unitary .

At the input of the above circuit, qubit 7 € {1,2,3} is entangled with the ancillary qubit, in the joint state (|01) + |10))/+/2.
The other two qubits are prepared in states |0) and |1). Therefore, we represent the joint state at the input as

|Z> & |0>anc ;(T|z> ® |1>anc . _
Cozp =
\/i

where z = 212223, and we use the convention that z, = 1 (In the example in Fig[5] we have = 3). After applying unitary V,
we obtain state

) (E8)

Vl]z) ® |0)anc + VX |2) @ [1)anc
A
V2
Then, we apply the unitary exp(icZy) on the ancillary qubit, the unitary exp( Ry 4c) on qubit s € {1, 2,3} and the ancillary

qubit, and finally measure all qubits in the computational basis, and obtain the corresponding outcomes z’ = 212525 € {0, 1}3,
and b € {0, 1}. The probability of these outcomes are determined by the overlap of state in Eq.(@[) with state

-1 (E9)

. i
exp(—1aZyc) exp(_ZRs,anc)(|lezl22é> @ |bYanc) , s € {1,2,3}. (E10)
The two cases where b = 0 and 2z, = 1, or b = 1 and 2z, = 0, are of special interest, because in these cases the probability of
outcomes depend non-trivially on the matrix elements of V' in two different sectors (In other words, we can observe interference
between two branches of wavefunction that goes through two different sectors).

To simplify the analysis and notation, in the following we focus on the case of z;, = 1 and b = 0. In this case state in Eq.(E10)
becomes

e_m‘ll> ® 10)anc — iemXS|Z/> @ [Dane : 2

. T
exp(—iaZanc) eXp(_*Rs,aHC)(‘ZizéZ@ ® |0>an0) =

=1. Ell
4 V2 (E1D)
Therefore, if 2z, = 1 and b = 0, the probability of outcome z’ = 2] 2524 is
1 . 2
1‘<z’\V\z> Fie 2 |X VX )| 2 =1, (E12)
By measuring this quantity for different values of «, we can determine
(Z| X VX, |z)" x (Z|V]z) : 2.,z =1. (E13)

Then, if we also know the value of (2’| X,V X, |z) and if this value is non-zero, we can infer the matrix element (z'|V|z). As we
see below, by applying this technique recursively, we can characterize the action of V' in all sectors.

First, consider the sector corresponding to Hamming weight m = 1, spanned by three states {001,010,100}. Using the
convention in Eq.(E7) for this sector, the coefficient (z'| XV X,.|z)* = (000|V|000) = 1, and therefore, by estimating the
quantity in Eq.(E13)), we can determine all matrix elements (z'|V|z) for z’,z € {001,010, 100}.

Next, in the sector with m = 2, the outcome probabilities determine the value of
XX VX, z)" x x|V|z) : 25,2z, =1. (E14)

forz’,z € {011,101,110}. For instance, in the case of Z' = z = 011, we can choose r, s € {2,3}. Then, by estimating the
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quantity in Eq.(E13)), we find the value of ¢* x (011|V]011), where
c=(0]® NV (0)®y)) : vy €{01,10}. (E15)

These matrix elements are determined in the previous step, when we characterized the sector with m = 1. Therefore, if any of
these four matrix elements are non-zero, then we can determine the matrix element (011|V|011). We claim that, at least, one
of the matrix elements in Eq.(ET3) is non-zero . This follows from U(1) symmetry together with the unitarity of V: The sector
with m = 1 is 3 dimensional and is spanned by {|100), |010), |001)} and unitary V" acts as a 3 x 3 unitary in this subspace. If all
4 matrix elements in Eq.(EI5)) vanish, then this 3 x 3 matrix has a 2 x 2 sub-matrix which is equal to zero. But, this contradicts
unitarity (If a 3 x 3 matrix has a zero 2 x 2 submatrix, then at, least, two different columns of the matrix are linearly dependent,
which contradicts with unitarity). We conclude that, at least, one of the four matrix elements in Eq.@[) are non-zero. This
allows us to infer the value of (011|V/|011) , using the estimated value of Eq.(E13). Similarly, we can determine (z'|V|z) for
any pairs of z',z € {011,101, 110}.
Finally, for z = z = 111, we can estimate

(111X, VX, |111)* x (111|V[111) (E16)

for r,s € {1,2,3}. Again, because V acts unitarily in the 3-dimensional subspace {011,101,110}, coefficients
(111| X,V X,|111) cannot all be zero, and therefore in this way we can determine (111|V|111). Hence, we can completely
characterize a U(1)-invariant unitary V.
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Appendix F: Supplementary Note 6: Circumventing the no-go theorem-An intuitive explanation via Jordan-Winger Transform

As we discussed in the paper and formally prove in the Supplementary Note 7, in the case of group U(1) the no-go theorem
can be circumvented using ancillary qubits. Here, we further discuss the example presented in Fig. 4 of the main paper, and
present a nice interpretation of this scheme.

Recall that in Fig. 4 of the paper we consider a system with n qubits together with a pair of ancillary qubits a and b that form
a closed loop. Considering the nested commutators of R = (X X 4 YY) /2 on pairs of neighboring qubits, we find

K =Ry, [Roz, [Ro, Bual] -+ = Ay @ 227, (F1)

where A,, = Rap forevenn and A,, = T, p = X,Yp — Ya Xy for odd n. The above nested commutator means that by turning
on and off interactions X X + Y'Y between all nearest-neighbor qubits in the loop, except between a and b, we can realize
Hamiltonian K = A,, ® Z @n _In the following, to simplify the notation we assume 7 is even, which means K = R,y ®Z @n
(The case of odd n is similar).

Now suppose the initial joint state of the n qubits in the system and the ancillary qubits a and b is |1))|1),|0)p. Then, applying
Hamiltonian K for a sufficiently short time interval J¢, we obtain state

e () [1)a]0)y) = [1)[1)al0) — i88Z°" 1) |0)a 1) F2)

where we have neglected terms of order §¢2 and higher. Roughly speaking, the second term in the right-hand side corresponds to
the event in which the charge which was initially located at qubit a moves to qubit b through the chain, and during this process
obtains a phase +1, depending on the value of Z®". Next, by applying the unitary exp (imR,/4) exp (imZy/4) on a and b we
close the loop and (up to a global phase) obtain state

1 . ®n ) L ®@n
ﬁem 5[ 1)a] 06 + %e%@ 545 [0)a| 1) (F3)

where again we have ignored terms of order §¢* and higher. Unitary exp (im R, p/4) exp (imZ,/4) allows the charge to go back
and forth directly between a and b. Finally, by measuring one of the ancillary qubits in {|0), |1} } basis we can determine the final
location of the charge. Depending on the outcome, the state of the main system collapses to one of states exp(+idt Z%™)|)) +
O(dt?). Repeating these steps we can approximately realize the unitary exp(i6Z®™), where the value of 6 is determined by
a random walk. Hence, in principle, by repeating these steps with sufficiently small ¢, we can realize any desired unitary
exp(i¢pZ®™) with ¢ € (—m, |, with arbitrary accuracy and probability of success approaching one. As we further discuss in
Supplementary Note 7, it is indeed possible to implement this scheme deterministically, without using measurements.

Finally, we discuss an interesting interpretation of this scheme, based on the fermionic description of this system, obtained via
the Jordan-Wigner transform [26H28]]. Suppose we label qubits as j = 0,--- ,n + 1, where j = 0 and j = n + 1, corresponds
to the ancillary qubits a and b, respectively. Then, this correspondence can be defined by

. 1
X; + 1Y, s fo
S s JIED =0, (F4)
I=j+1
where c; 17 =0,---,n+ 1 are the fermionic creation operators, satisfying the standard anti-commutation relations {c}, ek}t =
te
d;.% and {c}, CL} = 0. This, in particular, implies Z; = 203-0]- — I = —(—1)%%, where I is the identity operator. This means

that the charge of a site in the qubit picture is determined by the occupation number of the corresponding site in the fermionic
picture. Furthermore, this implies the correspondence

n

Rap < (cley+ ) (—1) 2t
K =Ry ® Z%" +— (cleo+cfea) (F5)

where we have assumed 7 is even. Note that (—1)21:1 el is =1 depending on the parity of the total number of “particles” in
sites 1 to n. From this point of view, the difference between R, and K = R,, ® Z®™, can be understood as a consequence
of the anti-symmetry of the fermionic wavefunction: As we move a fermion from a to b through the chain, the state obtains £1
sign depending on whether each site is occupied or not. Hence, the overall phase depends on the total number of fermions in the
chain (In the qubit picture this corresponds to the observable Z®™). On the other hand, if the particle moves directly between a
and b, it does not obtain this phase.

From this point of view, the above scheme essentially uses interference between two branches of the wavefunction, to deter-
mine the parity of the total charge in the system; one branch is going directly between a and b and the other is going through the
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chain of n qubits. Then, the ancillary qubits can be interpreted as an internal quantum reference frame that allows us to measure
this relative phase.

It is worth noting that the Jordan-Wigner transform defined in Eq.(F4) is not unique. For instance, if we periodically shift
the labels by one, i.e., label qubit b as j = 0, qubit a as j = 1, etc, then the fermioinc operators in the top and bottom lines of
Eq. will be swapped (This freedom can be formulated as a gauge potential [27]]). However, in both cases the operator Z®™

) ctci
corresponds to (—1)&i=1 77 |
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Appendix G: Supplementary Note 7: Schemes for implementing general energy-conserving unitaries on composite systems
1. Overview and an illustrative example

In this section we focus on the case of U(1)-invariant unitaries, or, equivalently, energy-conserving unitaries and study various
techniques and constructions for circumventing the no-go theorem with ancillary qubits. In particular, we prove the following
theorem in the paper.

Theorem 14. (Informal version) Consider a finite set of closed systems with the property that for each system the gap between
any consecutive pairs of energy levels is AE. Then, any global energy-conserving unitary transformation on these systems can
be implemented by a finite sequence of 2-local energy-conserving unitaries, provided that the systems can interact with a single
ancillary qubit with the energy gap AE between its two levels.

We also show that if one can use a second ancillary qubit, then a general energy-conserving unitary can be implemented
without any direct interactions between the systems, i.e., just using system-ancilla interactions. Theorem [15|and corollary
contain the precise statements of these results.

Before going into the details, here we explain the main idea with an illustrative example for a system with 3 qubits. Suppose
the goal is to implement the family of unitaries {e??%1%2%3 : § € [0,2)} on a system with n = 3 qubits, labeled as 1, 2, 3. The
condition in Eq.(C3)) implies that this family cannot be generated by 2-local U(1)-invariant unitaries. Now suppose in addition to
these 3 qubits, we can use an ancillary qubit labeled as a. As we explain in Fig[f] the commutation relations in Eq.(C23)) imply
that by applying the unitaries generated by X X + Y'Y and local Z Hamiltonians, which are both 2-local and invariant under
rotations around z, one can simulate Hamiltonian (Z3 — Z,)Z1 Z5, where Z, is Pauli Z on the ancillary qubit a tensor product
the identity operators on the rest of qubits. Assuming the ancillary qubit is initially prepared in state |0), and qubits 1, 2, 3 are
in an arbitrary state |¢), under the time evolution generated by this Hamiltonian, the initial state |1)) ® |0), evolves to

eiQ(ZS*Za)Z1Z2 (|w> ® |O>a) = (eie(Z1Z2Z?’7ZIZ2)|1/)>) ® |0>a ) (GD)

for § € [0,27). Therefore, if after applying this unitary we apply the 2-local symmetric unitary ¢®41%2 on qubits 1 and 2, the
overall unitary evolution of qubits 1, 2, 3 will be the desired unitary e??%172%3_ Note that because at the end of the process the
ancillary qubit goes back to its initial state, we can use it again to implement other unitary transformations. As we discuss in
Fig[6 and prove in the following section, the commutation relations in Eq.(C25]) imply that this technique can be generalized to
implement all diagonal Hamiltonians, just using interactions X X + Y'Y, and local Z on the ancillary qubit.

Finally, recall that combining diagonal unitaries with unitaries generated by 2-local interaction X X + Y'Y, one obtains all
U(1)-invariant unitaries (See theorem . In summary, we conclude that: all unitaries that are invariant under rotations around
z, L.e., those preserving > y Z;, can be implemented using a single ancillary qubit and via interactions XX + Y'Y and local Z
on the ancillary qubit.

We also show that this result remains valid if there are further geometric constraints on the interactions between qubits. In
particular, if the qubits in the system form a chain and only nearest-neighbor X X 4 Y'Y interactions between them are allowed,
we can still implement general U(1)-invariant unitaries, provided that the ancillary qubit can interact with all the qubits via
XX +YY interaction. Alternatively, if in addition to X X + Y'Y interaction, one can also apply Z Z interactions to the nearest-
neighbor qubits, then the ancillary qubit only needs to interact with one qubit in the chain, e.g., the qubit at one end of the
chain.

2. U(1) symmetry with systems of qubits

Here, we show how U(1)-invariant unitaries on qubit systems can be implemented using a single ancillary qubit. The argument
is a straightforward generalization of the idea discussed in Eq.(GI). This proves theorem [T4] on energy-conserving unitaries,
for the special case where all the systems are qubits (As we discussed before, for systems considered in theorem [14| energy
conservation is equivalent to a U(1) symmetry. To focus on the main idea, in this subsection we phrase the arguments in terms
of U(1) symmetry).

Consider a pair of bit strings b,b’ € {0,1}", such that b’ can be obtained from b by flipping a bit with value 1, i.e., its
Hamming weight is w(b’) = w(b) — 1 and its Hamming distance with b is d(b’,b) = 1. Let Z, and I, be, respectively, the
Pauli z and the identity operator on the ancillary qubit. Then, Eq.(C23) implies that the Hamiltonian

P, -7 ® 7,
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FIG. 6. A protocol for implementing U(1)-invariant unitaries using interaction XX+YY. We show that using 2-local interactions that are
invariant under rotations around the z axis, the family of unitaries {¢'*#1%2%5 ; § ¢ [0, 27r)} cannot be implemented, unless one uses ancillary
systems. Using a single ancillary qubit a, we can implement this family of unitraies just using interactions Rrs = (X, X, + Y;Y5)/2 for
r,s € {1,2,3,a} and local Z, on the ancillary qubit, which are both invariant under rotations around z. The ancillary qubit a, highlighted
by blue, is initially prepared in state |0) and returns to the same state at the end of the process. In part (i) we use Hamiltonians Rq1 and Z,
to simulate Hamiltonian Z;. To achieve this, we consider the commutator i[Ra1, Tha] = Z1 — Za, where Thq = %[Z1, Ria]. Since a is
initially in state |0), the effect of Hamiltonian Z1 — Z, is equivalent to Hamiltonian Z; — I, where I is the identity operator. Therefore,
by applying Rq1 and Z, in a proper order, we can implement unitaries generated by Zi, up to a global phase. Part (ii) corresponds to
the commutator [[[Rah Ri2], Rga]] = Z1(Z2 — Z,). The equality means that by applying Rs1, Ri12 and Rz, in a proper order, we can
implement Hamiltonian Z; Z> — Z;. Combining it with Z; obtained in the step (i) we obtain Z; Z». Part (iii) corresponds to the commutator
i[[[Ral, Ry2], R23],T3a} = Z1Z2(Z3s — Z,). Since qubit a is initially in state |0), the effect of this time evolution on qubits 1, 2, 3 is
equivalent to the time evolution generated by Hamiltonian Z1 Z2Z35 — Z1 Z> (See EqIG_TI). Combining this with Hamiltonian Z; Z> obtained
from step (ii), we obtain Z1 Z>Z3.

can be generated using Hamiltonians R,.s : 7, s € {1,--- ,n} U {a} together with Pauli z on the ancillary qubit (This can also
be seen using lemma . Assuming this qubit is initially in state |0),, under this Hamiltonian any initial state |¢)) of n qubits
evolves to

eie[zb®1a—zb/®za] (1) ®10)4) = (eie[zb_zb’}wn ®10), . (G2)

Note that at the end of the process, the ancillary qubit goes back to its initial state. Therefore, repeating this, we can implement
all Hamiltonians

{Zb — 7" :b,b € {0,1}",w(b) = w(b) — 1,d(b’,b) = 1} . (G3)

Furthermore, by applying Pauli z Hamiltonian on the ancillary qubit, i.e., Hamiltonian /®" ® Z, on the total system, we can also
implement the constant Hamiltonian I®™ on n qubits. Linear combinations of this Hamiltonian with Hamiltonians in Eq.,
give all diagonal Hamiltonians (Note that a similar argument works if rather than state |0),, the ancillary qubit is prepared in
state |1),).

Finally, recall that according to theoremﬂ;l'l, combining diagonal Hamiltonians with Hamiltonians X; X;, + YY1 : j =
1,---n — 1, we can generate all U (1)-invariant Hamiltonians. This proves theoremin the special case of qubit systems.

Geometrically local interactions

So far, in our discussion we have not assumed any particular geometry for the system and the labels 1, - - - , n of n qubits was
arbitrary. Next, we assume the qubits lie on an open chain and their labeling corresponds to their order in the chain. For instance,
the qubits are ordered from left to right, and the leftmost qubit is labeled as qubit 1.

Suppose one can turn on and off X X + Y'Y interactions between nearest-neighbor qubits. Furthermore, suppose an ancillary
qubits a can interact with all qubits with X X 4 Y'Y interaction. Furthermore, in addition to X X + Y'Y interactions between
the qubits, suppose one can also apply local Pauli Z on the ancillary qubit. Then, the overall, Hamiltonian is in the form

n—1
H(t) = Cj(t) (Xij-i-l + YVj%-H) + dj(t) (Xan + Y}Ya) + Z(t)Za 5 (G4)
1

<.
Il

where ¢;(t), d;(t) and z(¢) are arbitrary real functions. As before, we assume the ancilllary qubit is initially in state |0).

This Hamiltonian does not allow direct interactions between arbitrary pairs of qubits. Nevertheless, it turns out that using
this family of Hamiltonians we can implement all U(1)-invariant unitary transformations on qubits 1, --- ,n. To see this first
note that for any connected subset of qubits, corresponding to a gapless sequence of integers 7,7 + 1,---, 5 — 1,4’, we can
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implement the corresponding Hamiltonian Z; - - - Zj:. This follows immediately from Eq.(C25) together with the argument in
Eq.. In particular, we can simulate interaction Z;Z; for any neighboring qubits j and j + 1. Now the key observation is
that by combining interactions Z;Z;,1 and X; X ;11 + Y;Y;;1 one can implement the swap unitary on qubits j and j + 1, i.e.,
the unitary that exchanges the states of these qubits. In particular,

eI T (XX +Y Y +2 Zj40) _ €S it (@

where S} ;11 is the swap operator that exchanges the state of qubits j and 5+ 1. By combining swaps on nearest-neighbor qubits,
we obtain all permutations on n qubits. Therefore, we can change the order of qubits, arbitrarily. Combining this with the above
technique we can implement arbitrary diagonal unitary transformations. For instance, to implement the unitary ¢?*4:4m between
any two arbitrary qubits [ and m with [ < m, we first apply the permutation operator S;; ,,, that exchanges the states of qubits
m and [ + 1 and leave the other qubits unchanged. Then we apply the unitary e?*#:Z:+1 and finally exchange the state of qubits
I + 1 and m again. In this way, we obtain

Sl+1’mezt9ZlZl+1 SlJer _ ezé)ZlZm ) (G6)

Finally, recall that according to theorem [[I] by combining diagonal unitaries with unitaries generated by Hamiltonians
{Rjj+1 = 32(X;X;11 +Y;Yj11) + j = 1,--- ,n — 1}, we can implement all U(1)-invariant unitaries. This proves the
claim that using a single ancillary qubit in initial state |0) and by properly choosing functions ¢;, d; and z, we can implement a
general energy-conserving unitary using Hamiltonian H (¢) in Eq..

In the above scheme, the ancillary qubit a needs to interact with all qubits in the system. We can relax this requirement if in
addition to interactions X X + Y'Y, we have access to interactions Z~Z. More precisely, consider the family of Hamiltonians

n—1
H'(t) = r(r)(X1Xo + Y1Ya) + () 21 Z0 + 2() 20 + Y ¢5(8) (X3 X1 + YY) +b5(8) Z3 2541 (G7)
j=1

where c;, b;, 7, s and z are arbitrary real functions. Using an argument similar to the above argument, we can easily see that
universality can also be achieved using this family of Hamiltonians. Again, the key point is that by combining X X + Y'Y and
Z Z interactions on nearest neighbor qubits, we can swap their orders, and therefore, we can permute the order of all qubits
arbitrarily. Hence, the restriction to nearest-neighbor interactions becomes irrelevant.
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FIG. 7. A scheme for implementing energy-conserving unitaries on composite systems. In each system we consider a pair of energy
eigenstates with energy difference A F, which can be interpreted as a single qubit. Then, we can apply the protocol discussed in the previous
section for qubits with U(1) symmetry (See Fig@. To implement this protocol, the qubits defined in different systems are sequentially coupled
to each other and to an ancillary qubit, via 2-local energy-conserving interactions in Eq.(??) and Eq.(??). The ancilla is initially prepared
in its ground state |0), whose energy gap with the excited state |1), is AFE. This implies that the interaction in Eq.(??), which couples the
ancilla to the systems, is energy-conserving. Using these 2-local energy-conserving interactions and following the protocol introduced in the
previous section, we can implement energy-conserving unitaries on the selected energy pairs. Repeating these steps with other pairs of energy
eigenstates with energy difference A F, we obtain all energy-conserving unitaries (See Appendix @

3. General energy-conserving unitaries

Next, we consider implementation of general energy-conserving unitaries beyond qubit systems and prove theorem[T4] Note
that for the family of Hamiltonians considered in this theorem, energy conservation is equivalent to a U(1) symmetry. The
proposed scheme for implementing general energy-conserving unitaries is a generalization of the protocol used in the qubit case
with U(1) symmetry. In particular, similar to that case, there are two main steps in the argument: First, we show how a general
diagonal energy-conserving unitary can be implemented (lemma [7), and then we show that by combining diagonal unitaries
with 2-local energy-conserving unitaries, we obtain all energy-conserving unitaries (lemma J).

To simplify the notation and analysis, we focus on the case of systems with identical Hilbert spaces and Hamiltonians. We also
assume the Hamiltonians are non-degenerate (These assumptions are non-essential in the argument and can be relaxed). In par-
ticular, we consider n > 1 systems each with a d-dimensional Hilbert space and with the intrinsic Hamiltonian AE Zf;(l) [r)(r|.
The systems are labeled by j = 1,--- ,n. We assume before and after applying the energy-conserving unitary, the systems are
non-interacting, i.e., their total intrinsic Hamiltonian is

n
Hinginsic = »_ Hj (G8)
j=1
where
d—1
Hj =AEY rlr)(rl;, (G9)
r=0

is the Hamiltonian of system j tensor product with the identity operators on the rest of systems.

This scheme uses an ancillary qubit with Hamiltonian AFE|1)(1|,, initially prepared in the ground state |0),. Suppose in
each system we pick a pair of energy levels with energy difference AE, which can be interpreted as a qubit (See Fig. Then,
following the protocol introduced in the previous section, we can implement all energy-conserving unitaries defined on these
qubits using 2-local energy-conserving unitaries.
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The required interactions for implementing this scheme are

Ry = Ry = 0= 1){ll; @ [1){0k + 1) = 11; @ 01, H=leeid=1; j=T1n
(G10a)

RS = REY, = =00 @ I — U + D=1y @ = D@yn 2LV =1 d=1; j=1- .n—1.
(G10b)

Note that the above operators are defined on the Hilbert space (C%)®" @ C2, corresponding to n systems and the ancillary qubit.

Operator R( ) acts non- trivially on system j and ancillary qubit a and R( ’ ) . acts non-trivially on systems j and j+ 1. Therefore,
these 1nteract10ns are 2-local. Furthermore, if the systems are placed 1n the order corresponding to their labels j = 1,--- | n,

then the terms R( )1 are interactions between a pair of nearest-neighbor systems.
Also, note that the above interactions are all energy-conserving, i.e., commute with the total intrinsic Hamiltonian of n systems
and the ancillary qubits

Ho =Y Hj+ AE1)(1],. (G11)
Jj=1

In fact, if we interpret states |l — 1); and |[); as states |0) and |1) of a qubit, then R( will be equivalent to the interaction

(X X + YY) between a pair of qubits. Similarly, R( ) can be interpreted as interaction (X X 4+ YY) between a pair of
qublts defined in systems j and j’. Recall that the protocol defined in the previous section can be implemented using interactions
XX +YY andlocal Z on the ancillary qubit. Therefore, interactions defined in Eq.(GI0) together with local Z, on the ancillary
qubit, allow us to apply this protocol and implement all energy-conserving unitaries defined on the the selected pairs of energy
eigenstates. Using this idea we show that

Lemma 6. Consider a Hermitian operator H,, acting on the Hilbert space ((Cd)®" that commutes with H;ypingic = E?Zl H;.
Then, there exists an operator f{n# acting on (C*)®" @ C2, such that if{ma is in the real Lie algebra, generated by
; ) pl)

12y iR iR ie.

J,a’ 3,J+1°
iHy, € a[gR{iZa RV GRD L =1, -1 =1, n} 7 (G12)
and
) € (CHE" s Hya(lh) ®10)a) = (Halth)) ©10)q - (G13)

Any energy-conserving unitary V; on the n systems can be written as e*//», where H,, commutes with the intrinsic Hamiltonian
Hintinsic = Z"_l H ;. Therefore, the above lemma implies that there exists an operator ¢Hy, , in the real Lie algebra generated

by iZ, iR\, iR, such that

) € (CHE™: eMa(fih) @ [0)a) = ("'7[4) © [0)a = Va|t)) @ [0)a - (G14)

o zR”) L =1,--,d—1; j:1,~~,n}impliesthattheunitary

Furthermore, the fact that an a €0 gR{de AR AR

¢'fna is in the Lie group generated by unitaries

exp(i6Z,) , exp(iGR;g) , exp(i@Rég) , exp(@@RleH) c0ef0,2n); LI =1, ,d—1; j=1,---.,n, (G15)

which are all 2-local and energy-conserving. Moreover, using Fact 1 in Supplementary Note 1, the group generated by these
unitaries is compact and therefore using the result of [17]], any unitary in this group is uniformly finitely generated by the
generating set in Eq.(GI3). This result, which is summarized in theorem[I3] proves the statement of theorem

This result means that there is a map from energy-conserving unitaries on (C%)®" to energy-conserving unitaries on (C%)®"®
C2, namely

Va — Vaa=Va®1[0)(0], + Wy @ [1)(1],, (G16)

where W, is also an energy-conserving unitary on (C%)®", and f/n’a can be generated by the family of unitaries in Eq. lb
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Hamiltonian Picture:

Alternatively, we can understand this result in the Hamiltonian picture. Suppose to implement an energy-conserving unitary,
we moodify the intrinsic Hamiltonian of systems and ancilla Hyy, = Z 1 H;j + AE|1)(1],. In particular, suppose we add
2-local energy-conserving interactions in Eq.(GI0) to Hy, and obtain the famlly of Hamiltonians

n d-1 n—1 d—1
l l L") (L1
Hia(t) = Hou o 0a(0) Zu+ 30 30,000 G+ 37 37 i) BRI (G17)
j=11=1 =1 L,lI’'=1
where g,, g]( Z and g( ) are real functions of time t, which vanish for ¢ < 0, and for sufficiently large . We are interested in the

unitary transformatlons generated by this family of Hamiltonians for different choices of these functions, i.e., unitaries satisfying

d
avn,a(t) = —iHna(t)Vaa(t), t>0 (G18)
where Vj, o(0) is the identity operator on (C?)®" ® C2. Clearly,

VE>0: [Hn,a(t), Hml] —0, (G19)

which means the family of unitaries generated by these Hamiltonians are energy-conserving. Note that Hamiltonian Hy, ,(¢)
in Eq.(GI7) contains a time-independent term H,o, which corresponds to the intrinsic Hamiltonians of the n systems and the
ancilla. It turns out that the existence of this constant term does not restrict the family of unitaries generated by this family of
Hamiltonians. In particular, this family contains the family of unitaries generated by Hamiltonians

n d—1 n—1 d-—1
l IN) ll’
0 Zo+ YD g RO+ 3 gl B (G20)
j=11l=1 i=1 LI'=1

where we have dropped the term H, in Eq.(GI7). This follows from the fact that H,,, commutes with all other terms in the
Hamiltonian H, nA(t) and, furthermore, it generates a periodic time evolution, with period 27 /AE. Therefore, if the total time
of implementing the desired unitary is an integer multiple of 27/AFE, the presence of Hy, does not have any effect on the
implemented unitary. This can always be achieved by adding a time delay less than 27/AFE, during which the other terms are
turned off.

As we have seen before, the standard results of quantum control theory [[17, 18] imply that, using the family of Hamiltonians
in Eq. and assuming g,, gj( 31 and g( ; +) are arbitrary real functions, we can generate any unitary ¢’“, with G in the Lie
algebra defined in Eq.(GI2). Combining this with the argument in Eq.(GI4), we conclude that

Theorem 15. Consider an arbitrary energy-conserving unitary Vi, acting on ((Cd)®” (i.e., a unitary satisfying [Va , Hinrinsic] =
0). Then, there exists a unitary Vy, o acting on (C?)®" ® C2, such that

V[i) € (CHE™ 2 Vaa(|$)|0)a) = Valth) @ [0)a (G21)

and Vma can be generated by a finite sequence of 2-local energy-conserving unitaries in Eq. . Equivalently, f/n,a can be
implemented with the family of energy-conserving Hamiltonians Hy, ,(t) defined in Eq..

Therefore, to complete the proof of this result we need to prove lemma[6] But, first we discuss a modified version of this
scheme.

4. A Modified Scheme with Two Ancillary Qubits

In the above scheme we need system-system interactions R(l "It turns out that this interaction can be easily engineered using

system-ancilla interactions, provided that we can use a second ancﬂlary qubit, labeled as qubit b, with Hamiltonian AE|1)(1]p.
This follows from the fact that

R, 7)) . (G22)
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Therefore, if qubit b is initially in state |0), then
1 ’ . /
exp (i05 [RY) L (R} Z0]])6)]0) = exp (i0R())[6) @ [0)s (G23)

where |¢) is an arbitrary state of the rest of systems.
Based on this observation, we consider interactions between systems j = 1, - - - n and ancillary qibits a and b:

Ry = R{) = |1 - 1)(1l; ® 1)(0] + |11 — 1]; ® [0) (1 l=1,,d-1, j=1---,n (G24)
R, = R = |1 = 1)41]; @ [1){0]s + [1) (I — 1]; @ [0} (1 =1, ,d—1, j=1,--,n. (G25)

Then, in this modified scheme instead of 2-local energy-conserving unitaries in Eq.(GI3)), we consider unitaries
exp(i0Z,) , exp(iGRé-g) , exp(i@Rgg) , exp(iGRJ(f%) :0ef0,2n); 1,I'=1,---,d—1; j=1,---,n. (G26)

Similarly, in the Hamiltonian picture, instead of Hamiltonians in Eq.(GI7), we consider the family of Hamiltonians

> gt Ry, @27)

n d—1
= =1

n n d—1
Huan(t) = (3 H; + AB 1+ AEL) (1)) + gut) Zo+ g0(t) Zo+>_ > gi(t) R+

j=1 j=11=1 j=1

~

where g, gv, gj(lg and gj(.fl)) are arbitrary real functions. Note that
n
V=00 [Haas(t), (D0 Hy+ AB (1 + AEL)(1])] =0, (G28)
j=1

and therefore the family of unitaries generated by these Hamiltonians are energy-conserving.
Then, combining the observation in Eq.(G23) with theorem[I3] we conclude that

Corollary 16. Consider an arbitrary energy-conserving unitary Vy, acting on (CH®" (i.e., a unitary satisfying [V , Hinrinsic] =
0). There exists a unitary Vy, 4 acting on (C4)®" @ C? @ C2, such that

Vi) € (CD)¥" 1 Vaap(19)]0)al0)s) = Valth) @ 10)al0)s , (G29)

and f/n,al, can be generated by a finite sequence of 2-local energy-conserving unitaries in Eq.. Equivalently, Vma,b can be
implemented with the family of energy-conserving Hamiltonians Hy, 4 ,(t) defined in Eq..
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5. Implementing diagonal unitaries with 2-local energy-conserving interactions
(Proof of lemmal6|for the special case of diagonal Hamiltonians)

In this section we focus on diagonal unitaries, i.e., those that commute with the Hamiltonians of all systems 7 = 1,--- ,n and
prove the following lemma, which is the special case of lemma 6] for diagonal Hamiltonians.

Lemma 7. For any Hermitian operator Hgqe on (C?)®™ that is diagonal in the basis {®;L:1 |rj)y + r; = 0,---,d—1},
there exists an operator f{d,-ag on (CH®" ® C2, such that if[dmg is in the real Lie algebra a[gR{iZa ,ing-f‘)l, ZRS’SQI LU =

Looyd—1; j=1,-- ,ms=1,--- ,nfl}and
V[e) € (CH®™ 1 Haigg(|t)) @ |0)a) = Haiag|t)) @ |0)q - (G30)

As we explained in Fig[7]the main idea is to think of a pair of consecutive levels as a qubit, and apply our qubit results.

Any diagonal unitary can be written as e?/é« where Hgiag is a diagonal Hermitian operator, i.e., can be written as

d—1 n
Hiog = Y heyo s Qlsi)s5l (G31)
S1, ,8p,=0 7j=1

where h,, ... s, € R.

We start with the case of n = 1, i.e., a single system with the Hilbert space C?. Consider the pair of energy eigenstates |/ — 1)
and |I) with energies (I — 1) x AE and [ x AFE, respectively. Define

ZO =1 =11 -1 - |l l=1,---,d—1. (G32)
Consider the set of operators

{Id,Z(l) =D =1 =Dl =1,- d— 1} , (G33)

where I is the identity operator on C. It can be easily seen that the above d operators form a basis for diagonal operators. In
particular,

Spang {[s)(s| :0<s<d—1}=Spang{l4, 2" =l - 1)(1 -1 — (| : L =1, ,d—1} . (G34)

Next, consider n systems labeled as j = 1, , n. The set of operators { Qi lsi) (sl 10<s; <d— 1} spans the space of

diagonal operators on (C?)®™. Clearly, this set can be obtained as the n—fold tensor product of the set {|s)(s| : 0 < s <d—1},
ie.

{®|sj><sj\ 155 =0, ,d—l} = {|s><s\ :0<s< d—1}®n. (G35)
j=1

Next, we consider the n-fold tensor product of operators {1y, Z() = |l — 1)(1 — 1| — |I)(I| : I = 1, -+ ,d — 1}, which appear
in the right-hand side of Eq.(G34). For each system j consider the pair of energy eigenstates |l — 1); and |l); with energies
(I—1) x AE and I x AE, respectively. Define

ZV = |1 - 1) — 1] — |l l=1,-,d—1, j=1,---,n. (G36)

Then, the n-fold tensor product of {14, Z(") = |l — 1)( — 1| — |I){I| : L =1, -+ ,d — 1} gives the set of operators

t
Xn
{Id,Z(”:lzl,---,d—l} :{I,HZJ(-fT): 1<t<n,0<ji<jo<--<ji<n+tl, 1§1T§d—1}7 (G37)

r=1
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where I = I$™ is the identity operator on (C%)®™. Combining this with Eq.(G34) and Eq.(G35)), we find

n t
Spang { () |s5) (5,1 :ogsjgd—l}:SpanR{LHZj(j”; 1<t<n,0<ji<jo<-<ji<n+l, 1§lr§d—1}.
j=1 r=1

(G38)

are traceless, we conclude that

Given that all operators [[._, Z ](i)

Lemma 8. Any Hermitian operator on (C%)®" that is diagonal in the basis {®?:1 |rj) :r; =0,---,d—1}, can be written as

d—1 n
Higg = Y Py s @ i) (1] (G39)
T, T =0 Jj=1
n n d—1
Tr(Hgiag) ) () (1a) (1)
- TF(I) I+t§:1 Z l Zl: . .711»"7jt Zjll Zj22 -“th ’ (G40)
- i i

0<j1<jo< - <Je<n+1

(ll’ ol )

for a set of real coefficients hy.,.... ., and c; """ whereZ() -1 =1, - :l=1,---,d=1;j=1,--- ,n.

Therefore, to generate a general diagonal unitary evolution, up to a global phase, it suffices to implement all Hamiltonians

L) (1 It . . )
ZWz8) .z =1 o 0<ji<jp<o<je<n+lil,,l=0,-,d—1. (G41)
Next, note that each pair of states {|l — 1);,|l);} can be interpreted as a separate qubit and ZJ(-” can be interpreted as the Pauli
Z operator associated to this qubit. Hence, we can mimic the argument in Appendix [C]in the case of qubits. Following this
analogy, we define

W _ 1t
T,; 3

Z, R 7i(\l><l 1 @ |0 (L — | — 1)) ® |1><0|a) =1, d=1, j=1,--,n. (G42)

With this definition we can easily see that

Dy) = Zj(l) [zR O ZT(Z)] [zR(l)

j.ar j,a’

[iZ,iR]] . (G43)
Furthermore, rewriting Eq.(C23)), we find that for any distinct ¢ > 2 systems labeled by j; < j2 < -+ < jy, it holds that

cei [+ [RYD iR GRS R GRIY] <t even

J1,J2 7 7T 7)208 J3J4 Jt,a
I, Ly 1 1 L
Dy =2y - 2) 22y = (Ils) | polads)] s polada) (1)) in) (G44)
coi [[-- - [[iR5) 2 iR iR 5] ZRf]ZTl] :todd,

J1,32 7273 7374 Jt,a a,71

where ¢, = +£1, depending on ¢.
Next, note that for any [¢0) € (C?)®", it holds that

Za(19)[0)a) = [1)[0)a (G45)
DY ([9)]0)a) = (21" — D)[w) © |0)a (G46)
D (o)) = (20 20 — 28 2 @10y, =2, (G47)

Considering the linear combinations of the above terms, we find V|1)) € (C%)®"

(DY + 2] (19)10)a) = Z[) © [0 . (G48)

[ D00 4 D 4 2] (o)) = (A0 2 @ 10), e 2. (G49)

Jrs
r=1
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Combining this with lemma ' we find that for any Hermitian operator Hgj,s ON (CH)®n that is diagonal in the basis

{®J_1 |rj) :1m; =0,- — 1}, there exists an operator Hg,g on (C?)®" @ C2, such that iy, is in the real Lie alge-
braa[gR{iZa ,zRy;,zR(”) LU =1,---,d—1; j#43=1,--- ,n} and

V|Y) € (CH®™: Haiag(|9)) © [0)a) = Haiag|th) ® [0)a - (G50)
Finally, it can be easily shown that the same result remains valid if instead of all Hamiltonians R;Z.l,/) L =1,---,d—1; j#
j' = 1,---,n, we are restricted to only nearest-neighbor interactions Rﬁljjl, Ll = ,d—1;8=1,--- ,n—1. The

s+1°
of qubits defined by {|l — 1), 1)} in system j and {|I’ — 1)41, |I'Ys+1} in system j’. Furthermore, by combining permutations
on nearest-neighbor sites, we can change the order of qubits arbitrarily. Therefore, the additional restriction to nearest-neighbor
interactions, does not restrict the of Hamiltonians that can be simulated.
This proves lemma [7] which is a special case of lemma [§] for the case of diagonal Hamiltonians. Next, we prove lemma [6]in
the general case.

argument is similar to the argument in Sec i for qubits: Combining interactions RS . +1 and Z; Oz8)  we can swap the state

6. All energy-conserving unitaries from diagonal unitaries and 2-local energy-conserving unitaries
(Proof of lemma [6)

In this section, we show how a general energy-conserving unitary can be implemented by combining diagonal energy-
conserving unitaries and 2-local energy-conserving unitaries. In particular, we study the Lie algebra of energy-conserving
Hamiltonians and show
Lemma 9. Let h be the Lie algebra of energy-conserving skew-Hermitian operators, i.e., those commuting with Hiypinsic =
Z?:l Hj;. Then, b is generated by the set of skew-Hermitian diagonal operators together with operators zRg ]l +)1 LU =
1,---,d=1; j=1,--- ,n—1,ie

n

hE{A;A+A*:0,[A,ZH]—]:o} (G51)
j=1
:a[gR({i®\rj><rj|:rj:o,-. d—1yU LR o =1, d—1; j:1,~-,n—1}). (G52)
j=1

This lemma is a generalization of lemma|[IT]for the qubit case with U(1) symmetry and can be proven in a similar way.
In the following, we use the notation

n

|r>E\r1>~--|rn):®|rj>, ref{0,.---,d—1}", (G53)

Jj=1

wherer =71 ---r, andr; € {0,--- ,d — 1}. Then,

n n d—1
Hisinsic = _H; =) > (AB)|ry)(rjl; = AE Y N(@) In)r], (G54)
j=1 j=17;=0 re{0,-,d—1}n

where
r) = Z rj . (G55)
j=1

Proof. Any operator A acting on ((Cd)®” that commutes with Hjinsic can be written as

A= Y a0, (G56)

r,r’:N(r)=N(r’)

where the summation is over all r,r’ € {0, --- ,d— 1}" satisfying the condition N (r) = N (r’). It follows that b, the Lie algebra
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of skew-Hermitian energy-conserving operators, can be written as a linear combinations of 3 sets of operators, namely,

Dz{i|r><r|:r€{0,~- ,dfl}"} (G57)
R= {|r><r'| — Y| e € {0, ,d—1}"  N(r) = N(r')} (G58)
T= {i(|r><r’| + ) e €40, ,d— 11", N(r) = N(r’)} , (G59)

where the constraint N (r) = N(r’) means that states |r) and [r') have the same energy. In other words,

h= {A A+ AN =0, [A, Higinse] = 0} = spang(ZUD UR) . (G60)
For any distinct pair r1,ry € {0, ,d — 1}™, the following commutation relations hold:
[(Ie2) 1 F ) (eal) o) ]| = o) (o] 2 ) (r2) (G61)

This implies that the Lie algebra § is generated by D and R, i.e.

h= {A CA+ AT =0,[A, Hel = o} = spang(DUZUR) = algz(DUR) . (G62)

Next, we consider the subset of R defined by
R = {|r><r'\ ] i € {0, ,d— 1}, N(r) = N(r'),dist(r, ¥') = 2} , (G63)

where for any pairr = ry - - -7, and v’ = r] - - - r/,, we have defined the distance

dist(r,r') = z": rj =75 . (G64)
j=1
Note that the two conditions
N(r)=N({') and dist(r,r') =2, (G65)
together imply that r; = r; for all systems 7 = 1,--- , n except two distinct systems v and w, i.e.,
rp=1; jFvaw; 1, =r,+1 and r, =71, —1. (G66)

Next, we show that R can be generated by R/, i.e.,

R C algg(R'), (G67)
and therefore
h=algg(DUR) =algg(DUR) . (G638)
To see this first note that for any three distinct r1, ra,r3 € {0,--- ,d — 1}", the following commutation relations hold:
[r3)(ra| — [r2)(ra], [ro) (re| — [ri)(ra|| = |rs){r:| — [r1)(rs|, (G69)
or, equivalently,
[F(rs,x3), F(ry,ry)] = F(rs,ry), (G70)

where we have defined

F(r',r) = ) {r| = Ir){r'] . (G71)



51

Then, consider a pair of riy, rs, € {0,1,--,d— 1}" satisfying N (rj,) = N(rs,), which means |r;,) and |ro,) have the same
energy. It can be easily seen that any such pair can be converted to each other through a sequence of transitions

Ky =T] — Ty —5 vvne — Ty, = Ffin (G72)
where any consecutive pairs r; and r; 1, satisfy
N(rt) = N(rt+1) and dist(rt,rt_,_l) =2 ,1 <t<m. (G73)

This means that at each step in Eq.(G72), energy AFE is transferred from one system to another. Combining this with Eq.(G70),
we find

F(rOUI’rin) = [F(rmvrm—l)v [ o [F(I‘3,I‘2), [F(I‘g,,rg), [F(I‘3,I‘2),F(I‘2,I‘1)]H o ]] . (G74)

Furthermore, because at each step N(r;) = N(ryy1) and dist(rs, rs11) = 2, then F(ry11,r:) € R'. This proves that R C
algr(R’), and therefore implies Eq.(G68).

Next, we prove that
R/ CagR(DU{zR”) LU'=1,---,d—1; j#45 =1,--- ,n}). (G75)
That is we show that for any r,r’ € {0,--- ,d — 1}", satisfying N (r) = N(r’) and dist(r,r’) = 2, it holds that
(| — |r ><r|ea[gR<DU{zR(” L =1, d—1; j;éj’zl,---,n}). (G76)

To see this note that, as we have seen in Eq.(G66)), for any pairr =y - - -1, and ¥’ = 7} - - - r/ , the two conditions N (r) = N(r’)
and dist(r, r’) = 2 together imply

rjzrg» cjAvw; ro=r,+1 and 7, =71, —1. (G77)
It follows that
1
) =1y, r)=_-\|" Tvlv Tw — Tw|w Ty)\Tv v Tw)\Tw — Llw | |¥) -
') = R ) 5 e + 1)(rolo ® | D(rwlw + [ro)(ro + o @ [rw)(rw — 1w ) 1) (G78)
This means that
F(, 1) = W) {r — [0 () = [ile) (el , R3] (G79)
Since R’ = {[r)( ’| — &) (x| :r,¥ € {0,---,d—1}",N(r) = N(r'),dist(r,r') = 2}, we conclude that R’ C alg (D U
{zR(l b LU= d—1;5 j#£57=1,--- ,n}) Combining this with Eq.(G68)), we find
h= {A P A+ AT = 0,[A, Hinginge] = 0} (G80a)
= spang(DUZ UR) (G80b)
= algy(DUR) (G80c)
= algp(DUR) (G80d)
—algy (DU (R 10 =1, d—1; j#j =1, .n}) (G80e)
:a[gR({¢®|rj><rj\ =0, d =1y ULRY) =1, d—1; G4 =1, ,n}). (G80f)
j=1

This means that all energy-conserving unitaries can be implemented using diagonal Hamiltonians together with interactions
R =1, d=1; j#5 =1, ,n}.

Finally, we can easily see that the above conclusion remains valid if instead of all pairwise interactions {R§-l}l,) L=

1,---,d—1; j#j’:1,...7n},oneonlyconsidersinteractions{jol_gl: LW’'=1,---,d-1; 57=1,---, nfl}on

nearest-neighbor systems. Here, we sketch the argument: Using diagonal Hamiltonians together with interactions {zRgl ]l +)1 :
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L'=1,---,d=1; j=1,--- ,n— 1}, one can implement swap unitaries on nearest-neighbor systems j and j + 1, i.e., the
unitaries that exchange the state of the two nearest-neighbor systems. To see this first note that for any pair of neighbor systems
j and j + 1 the swap unitary .S; ;1 that exchanges the state of systems j and j + 1, can be implemented using Hamiltonians

)T @) |41 r,r =0,1,---,d — an
;@ | '=0,1,---,d—1 and (G81)
R, = 0= ) @ 1)~ 1y 0= 1 @1 = D) (@jan s LU =1, ,d—1. (G82)

In other words, S; ;41 is in the Lie group associated to the Lie algebra

alge {ilr)(rl; @ )0 s’ = 0,1, d =1, iR L1 =1, d =1} (G83)

This follows, for instance, using the above result in Eq.(G80) in the special case of n = 2, and the fact that S ;1 is an energy-
conserving unitary. Since this holds forall j = 1,--- ,n — 1, and since swaps of nearest-neighbor systems generate all possible
permutations of the systems, we conclude that all permutations are in the Lie group associated to the Lie algebra

a[gR(Du{z'Rg.ijl: LU=1,--,d—1; j=1,---,n—1}). (G84)

But, since the Lie algebra is closed under the adjoint action of the Lie group, it follows that the above Lie algebra is closed under

all permutations of n systems. This, in particular, implies that for any pair of distinct systems j and j’, operator iR;l;l,/) is in the
Lie algebra in Eq.(G84), forall j # j' = 1,--- ;nand [,I’ = 1,--- ,n — 1. We conclude that
algg (DU iR\ L1 =1, d—1; j=1,--- ,n—1}) (G85)
=algy (DU {iRY) 1,0 =1,--d—1; j#j =1, ,n})=}. (G86)

This implies lemma[9] and therefore completes the proof of lemma 6}
O
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