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—— Abstract

Unitary 2-designs are random unitary matrices which, in contrast to their Haar-distributed coun-
terparts, have been shown to be efficiently realized by quantum circuits. Most notably, unitary
2-designs are known to achieve decoupling, a fundamental primitive of paramount importance in
quantum Shannon theory. Here we prove that unitary 2-designs can be implemented approxim-
ately using random diagonal-unitaries.
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1 Introduction

With coherent implementations of quantum circuits becoming a reality, the question of the
practical realization of protocols in quantum information science has been a particular focus
of the field in recent years. Indeed, quantum information theory itself is concerned with
the evolution of quantum systems and decoupling represents one of the most fundamental
primitives [1, 2, 3, 4]. Moreover, this protocol characterizes the conditions under which
two, initially correlated, quantum systems will decohere completely, after evolution and the
protocol itself is achieved using so-called Haar random unitaries [5, 6].

While Haar random unitaries are a powerful theoretical tool, the number of gates required
to achieve their implementation grows exponentially in the system size. Unitary designs
represent finite approximations of Haar random unitaries and, unitary 2-designs in particular,
have been shown to efficiently achieve the decoupling protocol [7]. Moreover, unitary designs
and the analysis of their performance have been widely studied [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18]. Unitary 2-designs have been shown to be achieved using Clifford circuits [8, 9]
and random quantum circuits [12, 13, 14, 15] and among the most notable of results is the
recent breakthrough of Cleve et al. [18] demonstrating a “near linear” implementation of an
exact unitary 2-design.
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This motivates the question of how simply unitary 2-designs can be achieved. In this
paper we show that unitary 2-designs can be realized to arbitrary precision by random
diagonal-unitaries. Along with theoretical interest, the significance of this result lies in
its simple implementation. Indeed, a quantum circuit for the implementation consists of
repeating single-qubit phase gates, the controlled-Z gates, and the Hadamard gates. The first
two parts are commuting, and they can be applied, in principle, simultaneously. Moreover,
the depth of the non-commuting part, i.e. the Hadamard gates, is O(1). These features of
our implementation leads to a vast reduction in the execution time of the overall circuit. This
work also provides a concrete application of commuting quantum circuits. Little is known
about their concrete applications [19, 20] though they are known to provide a quantum
advantage in computational tasks [21, 22]. The present authors have also shown that the
decoupling theorem can be achieved by random-diagonal unitaries [23].

The article is organised as follows. We begin by introducing the necessary definitions and
notation in Section 2. The main results are presented in Section 3, with the statement that
unitary 2-designs can be achieved using random diagonal-unitary matrices given by Theorem
5 and the implementation given by Corollary 6. Proofs of the main results are presented in
Section 4, along with statements of the necessary lemmas. Indeed, Lemma 8 is of particular
importance in our analysis.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

We consider a system composed of N qubits and denote by H, the corresponding Hilbert
space and by d = 2V the dimension of H. The set of bounded operators and states on H are
denoted by B(H) and S(H) := {p € B(H)|p > 0,trp = 1}, respectively.

We will make use of various norms throughout the article, defined as follows. The
p-norm of X € B(H) is defined by |X|, := (tr|X|?)!/? for p > 1. For a superoperator
C : B(H) — B(H), we use a family of superoperator norms |C|,—p (¢,p > 1) and the
diamond norm [24] defined by

elomsy = sup b gy, o up je @ i, )

x#0  [Xlq k
respectively, where idy is the identity map acting on a Hilbert space of dimension k. Note
that it is known that k < d is sufficient to obtain the diamond norm [24].

2.2 Random unitary matrices and their t-designs

We begin with the definition of random unitary matrices, before discussing their role in
quantum information science, leading to the definition of unitary ¢-designs and approxima-
tions.

» Definition 1 (Haar random unitary matrices [25]). Let U(d) be the unitary group of degree
d, and denote the Haar measure (i.e. the unique unitarily invariant probability measure,
thus often called uniform distribution) on U(d) by Hyq). A Haar random unitary matriz U
is a U(d)-valued random variable distributed according to the Haar measure, U ~ Hy(q).

» Definition 2 (Random X- and Z-diagonal-unitary matrices [19]). Let Dy, diag be the set of
unitary matrices diagonal in the Pauli-W basis {|n)y, 1228 (W = X, Z), given by

n=0

(S8 e n)(nly : ¢ € [0,27) forn € [0,...,d —1]}. Let Dy denote a probability
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measure on it induced by a uniform probability measure on its parameter space [0, 27)9.

A random W -diagonal-unitary matriz D" is a Dw,diag-valued random variable distributed
according to Dy, DV ~ Dyy.

The random unitary matrices, defined above, have been applied to a wide variety of
problems in quantum information science (see e.g. [16] for a summary) and have been used
to investigate typical properties in physical systems [26, 27, 28, 29]. However, they cannot be
efficiently implemented by quantum circuits, since the number of random numbers needed for
the implementation scales exponentially with the number of qubits in the system. This fact
has lead to the investigation of their approximation, that is, to the definition and performance
analysis of unitary t-designs [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 15, 17, 18].

Indeed, a unitary t-design is a random variable taking values in the unitary group that
simulate, up to the tth order, the statistical moments of a given random unitary matrix. To
define a unitary ¢t-design for a random unitary matrix U, let g}j’ (X) be a superoperator given
by gl(}) (X) := Ey[U®*XUT® for any X € B(H®?), where Ey; represents an expectation over
U. Then, an e-approximate unitary ¢t-design is defined as follows.

» Definition 3 (e-approximate unitary t-designs !9, 14]). A random unitary matrix U € U(d)

is called an e-approximate unitary ¢-design if | QUt) — g[(}; lo <€, where Up is a Haar random

unitary matrix.

» Definition 4 (e-approximate diagonal-unitary t-designs [19]). A random diagonal-unitary
matrix U € D giag (W = X, Z) is called an e-approximate W-diagonal-unitary t-design if
||gl(,” - gg)w lo < e, where D is a random W-diagonal unitary matrix.

In these definitions, the designs are called exact when ¢ = 0. Note that there are
various definitions of e-approximate unitary ¢-designs, a summary of which can be found in
Ref. [16]. Most definitions are equivalent in the sense that, if U is an e-approximate unitary
t-design in one definition, it is also an €/-approximate unitary ¢-design in other definitions for
¢’ = poly(d®)e.

3 Main results

3.1 A unitary 2-design by random diagonal-unitary matrices

We study an implementation of a unitary 2-design using random diagonal-unitary matrices.

We alternately apply independent random Z- and X-diagonal-unitary matrices, and show
that this strategy approaches a unitary 2-design, after a number of repetitions ¢. A random
unitary matrix obtained by this process is given by

DIf) == Df, DY DF -+ DY DED¥ DY @)

where D!V are independent W-diagonal-unitary matrices (i = 1,...,£+ 1, W = X, Z). The
DI{] can, equivalently, be expressed as

1
Dl = [[ p” D¥ D7, (3)
i=l

where all random diagonal-unitary matrices are taken independently. We will use this
particular expression of D[¢] in the remainder of the article.
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Note that, since a random X-diagonal-unitary matrix can be obtained by conjugating a
random Z-diagonal-unitary matrix by Hadamard gates, D[{] can equivalently be expressed
as

1

Dl = D%, [[ (H®N D7), (4)

i=2¢

where H®Y is the tensor product of N Hadamard gates acting on all N qubits. From this
point of view, the Hadamard gates are the only non-commuting part of D[¢]. We will use
this expression when we consider an efficient implementation of D[¢] in Subsection 3.2.

Our main result shows that D[f] quickly approaches a unitary 2-design with increasing ¢.
The formal statement is given by Theorem 5 below.

» Theorem 5 (DJ£] is an approximate unitary 2-design). A random unitary matriz D[{], acting
on N qubits, is an e-approzimate unitary 2-design for £ > 2 + % (1 +log1/e). Conversely,
D[{] cannot be an e-approzimate unitary 2-design if ¢ < & log1/e.

» Remark. The significance of Theorem 5 lies in the efficiency of its implementation. Moreover,
since a random unitary matrix D[¢] can be separated into commuting (random Z-diagonal-
unitary matrices) and non-commuting (the Hadamard gates) parts, and the number of
non-commuting gates for the implementation scales linearly with the system size, this
construction of an approximate unitary 2-design has a simple practical implementation. We
expand upon this point in the following subsection.

3.2 Implementation of D[¢] by a quantum circuit

We show that a unitary 2-design achieved by D[] can be efficiently implemented by a
quantum circuit. We do so by only considering a random Z-diagonal-unitary matrix D?Z,
since D[(] is composed simply of DZ along with Hadamard matrices.

Since the exact implementation of DZ is not efficient, we replace it by a random diagonal
unitary matrix that is efficiently implementable. As we only need the second moments of
D?Z for the implementation of a unitary 2-design, this is achieved by an exact Z-diagonal-
unitary 2-design. An efficient implementation of an exact Z-diagonal-unitary ¢-design by a
diagonal quantum circuit for any ¢t € N is provided in Ref. [30]. As its corollary, an exact
Z-diagonal-unitary 2-design is implemented in the following way.

» Corollary 6 (Exact implementation of Z-diagonal-unitary 2-designs). An exzact Z-diagonal-
unitary 2-design is obtained by applying single-qubit phase gates diag{1,e!?*} on all qubits,
where each phase ¢y, is randomly and independently chosen from {0,27/3,47/3} with k €
[1,...,N], followed by probabilistic applications of the controlled-Z gate on every pair of
qubits, where each controlled-Z gate is applied with probability 1/2.

Using this implementation, an approximate unitary 2-design can be implemented by

repeating the following three steps (see also Fig. 1):

1. Apply single-qubit phase gates diag(1,e’¥), which are diagonal in the Pauli-Z basis, with
¢ € {0,27/3,47/3} a random phase on all qubits.

2. Apply the controlled-phase gates diag(1,1,1,¢), diagonal in the Pauli-Z basis, with a
random phase 6 € {0, 7} on all pairs of qubits.

3. Apply the Hadamard gates on all qubits.

Note that the two-qubit phase gate, applied in the second step, is equivalent to a random
application of the controlled-Z gate with probability 1/2 in Corollary 6, since 8 is randomly
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Figure 1 The figure depicts a building block of the quantum circuit that implements a unitary
2-design according to D[{], given by Eq. (4). All the gates in the implementation of a Z-diagonal-
unitary 2-design are diagonal in the Pauli-Z basis and, hence, can be applied simultaneously. One-
and two-qubit gates in the first and the second step are given by diag(1,e*#*) and diag(1,1, 1, ¢*%r),
respectively. The phases ¢ (k = 1,---,N) and 6;, (I,r = 1,--- ,N, | # r) are chosen from
{0,27/3,47/3} and {0, 7}, respectively, uniformly at random. The one-qubit gates H represent the
Hadamard gates.

chosen from {0,7}. We conclude from Theorem 5 and Corollary 6 that an e-approximate
unitary 2-design can be implemented with at most 3N (N + % log1/€) + O(N) one- or two-
qubit gates, most of which are commuting. Numerical evidence for this observation has
previously been found in Ref. [12, 13]

In terms of the number of gates, this implementation is as efficient as most of the
previously known implementations of a unitary 2-design [9, 8, 14], but is not as efficient
as a recently discovered near-linear construction of an exact unitary 2-design [18]. Our
implementation of a unitary 2-design has another merit in view of commutativity of the gates,
resulting in an instant property of the circuit in the sense that all the commuting parts of the
circuit can be, in principle, applied simultaneously. In many physical systems for a quantum
circuit, quantum gates are implemented by adding external electromagnetic fields [31]. If the
circuit is composed of non-commuting gates, each field implementing a quantum gate should
be applied in sequence, which results in a relatively long implementation time. In contrast,
no ordering is imposed for commuting circuits and all the fields can be applied at once. Since
our construction of a unitary 2-design uses a quantum circuit, where only the non-commuting
part is the third step and is depth one, the practical time of our implementation is drastically
reduced compared to the implementations using non-commuting gates scattered over the
circuits. This also results in a robust implementation. Hence, our construction of a unitary
2-design may be preferable to other constructions from an experimental point of view.

This construction is also preferable for measurement-based quantum computation (MBQC)
[32, 33]. In MBQC, computation is performed by single-qubit measurements on a certain
type of multi-partite entangled pure states, known as cluster states. The measurement
basis for implementing quantum gates, with the exception of Clifford gates, depends on
the outcomes of previous measurements. This adaptivity of measurement basis in MBQC
makes it challenging to experimentally perform. When we implement a unitary 2-design
by D[{] in MBQC, adaptive measurements are not necessary since all the gates are either
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commuting (the first and the second steps) or Clifford (the third step). The implementation
is also uniform in the sense that it is invariant under permutations of qubits. Hence, a
unitary 2-design is obtained by simple MBQC where all the qubits in a cluster state can be
simultaneously measured in prefixed bases.

4 Proofs

4.1 Auxiliary lemmas

In the following we provide the lemmas needed in the proof of Theorem 5. We begin by
introducing some additional notation.

We denote the Pauli-Z and Pauli-X bases by {|¢) }i=o,... .a—1 and {|&) }a=0,.. ,d—1, respect-
ively. That is, the Pauli-Z basis is always labelled by Latin alphabets and the Pauli-X basis
by Greek ones. We also denote the coefficients of |) in the basis of {|i)} by a;/v/d, namely,
o; = Vd(ila). Similarly, we define i, := v/d(a|i). Note that they are always +1, and o; = i,.
We also use the following quantity f]g ;

0= (Z Y akal> . (5)

The f,g satisfy the following relations (see Appendix A for the proof).

> Lemma 7 The quantity f,g is in {0,2/d} and satisfies f,g = ”, ZDJf =1 and
Dt s = fu-

We use several operators in B(H®?). First, we denote by I, F, Lz, and Ly, the identity op-
erator, the swap operator defined by >, ; [ij)(ji|, Lz = 3_, [ii)(éi], and Lx := }, lac){aal,
respectively. The operator Ly is defined in the Pauli-W basis and is dependent on the
basis. We also denote by Piyr, and Py the projection operators onto the symmetric and
antisymmetric subspaces of H®? | which are equal to (I + F)/2 and (I — F)/2, respectively.
Using these operators, we define states Igym, Hanti, and Ay (W = X, Z), which are given
by Piym/trPsym, Panti/trPanti, and Ly /trLyy, respectively. The normalization factors are
given by

dd+1) - dd=1)

trPoym = ——5—, —

trLy = d. (6)

The main part of the proof is concerned with the completely- pOblthG and trace-preserving
(CPTP) map R from B(H®?) to itself defined by R = 9(2) g QDZ, where Q((Jz) for a
random unitary matrix U is defined in Subsection 2.

» Lemma 8. Let B be the basis in H®? given by {|i1) Y=g U {|¢ij) tisj U {|tij) }isj, where
|0i5) = J5(1ij) + 150)) and [¢) == 5(lig) = 1ji)). Then, for all Ip) # |q) € B and all
integers €, it holds R*(|p){q|) = 0, and

R (Jid) (ii]) = (1 — d~*)gym + d "> A (7)

(|¢lj><¢1j |) - aﬂnsym + bZAZ + d- ‘ Z f |¢kl <¢kl‘ (8)
k>l

RE(|vij) (is]) = (1 — d™ ) angs +d~° Z ) (Wma (9)

k>1
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where
d™ 4+ df -2
=1-— 1
Qyp d2é(d — 1) ) ( O)
d‘—1

Proof. We first investigate R([ii)(kk|), R(|#ij)(dri]), and R(|¢iz) (Ywi|) (i > j and k > 1).

As each input state is in the Pauli-Z basis, we obtain

R(Jii)(kk|) = 6,62 o G2 (Jii) (i) (12)
R(|6i) (d1al) = mﬂg@’ (i) (i) (13)
R(Iij) () = 083Gy 0 Gk ([8is) (Wis1)- (14)

Using the relation Qg))( (id)(ii]) = 35 (I+F — Lx), and I and F are invariant under QD;, the
R(|is)(kk]|) is calculated to be

R(Ji)(kk|) = de {(1 - %) (I+F)+ ;LZ}. (15)

Note that this implies that R(|iz)(iz]) is independent of i. For R(|¢:;)(dri|) and R(|1i;)(Ywil),

simple calculations lead to

G52 i) = 5 (1+ S sy ) el - Ly) (16)
@ (1ig) il = (Z ;363 [aB) (@] + F — Lx) an

and similar relations for G} (|a8)(af]) and G¥2) (|aB)(Bal). Hence, we obtain
Rl ) = gt (1~ D)O+E) + T+ 43 14160 9
Rl ) = 0| T~ F + DI (el (19)

where we use, e.g. a; = i, for the derivation.
We next show that other terms, such as R(|¢;;) (kk|), R(|:;)(kk|), R(|¢i;){¥ri|) and their
conjugates, are zero. Amongst these terms, all except R(|¢;;)(1i;|) and its conjugate vanish

after the first application of G2} . For R(|i;)(1i;]), R(16i;) (i]) = G2% 0 G2 (1¢95) (45 ),

since |¢i;)(¢i;] is not changed by Qg;. The ggﬁ( (1ij) (i5]) term is expanded to be

G2 (|ig) (i) = ((2><|m><m|> <|ij><jz'|>+9§i<|ji><z'j|>—g§i<|ﬁ><ji>.)
(20)

This is calculated using Eqgs. (16) and (17). As the rlght hand sides of both Egs. (16)
and (17) are invariant under the exchange ofiand j, G (|¢”>(1ij |) is zero, which implies

RA(I¢is) (igl) = RA|4biz)(di5]) =
Finally, we investigate RZ(|ZZ><ZZ|), RE(|hi; ) (dij]), and R(|2hi;) (1bij]). Since we have

R(Lz) = . 1—7)(H+IF)+ 1L, (21)

d ( d d
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from Eq. (15), R(I) = I, and R(F) = T, it is observed from Eq. (15) that R(|ii)(ii|) is a
linear combination of I 4+ F and Lz. Using this fact, it is straightforward to obtain

1—d?

L015aNlaa —20—1
= I+F L 22
which is rewritten, in terms of Ilgyy, = (d+1) (I+TF)and Ay = ]LZ, as
RE(Jid) (id]) = (1 — d™2)Mgym + d A 5. (23)

Similarly, RE(|6ij){(9i5]) (Ré(|wij><1/}ij|)) is given by a linear combination of 14+ F, Ly,
and Y-, fol |pst)(dst| T—TF and Y-, ful [¥st)(thst|). This can be seen to hold, since

RO 1 |at)(bal) = [(1—d)(H+F)+ ] ZZ o) (onl  (24)

s>t s>t k>1
1 2 P 1 i
= dz[(l_d)(ﬂ"'ﬂ?) +sz] +Ek§fﬁ |Or1) (Dt (25)
where we have used Y _, fil =1and }°__, fi st = £} due to Lemma 7, and similarly
1 y
RO F [st) (Wst]) = ( —F) + 5> fid lw) (Wwal - (26)
s>t k>1
Hence, to obtain R(|¢s;)(¢;]) and R (|vi;) (1sj]), we set
RA(6i)usl) = a” T+ F) 0Lz + g7 D7 ] 16w (ol (27)
k>l
RE(ig)ial) = ag M= F) +¢7 3~ fi [wad Wl (28)

k>1

and derive the coefficients using their recurrence relations. From Eqgs. (18) and (19), the
coefficients for n = 1 are given by

ot = 1 2y g _ 2 m_1
—(1=2 b == 29
=z0-3) A B (29)
— 1 - 1
From Egs. (18), (19), (25), and (26), recurrence relations for aéi), b?_), and cﬁi) are given by
S o B G VAN SR O G o b2 g
aﬁ+1 - a’/ d d d2 d Cl ’ +1 — d2 d3 ) +1 — d ’
(31)
and
) _ 0 4 4
agy = ap ?v Cop1 =g (32)
Solving these relations, we obtain
1 dHl 4+ df -2 2(d* — 1
(+) + b+ ( ) o = g, (33)

YT Adr1) (@ —1) T2 1)



Y. Nakata, C. Hirche, C. Morgan, and A. Winter

o _1=d" o _
“ = ga—y @ T4 (34)

Thus, we have

dtt4dt -2 d'—1 1
R€(|¢ij><¢ij|) = (1 - C%U)Hsym + QWAZ + a ;fkg |Pri) (Bri| (35)
1 1 g
RE(|ij) (i) = (1 — ﬁ)Hanti T Z fed 1) (bwa - (36)
k>l
This concludes the proof. |

We will also make use of upper and lower bounds of the diamond norm, in terms of a
superoperator norm.

» Lemma 9. Let C be a linear map from B(H) (dimH = D) to B(H') (dimH' = D’). Then,

IClis1 < ICle < VDD'[Clim1- (37)

Lemma 9 is a well-known relation (see, e.g. [16]). Nevertheless, for the sake of complete-
ness, we present a proof below.

Proof. The first inequality holds by definition. To show the second inequality, we use
a property of a superoperator norm |£];_,2 such that, for any map £ acting on B(Hg)
where Hx is a K-dimensional Hilbert space, |€ ® idg|12 = |[E]152 for k € N [34]. It
also satisfies the following chain of inequalities |E]i2 < [E]1s1 < VE|E]io2 due to
X2 < X1 < VE|X]2 for X € B(Hg). Using these relations, we obtain

ICle =€ ®idp|is1 < VDD'|C ®@idp|ise = VDD'|Clime < VDD'[Cl11. (38)

<

4.2 Proof of the main result

Proof. Now we can prove Theorem 5. To this end, we investigate ||g1(§[)€] — Q,(fb){ l1—1, where

Uy is a Haar random unitary matrix. In terms of the operators p € B(H®?) satisfying
loln = 1, it is given by

sup G50, (0) = G (p)]1. (39)
pEB(H®?)
lolli=1

Note that p may be assumed to be Hermitian, but not necessarily positive semidefinite.
Due to Schur-Weyl duality [35], the latter term gffﬁl (p) is given by

g[(]iz (P) - (trpsymp)nsym + (trPantip)Hanti~ (40)
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On the other hand, the former term Qg[)é] (p) is equal to RY(p) since

g(D2[)€] (p) = Epyy (D)2 p( D)) T®2) "
1
= [T BB Bz (07D D7) p (07 D D7) mm
i=t
¢
- (gg; °Gps °gf(32;> (p) (43)
=R (p), "

where the second line is obtained using the fact that the random diagonal-unitary matrices
are independent.
Due to Lemma 8, for all p € B(H®?), we have

R (p) = (1 — d™2)s0 + ars1)Hsym + ("2 50 + bes1)Az + (1 — d ) soTlansi
+d™ NN £ (pos omd)(bul + pu, s (i), (45)

i>7 k>l

where a, and by are given by Lemma 8, pg, . = trp |¢i;)(@ij, py,; = trp [vij)(Yisl, so = trplz,
s1 = trp(Psym — Lz), and sg = trpPani. Using trPsymp = so + s1, this leads to

G (p) = Gy (p) = (4750 + (1 = ag)s1) Haym — (A2 50 + bys1)Az + d ™" s30Tanss
—d™Y N [l (P, [Sra) (Sl + Py, (o) (ral). (46)

i>7 k>l
Since Hsym = gy (324 190) (@il + 2, 5 [06)(035) s Mansi = grgy Soisj [¥is) (Wig], and Az =
157 lid) (ii], Eq. (46) is already diagonal in the basis B = {|ii) LU dij) Yisg U {[10ig) Yisj-
Thus, its 1-norm is exactly calculated to be

2 _ 1,
167 () — G MA>h—dﬂwﬂﬁd%%+u—wpa—¢d%%+Wa>
2

+Z<‘ dd+ D) (d* so+(1=ar)s1)—d™"> " £l po, ’d(d— Tloa—d ™Y filpw,

k>1 >3 i>]

)
(47)

The first term in Eq. (47) is simply equal to [251—(d—1)so]

d2%(d+1)
%@_Bbol due to the triangle inequality. In the following, we evaluate upper and lower

bounds of the second and the third terms.
The second term is bounded from above, again due to the triangle inequality, by

5 (g (sl 1= alls) +4 3 o, ) )

k>1 i>7

, which is smaller than or equal to

where we have used the fact that f,g is non-negative. Substituting a, and using Lemma 7,
ie., Y uo; [y =1, it is bounded from above by

(d—Vltrply| | (@4 +d’ ~ 2orp(Poym ~ Lz)|
d*(d+1) d*(d+1)

tr\p\( sym — Liz). (49)
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Similarly, an upper bound of the third term in Eq. (47) is given by - 7 ([trpPanti| + tr[p] Pani)-
From these upper bounds, an upper bound of ||g§)e]( ) — Q(Q) (p)|1 is given as follows,

using [so| = |trplz| < trlp|Lz, |s1] = [trp(FPoym —Lz)| < trlpl(Paym —1Lz), [s2| = [trpPansi <
tr|p|Pant1; and Psym + Pantl - ]Ia
(2) G2 2(d 1)
”gD[e]( p) = Gy (P < A1)
where we dropped the negative term —ﬁmhrp(&ym — Lz)|. Denoting tr|p|Lz and
tr|p|(I — Lz) by po and p1, respectively, we have
2(d — 1) 2

G
HQD[[]( p) — UH(P)”l < mpo + @]31- (51)

trlolLy + ptrlp|(T ~ L), (50)

From this, we obtain an upper bound of sup,cpyo2) |y, =1 ||g,(32[),v,] (p) — 95,2; (p)|1. Since

lpli = 1 implies that py and p; satisfy po + p1 = 1, and they are positive by definition,
where the latter is larger than the former. Hence,

Eq. (51) is a convex sum of m and 2 7
the supremum is given by (pg, p1) = (0, 1), resulting in

2
sup Gy (p) — G (P < T (52)

PEB(H®?),|pl1=1

A lower bound of sup,c o2y, =1 ||g [)g] (p) — (2) (p)|1 is obtained by substituting a
specific instance of p given by ®; j, = |®igj0) (Piojol (zo > jo), which gives

» (53)

(+1 0
L) — (2) D - — # 2 d + d 0o
”gD[f] 7‘0]0) gUH( lo]o)”l dzz(d+ 1) + k§>l‘d(d+ 1) dzz(d — 1) f

from Eq. (47). Since f,97° satisfies f;97° = 0, 2/d for any k >l and 3, f; fi990 =1 from
Lemma 7, the number of (k,1) (k > 1) for which f“”0 is nonzero is d/2. Due to this fact, we
can exactly calculate Eq. (53) as follows:

2) (5. . 2)/a _ 2 d ) Al gt — 9 9
19850 (®ii0) = 96 @iz = o d+1)+2‘d(d+ L R

(d-1) d 2 dtt4d -2
+< 2 _2>d(d+1) 2d-1) (54)

which is simplified to be

(2) _ 2 A 4 dt — 2
HgD[fz] Ligjo) = Gy (Riso)l1 = 55 — QW- (55)

Hence, we obtain

0+1 ¢
2) 2) 2 d +d" -2 2 2d

sup 1G5in(P) =G (D) > 5 = 25— 2 5 [1 - 35— (56)
pEB(HE2) |p|r=1 D[¢] Un d¢ d2£(d2 _ 1) dt a2 -1
From these bounds, we obtain, using Lemma 9, upper and lower bounds of Qg)z] Gy (2)

in terms of the diamond norm,

2 dH 4 df -2 2) 2) 2
y — m < "gD[g] — gUH ”o < W (57)

This implies that D[¢] is not an e-approximate unitary 2-design if ¢ < loglffl, as the lower

bound in Eq. (57) is strictly greater than 1/d’ if d > 3, and is an e-approximate unitary
—1

2-design if £ > 2 4 1“%, and concludes the proof. |
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5 Conclusion

We have proven that an approximate unitary 2-design can be achieved by alternately applying
independent random Z- and X-diagonal unitary matrices. We have shown that one iteration
of random Z- and X-diagonal unitary matrices is not sufficient, but it rapidly converges to
an e-approximate unitary 2-design after a number of iterations. We have also provided an
implementation of our construction by a quantum circuit composed of O(N (N+logl/ 6)) one-
or two-qubit gates, most of which are diagonal in the Pauli-Z basis. This implementation is,
in terms of the number of gates, as efficient as many of other constructions using the Clifford
circuits and random quantum circuits. An advantage unique to our implementation is its
simple form. As the diagonal part can be applied simultaneously and the non-commuting
part is depth O(1), the practical time for the implementation will be vastly reduced compared
to other implementations. Further applications of random diagonal-unitary matrices for
decoupling can be found in Ref. [23].
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A Proof of Lemma 7

Proof. The statement f,i{ = fikjl follows from the definition of f,z{ . We first show that

d—

2
1 . .
=0 aiajakal> , we investigate

f,g is either 0 or 2/d. As f,z{ is defined by fﬁ = d%,(z

Ei;t ajajopey. This is invariant even if Pauli X is applied on the m-th qubit for any

m € [1,---, NJ], which we denote by X,,, since
d—1 d—1
> ciogagan = d* Y (ali)(alj){alk)(all) (58)
a=0 a=0
d—1
= d> )" (o] Xon |i) (@ Xon 1) (] Xom [R) (@] X [1) - (59)
a=0
This is due to (a] X,,, = =+ (a]. Hence, we assume |i) = |0)®" without loss of generality,

resulting in «; = 1 for all . The Zi;t ajagoy still has another invariance, that is,

d—1 d—1
> ajarer =dvd» (alj){alk)(all) (60)
a=0 a=0
d—1
= dVd Y (] Zn|5) (| Zm k) (@] Zi 1), (61)
a=0

due to the summation over all a,, where Z,, is the Pauli-Z operator acting on the m-th qubit.
We then assume a; =1 for j =0,---,d/2 —1and a; = —1 for j =d/2,--- ,d — 1 without
loss of generality. This leads to

d/2—1

zz_:aiajakal = ( > - di‘i )akal. (62)

a=0 a:d/Q

Denoting |o) by |a’a?---aN) (o™ = =£), where |+) are the eigenbasis of the Pauli-X with
eigenvalues +1, respectively, and similarly denoting |k) and |I) in binary such as |k - - - ky)
(km = 0,1), (Zd/2_1 - Zijim)akal is rewritten as

a=0

> <<+|/€1><+11><a2"'aN|k1""fN><0<2"'OfN|11"'lN>

Qg ,anN==%

<|k1><|11><az~~0uv|k‘1"'kN><a2~~aN|ll"'lN>>- (63)

When k; = [y, this is simply zero. When k; # [;, this is equal to 2 = d. Thus, Z’;l € {0,2/d}.
We next show >, ., f,ﬁ =1 for any i > j.

> st = 5 (Sosmar) o)

k>1 k>l N«

= % Zaiajﬁiﬁj (Z ara BB — ZO&%B%) (65)
a,p k,l k
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As >, aif% = d due to oy, = £1, we obtain

1 1
$Zaiajﬂiﬂj2aiﬂﬁ = ﬁZaiajﬁzﬂj (66)
a,3 k a,3
2
~ (it el (67)
=0, (68)

where we used that i # j for the last line. Hence,

2
Zflj =5 zﬁ:aiajﬂi/@j <Z Oékﬁk) . (69)
a, k

k>1

As >, By is given by 2 >, |a) (k| |k)(B| = J50as, we obtain

Zf” = Zaiajﬁlﬂjdaﬁ = 1 (70)

k>l a,B

We finally show Zs>t i = ,g To this end, we define a set Z;; for i > j by
Zij = {(s,t)]s,t € {1,-- N} s>t f t— 21 Since f;] € {0,2/d} and 3, ., f}] = 1 for
any ¢ > j, the number of elements in =;;,denoted by |_U| is d/2. Due to the definition
of i, Z;; is also given in terms of a;’s by Z;; = = {(s,t)|s,t € {1,--- ,N},s > t,Va €
[0,---,d—1],as04 = oy a]} From this, it is observed that Vi > j and Vk > [, Z;; is either
equal to =, or has no intersection with Zy, i.e. Z;; NEy = 0.

In terms of :U, ff?l = 25“65”, where dpez,, = 1if (k,1) € Z;; and 0 otherwise. Note

that, as fkl, Okiez,; = Oijex,,- Using this notation, we have
g 2\ 2
Zf;gflﬁ = (d) ZéstGEklésteEij (71)
s>t s>t
2\ 2
- <d) ZéstEEklﬂEq‘,j' (72)
s>t

When Ej; = E;j, this is equal to % as |Zgi| = d/2. In this case, fi";l = %5MGEU = % since
(k1) € By = Eij, implying > ., fs ij o= kl When Ekl ﬂ Ei; = 0, Eq. (72) is equal to
zero, and i is also zero by deﬁmtlon Hence Yoot fe
Since =;; is either Zy; or satisfies Z;; N Ey; = 0, this concludes the proof. <

fkl holds even in this case.
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