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Lie groups, and therefore Lie algebras, are fundamental structures in quantum physics that determine the
space of possible trajectories of evolving systems. However, classification and characterization methods for these
structures are often impractical for larger systems. In this work, we provide a comprehensive classification of
Lie algebras generated by an arbitrary set of Pauli operators, from which an efficient method to characterize
them follows. By mapping the problem to a graph setting, we identify a reduced set of equivalence classes: the
free-fermionic Lie algebra, the set of all anti-symmetric Paulis on 𝑛 qubits, the Lie algebra of symplectic Paulis
on 𝑛 qubits, and the space of all Pauli operators on 𝑛 qubits, as well as controlled versions thereof. Moreover, out
of these, we distinguish 6 Clifford inequivalent cases and find a simple set of canonical operators for each, which
allow us to give a physical interpretation of the dynamics of each class. Our findings reveal a no-go result for the
existence of small Lie algebras beyond the free-fermionic case in the Pauli setting and offer efficiently computable
criteria for universality and extendibility of gate sets. These results bear significant impact in ideas in a number of
fields like quantum control, quantum machine learning, or classical simulation of quantum circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Lie groups emerge as a fundamental mathematical structure
in quantum physics due to their intrinsic connection to the
Schrödinger equation. The set of possible trajectories of an
evolving quantum system is confined to the Lie group associated
with the generators of the dynamics. Consequently, the study
and classification of continuous symmetries and dynamics in
quantum physics can be framed in terms of the analysis of
such objects. Often, this analysis can be simplified by instead
examining the tangent spaces of these Lie groups, namely Lie
algebras, where the commutation relations of their elements
encode the essential information about the evolution.

This connection has been studied extensively in several fields
within quantum information theory and quantum computation.
In quantum control theory, universality and controllability
questions are entirely ones of reachability, and hence Lie-
algebraic in nature, making the study of these structures crucial
for the design of universal quantum gate-sets and simulators
[1–4]. Lie algebras have also been shown to play a crucial role
in understanding and designing variational quantum algorithms
[5, 6] and quantum machine learning methods [7], where in
certain scenarios have been directly linked to phenomena like
barren plateaus and overparametrization [8]. Additionally,
approaches such as geometric quantum machine learning [9–
11] also rely on Lie algebraic notions in order to simplify
training by embedding problem specific symmetries into the
circuits. Finally, ideas in quantum circuit complexity, like
measures based on operators spread, are also strictly related
to the Lie algebra spanned by the circuit generators [12–15] ,
and hence also the classical simulability of some families of
quantum circuits [16–19].

Classification and characterization of Lie algebras are thus
crucial for the further development of these fields. In a general
setting however, this task often becomes intractable. Conse-
quently, progress in this regard has been restricted to specific
instances, where it is possible to rely on certain algebraic
structural properties, like simplicity [20], or to construct an
explicit basis of the Lie algebra, which is only feasible under

strict assumptions on the generators [21–27], like locality or
periodicity.

This work adds to this literature by giving a comprehensive
classification of all Pauli Lie algebras, these being all Lie
algebras generated by any set of Pauli operators, and also
providing an efficient method to determine the Lie algebra of an
arbitrary set of Pauli generators. Pauli operators are particularly
interesting because they form a basis for all Hermitian operators.
As such, they appear as natural generators in many popular gate
sets in the context of digital quantum computing and become
relevant in a plethora of tasks, like whenever one considers
Hamiltonian simulation techniques based on product formulas
[17, 28–31]. Moreover, their particular commutation structure
resembles that of Majorana operators in fermionic systems,
thus making them directly useful for their study.

Due to these commutation and anti-commutation rules of
Pauli operators, which we will leverage to simplify the problem,
our work bears big resemblance to studies on (quasi-)Clifford
Lie algebras in the mathematics literature [32–34]. While
these studies focus on the mathematical structure of the Lie
algebra, we aim to characterize these sets in a way that allows
us to make further remarks about the embedding Hilbert space
and the physics of their evolution. The key component in our
analysis will be to map the classification problem to a graph
reduction problem. This approach will be similar in spirit to
previous works like Bouchet’s on graph equivalence under local
complementations [35] – that has important implications on
assessing whether two graph states [36] are equivalent under
sequences of local Clifford conjugations [36, 37] – or others
considering the vertex minor problem, where vertex deletion
is also considered [38, 39]. In our case, we will find a set
of universal equivalence classes for graphs under conditioned
local complementations. This will allow us to identify the
existence of 6 total Clifford inequivalent Lie algebras. Having
that any given collection of initial operators can be mapped
through Clifford operations to one of these six simpler sets, we
will then derive their Lie algebra type and provide a physical
interpretation of their structure along with their relationships.

This reveals that the biggest polynomially-sized Pauli Lie
algebra is that of free-fermions together with their parity opera-
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tor. All other non-free-fermionic cases correspond to the full
set of Paulis on 𝑛-qubits as well as an embedding thereof in
an (𝑛 + 1)-qubit Hilbert space, the space of all anti-symmetric
Pauli operators, and the space of symplectic Pauli operators,
each exhibiting a dimension growing exponentially with system
size. Beyond these cases, only controlled versions of these
dynamics exist.

The remainder of this work is structured as follows. In
Section II we define the structures we are interested in, as well
as the operations required for the reduction. In Section III
we introduce the main theorems of this work regarding graph
reductions and their mapping to Lie algebra types. We add the
distinction between Clifford inequivalent Lie algebras in Sec-
tion IV. With all Lie algebra types layed down, we discuss their
physical interpretation in Section V. In Section VI, we make a
final remark regarding disconnected graphs for completeness,
and we finalize in Section VII with a brief discussion of the
implications of our results. We prove most of the statements in
this work in the Supplemental Material.

II. DEFINITIONS AND SETTING

The statement of our results will require some preparation.
Let us first define our main object of interest.

Definition 1 (Pauli Lie algebra). We define a Pauli Lie algebra
𝔤 as the Lie algebra whose elements are Pauli strings of some
𝑛-qubit system, which is closed under the Lie bracket, ([⋅, ⋅]𝐿 ∶
𝔤 × 𝔤 → 𝔤), given by the imaginary commutator of its elements,
[𝑃𝑖 , 𝑃 𝑗]𝐿 B 𝑖[𝑃𝑖 , 𝑃 𝑗] = 𝑖(𝑃𝑖𝑃 𝑗 − 𝑃 𝑗𝑃𝑖). Then, a set of Paulis
G = {𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑛𝐺} is a generating set of 𝔤 if they span all
elements in 𝔤 through Lie algebraic operations. Then we write
⟨G⟩R,[⋅,⋅] = 𝔤. A generating set is minimal, if removing any 𝑃𝑖
would change the size of the Lie-algebra.

Pauli Lie algebras have a very appealing structure since
Pauli strings have simple commutation relations, namely given
any two Paulis they either commute or anti-commute and the
resulting operator is again a Pauli up to a constant. For two
non-commuting Paulis 𝑃,𝑄, it holds that

[𝑃,𝑄] = 2𝑃𝑄 (1)

where 𝑃𝑄 is itself another Pauli. Moreover, Pauli operators
are particularly interesting since they form an orthonormal
basis for the space of operators. A natural question to ask
then, is whether one can characterize all Pauli Lie algebras
generated by some arbitrary set G = {𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑛𝐺}. Like we
already mentioned in the introduction, one common approach
to address this, has been to explicitly construct a basis for the
Lie algebra by repeatedly taking nested commutators of the
generating elements [21, 40]. However, since the size of the
Lie algebra could be exponential, this method is in many cases
not scalable.

Here, we will propose a new strategy that overcomes this by
mapping the problem to a graph problem. Exploiting some of
the already mentioned properties of Pauli operators, we will
be able to characterize Pauli Lie algebras for an arbitrary set

of generators. This connection is expected to be fruitful, in a
way that is reminiscent of the way graph states [36] constitute
a theoretical laboratory to study questions in entanglement
theory.

Since the basis of the Lie algebra is generated through the
commutator of its elements, and the commutator of two Paulis
is either 0 or their product, all the information of the basis
elements is already encoded exclusively in the commutation
relations of the elements in G, so long as the generators in G
are Lie algebraically independent, that is, no generator can be
computed through commutators of others. This is satisfied if
the generators form a minimal set. For now we assume that
we are given a minimal set of generators, but then we lift this
assumption in Section IV A. This allows us to study the Lie
algebra by the anti-commutation relations of the generators G.

Definition 2 (Anti-commutation graph). Given a set of Pauli
operators G = {𝑃𝑖}𝑛𝐺𝑖=1, we call its anti-commutation graph the
graph Γ = (V , E), where every vertex corresponds to some 𝑃𝑖 ,
and two vertices are connected by an edge if their corresponding
Paulis anti-commute, i.e.,

V = {𝑃𝑖}𝑛𝐺𝑖=1, E = {(𝑃𝑖 , 𝑃 𝑗)∣[𝑃𝑖 , 𝑃 𝑗] ≠ 0}. (2)

In general, this can be any possible graph for sufficently
many qubits. In Figure 1(a, left), we show the anti-
commutation graph for the Lie algebraically independent set
G = {𝑍0, 𝑋0,𝑌1𝑋2, 𝑋1𝑋3, 𝑍3, 𝑍4𝑋3𝑍1, 𝑋4}.

Our goal will be to find a set of universal equivalence
classes for graphs, that allows us to determine the Lie algebra
associated to any given graph. To that end, we will define graph
operations that leave the underlying Lie algebra invariant, and
restate our problem as a graph reducibility problem under such
operations. The operation in question will be a conditional
local complementation. Namely, given two vertices (𝑝, 𝑞), we
will complement edges (𝑝, 𝑣) conditioned on 𝑞 sharing an edge
with 𝑣 or not. On the level of the Paulis, this will correspond
to replacing, in the generating set, {𝑃,𝑄}↦ {±𝑖𝑃𝑄,𝑄}, i.e.,
replacing a generator by its commutator with another generator.

Definition 3 (Contraction). Given two non-commuting gen-
erators 𝑃,𝑄 ∈ G, a contraction of 𝑄 onto 𝑃 maps 𝑃 ↦ 𝑃′ =
± 1

2 𝑖[𝑃,𝑄] and G ↦ G′ ∋ 𝑃′. This leaves the Lie algebra
invariant 𝔤 = 𝔤′.

It is easy to see that indeed this operation does not change
the Lie algebra because of the fact that 𝑃 = ± 1

2 𝑖[𝑃
′, 𝑄]. As

such, the set generated from nested commutators of G′ contains
all those generated by G. Like we said however, for the anti-
commutation graph Γ, this transformation will result in a new
graph Γ′ with modified connectivity. In more concrete terms,
for the associated vertices 𝑝, 𝑞, corresponding to 𝑃,𝑄 ∈ G, a
contraction of 𝑞 onto 𝑝 amounts to a complementation of the
edges 𝐸𝑝 = {(𝑝, 𝑣)∣(𝑝, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐸 ∧ (𝑞, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐸}. In terms of the
adjacency matrix of the graph 𝐴Γ, this is performed by adding
the the columns and rows corresponding to vertex 𝑞 onto the
columns and rows corresponding to vertex 𝑝 in 𝐴Γ.

An example of such a contraction is shown in Figure 1(a,
right). In the following section we will describe universal
equivalence classes under these contractions and how can that
help us determining the Lie algebra in the most general case.
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FIG. 1. (a) Anti-commutation graph for the set G = {𝑍0, 𝑋0,𝑌1𝑋2, 𝑋1𝑋3, 𝑍3, 𝑍1𝑋3𝑍4, 𝑋4}. Contracting 𝑋1𝑋3 onto 𝑌1𝑋2 substitutes the latter
with 𝑖[𝑋1𝑋3,𝑌1𝑋2] ∝ 𝑍1𝑋2𝑋3, which modifies the connectivity as discussed in the main text. (b) Canonical graph representatives of all 4
universal equivalence classes under contractions as given in theorem 1. (c) Different algebraic dependencies render isomorphic Lie algebras
inequivalent under unitary transformations. As discussed in theorem 3 these only occur in graphs of type A and B3 involving the blue coloured
vertices, thus giving rise to 6 total unitary-inequivalent Pauli Lie algebras.

III. CANONICAL GRAPH TYPES AND LIE ALGEBRAS

We establish that using graph contractions, every anti-
commutation graph is reducible to one of a few canonical
types.

Theorem 1 (Canonical graphs). For any given connected
graph Γ with at least two vertices, there exists a sequence of
contractions which result in one of four graphs:

(A) A line graph with with 𝑛𝐿 vertices as well as 𝑛𝑐 ∈ N0
single vertices connected to the second to last vertex.

(B) A star graph with legs of length of at most 4 and where
the number of legs of length 1 and 2 are 𝑛𝑐 + 1, with
𝑛𝑐 ∈ N0 and 𝑛2 ∈ N+, respectively. Additionally, they
can present the following:

(1) no legs of length 3 or 4,
(2) one leg of length 4 and no leg of length 3,
(3) one leg of length 3 and no leg of length 4.

The canonical types are shown in Figure 1(b).

Proof. (Sketch) The full proof is in Appendix B. The statement
is proven by induction. The procedure works by selecting some
initial vertex at random and iteratively adding new vertices. We
show that if the starting graph is one of the considered here, if
one adds a new vertex with some arbitrary connectivity to it,
there is always a sequence of contractions that transforms the
new graph to one of these types. □

One important remark is that for any given initial graph Γ,
the set of contractions that map it to one of these canonical
representatives can be found efficiently. Since the proof works
inductively in the number of vertices, applying a known set of
transformations, one can find an algorithm that is efficient in
the number of vertices of Γ that finds the corresponding class.
We leave the explicit algorithm for future work.

With this, one can then classify the Lie algebras generated by
a minimal set of Paulis by only looking at their graph and the
canonical representative it maps to. This brings us to the main
result providing the classification of the Lie algebra types.

Theorem 2 (Classification of Pauli Lie algebra types). Given
a set of Lie algebraically independent Paulis G, with con-
nected anti-commutation graph Γ, then its Pauli Lie algebra
corresponds to one of the following cases.

• ⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔬(𝑛𝐿 + 1) when Γ maps to some Γ̄ in class A.

• ⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛2) when Γ maps to some Γ̄ in B1.

• ⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛2+3) when Γ maps to some Γ̄ in B2.

• ⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛2+2) when Γ maps to some Γ̄ in B3.

Proof. (Sketch) The full proof can be found in the appendices.
In Appendix E we prove the⊕2𝑛𝑐

𝑖=1 terms .The main idea will
be to show that several legs of length 1 act as a control register,
thus splitting 𝔤 into two equal, smaller Lie algebras. The rest
of the statement is proven by construction in Appendix F. The
key will be to come up with a good set of canonical Pauli
operators, for which it is easy to show, and since the Lie algebra
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type is uniquely determined by the graph, argue for the general
case. For graphs in class A, we will explicitly construct a set of
free-fermionic majorana operators and show that this is indeed
equivalent to 𝔰𝔬(𝑛𝐿 + 1). For graphs in B1 and B2, we will
show that some set of canonical generators obey the properties
defining 𝔰𝔭, 𝔰𝔬 respectively, and thus they span a sub-algebra
of those. On the other hand, we will come up with a set of rules
to compute non-zero commutators on these graphs, and show
that every element in 𝔰𝔭, 𝔰𝔬 can actually be written as such a
commutator, thus showing equality with the Pauli Lie algebra
spanned by our set. Finally, for graphs in B3 we will just show
that every Pauli can be computed through nested commutators
of our generators. □

Crucially, the classification of the Lie algebras does not
depend directly on the number of qubits of the system. For
our purposes, however, besides the structure of the algebra, it
will also be relevant to see how a Lie algebra acts within the
physical Hilbert space, which we will address in the following
sections.

IV. CLIFFORD EQUIVALENCE OF PAULI LIE ALGEBRAS

So far we have discussed the anti-commutation relations for
a minimal set of Pauli generators. However, Paulis can also
have algebraic dependencies, meaning that even if no generator
can be written as a non-zero commutator of others, we could
have some generators being a product of others. This is relevant
for our next theorem

Lemma 1. (Clifford equivalence lemma) Two Pauli Lie al-
gebras are Clifford equivalent if they can be mapped to the
same anti-commutation graph Γ, where the generators share
the same algebraic dependencies.

Proof. This follows from the general properties of Cliffords
[41]. □

In general it also holds that if two Lie algebras are not
Clifford equivalent, then they are also not unitarily equivalent
since no unitary can change commutation relations or algebraic
dependencies. As such, we would like to determine all possible
algebraic dependencies within the Pauli Lie algebra of some
minimal generating set. We can establish the following theorem.

Theorem 3 (Limits to algebraic dependencies). Every minimal
generator Pauli Lie algebra has at most one algebraic depen-
dence. Algebraic dependencies can only occur for graphs of
type A and B3. These can be mapped by contraction to only
one possible case each which are shown in Figure 1 (c). As
such, there is a total of 6 Clifford inequivalent families of Pauli
Lie algebras.

Proof. (Sketch) The full proof can be found in Appendix D,
but we state the main idea here. For this it is enough to
check algebraic dependencies within the generating set of the
graphs in Theorem 1, as contractions preserve algebraic and Lie
algebraic dependencies. Given these specific anti-commutation
relations, the sets of vertices that can be algebraically dependent

are limited to subsets {𝑣𝑖}𝑚𝑖=1 ⊆ Γ involving legs of odd length,
where the 𝑣𝑖’s appear in an alternating fashion in Γ. Moreover,
we will show that since algebraic dependence between legs of
length 1 also implies Lie algebraic dependence, the only cases
left are the ones stated in the theorem. □

A. Finding the minimal set of generators

The scenario described above assumes that we have a minimal
set of generators. In general, this might not be the case however.
If the set is not minimal, then a generator can be removed.
The strategy is to still perform all the graph transformations to
get to a canonical form which leaves the Lie algebra invariant
even it is not the minimal set. By Gaussian elimination one
can identify algebraic dependencies between generators, which
is a necessary condition for Lie algebraic dependence. For
the canonical types, algebraic dependencies can only occur
between legs of length 1 and on a long leg of odd length in
an alternating structure (as in theorem 3). Since the latter is
an allowed dependence, a redundant generator will necessarily
result in an algebraic relation involving only legs of length
1. In this case one of the involved vertices can be safely
removed without changing the Lie algebra. This process can
be (efficiently) repeated until all Lie-algebraic dependencies
are removed.

V. GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF ALL PAULI
LIE-ALGEBRAS

In this section, we will give an intuition behind our classifi-
cation result. First of all, we show in Appendix E that the direct
sums in Theorem 2, translate to an actual direct sum within the
physical Hilbert space. Namely, given several legs of length 1,
using Cliffords, we can always map the Lie algebra to be of the
form

𝔤 = span({𝑍 𝑖1
1 ⊗⋯⊗ 𝑍

𝑖𝑛𝑐
𝑛𝑐 ⊗ 𝑃𝔤′}∣⃗𝑖 ∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝑐) (3)

where �⃗� ∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝑐 labels each block in the direct sum, and 𝑃𝔤
corresponds to operators in the Lie algebra where all additional
legs of length 1 are removed (𝑛𝑐 = 0). Then, from Equation (3)
it is clear that these additional legs of length 1 always introduce
a new qubit register acting as a control on the dynamics given
by 𝑃𝔤.

With this, we can now move on to considering each of the
6 types from Theorem 3 without additional legs of length 1
(and hence qubit registers). From now on, we will refer to
𝑛 as being the minimal number of qubits required to span
their dynamics (hence the total number of minimal qubits will
actually correspond to �̃� = 𝑛+𝑛𝐶 ). We will show in Appendix E
that this number 𝑛, like for the case of controls, can easily be
derived from the number of vertices of the graph.

For type A𝐼 , the number of qubits corresponds to 𝑛 = ⌊𝑛𝐿/2⌋.
Then the Lie algebra corresponds to 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛) or 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛 − 1)
depending on the parity of ∣G∣. In both cases, this corresponds
to the free-fermionic Lie algebra, where 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛) can be seen as
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generated by all Majorana operators on 𝑛 modes, i.e., both first
and second order operators

𝔤 = span ({𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗}𝑖< 𝑗∈[2𝑛] ∪ {𝛾𝑖}𝑖∈[2𝑛]) (4)

while 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛 − 1) can be thought as being generated just by
second order operators

𝔤 = span({𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗}𝑖< 𝑗∈[2𝑛]). (5)

For the algebraic dependent case A𝐷 , the generating set in terms
of Majorana operators becomes G = {𝛾1, . . . , 𝛾2𝑛, 𝛾1⋯𝛾2𝑛}
which corresponds to the set of free-fermionic operations on 𝑛
modes, together with their parity operator have a Lie algebra
of type 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛 + 1)

𝔤 = span({𝛾𝑖}𝑖∈[2𝑛] ∪ {𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗}𝑖< 𝑗∈[2𝑛]

∪ {∏
𝑗≠𝑖
𝛾 𝑗}

𝑖∈[2𝑛]
∪ { ∏

𝑗∈[2𝑛]
𝛾 𝑗})

(6)

which is then the largest connected Pauli Lie algebra on 𝑛
qubits of polynomial size. In this case, these new terms arising
from having the parity operator as a generator lead to dynamics
allowing more independent dynamics between both fermionic
parity operators, compared to the 𝐴𝐼 case. A Lie algebra of this
class is discussed in Ref. [24], as arising from some many-body
systems like the Kitaev honeycomb model in two dimensions
[42].

Moving on to the exponentially big Lie algebras, the number
of qubits 𝑛 can be given as a function of the number of legs
of length 2. Then, for B1 the Lie algebra corresponds to
𝔰𝔭(2𝑛), which describes the space of all Paulis on 𝑛 qubits
(here 𝑛 = 𝑛2 + 1) satisfying the symplectic condition, i.e., given
some 𝑄 ∶ 𝑄𝑇 = −𝑄

𝔤 = span({𝑃 ∈ P ∣𝑃𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝑃 = 0}) . (7)

This Lie algebra has recently been motivated, and its properties
have been further studied in Ref. [43]. The Lie algebra given by
B2 instead, corresponds to 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛), i.e., the span of all purely
imaginary Paulis (𝑃𝑇 = −𝑃) in the same Pauli basis on 𝑛 qubits
(here 𝑛 = 𝑛2 + 2). Then, for 𝑄𝑇 = 𝑄, we have

𝔤 = span({𝑃 ∈ P ∣𝑃𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝑃 = 0}). (8)

This subalgebra has been previously studied in relation
to Haar random circuits and benchmarking tasks, when one
needs to restrict to some subspace of the full unitary group,
for instance, when working with certain fault-tolerant error
correcting codes [44, 45]. Moreover, both 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛) and 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛)
can arise when considering operators in commonly studied
1-dimensional spin models, such as the Kitaev chain or the
𝑋𝑌 -model under certain interaction fields [21]. For the last
two cases, for B3𝐷 we have 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛), the full Lie algebra of
trace-less Hermitian matrices on 𝑛 qubits (𝑛 = 𝑛2 + 2)

𝔤 = span(P/{1}) . (9)

On the other hand, B3𝐼 is equivalent to all Hermitian matrices
on 𝑛−1 qubits 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛−1) (𝑛 = 𝑛2+3), which can be understood as
the embedding of a complex vector space into a real one (C𝑑 ≃
R2𝑑) [46]. The Paulis take the form 𝑃 ↦ 𝑖Im(𝑃)⊗1+Re(𝑃)⊗𝑌 .
Then

𝔤 = span({𝑃 ∈ P/𝑄 ∣ [𝑄, 𝑃] = 0, 𝑃𝑇𝐾 + 𝐾𝑃 = 0}),
where𝑄𝑇𝐾 + 𝐾𝑄 = 0 .

(10)

Note that all the definitions given above for the exponentially
big Lie algebras are given in a Clifford invariant form, i.e.,
under Clifford transformations we just have𝑄 ↦ 𝑄′ preserving
the (anti-) symmetric property.

VI. DISCONNECTED PAULI LIE-ALGEBRAS

Hitherto the discussion centered around connected anti-
commutation graphs. However, one could also have a gen-
erating set with a disconnected anti-commutation graph. In
that case, in general, different connected components are Lie
algebraically independent and, therefore, their Lie-algebras
are direct sums (in terms of their representations) of the Lie
algebras of the subgraphs

𝔤 ∼
𝑛𝑑

⊕
𝑖=1

𝔤𝔦 (11)

where 𝑛𝑑 is the number of connected subgraphs and 𝑔𝑖 is the
Lie algebra of a connected subgraph. If there is no algebraic
dependence between their generators, then they are Clifford
equivalent to Lie algebras acting on the tensor product of their
Hilbert spaces. In general, generators of different sub Lie-
algebras can still have an algebraic dependence between them,
creating unitarily inequivalent Lie-algebras. For this to occur,
we need to consider the non-trivial center of a Lie algebra

𝑍(𝔤) = {𝑋 ∈ 𝐴(𝔤)∣∀𝑌 ∈ 𝔤 ∶ [𝑋,𝑌]𝐿 = 0} (12)

where 𝐴(𝔤) ⊃ 𝔤 is the algebra generated by the elements of 𝔤.
To have an algebraic dependence, two sub Lie algebras need to
share their non-trivial center (𝑍(𝔤𝔦) ∩ 𝑍(𝔤𝔧) ≠ span(1)). The
non-trivial center of the whole Lie algebra we call 𝑍(𝔤) ∶=
span({𝑍(𝔤𝔦)}𝑖∈[𝑑]). The non-trivial center arises from two
sources:

• The product of two Paulis corresponding to vertices of
legs of length 1.

• If the graph has a non control symmetry. This is the case
if 𝔤 does have an algebraic dependence but does not, i.e.,
the graph is of a structure admissible to A𝐷 or B3𝐷 , but
no algebraic dependence.

As such, the number of independent generators of the algebra
of the center is given by

𝑛𝑍(𝔤𝑖) =𝑛𝑐(𝔤𝑖) + 𝑛𝑠(𝔤𝑖) (13)
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where 𝑛𝑠 ∈ {0, 1} describes the presence of the additional
symmetry. With this the total number of generators in the
non-trivial center is

𝑛𝑍(𝔤) ≤
𝑛𝑑

∑
𝑖=1
𝑛𝑍(𝔤𝔦)≕ �̄�𝑍(𝔤) , (14)

where the difference between both quantities 𝑛𝑍(𝔤) and �̄�𝑍(𝔤)
comes from algebraic dependencies between disconnected
components. In that case, it suffices to describe the algebraic
relation between a chosen set of generators of the respective cen-
ters of 𝑍(𝔤𝔦) and the generators of 𝑍(𝔤) (B = {𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑛𝑍}).
The full set of dependencies can therefore be described by a
matrix 𝑀 ∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝑍 ,�̄�𝑍 where 𝑄 𝑗 , corresponding to a gener-
ator of a non-trivial center of a sub Lie algebra, is given by
𝑄 𝑗 ∶=∏𝑖∈[𝑛𝑍] 𝑃

𝑀𝑖, 𝑗

𝑖 . For connected anti-commutation graphs,
there are only polynomially many (in the number of vertices)
Clifford inequivalent Lie algebras, corresponding to the 6
canonical types. If we allow for disconnected graphs, due to
the freedom to reuse controls and potential symmetries in the
case of A and B3, the number of Clifford inequivalent Pauli Lie
algebras becomes exponentially big in general.

VII. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have presented a full classification of Pauli
Lie algebras, as well as a sketch on how to algorithmically
compute them. Having found a universal set of equivalence
classes for graphs under conditioned complementation, our
results ultimately serve as a rigorous proof showing that every
Pauli Lie algebra is, up to direct sums, either free-fermionic
or exponentially large, including all types 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛), 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛) and
𝔰𝔲(2𝑛). Additionally, we find an interpretation for direct sums
in terms of the physical Hilbert space, as either tensor products,
or as actual direct sums coming from gates acting as controlled
operations. These considerations regarding the Hilbert space
also reveal the existence of 6 Clifford inequivalent Lie algebras.
In particular, we show that for 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛) and 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛), one can
always find a Clifford mapping any generating set to another.
In contrast, for the free-fermionic and 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛), one can have
two Clifford inequivalent versions. In the former case they are
related through inclusion of the fermionic parity operator, and
in the latter, by the embedding of the Lie algebra into a larger
Hilbert space.

We believe our results can be taken and interpreted in ba-
sically two ways. On the one hand, one can see them as a
no-go result for the existence of sub-exponential Pauli Lie

algebras other than the mentioned free-fermionic ones. Free
fermions been used as toy models and studied in a wide range
of fields, including quantum machine learning and variational
methods [47, 48], as well as simulation techniques of quantum
systems [49–51], and hence their behavior is well understood.
This is relevant as our results limit any further avenues for
methods within these fields relying on polynomially sized Pauli
Lie algebras, like is the case for 𝔤 − 𝑠𝑖𝑚, geometric QML and
others.

While our result only holds for Pauli generators, it would be
interesting to study whether these restrictions hold for more
general operators, e.g., when considering linear combinations
of Paulis. In recent work, for instance, similar graph tools
have been used to identify free-fermionic Hamiltonians given
by arbitrary sums of Paulis [24, 25]. It would be relevant to
find out if this could be extended to identify all possible Lie
algebras in a similar way as we do here.

On a more positive note, our work can be viewed as a
new framework for efficiently computing Lie algebraic criteria
for universality and controllability of Pauli gate sets. Our
techniques not only provide an answer to this, but also elucidate
a clear way to extend some given operator pool to transition
from one Lie algebra to another, offering valuable insights into
the structure and capabilities of these gate sets. We believe
that this can be used to study properties of quantum circuits
when doped with some additional set of gates outside their Lie
algebra.

To summarize, efficient and generic tools for classifying and
characterizing Lie algebras are crucial in quantum information
theory. This work then provides a comprehensive classification
of Pauli Lie algebras without any additional assumption on the
generators. In doing so, we highlight the limitations that some
quantum machine learning and simulation methods might face,
while also offering a new tool to address questions regarding
reachability and equivalence of gate sets generated by Pauli
operators. We believe this work can help in assessing questions
that might have remained elusive to date, as well as motivate
new algebraic methods in order to deal with other families of
operators.
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Appendix A: Preliminaries

In this section, we will introduce some basic notions about the spaces and objects we work with.

Definition 4 (Lie algebra). We define a Lie algebra 𝔤 as a vector space over some field 𝐾 endowed with a Lie product
([⋅, ⋅]𝐿 ∶ 𝔤 × 𝔤 → 𝔤), under which it is closed, i.e., ∀𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝔤 ∶ [𝑎, 𝑏]𝐿 ∈ 𝔤, such that the product satisfies

• Bilinearity.

• Anti-symmetry: [𝑎, 𝑏]𝐿 = −[𝑏, 𝑎]𝐿 .

• Jacobi identity: [𝑎, [𝑏, 𝑐]𝐿]𝐿 + [𝑏, [𝑐, 𝑎]𝐿]𝐿 + [𝑐, [𝑎, 𝑏]𝐿]𝐿=0.

In our case we will focus on the space of 𝑁 × 𝑁 complex matrices Mat𝑁(C), where we will take the Lie product to be given by
the complex commutator of two matrices, i.e., [𝐴, 𝐵]𝐿 = 𝑖[𝐴, 𝐵] = 𝑖(𝐴 ⋅ 𝐵 − 𝐵 ⋅ 𝐴). This Lie algebra is denoted by 𝔤𝔩(𝑁,C). If
one would remove the last two requirements from the previous definition, and simply impose bilinearity on the product, that would
define an algebra instead. In many cases, we will be interested in looking at products of elements in 𝔤𝔩(𝑁,C), which might not be
in the Lie algebra, but in their algebra.

In this work, we will have a particular focus on the Pauli group, which is a subgroup of Mat2𝑛(C), defined as

P𝑛 = { 𝑒𝑖𝜙𝜋/2𝜎𝑖1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ 𝜎𝑖𝑛 ∣ 𝜙 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, 𝑖𝑘 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}} (A1)

for

𝜎0 = 1 =
⎛
⎜
⎝

1 0

0 1

⎞
⎟
⎠
, 𝜎1 = 𝑋 =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 1

1 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
, 𝜎2 = 𝑌 =

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 −𝑖
𝑖 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
, 𝜎3 = 𝑍 =

⎛
⎜
⎝

1 0

0 −1

⎞
⎟
⎠
. (A2)

Another particularly interesting group that will be discussed over this work is, in fact, the Clifford group, which is the normalizer
of P𝑛 given by

C𝑛 = {𝐶 ∈𝑈(2𝑛)∣𝐶𝑃𝐶† ∈ P𝑛} , (A3)

i.e., the set of all unitary operations on 𝑛 qubits that leaves the Pauli group invariant. It will be interesting because given two
elements of P𝑛, their Lie product will be preserved under Clifford operations, and thus we will be able to transform between sets
without changing the underlying Lie algebra.

There are many properties of P𝑛 which make Paulis interesting, one being that they form a basis for the space of all operators
on 𝑛 qubits. In particular, if one restricts to coefficients over R, they span the set of all Hermitian operators. When one excludes
the 𝜎⊗𝑛0 term, this gives a basis for all (Hermitian) traceless operators. Pauli commutation and anti-commutation rules are
particularly interesting, given that for two Paulis 𝑃1, 𝑃2 ∈ P𝑛, 𝑃1𝑃2 = ±𝑃2𝑃1 and hence, they either commute or anti-commute.
These properties will be instrumental for this work.

It is easy to check that the hermicity and traceless properties are preserved under the Lie product and hence, these two conditions
define an actual sub-algebra of 𝔤𝔩(𝑁,C), namely

𝔰𝔲(𝑁) ≡ {𝑃 ∈Mat𝑁(C) ∣ 𝑃† = 𝑃, Tr(𝑃) = 0} (A4)

i.e., the Lie algebra spanned by all non-identity Paulis over real coefficients. If one would add 1 to this set then the Lie algebra is
called 𝔲(𝑁). In our case, we will be interested in 𝔰𝔲(𝑁) and sub-algebras thereof. One such sub-algebra can be constructed by
restricting to anti-symmetric matrices, which for Hermitian matrices (of which Pauli matrices is a subset of) is equivalent to
purely imaginary ones

𝔰𝔬(𝑁) ≡ {𝑃 ∈ 𝔰𝔲(𝑁)∣𝑃𝑇 = −𝑃} ⊂ 𝔰𝔲(𝑁). (A5)

On the other hand, for even 𝑁 , one could restrict to the matrices in 𝔰𝔲(𝑁) satisfying the equation

𝑃𝑇
Ω = −Ω𝑃 (A6)

for Ω some non-degenerate, anti-symmetric bilinear form. Typically, however, Ω is defined as

Ω ≡
⎛
⎜
⎝

0 1𝑁

−1𝑁 0

⎞
⎟
⎠
= 𝑖𝑌0 ⊗ 1𝑁 (A7)
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which then gives a canonical definition of the symplectic Lie algebra

𝔰𝔭 (𝑁
2
) ≡ {𝑃 ∈ 𝔰𝔲(𝑁)∣𝑃𝑇𝑌0 = −𝑌0𝑃} ⊂ 𝔰𝔲(𝑁). (A8)

One particular construction of a Lie algebra which we will be interested in is when this is defined with respect to some generating
set.
Definition 5 (Generating set). We say that some set of Paulis G = {𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑛𝐺} is a generating set of some Lie algebra 𝔤 if they
span all elements in 𝔤 through Lie algebraic operations. Then we write ⟨G⟩R,[⋅,⋅] = 𝔤. A generating set is minimal, if removing any
𝑃𝑖 would change the size of the Lie algebra.

When some Lie algebra 𝔤 is defined as being generated by some set G, this is sometimes referred as the Dynamical Lie algebra
of G.

One of the main questions of interest regarding Lie algebras is their classification. When a Lie algebra 𝔤 is defined as being
generated by a set G one would also be interested in methods that efficiently characterize these spaces. When dealing with Paulis,
and hence sub-algebras of 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛), certain results exist. In particular, when one considers sub-algebras of 𝔲(2𝑛) (i.e., including
𝜎⊗𝑛0 ), a classification in terms of direct sums of 𝔰𝔲, 𝔰𝔭, 𝔰𝔬, plus some Abelian component has been developed. These sub-algebras
are usually called reductive, and in particular semisimple when the Abelian component is null. While this is a useful result that can
help characterize some of these Lie algebras, it is in general practically unfeasible to find such a decomposition, given a set of
generators, and thus the task remains difficult in spite of these sparse results.

In this work, we will sometimes refer to the center of a Lie algebra, 𝑍(𝔤) as the set of operators commuting with every element
in 𝔤. If there is some Abelian component in the decomposition of 𝔤 it will be a subset of it. If we think of 𝔤 as a sub-algebra of
some bigger space, we can also have some elements 𝑧 ∈ 𝑍(𝔤) such that 𝑧 ∉ 𝔤, but potentially in the algebra. We refer to Ref. [52]
for a more in depth discussion about these objects and their properties.

Finally, a particular class of interesting systems that will repeatedly appear in this work are free-fermionic systems. These
are many-body systems consisting of a set of non-interacting particles. In our context, they are particularly interesting for two
reasons. Firstly, they can be described by a set of Hermitian operators with similar commutation structure to Pauli matrices,
namely Majorana fermion modes {𝛾𝑖}𝑖∈[2𝑛], which satisfy

{𝛾𝑖 , 𝛾 𝑗} = 2𝛿𝑖, 𝑗1. (A9)

As such, there are several ways one can map these operators to Paulis, one of the most common ways being through the
Jordan-Wigner transformation, which maps

𝛾2 𝑗−1 = Π 𝑗−1
𝑘=1𝑍𝑘 ⊗ 𝑋 𝑗 , 𝛾2 𝑗 = Π 𝑗−1

𝑘=1𝑍𝑘 ⊗𝑌 𝑗 . (A10)

Secondly, they are known to be solvable by classical methods, and, in fact, are one of the only known systems to span a polynomially
large Lie algebra. To see this, it can be shown that such free-fermionic Hamiltonians can be written as quadratic in the Majorana
modes

𝐻 = 2𝑖 ∑
𝑖, 𝑗∈[2𝑛]

ℎ𝑖, 𝑗𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗 C 𝑖𝛾 ⋅ ℎ ⋅ 𝛾𝑇 (A11)

with 𝛾 a vector of the Majorana operators, and ℎ a real anti-symmetric coefficient matrix. Due to the canonical anti-commutation
relations,

[𝛾 ⋅ ℎ ⋅ 𝛾𝑇 , 𝛾𝑖] = −4(ℎ ⋅ 𝛾𝑇)𝑖 (A12)

for some individual mode 𝛾𝑖 . Hence, these evolve under 𝐻 as

𝑒𝑖𝐻𝑡𝛾𝑖𝑒
−𝑖𝐻𝑡 =∑

𝑗

(𝑒4ℎ𝑡)𝑖, 𝑗𝛾 𝑗 . (A13)

Since ℎ is anti-symmetric and real, 𝑒4ℎ𝑡 ∈ 𝑆𝑂(2𝑛,R), and there ∃𝑊 ∈ 𝑆𝑂(2𝑛,R) s.t.

𝑊𝑇 ⋅ ℎ ⋅𝑊 =
𝑛

⊗
𝑗=1

⎛
⎜
⎝

0 𝜆 𝑗

−𝜆 𝑗 0

⎞
⎟
⎠

(A14)

with real {𝜆 𝑗}. The special orthogonal group 𝑆𝑂(2𝑛,R) preserves the parity of fermion number. 𝑊 itself can be represented as
the exponential of a quadratic Majorana fermion operator as well, so that𝑊 ≕ 𝑒4𝜔 . Finally, the Hamiltonian 𝐻 can be solved by
exact diagonalization as

𝑒−𝛾⋅𝑤⋅𝛾
𝑇

𝐻𝑒𝛾⋅𝑤⋅𝛾
𝑇

= 2
𝑛

∑
𝑗=1
𝜆 𝑗𝛾2 𝑗−1𝛾2 𝑗 = 2

𝑛

∑
𝑗=1
𝜆 𝑗𝑍 𝑗 . (A15)
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Appendix B: Graph equivalences

In this section, we prove Theorem 1 and introduce some of the tools required for it. Since our goal is to classify Pauli Lie
algebras in all generality, we cannot rely on constructive arguments like in Ref. [21], where locality constraints make explicit
computation of 𝔤 feasible. Instead, we map the problem to a graph reduction problem and find all equivalence classes under
contraction operations as defined in the main text. Recall that contractions correspond to performing a shuffle of the set of
generators on the Lie algebra level, which on the graph will act as a conditioned local complementation. In order to facilitate
discussion of sequences of contractions on the graph we will introduce the following tool verbatim to Ref. [32].

Definition 6 (Lightning 𝝌). Given a graph Γ = (V , E), and a vertex 𝑉 ∈ V onto which we wish to perform some contractions, we
define the lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝑉) with respect to V as the induced sub-graph Γ ∖ {𝑉} with labeled vertices: lit (unlit) if on Γ they are
connected to V (if on Γ they are not connected to V). We then say we toggle a lit vertex 𝜔 whenever we perform a contraction of 𝜔
onto 𝑉 . Since this operation on Γ complements edges (𝑛𝜔 ,𝑉), for every 𝑛𝜔 in the neighbourhood of 𝜔, in terms of the lightning,
it changes the lit / unlit state of all 𝑛𝜔 .

Graphically we will represent lit vertices as white vertices and unlit ones as black vertices. We show in an example of a lightning
in Figure 2.

Γ(V2)

↦ = Γ′ Γ = ↦
V2

V1

V1 ⋅ V2

V1

FIG. 2. An example of how lightnings can be used to visualize contractions. Contracting 𝑉1 onto 𝑉2 can be seen as taking the lightning Γ(𝑉2),
and toggling 𝑉1. This changes the lit / unlit satate of 𝑉1’s neighbours, which changes the connectivity of Γ as expected.

With this, our approach will be tightly related to the lit-only 𝜎-game, where given two lightnings on a graph, the goal is to
determine equivalence through some adequate sequence of toggles [53–55]. Big part of our result will then be based on finding
equivalent lightnings for arbitrary initial ones on our set of canonical graphs.

From now on, we will say a vertex 𝑉 is central whenever 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝑉) ≥ 3. Typically, in our graphs we will only have one such
vertex which we will call 𝑂. Then, we will refer to every connected component of Γ ∖ {𝑂} as a leg of 𝑂. Given a leg 𝐿, we will
use 𝐿𝑖 for the vertex in 𝐿 at distance 𝑖 from 𝑂.

With this, we can now move on to proving our statement. To that end, we will introduce first two lemmas that will be
instrumental.

Lemma 2. Given a lightning on a star graph Γ (i.e., only one central vertex) and at least one leg of length 1, where the central
vertex 𝑂 is lit. Take two legs 𝐿 and 𝑀 of length 𝑙𝐿 ∈ {2, 3, 4} and 𝑙𝑀 = 2 respectively. Then, as long as 𝐿2 and 𝑀2 are initially
unlit, there is a sequence of toggles that inverts the state of 𝐿1, 𝑀1 and 𝐿3 if exists, while leaving the rest of the lightning invariant.

Proof. Assume first that both 𝐿1 and 𝑀1 are in the same intial state, say for now that both are unlit. Then we just need to toggle

𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑀2→1, 𝐿2→1. (B1)

If they are both initially lit then toggling according to the same sequence in reverse order unlights them both. Besides this, all
other vertices remain unchanged, except for 𝐿3 if it exists since we toggled 𝐿2 only once, and hence 𝐿3 is flipped.

On the other hand, 𝑤𝑙𝑜𝑔 we can assume 𝐿1 is lit and 𝑀1 is unlit. Then, for 𝜔 a leg of length 1, which for now we assume is lit,
we toggle according to

𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝜔,𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝑀1, 𝑂, 𝑀2, 𝑀1, 𝜔.
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After this, 𝐿1 is unlit, 𝑀1 is lit and since we toggled 𝑂 an even number of times, the rest of the lightning remains the same, except
again for 𝐿3 potentially. For the previous sequence, we assume that 𝜔 is initially lit. If it was not, we just need to toggle 𝑂 once
before, apply the same sequence, and toggle 𝑂 once more at the end of it. □

With this we can prove the following lemma about equivalence between graphs with one single center and our canonical graphs.

Lemma 3. Given a star graph Γ (i.e., only one central vertex) with at least one leg of length 1, and any number of legs of arbitrary
length, they can always be transformed by contractions into one of our canonical graphs.

Proof. Let us call 𝑂 the central vertex, and 𝜔 one leg of length 1 (we ask for Γ to have at least one such leg). First of all, if the
central vertex 𝑂 has 𝑁𝐿 legs, of which at least 𝑁𝐿 − 1 are of length 1, then Γ is of type 𝐴.

Otherwise, there are at least two legs of length 𝑙 ≥ 2. In that scenario, if there is a leg 𝐿 of length 𝑙 > 4 we can transform it into a
leg of length 4 and one of length 𝑙 − 4. To see this, take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝐿5). Call 𝑀 the other leg of length bigger than 1, and 𝑃
any other neighbour of O (which must exists since O has degree at least 3). Then toggle

𝐿4, 𝐿3, 𝐿2, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝑃,𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝑀2, 𝑀1, 𝑂, 𝐿2, 𝐿1, 𝐿3, 𝐿2, 𝐿4, 𝐿3, 𝑃,𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝑀1, 𝑀2, 𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝑀1, 𝑂. (B2)

This leaves only the 𝑂 vertex lit, i.e., we removed the edge between 𝐿4 and 𝐿5, and created an edge between O and 𝐿5. Repeating
this we reduce the maximum length of a leg in the graph to 4.

Moreover, if Γ has several legs of length 3, it can always be transformed into a graph with only one leg of length 3. Let 𝐿, 𝑀 be
two such legs. Then take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝐿3) and toggle according to

𝐿2, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝑀2, 𝑀3, 𝜔 (B3)

applying Lemma 2 to 𝐿 and 𝑀 lights 𝐿1, 𝑀1 and unlights 𝐿3. Toggling 𝑂 once more unlights all vertices but itself. Hence, we
managed to transform 𝐿 into a leg of length 2 and a leg of length 1. This procedure can be repeated until only one leg of length 3
is left.

Finally, we will prove that legs of length 4 can be transformed into legs of length 2 under certain conditions. On the one hand, if
our graph has no leg of length 3, then let 𝐿 and 𝑀 be two of the legs of length 4. Then take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝐿3) and toggle
according to

𝐿2, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝑀2, 𝑀3, 𝑀4, 𝜔,𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝑀1, 𝑂, 𝜔, 𝐿1, 𝑀4, 𝑀3, 𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝑀2. (B4)

This transformation results in 𝑀2 having 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝑀2) = 3 and two legs of length 2, which we call 𝑃 and𝑄. Now, through an adequate
sequence of contractions we will remove these legs from 𝑀2 and append them to 𝑂. In particular, we contract

𝑀2 ↦ [𝑀2, 𝑀1], (B5)
𝑂 ↦ [𝑂, 𝑀2]. (B6)

In particular, this creates an edge between 𝑂 and 𝑃1, and 𝑂 and 𝑄1. We can now take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝑀2), where 𝑂, 𝑃1 and 𝑄1
are all lit. Applying Lemma 2, onto 𝑃 and 𝑄, unlights them without changing the rest of the lightning. This just disconnected 𝑃
and 𝑄 from 𝑀2, and connects them to 𝑂. At the end of these transformations, 𝐿 and 𝑀 have both been broken down into two legs
of length 2 each. This transformation can be repeated for every pair of legs of length 4. After this transformation we will always
have reduced our Γ to a graph either in 𝐵1 or 𝐵2, depending on the parity of legs of length 4. On the other hand, if Γ has one leg
of length 3, then let 𝑀 be the leg of length 3 and 𝐿 a leg of length 4. We can take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ(𝐿3) and toggle according to

𝐿2, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑀1, 𝑀2, 𝑀3, 𝜔,𝑂, 𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝑀1, 𝑂, 𝜔, 𝐿1, 𝑀3, 𝜔, 𝑀3, 𝑀2, 𝑀1, 𝑂. (B7)

This breaks down 𝐿 into two legs of length 2. Repeating this for every leg of length 4, results in a graph 𝐵3. □

By making use of these two lemmas, we will be able to first prove that any lightning on one of our canonical graphs, is equivalent
to a lightning where only one vertex is lit. From this it will follow that there will always be a sequence of contractions mapping
back to one of the canonical graphs.

Theorem 4 (Equivalence of lightnings). Given a lightning 𝜒 on some graph Γ of a canonical type, it is always equivalent to some
lightning where only one vertex is lit.

Proof. We will first make a comment regarding multiple legs of length 1.
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Legs of length 1 in different initial lit states. First, assume that not all legs of length 1 have the same lit configuration in 𝜒.
Let 𝑃 be one of the lit legs, and 𝑄 an unlit one. Then, given any generator 𝑔 ∈ G other than 𝑃 or 𝑄 we can find a sequence of
contractions that maps 𝑔 ↦ 𝑔′ = 𝑃𝑄 ⋅ 𝑔 and leaves the graph invariant (this is clearly the case since 𝑃𝑄 commutes with every
element in the Lie algebra). If 𝑔 = 𝑂 then we can contract 𝑃 and 𝑄 onto O since both anti-commute with it. For 𝑔 = 𝐿 𝑗 any other
vertex on a leg 𝐿, we contract onto 𝐿 𝑗 the following sequence of vertices

𝐿 𝑗−1, . . . , 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝑃,𝑄,𝑂, 𝐿1, . . . , 𝐿 𝑗−1. (B8)

It is easy to check that all of these contractions are allowed, and transform 𝑔 so that the final generator is 𝑔 ⋅ 𝑃𝑄. Now, since 𝑃 was
lit, the transformation 𝑔 ↦ 𝑔 ⋅ 𝑃𝑄 changes the lit state of 𝑔. Then, we can perform this operation freely to every lit generator 𝑔 ≠ 𝑃,
so that after that, all vertices are unlit but 𝑃.

Legs of length 1 in the same initial lit state. If all legs of length 1 are in the same initial state, since this can only change by
toggling 𝑂, which flips all legs, they will always be in the same state. Then, for graphs in class 𝐴 let us establish that legs of
length 1 are on the left end of the graph, and the central vertex 𝑂 corresponds to the second leftmost vertex. Then we will proceed
by always toggling the second leftmost vertex in Γ. Repeating this procedure we always end up moving the leftmost lit vertex one
position to the right. Thus, ultimately all lit vertices concentrate in a smaller region of the path and hence eventually cancel all out
but one. In case only the legs of length 1 are lit, we toggle one of them, in order to light 𝑂, and then proceed in the same way. For
all other cases, i.e., graphs of type 𝐵1, 𝐵2, 𝐵3, we will show that we can easily take care of at least all but one legs of length 2, and
map the discussion to a particular case of the above, namely a small path graph. In this scenario, we can assume 𝑤𝑙𝑜𝑔 that the
center of the graph 𝑂 and all legs of length 1 are lit. If not, we simply need to take some other leg 𝐿 with at least one lit vertex,
and toggle the innermost lit vertex until 𝑂 is lit. Toggling 𝑂 then lights the legs of length 1.

Moreover, for any leg 𝐿 of length 2, with at least one lit vertex, we can always assume only 𝐿1 is lit. If both were lit, we can
toggle 𝐿1. This unlights 𝐿2 and 𝑂, which we can light back by toggling 𝜔. If only 𝐿2 was lit, we can toggle it and we are in the
previous case. For the leg of length 3 or 4 in 𝐵3 and 𝐵2 respectively, the same logic follows. From this we can assume that the
second vertex of every leg is always unlit, which in turn allows us to apply Lemma 2 freely between any pair of legs. Hence, let us
call 𝐿 either the leg of length 4 in 𝐵2, the leg of length 3 in 𝐵3 or some randomly chosen leg of length 2 in 𝐵1. For any unlit leg
𝑀 of length 2, applying Lemma 2 lights up 𝑀1, while inverting the state of 𝐿1 and possibly 𝐿3. Repeating this for every unlit
leg of length 2 and toggling 𝑂, unlights all neighbours of 𝑂 except 𝐿1 potentially. If after this step only 𝑂 is lit we are done.
Otherwise, we just need to solve a small instance of the previous case for graphs in A, where again, we will toggle the second
innermost lit vertex in L repetitively. By doing so, we always end up with just one lit vertex in L. □

With this, we can now prove Theorem 1.

Theorem 1 (Canonical graphs). For any given connected graph Γ, there exists a sequence of contractions which result in one of
three graphs:

(A) A line graph with with 𝑛𝐿 vertices as well as 𝑛𝑐 ∈ N0 single vertices connected to the second to last vertex.

(B) A star graph with legs of length of at most 4 and where 𝑛𝑐, 𝑛2 ∈ N+ appear at least once but can be arbitrarily often and
additionally there can be

(1) no legs of length 3 or 4,
(2) one leg of length 4 and no leg of length 3,
(3) one leg of length 3 and no leg of length 4.

Proof. Given any initial graph Γ we will prove such a sequence exists by induction on its vertices. It is clear that if we pick
any vertex of Γ at random, and then add some vertex in its neighbourhood, this trivially is a graph in A. Assume now that after
having added 𝑁 vertices one has a graph Γ𝑁 of the form of one of our canonical types. We show that Γ𝑁+1 = Γ𝑁 ∪ {𝑉}, for some
𝑉 ∈ N (Γ𝑁), can always be mapped to a canonical graph as well. Take a lightning 𝜒 = Γ𝑁+1(𝑉). By Theorem 4 this is always
equivalent to a lightning where only one vertex is lit, such that 𝑉 shares just one edge with Γ𝑁 . For the case where several legs of
length 1 where initially in different lit configurations in 𝜒, the new vertex creates a new leg of length 2. By Lemma 3 this can then
be transformed into one of the canonical graphs. If all legs are in the same state, for graphs in A, if 𝑂 or the outermost vertex of
the long leg 𝐿 are lit, then the graph is still in class A. Otherwise, if 𝑉 is connected to some vertex 𝐿 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿 other than the one at its
end, then 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝐿 𝑗) = 3. In this case, we can take a lightning 𝜒′ = Γ𝑁+1(𝐿 𝑗+1) and toggle according to

𝐿 𝑗 , 𝐿 𝑗−1, . . . , 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝜔,𝑉, 𝐿 𝑗 , . . . , 𝐿1, 𝑂 (B9)

with 𝜔 one of the legs of length 1 of 𝑂. This removes the edge (𝐿 𝑗 , 𝐿 𝑗+1) and creates the edge (𝑂, 𝐿 𝑗+1). The resulting graph is
a star graph with just one central vertex, which by Lemma 3 can be transformed into one of our canonical graphs. For all other
cases, namely for Γ𝑁 of type 𝐵1, 𝐵2, 𝐵3, whenever 𝑉 is connected to 𝑂, Γ𝑁+1 remains in 𝐵1, 𝐵2, 𝐵3 respectively. Otherwise, 𝑉
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is connected to some vertex in a leg of length 2, the leg of length 4 or the leg of length 3, respectively. If this is actually the
end vertex of these legs, either Γ𝑁+1 is already of our canonical types, or by Lemma 3 it can be converted to it. Instead, if V
connects to some other vertex 𝐿 𝑗 , such that 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝐿 𝑗) = 3 in Γ𝑁+1, we can reproduce the same argument as before. After taking a
lightning 𝜒′ = Γ𝑁+1(𝐿 𝑗+1) and repeating the sequence in Equation (B9) we transform Γ𝑁+1 back into a star graph, which again
by Lemma 3 can be transformed into one of our canonical graphs. □

Appendix C: Elements of graph Lie-algebra

In order to describe Paulis within the Lie algebra spanned by some generators we introduce the concept of colouring. In general,
we are interested in the Paulis in the algebra. As such, we can associate to a particular Pauli

𝑃𝐶 = ∏
𝑃𝑖∈G

𝑃
𝐶𝑖

𝑖 (C1)

a vertex colouring 𝐶 ∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝐺 of the graph, such that a vertex 𝑣𝑖 is coloured if 𝐶𝑖 = 1. We say that 𝑃𝐶 is in the Lie algebra if 𝐶
is a valid colouring. The map 𝐶 ↦ 𝑃𝐶 does not need to be injective, since the 𝑃𝑖 can have algebraic relations between them.

When we consider elements of the Lie-algebra, we require that they can be written as a linear combination of nested commutators
of the generators

𝑃 = [⋯[[𝑃𝑖1 , 𝑃𝑖2], 𝑃𝑖3]⋯𝑃𝑖𝑛𝐿 ] . (C2)

We do not need to consider commutators of commutators since by the Jacobi identity

[[𝐴, 𝐵], [𝐶, 𝐷]] = [[[𝐴, 𝐵], 𝐶], 𝐷]] − [[[𝐴, 𝐵], 𝐷], 𝐶]]. (C3)

In particular, for Paulis, in order for the term in the 𝑙ℎ𝑠 to be non-zero, one of the two terms in 𝑟ℎ𝑠 has to vanish, due to the rule
that for 3 anti-commuting Paulis, the commutator of 2 of them commutes with the third. This then means that there is always a
way to rewrite some non-zero nested commutator into the form of Equation (C2). As such, we can simply consider how do graph
colourings change when taking commutators with the generators. In order for the commutator to be non-trivial, we need that
the Pauli anti-commutes with the generator. As such, the rule is that a colour of a vertex can be flipped, if an odd number of its
neighbouring vertices are coloured.

Having found the previous fundamental graphs, now we can try to exploit their cycle-less structure to find a set of rules to
determine which colourings are valid, i.e., which generators give non-zero commutators.

Lemma 4 (Valid colourings). For any graph in its canonical form, we have that

1. for a path, any colouring that has one connected component and potentially an additional even numbers of legs of length 1
that are coloured corresponds to valid colouring,

2. for a star, any colouring with an odd number of connected components is a valid colouring, except for the case with a single
leg of length 3 (B3), when the first and third vertex of the long leg and an odd number of legs of length 1 are coloured.

Here, connected component refers to the connected component of the sub-graph induced by only coloured vertices.

Proof. We first show that every colouring that can be generated by the allowed transformations needs to obey these conditions. We
use that the graphs do not have loops. Therefore, connectivity is locally preserved, meaning that two coloured vertices in the
neighbourhood of an uncoloured vertex always belong to two different connected components. If a vertex has only one coloured
neighbour, then flipping it only adds/removes the vertex from the respective connected component, but never changes the number
of components. In general flipping a vertex with 2𝑘 + 1 coloured neighbours then merges/disconnects 2𝑘 + 1 components. As such,
the parity of the number of connected components can never change (since flipping a vertex with an even number of coloured
neighbours is not allowed). Since by Equation (C2) we always start our colouring from a single vertex, the number of connected
components will always be odd. Additionally, for the canonical types, this means that the number of connected components only
changes by flipping the central vertex. In particular, this implies that for graphs in class A we cannot have different connected
components along the long leg. Given Equation (C2) one can check, that in order to create several connected components on the
long leg, on should start from a colouring with one single connected component spanning over some vertices of the long leg, the
center, and potentially some even number of legs of length 1. Uncolouring 𝑂, would then create an odd number of connected
components, one of which on the long leg. Given that colour flips on the long leg, will not create new connected components by
themselves, the only way to create more connected components, would be to uncolour the innermost vertex of this leg, and colour
back the center. This however, cannot be done, since the center would then just have an even number of coloured neighbours,
preventing us from colouring it back.
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Finally, for the exception in 𝐵3, where an odd number of legs of length 1 and alternating vertices of the leg of length 3 are
coloured, we note, that this corresponds to a configuration where no additional vertices are allowed to be flipped. As such, this
colouring cannot be constructed from some sequence of vertex colourings.

To show that every such colouring can also be generated, we will give an explicit algorithm.

1. Start with a coloured central vertex.

2. Colour the first vertex of all legs which in the final configuration have at least one coloured vertex.

3. Potentially colour a leg of length 1 𝜔, then uncolour the center.

4. Move each connected component into the correct position, by colouring vertices adjacent to it.

5. If there is a second connected component in the long leg 𝐿 (3 or 4), first move the outer into position. Then, take some leg 𝑇
of length 2 with some coloured vertex. Depending on the parity of the number of neighbours of 𝑂 that are coloured, flip the
colours in 𝑇 . Colour the central vertex 𝑂 and 𝐿1. Uncolour the leg of length 1 𝜔 and uncolour 𝑂 again.

6. If desired, colour the center back on and flip the leg of length 1 again.

This algorithm will prepare any valid graph colouring as long as there is a connected component on a leg of length 2 or no two
connected components on the same leg. The two remaining cases are when the long legs 𝐿 have two connected components and
only legs of length 1 are coloured. For the case B3 (one leg of length 3), these are not able to be prepared as argued above. For B2
(one leg of length 4), however, we can prepare them. In order to show this, we just need to argue that a colouring where the central
vertex and the second and fourth vertex of the long leg are coloured, is a valid colouring. Starting from the coloured center we
achieve this by flipping the colours according to

𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝐿3, 𝐿4, 𝑇1, 𝜔,𝑂,𝑇2, 𝑇1, 𝐿1, 𝐿2, 𝐿3, 𝑂, 𝜔, 𝐿1, 𝑂, 𝐿2, 𝐿1𝑇1, 𝑇2, 𝑂,𝑇1 (C4)

where 𝐿 refers to the long leg, 𝑇 to a leg of length 2 and 𝜔 to a leg of length 1. After this, we can colour the rest of legs of length
1, which is an odd number, and uncolour 𝑂. Finally, on 𝐿, we can trivially go from this colouring to any other with two connected
components.

□

Appendix D: Algebraic dependent generators

Like we discussed in the main text, we are not only interested in classifying Pauli Lie algebras, but also in determining which can
be mapped to each-other through Clifford operations. To do so, we introduced Theorem 3 to characterize algebraic dependencies
between generators, which ultimately will determine whether or not two sets of Paulis are Clifford equivalent. We prove this
theorem here.

Theorem 3 (Limits to algebraic dependencies). Every minimal generator Pauli Lie algebra has at most one algebraic dependence.
Algebraic dependencies can only occur for graphs of type A and B3. The two possibilities are shown in Figure 1 (c) As such, there
is a total of 6 Clifford inequivalent families of Pauli Lie algebras.

Proof. It is enough to prove this just for graphs in the types of Theorem 1, as contractions preserve algebraic and Lie algebraic
dependencies. Then, we will show that algebraic dependencies on these graphs need to involve a colouring where the end vertices
of some legs of odd length are colored, have alternating structure, and can only involve one leg of length 1. Overall, this will just
leave the two cases mentioned in the statement.

Assume we have an algebraically dependent subset of G, that is {𝑃𝑖}𝑚𝑖=1 such that 𝑃1 . . . 𝑃𝑚 = 1. Since 1 commutes with
everything, the colouring of {𝑃𝑖}𝑚𝑖=1 on the graph, must share an even number of edges with every vertex in it. Then, for some leg
𝐿 ⊆ Γ (which for class A might be the path itself), if some element in 𝐿 is coloured, i.e., {𝑃𝑖}𝑚𝑖=1 ∩ 𝐿 ≠ {∅}, then the end vertex
of 𝐿 must be coloured. Otherwise, we could find some vertex in 𝐿 sharing just one edge with the colouring. From this, it is
immediate to see that the colouring must have an alternating structure (coloured, then uncoloured). If the end vertex of a leg is
coloured and its neighbour as well, then the end vertex itself would share just one edge with the coloured set. The alternating
structure then follows from carrying on with this argument. Finally, the center can never be coloured, as otherwise the vertex of a
leg of length 1 would only have one coloured neighbour. It follows that an algebraic relation cannot have a colouring involving
legs of even length, as there is no alternating colouring that colours the outer vertex, but not the center.

If we have a colouring involving more than one leg of length 1, we can show that this either violates the condition that the
generators are Lie-algebraically independent, or that the graph can be mapped to a form where the algebraic relation involves
at most one leg of length one. Let {𝐿𝑖}𝑖=1...2𝑘+1 be coloured legs of length 1. We can contract 𝐿2, . . . , 𝐿2𝑘+1 onto 𝑂, yielding
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𝑂′ = 𝑂𝐿2 . . . 𝐿2𝑘+1. Contracting now 𝑂′ onto 𝐿1, results in 𝐿′1 = 𝐿1𝐿2 . . . 𝐿2𝑘+1𝑂. While this modifies the connectivity of the
graph, if we now contract again all 𝐿2, . . . , 𝐿2𝑘+1 onto 𝑂′, and then again the new 𝑂′′ = 𝑂 onto 𝐿′1, this undoes the change, and
leaves all vertices the same, except for 𝐿1 which is mapped to 𝐿′′1 = 𝐿1, . . . , 𝐿2𝑘+1. After this, the only coloured leg of length 1
is 𝐿′′1 . Since the total number of coloured legs need to be even, this transformation allow us to get to two scenarios. The first
is when only two legs of length one are coloured, in which case 𝑃1𝑃2 = 1 ⇐⇒ 𝑃1 = 𝑃2, which contradicts the Lie algebraic
independence. As such, only the second case is relevant, when one leg of length 1 and a longer leg of odd length are coloured.
This is only possible in case 𝐴, when the length of the long leg is odd and B3. One last remark, is that there cannot be several such
lightnings involving different legs of length 1, as this would imply an algebraic dependence between the legs of length 1, which we
already showed is not allowed.

□

Appendix E: Controlled Lie-algebras and removing legs of length 1

In Theorem 2 in the main text, we show that in the presence of several legs of length 1, 2𝑛𝑐 direct sum terms appear in the
description of the Lie algebra. In this appendix, we show why this happens and what these several legs of length 1 on the graph
represent in physical terms.

Lemma 5 (Controlled Lie-algebras). Given a graph Γ with two legs of length 1 (𝑃1, 𝑃2), its Lie algebra splits into a direct sum of
two smaller Lie algebras, in particular those with anti-commutation graph Γ ∖ {𝑃2}. This also corresponds to a physical direct
sum over the qubits upon which 𝑍𝑖 B 𝑃1𝑃2 acts.

Proof. It first should be noted that the product 𝑍 = 𝑃1𝑃2 is a symmetry in the Lie algebra, since it shares an even number of
edges with every generator. Now, we can use the fact that in order to find the minimal number of qubits for a set of algebraically
independent generators, we count the number of disconnected points and pairs in the algebra graph. Namely, it is easy to see that if
we allow ourselves to perform contractions between disconnected points (which one can do if interested just in the algebra, not the
Lie algebra) any given graph Γ can be transformed into the disjoint union of some pairs of connected vertices and isolated vertices.
Then if all generators are independent, we necessarily need to add a qubit for each such connected component, as connected pairs
can be mapped to (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖) on some qubit 𝑖, and single points to (𝑍 𝑗) on some different register 𝑗 . Hence, since there cannot be an
algebraic dependence between legs of length 1 (shown in Theorem 3), and 𝑃1𝑃2 is a disconnected point, this means that this
must necessarily involve adding a new qubit register. This in turn means that we can always find a Clifford operation that maps
𝑍 = 𝑃1𝑃2 ↦ 𝑍𝑁 , where 𝑁 is the new register.

Now, given some arbitrary element 𝑃 ∈ 𝔤(Γ), we can show that 𝑍 ⋅ 𝑃 ∈ 𝔤(Γ). Using the terms that we introduced in previous
sections, we need to show that given a colouring on the graph such that the resulting 𝑃 is in the Lie algebra, then adding 𝑃1, 𝑃2 to
this colouring is also in 𝔤. However, from Lemma 4 this follows directly, since flipping the colouring of 𝑃1, 𝑃2 does not change
the parity of the number of connected components, and thus also is a valid colouring. This then splits the Lie algebra in

{�̄� ⊗ 1𝑁}⊕{�̄� ⊗ 𝑍𝑁} = 𝔤. (E1)

Now, since wlog the only term containing 𝑍𝑁 is 𝑃2, for every element �̄�⊗ 1𝑁 ∈ 𝔤, its colouring must be in Γ ∖ {𝑃2}. On the other
hand, for any element �̄�⊗ 𝑍𝑁 ∈ 𝔤, its colouring must be in Γ ∖ {𝑃1}, with 𝔤(Γ ∖ {𝑃1}) ≅ 𝔤(Γ ∖ {𝑃2}) because the graphs are the
same. □

Thus, the two takeaways from this are that, one the one hand, we can characterize graphs with just one leg of length 1, as all
other Lie algebras will be direct sums of these and, on the other hand, that these direct sums, are effectively also a direct sum in
Hilbert space, i.e., they entail a whole new register which is acting as a control on the dynamics. By repeated application of
lemma 5, it follows that the Lie algebra decomposes into 2𝑛𝑐 many direct sums in Hilbert space, which are Clifford equivalent to

𝑍
𝑖1
1 ⊗⋯⊗ 𝑍

𝑖𝑛𝑐
𝑛𝑐 ⊗ 𝑃𝔤 (E2)

for �⃗� ∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝑐 . Finally, since a Lie algebra is a vector space an equally valid basis is

∣⃗𝑖⟩⟨�⃗�∣⊗ 𝑃𝔤 (E3)

making explicit the effect of registers 1 to 𝑛𝑐 .

Appendix F: Lie algebra classification

In this section, we will constructively prove the rest of Theorem 2. As the key ingredient to do so, will be introducing a
canonical set of Pauli labels for each graph family. Then, since the Lie algebra type just depends on the graph, we will just need to
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{ZoZi, Yi}

{Y0, Z0}
{Z0ZC}

{Z0ZC}

{Z0, X0, Z0X1, Z1, X1Z2, X2, …Pn}
(AI)

{Z0ZC}

{Z0, X0, Z0X1, Z1, X1Z2, X2, …P′ n}

nL = 2k + 1 > 3
(AD)

(B.1)

{ZoZi, Yi}

{Y0, Z0}{Zn, Yn, Z0Zn}
{Z0ZC}(B.3D)

{Y0Xn+1, ZnYn+1, Yn, Z0ZnYn+1}

{ZoZiYn+1, Yi}

{Y0, Z0Yn+1}
{Z0ZCYn+1}(B.2)

{ZoZiYn+1, Yi}

{Y0, Z0Yn+1}{ZnYn+1, Yn, Z0ZnYn+1} {Z0ZCYn+1}(B.3I)

FIG. 3. All 6 Clifford inequivalent Lie algebraic classes with their respective canonical labeling as stated in the text.

characterize these canonical sets in order to have a full classification. We show in Figure 3 all 6 Clifford inequivalent graphs,
together with their corresponding canonical labels.

Let us start with graphs of type A, both with algebraic dependence and without. In this case, we simply need to choose a set of
closest neighbour interacting Paulis,

𝑆A = {𝑍0, 𝑋0, 𝑍0𝑋1, 𝑍1, 𝑋1𝑍2, 𝑋2, . . . 𝑃𝑚} ∪ {𝑍0𝑍
𝑖
𝐶}𝑖=1,...,𝑛𝐶 , (F1)

together with a set of labels for additional control legs, where 𝑃𝑚 depends on the parity of 𝑛𝐿 and whether we are in the
(𝐴𝐷) or (𝐴𝐼) instance. For 𝑛𝐿 = 2𝑘 all terms must be algebraically independent, so that 𝑃𝑚 ∈ {𝑍𝑛𝐿/2−1𝑋𝑛𝐿/2, 𝑋𝑛𝐿/2−1𝑍𝑛𝐿/2}
depending on the parity of 𝑛𝐿/2. For 𝑛𝐿 = 2𝑘 + 1 > 3 we can either have algebraic dependence or not. For (𝐴𝐼), 𝑃𝑚 ∈
{𝑍(𝑛𝐿−1)/2−1𝑋(𝑛𝐿−1)/2, 𝑋(𝑛𝐿−1)/2−1𝑍(𝑛𝐿−1)/2}, whereas in (𝐴𝐷), 𝑃𝑚 ∈ {𝑍(𝑛𝐿−1)/2, 𝑋(𝑛𝐿−1)/2}. With this, we can now prove that
indeed this corresponds to the free-fermionic Lie algebra. We can limit to characterizing the Paulis lying on the path graph without
legs of length 1, as controls can be removed at this point. From these, it is easy to define a set of 𝑛𝐿 majorana operators. In
particular, 𝑤𝑙𝑜𝑔 we use Paulis in (𝐴𝐼) to do so, as this will not change the Lie algebra. Thus

𝛾0 = 𝑍0, (F2)
𝛾1 = 𝑌0, (F3)
𝛾2 = 𝑋0𝑋1, (F4)
. . . (F5)

𝛾𝑛𝐿−1 = Π𝑚
𝑖=0𝑃𝑖 , (F6)

which satisfy

[𝛾𝑖 , 𝛾 𝑗] = ±2𝑖𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗 , ∀𝑖, 𝑗 (F7)

and thus

[𝛾𝑘 , 𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗] = 0, ∀𝑘 ≠ 𝑖, 𝑗 . (F8)

Hence, a basis for the Lie algebra is given by {𝛾𝑖}0≤𝑖≤𝑛𝐿−1 ∪ {𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗}0≤𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑛𝐿−1, where quadratic terms satisfy

[𝛾𝑖𝛾 𝑗 , 𝛾𝑟𝛾𝑠] = ±2𝑖(𝛿 𝑗 ,𝑟𝛾𝑖𝛾𝑠 − 𝛿𝑠,𝑖𝛾𝑟𝛾 𝑗). (F9)
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The size of this basis then gives us that

dim(𝔤) = 𝑛𝐿(𝑛𝐿 + 1)
2

, (F10)

which coincides with the dimension of 𝔰𝔬(𝑛𝐿 + 1). Finally, taking a basis of anti-symmetric matrices of size (𝑛𝐿 + 1) × (𝑛𝐿 + 1),
it is easy to check that the structure constants of 𝔤 and 𝔰𝔬(𝑛𝐿 + 1) are also the same, thus proving equality. The difference between
(𝐴𝐼) and (𝐴𝐷) then comes from the fact that for the latter, the last Majorana operator 𝛾𝑛𝐿−1 is equal to the global parity operator.

For the rest of star-graph families, before giving the labeling, we will first introduce the following lemma regarding properties
of certain colourings on the graph. With this lemma, proving the Lie algebra type will follow almost directly.

Lemma 6 (Odd colouring property). If all generators 𝑃 ∈ G of a star-type Pauli Lie algebra satisfy

𝑃𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝑃 = 0 (F11)

for some Pauli 𝑄, then every Pauli 𝐾 =∏𝑖∈𝑠⊂V ,∣𝑠∣≥1 𝑃𝑖 it holds that

the colouring corresponding to𝐾 has an odd number of connected components⇔ 𝐾𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝐾 = 0. (F12)

Proof. For the set of 𝑆 = {∏𝑖∈𝑠 𝑃𝑖 ∣𝑠 ⊂ V , 𝑠 ≠ ∅} of all Paulis generated by some colouring, we define the two subsets

𝑆𝑖 = {𝑃 ∈ 𝑆∣𝑃𝑇𝑄 + (−1)𝑖𝑄𝑃 = 0}, for 𝑖 ∈ {0, 1}. (F13)

In general, we have for 𝐿 = 𝑉 ⋅𝑊 , where 𝑉 ∈ 𝑆𝑖𝑉 and𝑊 ∈ 𝑆𝑖𝑊

𝐿𝑇𝑄 ±𝑄𝐿 = (𝑉𝑊)𝑇𝑄 ±𝑄𝑉𝑊 =𝑊𝑇𝑉𝑇𝑄 ±𝑄𝑉𝑊 = −(−1)𝑖𝑉𝑊𝑇𝑄𝑉 ±𝑄𝑉𝑊
= (−1)2(−1)𝑖𝑉+𝑖𝑊𝑄𝑊𝑉 ±𝑄𝑉𝑊 = 𝑄((−1)𝑖𝑉+𝑖𝑊𝑊𝑉 ±𝑉𝑊). (F14)

As a consequence, we have that if 𝑉,𝑊 ∈ 𝑆0 and {𝑉,𝑊} = 0, then 𝐿 = 𝑉𝑊 ∈ 𝑆0. This means that if we have a connected
component 𝐶𝑖 ⊂ V , it follows that 𝑃𝐶𝑖

B ∏ 𝑗∈𝐶𝑖
𝑃 𝑗 ∈ 𝑆0. This is because we can generate this by a nested sequence of generators.

Since the graph has no loop, we can start at any element, and then take a commutator with a Pauli from 𝐶𝑖 that anti-commutes,
until all Paulis were used exactly once. Now we consider the disconnected components. We have from Equation (F14) that
𝑃𝐶1𝑃𝐶2 ∈ 𝑆1 since [𝑃𝐶𝑖

, 𝑃𝐶 𝑗
] = 0. By iterative application we have that

𝐾 = 𝑃𝐶1 . . . 𝑃𝐶𝑛𝑐𝑐
∈ 𝑆𝑛𝑐𝑐+1 mod 2. (F15)

This means that the Pauli 𝐾 satisfies the condition if the number of connected components 𝑛𝑐𝑐 is odd, and satisfies 𝐾𝑇𝑄 −𝑄𝐾 = 0
if 𝑛𝑐𝑐 is even. This gives the if and only if relationship that is desired by the lemma. □

Having stated this, we can start discussing graphs B1. In this case, there is just one Clifford inequivalent class and we choose
the labeling to be given by

𝑆B1 = {𝑌0, 𝑍0} ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝑖 ,𝑌𝑖}𝑖=1,...,𝑛2 ∪ {𝑍0𝑍
𝑖
𝐶}𝑖=1,...,𝑛𝐶 (F16)

where these sets label the central vertex and the first leg of length 1, all legs of length 2, and controls, respectively. Note that
the central Pauli 𝑌0, is chosen so that 𝑄 −Ω as in the canonical definition in Appendix A in the definition of 𝔰𝔭. Moreover,
every vertex adjacent to the center is labeled by a symmetric Pauli 𝑍0, 𝑍0𝑍𝑖 , whereas non-adjacent vertices are labeled with an
anti-symmetric Pauli 𝑌𝑖 . This precisely matches the defining condition for 𝔰𝔭, i.e.,

𝑃𝑇𝑌0 = −𝑌0𝑃. (F17)

Hence, since all our generators satisfy this condition, which is preserved under Lie product, all elements in our Lie algebra will, i.e.

span(⟨𝑆B1⟩) ⊆
2𝑛𝑐

⊕
𝑖=1

𝔰𝔭(2𝑛2). (F18)

For us to have equality as stated by Theorem 2, one would have to check that any element in⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛2) can be generated by our

Paulis. This, however, follows from Lemma 6. Given some 𝐾 ∈ 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛2), this can be written as a product of our generators, since
these form a basis for the algebra of symplectic matrices of size (𝑛2 + 1) × (𝑛2 + 1). This follows from the same arguments as for
finding the minimal number of qubits. Since 2𝑛 independent Paulis are required to span the full algebra on 𝑛 qubits, in order to
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span 𝔰𝔭 one also needs at most 2𝑛 symplectic generators, which is what we have. Thus, there is some colouring on the graph
corresponding to 𝐾 . Since 𝐾 satisfies

𝐾𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝐾 = 0 (F19)

with 𝑄 = 𝑌0, then the colouring of 𝐾 must have an odd number of connected components. Now by Lemma 4 we know that such
colourings can indeed be computed through nested commutators, thus concluding the proof that the Lie algebra spanned by this
set of Paulis is indeed⊕2𝑛𝑐

𝑖=1 𝔰𝔭(2𝑛2).
Given this labeling for the symplectic Lie algebra, one can easily find one for the family of graphs in B3, both for B3𝐼 and B3𝐷 .

For the case of algebraic dependent generators, we can simply get our canonical labeling by adding 𝑍𝑛, for 𝑛 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛2}. It is
easy to see that if one takes the product of Paulis in the leg of length 1 and the innermost and outermost vertices of the newly
created leg of length 3

𝑍0 ⋅ 𝑍0𝑍𝑖 ⋅ 𝑍𝑖 = 1. (F20)

Adding this additional Pauli allows us to generate any Pauli on 𝑛2 + 1 qubits, i.e., promotes the Lie algebra to 𝔰𝔲(2𝑛2+1). That is
because given a Pauli on 𝑛2 + 1 qubits, we can always find a colouring which is computable, since in the case where 𝑃 has a
colouring with an even number of connected components, then 𝑍0 ⋅ 𝑍0𝑍𝑖 ⋅ 𝑍𝑖 ⋅ 𝑃 is a colouring with an odd number of connected
components that yields the same Pauli.

If the generators are not algebraically dependent, by the rules that determine the minimal number of qubits, we must add a new
qubit as well. Hence, instead of adding 𝑍𝑛, we will introduce 𝑍𝑛𝑌𝑛+1. Moreover, since every other Pauli commutes with 𝑌𝑛+1, we
can freely modify them so that the overall labeling for this case is

𝑆B3𝐼 = {𝑌0, 𝑍0𝑌𝑛+1} ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝑖𝑌𝑛+1,𝑌𝑖}𝑖=1,...,𝑛2−1 ∪ {𝑍0𝑍
𝑖
𝐶𝑌𝑛+1}𝑖=1,...,𝑛𝐶 ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝑛𝑌𝑛+1,𝑌𝑛, 𝑍𝑛𝑌𝑛+1}, (F21)

it is clear that now

𝑍0𝑌𝑛+1 ⋅ 𝑍0𝑍𝑖𝑌𝑛+1 ⋅ 𝑍𝑖𝑌𝑛+1 = 𝑌𝑛+1 (F22)

so we cannot use the same argument as before. However, it suffices to prove it for one case, since the graph is the same for both.
Furthermore, the last change was useful to see that as we stated in the main text, the map between B3𝐷 and B3𝐼 is given by
𝑃 ↦ 𝑖Im(𝑃)⊗ 1𝑛+1 + Re(𝑃)⊗𝑌𝑛+1, so that indeed the Lie algebra is the same in both cases, albeit in B3𝐼 it is embedded in a
bigger Hilbert space.

The other reason why appending 𝑌𝑛+1 to symmetric generators was because we can now easily find our canonical labeling for
the last class of graphs B2. Since we want to argue that this corresponds to the Lie algebra of anti-symmetric matrices 𝔰𝔬, and
all generators in Equation (F21) are already anti-symmetric, we just need to add another anti-symmetric Pauli that breaks the
symmetry with respect to 𝑌𝑛+1. To that end, our new set of canonical generators will be given by

𝑆B2 = {𝑌0, 𝑍0𝑌𝑛+1} ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝑖𝑌𝑛+1,𝑌𝑖}𝑖=1,...,𝑛2−1 ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝐶𝑖
𝑌𝑛+1}𝐶𝑖∈𝐼 ∪ {𝑍0𝑍𝑛𝑌𝑛+1,𝑌𝑛, 𝑍𝑛𝑌𝑛+1,𝑌0𝑋𝑛+1}. (F23)

Then, since all generators satisfy the anti-symmetric condition, which is preserved under Lie product, we have

span(⟨𝑆B2⟩) ⊆
2𝑛𝑐

⊕
𝑖=1

𝔰𝔬(2𝑛2+3). (F24)

Like for the symplectic case, checking that any element in⊕2𝑛𝑐
𝑖=1 𝔰𝔬(2𝑛2+3) can be computed through nested commutators of our

canonical generators is easy to see from Lemma 6 with 𝑄 = 1. Again, for any Pauli 𝐾 satisfying

𝐾𝑇1𝑛2+3 + 1𝑛2+3𝐾 = 0 (F25)

its colouring on the graph must have an odd number of connected components, and thus must be computable through nested
commutators. This concludes our construction of all canonical Pauli sets for every Clifford inequivalent class, and serves as a
proof of Theorem 2.

1. Clifford invariant form

In the previous section we mainly worked with the canonical definition for 𝔰𝔭 and 𝔰𝔬. However, since Clifford operations do not
change the Lie algebra, one could come up with a form that makes this explicit. Before, we introduced the canonical forms as

𝔤 = span({𝑃 ∈ P ∣𝑃𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝑃 = 0}) , (F26)
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where 𝑄 = 1 for 𝔰𝔬 and 𝑄 = Y0 for 𝔰𝔭. If we perform a Clifford transformation, this turns into

𝑃 ↦ 𝑃′ = 𝐶†𝑃𝐶. (F27)

As such, the statement becomes

0 = (𝐶𝑃′𝐶†)𝑇𝑄 +𝑄(𝐶𝑃′𝐶†) (F28)

= 𝐶∗𝑃
′
𝑇𝐶𝑇𝑄 +𝑄𝐶𝑃′𝐶† (F29)

⇒0 = 𝑃
′
𝑇𝐶𝑇𝑄𝐶 +𝐶𝑇𝑄𝐶𝑃′, (F30)

using 𝐶†𝐶 = 𝐶𝑇𝐶∗ = 1. With this the action maps

𝑄 ↦ 𝑄′ = 𝐶𝑇𝑄𝐶. (F31)

This map still maps Paulis to Paulis upon conjugation up to phase. To see this, we can look at a particular generating set of the
Clifford group, e.g., (𝑆, 𝐻,𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇). On the one hand, since 𝐻𝑇 = 𝐻† and 𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇𝑇 = 𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇†, these act as ordinary Cliffords,
mapping Paulis to Paulis. On the other hand, for the map 𝑄 ↦ 𝑆𝑇𝑄𝑆, we have

1↦ 𝑍, 𝑋 ↦ 𝑖𝑋, 𝑌 ↦ 𝑖𝑌 , 𝑍 ↦ 1. (F32)

However, for the relation that concerns us, this global phase becomes irrelevant. Additionally, we have that

𝑄′𝑇 = 𝐶𝑇𝑄𝑇𝐶 = 𝑄′ × {1 𝑄𝑇 = 𝑄,
−1 𝑄𝑇 = −𝑄, (F33)

i.e., the symmetric/anti-symmetric property is preserved under the action of this map. Additionally, we can map any (anti-
)symmetric Pauli to any other (anti-)symmetric Pauli. For this, we can change 1↦ 𝑍 by applying 𝑆, 𝑍 ↦ 𝑋 by applying 𝐻 and
𝑋 ↦ 𝐼, by applying 𝐻𝑆. In order to change the number of 𝑌 Paulis we can use CNOTs to map 𝑌 ⊗𝑌 ↦ 𝑋 ⊗ 𝑍 . This then motivates
the definition that is given in the main text.

Another interesting case in this regard, is that of the class B3𝐼 where the canonical form is defined by

𝔤 = span({𝑃 ∈ P/{1}∣[𝑌𝑛+1, 𝑃] = 0, 𝑃𝑇 + 𝑃 = 0}) . (F34)

Again, applying a Clifford to the argument this becomes

0 = (𝐶𝑃′𝐶†)𝑌 −𝑌(𝐶𝑃′𝐶†), 0 = (𝐶𝑃′𝐶†)𝑇 + (𝐶𝑃′𝐶†), (F35)

0 = 𝑃′𝐶†𝑌𝐶 −𝐶†𝑌𝐶𝑃′, 0 = 𝑃
′
𝑇𝐶𝑇𝐶 +𝐶𝑇𝐶𝑃′, (F36)

meaning

𝐾 B 𝐶𝑇𝐶 , 𝑄 B 𝐶†𝑌𝐶. (F37)

Thus, when the condition is satisfied

𝑄𝑇𝐾 + 𝐾𝑄 = (𝐶†𝑌𝐶)𝑇(𝐶𝑇𝐶) + (𝐶𝑇𝐶)(𝐶†𝑌𝐶) (F38)

= 𝐶𝑇𝑌𝑇𝐶∗𝐶𝑇𝐶 +𝐶𝑇𝐶𝐶†𝑌𝐶

= −𝐶𝑇𝑌𝐶 +𝐶𝑇𝑌𝐶 = 0.

Naturally, 𝑄 can become every non identity Pauli. Using only 𝐻,𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇 , it is possible to create every symmetric Pauli:
𝐶 = 𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇𝑖,𝑛 to set it to 𝑋𝑛, 𝐻𝑛 to set 𝑋𝑛 to 𝑍𝑛, and CNOT on 𝑋 ⊗ 𝑍 to create 𝑌 ⊗𝑌 . Moreover, since all gates are real 𝐶𝑇 = 𝐶†,
which means that 1↦ 𝐶𝑇

1 𝐶1 = 1 as well.
Next, we choose a 𝐶2, such that 𝐾 = 𝐶𝑇

2 𝐶2. Naturally, 𝐶 = 𝐶1𝐶2 maps 𝐾 ↦ 𝐾 , 𝑄 ↦ 𝐶†
2𝐶

†
1𝑌𝐶1𝐶2. Now, choosing 𝐶1 such that

𝐶†
1𝑌𝐶1 = 𝐶2𝑄𝐶

†
2 we get to the result we wanted. However, by design (𝐶†

1𝑌𝐶1)𝑇 = −𝐶†
1𝑌𝐶1, meaning

(𝐶2𝑄𝐶
†
2)𝑇 = −𝐶2𝑄𝐶

†
2 , (F39)

𝐶∗2𝑄
𝑇𝐶𝑇

2 = −𝐶2𝑄𝐶
†
2 , (F40)

𝑄𝑇𝐶𝑇
2 𝐶2 = −𝐶𝑇

2 𝐶2𝑄, (F41)
𝑄𝑇𝐾 = −𝐾𝑄 . (F42)
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The current reduction requires 𝐾 = 𝐾𝑇 . However, we can rewrite the commutation relation in an equivalent form

0 = [𝑄, 𝑃] = 𝑄𝑃 − 𝑃𝑄 = 𝑄𝑃 + 𝐾𝑃𝑇𝐾𝑄, (F43)
0 = 𝐾𝑄𝑃 + 𝑃𝑇𝐾𝑄, (F44)

as well as

0 = 𝑄𝑇𝐾 + 𝐾𝑄 = (𝐾𝑄)𝑇 + 𝐾𝑄 (F45)

using that 𝐾 = 𝐾𝑇 . So if we define 𝐿 ∝ 𝐾𝑄, we get that 𝐿𝑇 = −𝐿 and the conditions that ∀𝑃 ∈ P/𝐿:

𝑃𝑇𝐿 + 𝐿𝑃 = 0 , 𝑃𝑇𝐾 + 𝐾𝑃 = 0 , (F46)

which shows that 𝐵3𝐼 corresponds to a system with both a symplectic and an orthogonal relation. If we now use the symplectic
relation we get

𝑃𝑇 = −𝐿𝑃𝐿, (F47)
0 = −𝐿𝑃𝐿𝐾 + 𝐾𝑃, (F48)
0 = [𝑃, 𝐿𝐾]. (F49)

As such, defining 𝑄′ ∝ 𝐿𝐾 , 𝐾 ′ = 𝐿 we have

𝐾𝑇 = 𝐾, (F50)
(𝐾 ′𝑄′)𝑇 = 𝐾 ′𝑄′, (F51)

0 = (𝑄′)𝑇𝐾 ′ + 𝐾 ′𝑄′ , (F52)

using that (𝐾 ′)𝑇 = −𝐾 ′. This means that the requirement for 𝐾 to be symmetric can be removed, by the outlined transformations.
This concludes the condition of the Clifford invariant form given in the main text.
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