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Multipartite entanglement plays an essential role in both quantum information science and many-
body physics. Due to the exponentially large dimension and complex geometric structure of the
state space, the detection of entanglement in many-body systems is extremely challenging in real-
ity. Conventional means, like entanglement witness and entropy criterion, either highly depend on
the prior knowledge of the studied systems or the detection capability is relatively weak. In this
work, we propose a framework for designing multipartite entanglement criteria based on permuta-
tion moments, which have an effective implementation with either the generalized control-SWAP
quantum circuits or the random unitary techniques. As an example, in the bipartite scenario, we
develop an entanglement criterion that can detect bound entanglement and show strong detection
capability in the multi-qubit Ising model with a long-range XY Hamiltonian. In the multipartite
case, the permutation-moment-based criteria can detect entangled states that are not detectable by
any criteria extended from the bipartite case. Our framework also shows potential in entanglement
quantification and entanglement structure detection.

The past decades have witnessed great progress in un-
derstanding quantum entanglement [1]. To date, entan-
glement acts not only as the cornerstone of quantum in-
formation science, but also as a new perspective in many
other fields, like quantum thermodynamics [2, 3], con-
densed matter physics [1], and quantum gravity [5]. Es-
pecially in many-body physics, the dynamical behavior,
scaling property, and spectral form of entanglement are
key indicators to characterize different phases of the sys-
tem [0, 7].

As a resource that cannot be produced by local oper-
ations and classical communication (LOCC), entangled
k-partite states are those that cannot be written in a
separable form, p = Zipipﬁ @@ pt, where p; >0 sat-
isfying the normalization condition ) . p; = 1 and p}. is
the density matrix of the r-th subsystem. As the dimen-
sion of a quantum system grows exponentially with the
number of qubits, the geometric structure of state space
becomes highly complicated, making entanglement de-
tection a resource-consuming task. In fact, determining
whether a state is entangled or not is generally a NP-hard
problem [8]. For pure states or states with enough prior
knowledge, entanglement can be effectively detected by
purity measurements [3, 9], variational algorithms [10],
or entanglement witness [11, 12]. While in the noisy
intermediate-scale quantum era [13], the processed states
are usually disturbed by unpredictable noise, rendering
the detection capability of conventional means ineffec-
tive. Consequently, it is important to find implementable
and efficient methods to detect multipartite entangle-
ment with state-of-the-art devices.

For a generic mixed multipartite state without prior
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knowledge, there are two commonly-used techniques to
detect entanglement, density matrix moments and index
permutation. Moments of density matrix, tr(p™), carry
much information about the states and are relatively
easy to measure [14-16]. Hence, they become practical
tools in estimating properties of quantum systems [17],
including quantum entanglement [11, 18-21]. However,
most moment-based entanglement criteria are specially
designed for states with few parties or low dimensions.
A general moment-based entanglement-detection frame-
work for multipartite systems is still missing.

Based on the rearrangement of density matrix ele-
ments, the index permutation criterion [22] can be ap-
plied in systems with an arbitrary number of parties and
dimensions and has many generalizations [23]. In gen-
eral, a k-partite quantum state can be represented using
a matrix with 2k indices,

P = Z Psysa,eee san_1san 5177 S26—1)(82 *+ S2k] , (1)
S

150582k

where s1,s3,...,89k_1 represent the row indices, and
82,84, ...,89, represent the column ones. The two in-
dices, so,_1 and sg,., denote for the r-th subsystem. By
changing the order of these 2k indices, one gets a new
matrix, R, (p), with

[Rﬂ(p)]sls«‘,,m,szk,ls% = Psr(1)Sn(2)> 1Sn(2k—1)Sn(2k) (2)

where 7 is an element of 2k-th permutation group Sag.
For simplicity, hereafter, we use R, to denote R,(p).
Using the property of index permutation, one could prove

that [22]
Roll = (VRRE) =X a1
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for all k-partite separable states, where {);} are the sin-
gular values of R,. The violation of this inequality in-
dicates entanglement. In the bipartite scenario, when
setting m to be (1,2) and (2,3), where (-,-) denotes ex-
changing two indices, one gets the widely-used positive
partial transposition (PPT) criterion [24] and the com-
putable cross norm (CCNR) criterion [25], respectively.
However, because index permutation is an unphysical op-
eration, and the permutation criteria are based on sin-
gular value decomposition, a highly nonlinear operation,
measurement of | Rr|| usually requires full state tomog-
raphy, which is extremely resource-consuming [26].

To harness the power of permutation criteria in multi-
partite entanglement detection, we borrow the idea from
moment criteria. Although it is generally hard to mea-
sure |Rr|| directly, one can alternatively estimate the
higher-order moments, M3, = tr[(R,RL)"] = >, A?",
which are much easier to access. These permutation mo-
ments can help to lower bound ||[R|| = >, A\; and in-
fer whether the state is multipartite entangled or not.
A similar idea has also been used in the estimation of
quantum negativity [27, 28] and entropy [17]. By chang-
ing the index permutation operation R (:) and measur-
ing different orders of moments, we generate a series of
implementable multipartite entanglement criteria, which
we call moment-based permutation criterion. The entan-
glement detection flowchart is shown in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. Flowchart of entanglement detection. To detect mul-
tipartite entanglement of p, one needs to first choose an index
permutation operation R (-) and set [|R~(p)|| = >_, A as the
entanglement indicator. Then, one measures the permutation
moments { M3, = 3. A7"},, and use these moments to lower
bound ||R~(p)||. If the lower bound is larger than the entan-
glement threshold set for ||R(p)]||, the multipartite entangle-
ment is successfully detected. Otherwise, one can measure
higher-order moments or pick another index permutation and
repeat the procedure.

Moment-based permutation criteria. — For multipar-
tite quantum state p, each party has two indices, one for
row and one for column. Given R, all the parties can be

TABLE I. We use the tensor network to illustrate the four
kinds of parties and their second and fourth moments. The
boxes represent the subsystems of a generic k-partite state,
and the two legs represent the row and column indices.
The grey dashed lines represent periodic boundary condition.
From the second line, one can find that the operators to es-
timate the second moments for all these four kinds of parties
are the SWAP operators, which are represented by chang-
ing the order of two legs. Hence, tr(RﬂR;ﬂ) = tr(pQ) for all
7 € Sa.. From the third line, one can find that the operators
to estimate tr[(R-RY)?] for R-type parties are still SWAP
operators, while the operators for T-type parties are cyclic
permutation operators, which are represented by changing the
order of the four legs cyclically.

divided into four types, based on the position transition
of their two indices, as shown in the first line of Table I.

We find two properties of index permutation. First, if
a party is T1-type or T2-type for R, then it will keep
the type for Rl ; while if it is R1-type or R2-type for R,
then it becomes R2-type or R1-type for Rl respectively.
Second, the indices contraction in MJ, = tr[(R.RI)"]
only acts on the indices from the same party of the 2n
copies of p. Hence, if we list these 2n copies of states in
order, the indices from an R-type party will contract with
one of its two neighboring states and the indices from a
T-type party will contract with both of its neighboring
states. Note that R, might not be a square matrix, so
its odd moments are generally inaccessible.

Based on these results, we can prove that M3, can be
measured directly by a joint observable.

Theorem 1. Given a k-partite state p and the index
permutation operation Ry, the 2n-th moment of R,
M3, = tr[(R=RL)"], can be estimated by observable
measurement on 2n copies of p,

k
1
M3, = tr (05,p5*") = S tr K@ Ur + h) p®2”] .
i=1
(4)

For Ti-type parties U = ﬁi and for T2-type

Here ﬁ and

parties U = i are the
cyclic permutation operators in different directions,
satisfying Tl [s1,--+,S2n) = [S2n,81,7 -+ ,520-1) and

[S1,+ ,Son) = |S2, -+, Son,S1). For RI-type parties



Ur = Sg%’l) ®SZ(-2’3) ®:--- ®852n72’2n71) and for R2-type
parties U = SZ(-LZ) ®S£—3’4) ®:- -®SEQH71’2n), where S(4?)
is the SWAP operator acting on the u-th and v-th copies.

We leave the proofs of theorems in Appendix B 1. The
special cases of partial transposed and realigned moments
for a two-qubit system have been discussed in Ref. [29,

]

Borrowing the ideas from [14, 30, 31], by introducing
an ancilla qubit, we can design a quantum circuit to mea-
sure M7, based on the control-unitary operations, see
Fig. 2. As the SWAP operators are the generators of the
permutation group, all the control-unitary operators in
this circuit can be decomposed into a polynomial number
of the 3-qubit control-SWAP operators.
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FIG. 2. Quantum circuit for measuring M3,. Inputs of this
algorithm are 2n identical copies of p and an ancilla qubit.
The quantum gates in this circuit include Hadamard gates,
labeled with H, and the control-U;" gate. The measurement
of the ancilla qubit is in computational basis.

i

However, the simultaneous preparation of 2n identi-
cal copies of p is greatly challenging for state-of-the-art
quantum devices. Fortunately, the recently developed
techniques, shadow estimation [32, 33] and randomized
measurements [9, 15, 16], provide means to measure these
moments by local (single-qubit) or global (multi-qubit)
single-copy operations. Practically speaking, global op-
erations are still challenging, and local protocols are the
ones commonly used in real experiments. Shadow esti-
mation has a wide range of applications while inefficient
in general. Randomized measurements has lower sam-
ple complexities, while it can only measure some special-
ized physical quantities. In Appendix C, we propose the
measurement of the permutation moments using these
two protocols and a hybrid one and analyze their sample
complexities.

In the bipartite scenario, M{"? = tr[(Ra12)"] =
tr{(pi%)"} and Mz(i’g) are key quantities that help to
construct the weak-form PPT criteria [28, 34, 35] and
the criteria proposed later in Eq. (7) and Eq. (C76), re-
spectively. The local randomized measurements scheme
is not applicable for the measurement of M."? [36]. The

existing single-copy local protocol for measuring M,(LLQ)
requires the shadow scheme. While, according to Theo-

3

rem 1, the observables for measuring Méi’s) have a sim-
ple form. Thus, M2(72{3) can be measured through the lo-
cal randomized measurements protocol and have a much
lower sample complexity. We list the sample complexities
of measuring Méw) and Miz’?’) in Table II.

Global Protocol |Local Protocol
7
o(pH] | o]
O(DE) O(D1.187)

TABLE II. This table shows the best-known sample com-
plexities of measuring Mél’Q) and the complexities of proto-
cols developed in Appendix C2 to measure Mf‘s). D is the
dimension of the underlying Hilbert space. This table shows
a nearly quadratic improvement in the local case.

To find the lower bound of ||R,|| =), A; using these
moments, one needs to solve an optimization problem.
The original optimization problem is extremely hard to
solve because we have an exponentially large number of
Ai. Adopting the Lagrange multiplier method, we can
simplify the optimization to a problem of solving a set of
polynomial equations.

Theorem 2. The minimum value of |Rx|| given MJ, ...,
M3 is reached when there are at most n non-zero A;s.
Thus, denote the solution of this problem to be EJ, (p),
it is equal to the solution of the following optimization
problem,

min _ E7 (p) = @M+ @A+ + @i
qlV'..VqueN

n n

s.t. Zqiz\f =MJ, -, Z%‘/\?n = M3, (5)
i=1 i=1
qg+q+--+q, <L,

where L is the number of the singular values of R, and
q; s the degeneracy of singular value \;.

As a special case, when we only know the value of M7
and MJ, the minimum of ), \; has an analytical form

[37]

MF—U

qg+1 "’ ©)

- q(qMF +U
E4<,o>:\/( LD,

T\ 2
where g = L(M‘”’I) | and U = \/q(q + 1)MJ — q(MT)2.
Now, we can formally represent the moment-based per-
mutation criteria as

Egn(p)gl,Vwe‘S’gk,neN (7)
for all separable k-partite state p. In fact, EJ, (-) may not

necessarily be the function of p. Adopting the bipartite
entanglement criterion introduced in Ref. [23], we get

Eéi’?ﬂ (paB — pa®pB) < \/(1 — trpi‘)(l _ trsz) (8)



for separable p4p.

Bipartite entanglement detection. — Compared with
existing entanglement detection schemes based on partial
transposed moments [28, 34, 35], this framework is not
only a direct generalization to multipartite entanglement,
but also enhances the detection capability in the bipar-
tite scenario. With the second and fourth moments only,
Eq. (C76) can detect 3 x 3-dimensional bound entangle-
ment constructed using the unextendible product basis
proposed in Ref. [38]. We leave the detailed discussion in
Appendix D 2.

The criterion of Eq. (C76) also performs well in practi-
cal physical systems. We study the local bipartite entan-
glement dynamics in a quantum system evolved under a
long-range XY Hamiltonian. Specifically, we choose a
10-qubit open boundary Ising model with the Hamilto-
nian of the form

— A+A— — s+
ny—ZJij(O'i O'j g, j +B Z (9)
1<j

where &7 0' ,and 6; are the bpln—* Pauli-Z, raising, and

lowering operator acting on the i-th qubit; J;; = =&
is the interaction strength following the power-law decay
with Jy and o set to be 420s~! and 1.24, respectively
[9]; B stands for transverse field and is set to be 400s~!
This Hamiltonian has been realized in real physical sys-
tems [9, 39] and is often served as the benchmark of de-
tection capabilities of entanglement criteria [34, 35].

The 10-qubit chain is divided into three parts, A, B
and C, where A and B constitute the local system we
study, initialized to be 7(\0>®NAB + |)®NABY O acts

as the bath, which is initialized to be the tensor product
of |0). We compare four implementable nonlinear crite-
ria in investigating the entanglement dynamics of systems
composed of A and B. The first two criteria are Eq. (7)
and Eq. (C76), when setting 7 = (2, 3) and n = 2, labeled
by Ef’?’) and Ej, respectively. Others are the entropy
criterion based on the comparison of the purities [1], la-
beled by P,; and the weak-form PPT criterion based on

M = tr|(p3)%] [25, 97, Tabeled by Py We define

four quantities to represent these criteria which satisfy
that E(p) > 0 iff the entanglement is detected by the
corresponding criterion.

The numerical simulation results [10] are shown in
Fig. 8. One could find that the moment-based permu-
tation criteria, especially Ej, have an obvious advantage
since it detects entanglement while all others fail in var-
ious time periods and different choices of A and B.

In addition to the strong detection capability, the key
quantities in this framework, EZ (p), have clear math-
ematical meaning as they give the lower bounds of the
permutation norms. The permutation norms, including
entanglement negativity, can be treated as entanglement
measures. We thus conjecture that these quantities can
also be used as entanglement measures. In Appendix D,

we support this conjecture by showing that E(2 3)( ) can
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FIG. 3. Local entanglement decay in thermal system (Color
Online). The entanglement dynamics of the local systems
A and B, which are marked by squares and initialized to
be [¢(t = 0)) 5 = 25(10)®742 4 [1)®748). Qubits without
squares are initialized to be the tensor product of |0)0|, act as
part C. The entanglement of AB is detected when the value
is above zero for each criterion. The grey areas represent the
time periods in which the entanglement can only be detected
by the E} criterion.

witness the entanglement scaling transition in a quantum
dynamical phase transition [0, ] and the entangle-
ment rainbow structure for the eigenstates of a thermal
Hamiltonian [2, 44, 45].

Multipartite entanglement detection.—Another advan-
tage of our framework lies in multipartite entanglement
detection. There exist multipartite entangled states that
are separable in any bipartition and thus cannot be de-
tected by any criteria extended from the bipartite case
[16], including the PPT and CCNR criteria. Theorem 2
provides us new means to design practical entanglement
criteria for these states. We depict the sets of detectable
multipartite entangled states of different criteria in Fig 4.

An important example is also based on the unex-

tendible product basis [38]. Consider a three-qubit sys-
tem and define four product pure states

{l9): iz = 10,1, 4) 11, 4,0), [+,0,1) , [=, =, =)},
(10)

where |+) = (|0) & |1))/v/2. It has been proved that the
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FIG. 4. Tllustration of different sets of detectable states (Color
Online). Bipartition PPT: PPT in any bipartition; Biparti-
tion Separable: separable in any bipartition; Fully Separable:
> pipi ® --- ® pi; Index Permutation: states that cannot
be detected by an index permutation criterion other than the
bipartite partial transposition; Moment Permutation: states
that cannot be detected using finite numbers of permutation
moments; Example State: a state that is separable in any
bipartition while can be detected by a moment-based permu-
tation criterion. When the number of moments increases, the
dashed red circle will approach the solid red circle.

state

p:

| =

(Hs -3 |¢i><1/}i|> (11)

i=1

is separable in any bipartition and thus its detection
needs a new kind of moment-based permutation criterion
other than PPT and CCNR. We find that when setting
= Gggjgg), realigning the first two parties and keep-
ing the third party unchanged, the entanglement of this
state can be detected using EJ(p), which only requires
four orders of moments. We leave some details of calcu-

lating EZ (p) in Appendix D 5.

For multipartite quantum systems, entanglement can
have a rather complex entanglement structure [417]. At
the same time, the tools for detecting entanglement
structure are quite restrictive [18]. In Appendix B 3, we
show that our framework can also be generalized to de-
tect the multipartite entanglement structure.

Outlook.—The techniques we developed in this work,
including the moment measurements and bounding the
lower-order moment using the higher-order moments,
have many potential applications, like the positive map
entanglement detection [11] and the trace distance esti-
mation. Furthermore, it is also interesting to investigate
how to generalize the framework to entanglement detec-
tion in continuous variable systems [49].

We thank Junjie Chen, Zhaohui Wei, and Xiaodong
Yu for valuable discussions. This work was supported by
the National Natural Science Foundation of China Grants
No. 12174216 and No. 11875173 and the National Key
Research and Development Program of China Grants No.
2019QY0702 and No. 2017YFA0303903.

[1] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and
K. Horodecki, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865 (2009), URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.

865.
[2] M. Ueda, Nature Reviews Physics 2, 669
(2020), URL https://www.nature.com/articles/

s42254-020-0237-x.pdf.

[3] A. M. Kaufman, M. E. Tai, A. Lukin, M. Rispoli,
R. Schittko, P. M. Preiss, and M. Greiner, Science 353,
794 (2016), URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/
10.1126/science.aaf6725.

[4] N. Laflorencie, Physics Reports 646, 1 (2016), ISSN
0370-1573, quantum entanglement in condensed mat-
ter systems, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0370157316301582.

[5] T. Nishioka, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 035007 (2018), URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.
035007.

[6] D. A. Abanin, E. Altman, I. Bloch, and M. Serbyn, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 91, 021001 (2019), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001.

[7] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 80, 517 (2008), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517.

[8] L. Gurvits, in Proceedings of the Thirty-Fifth Annual

ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing (Associa-

tion for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA,

2003), STOC ’03, p. 10-19, ISBN 1581136749, URL

https://doi.org/10.1145/780542.780545.

T. Brydges, A. Elben, P. Jurcevic, B. Vermer-

sch, C. Maier, B. P. Lanyon, P. Zoller, R. Blatt,

and C. F. Roos, Science 364, 260 (2019), URL
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.
aau4963#pill-citations.

[10] C. Kokail, B. Sundar, T. V. Zache, A. Elben, B. Verm-
ersch, M. Dalmonte, R. van Bijnen, and P. Zoller, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 127, 170501 (2021), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.170501.

[11] O. Githne and G. Téth, Physics Reports 474, 1 (2009),
ISSN 0370-1573, URL https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0370157309000623.

[12] Y. Zhang, Y. Tang, Y. Zhou, and X. Ma, Phys. Rev. A
103, 052426 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052426.

[13] J. Preskill, Quantum 2, 79 (2018), ISSN 2521-327X, URL
https://doi.org/10.22331/9q-2018-08-06-79.

[14] A. K. Ekert, C. M. Alves, D. K. L. Oi, M. Horodecki,
P. Horodecki, and L. C. Kwek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88,

9


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.865
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.865
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42254-020-0237-x.pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42254-020-0237-x.pdf
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.aaf6725
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.aaf6725
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157316301582
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157316301582
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035007
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035007
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://doi.org/10.1145/780542.780545
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.aau4963#pill-citations
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.aau4963#pill-citations
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.170501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.170501
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157309000623
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157309000623
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052426
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052426
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2018-08-06-79

217901 (2002), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.88.217901.

[15] S. J. van Enk and C. W. J. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett.
108, 110503 (2012), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.110503.

[16] A. Elben, B. Vermersch, C. F. Roos, and P. Zoller, Phys.
Rev. A 99, 052323 (2019), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.052323.

[17] G. Smith, J. A. Smolin, X. Yuan, Q. Zhao, D. Girolami,
and X. Ma, arXiv preprint arXiv:1707.09928 (2017), URL
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1707.09928.pdf.

[18] P. Horodecki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 167901 (2003), URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.90.
167901.

[19] S. Imai, N. Wyderka, A. Ketterer, and O. Giihne, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 126, 150501 (2021), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLlett.126.150501.

[20] J. L. Beckey, N. Gigena, P. J. Coles, and M. Cerezo, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 127, 140501 (2021), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLlett.127.140501.

[21] A. Ketterer, S. Imai, N. Wyderka, and O. Giihne, Phys.
Rev. A 106, L010402 (2022), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.1010402.

[22] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki,
Open Systems & Information Dynamics 13, 103
(2006), URL https://link.springer.com/content/
pdf/10.1007/s11080-006-7271-8.pdf.

[23] C.-J. Zhang, Y.-S. Zhang, S. Zhang, and G.-C. Guo,
Phys. Rev. A 77, 060301 (2008), URL https://link.
aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.060301.

[24] A. Peres, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1413 (1996), URL https:
//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.77.1413.

[25] K. Chen and L.-A. Wu, Quantum Info. Comput. 3,
193-202 (2003), ISSN 1533-7146.

[26] J. Haah, A. W. Harrow, Z. Ji, X. Wu, and N. Yu,
IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 63, 5628
(2017), URL https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/
document/7956181.

[27] J. Gray, L. Banchi, A. Bayat, and S. Bose, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 121, 150503 (2018), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.121.150503.

[28] X.-D. Yu, S. Imai, and O. Giihne, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 060504 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.060504.

[29] H. A. Carteret, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 040502 (2005), URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.94.
040502.

[30] J. Cai and W. Song, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101,
190503 (2008), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.101.190503.

[31] E. Knill and R. Laflamme, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81,
5672 (1998), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.81.5672.

[32] S. Aaronson, SIAM Journal on Computing 49, STOC18
(2019), URL https://epubs.siam.org/doi/pdf/10.
1137/18M120275X.

[33] H.-Y. Huang, R. Kueng, and J. Preskill, Nature
Physics 16, 1050 (2020), URL https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41567-020-0932-7.

[34] A. Elben, R. Kueng, H.-Y. R. Huang, R. van Bij-
nen, C. Kokail, M. Dalmonte, P. Calabrese, B. Kraus,
J. Preskill, P. Zoller, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
200501 (2020), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.125.200501.

[35] A. Neven, J. Carrasco, V. Vitale, C. Kokail, A. El-
ben, M. Dalmonte, P. Calabrese, P. Zoller, B. Verm-
ersch, R. Kueng, et al., npj Quantum Information 7,
152 (2021), ISSN 2056-6387, URL https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41534-021-00487~-y.

[36] Y. Zhou, P. Zeng, and Z. Liu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
200502 (2020), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.125.200502.

[37] D. W. Berry and B. C. Sanders, Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and General 36, 12255-12265 (2003),
ISSN 1361-6447, URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/
0305-4470/36/49/008.

[38] C. H. Bennett, D. P. DiVincenzo, T. Mor, P. W. Shor,
J. A. Smolin, and B. M. Terhal, Phys. Rev. Lett.
82, 5385 (1999), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.82.5385.

[39] P. Jurcevic, B. P. Lanyon, P. Hauke, C. Hempel, P. Zoller,
R. Blatt, and C. F. Roos, Nature 511, 202 (2014), URL
https://www.nature.com/articles/naturel13461.pdf.

[40] J. Johansson, P. Nation, and F. Nori, Computer
Physics Communications 183, 1760 (2012), ISSN 0010-
4655, URL https://wuw.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0010465512000835.

[41] M. Serbyn, Z. Papi¢, and D. A. Abanin, Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 127201 (2013), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevLlett.111.127201.

[42] J. Smith, A. Lee, P. Richerme, B. Neyenhuis, P. W. Hess,
P. Hauke, M. Heyl, D. A. Huse, and C. Monroe, Nature
Physics 12, 907 (2016), URL https://www.nature. com/
articles/nphys3783.pdf.

[43] Y.-L. Wu and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. A 93,
022332 (2016), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevA.93.022332.

[44] H. Kim, T. N. Ikeda, and D. A. Huse, Phys. Rev. E
90, 052105 (2014), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevE.90.052105.

[45] J. S. Cotler, D. K. Mark, H.-Y. Huang, F. Hernandez,
J. Choi, A. L. Shaw, M. Endres, and S. Choi, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2103.03536 (2021), URL https://arxiv.
org/pdf/2103.03536.pdf.

[46] B. Jungnitsch, T. Moroder, and O. Giihne, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106, 190502 (2011), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.106.190502.

[47] H. Lu, Q. Zhao, Z.-D. Li, X.-F. Yin, X. Yuan, J.-C. Hung,
L.-K. Chen, L. Li, N.-L. Liu, C.-Z. Peng, et al., Phys.
Rev. X 8, 021072 (2018), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021072.

[48] Z. Ren, W. Li, A. Smerzi, and M. Gessner, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 126, 080502 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevLlett.126.080502.

[49] C. Zhang, S. Yu, Q. Chen, and C. H. Oh, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 111, 190501 (2013), URL https://link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevlett.111.190501.

[50] C. J. Wood, J. D. Biamonte, and D. G. Cory, arXiv
preprint arXiv:1111.6950 (2011), URL https://arxiv.
org/pdf/1111.6950.pdf.

[61] Y. Gu, PhD. thesis (2013), URL https:
//qgspace.library.queensu.ca/bitstream/handle/
1974/8241/Gu_Yinzheng_201308_MSc.pdf?sequence=1.

[52] D. A. Roberts and B. Yoshida, Journal of High Energy
Physics 2017, 1 (2017), URL https://link.springer.
com/content/pdf/10.1007/JHEP04(2017) 121 .pdf.

[53] H. Zhu, Phys. Rev. A 96, 062336 (2017), URL https:
//1link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062336.


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.217901
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.217901
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.110503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.110503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.052323
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.052323
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1707.09928.pdf
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.167901
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.167901
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.150501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.150501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.140501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.140501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.L010402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.L010402
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s11080-006-7271-8.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s11080-006-7271-8.pdf
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.060301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.060301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.1413
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.1413
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/document/7956181
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/document/7956181
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.150503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.150503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.060504
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.060504
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.040502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.040502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.190503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.190503
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.5672
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.5672
https://epubs.siam.org/doi/pdf/10.1137/18M120275X
https://epubs.siam.org/doi/pdf/10.1137/18M120275X
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0932-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0932-7
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.200501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.200501
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-021-00487-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-021-00487-y
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.200502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.200502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/36/49/008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/36/49/008
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.5385
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.5385
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature13461.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465512000835
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465512000835
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.127201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.127201
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3783.pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3783.pdf
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.022332
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.022332
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.90.052105
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.90.052105
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.03536.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2103.03536.pdf
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.190502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.190502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021072
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021072
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.080502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.080502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.190501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.190501
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1111.6950.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1111.6950.pdf
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/bitstream/handle/1974/8241/Gu_Yinzheng_201308_MSc.pdf?sequence=1
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/bitstream/handle/1974/8241/Gu_Yinzheng_201308_MSc.pdf?sequence=1
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/bitstream/handle/1974/8241/Gu_Yinzheng_201308_MSc.pdf?sequence=1
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)121.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)121.pdf
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062336
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062336

[54] R. A. Horn, R. A. Horn, and C. R. Johnson, Topics in
matriz analysis (Cambridge university press, 1994).

[65] M. Li, J. Wang, S. Shen, Z. Chen, and S.-M. Fei, Sci-
entific Reports 7, 17274 (2017), ISSN 2045-2322, URL
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-17585-7.

[56] Z. Liu, P. Zeng, Y. Zhou, and M. Gu, Phys. Rev. A

105, 022407 (2022), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevA.105.022407.

[67] A. Rath, C. Branciard, A. Minguzzi, and B. Vermer-
sch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 260501 (2021), URL https://
link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.260501.


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-17585-7
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.022407
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.022407
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.260501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.260501

Appendix A: Preliminaries
1. Tensor Network Basis

As our work is mainly based on index permutation criterion, much tensor calculation is needed to derive the results.
So here we will introduce a graphical method to conduct the tensor calculation, the tensor network [50], which also
plays a crucial role in quantum simulation. In the following context, we will frequently use the technique introduced
in this section to do the tensor calculation.

In tensor network representation, a matrix is represented as a box with open legs, which correspond to uncontracted
indices. Those left-oriented legs stand for row indices and right-oriented ones stand for column indices. Vectors and
scalars are represented as boxes with legs of same orientation and boxes with no leg, respectively. The number of
legs depends on the number of parties we are interested in. A k-partite state is represented by a tensor with k pairs
of legs, with each pair of legs standing for row and column indices of each party. Connecting legs stands for index
contraction, like matrix production and taking trace:

AB = (3}, tr(a)= L. (A1)

For tensor production operation A ® B, where no indices are contracted, A and B are just put together with no leg

connection:
—(a—
AR B= M@
—()—

Index permutation operations can be easily represented by changing the order of legs. Take partial transposition
map and realignment map as examples,

pAB = :D:, R2,3)(paB) = DEC . Py =TRaaz)(pan) = . (A3)

In tensor network, permutation operators can be represented by changing the position of legs. SWAP operator is
represented by exchanging two legs, cyclic operator is represented by sequentially moving each leg to the position of
its neighboring leg. The operators we use to calculate the fourth moment of R, can be graphically represented as:

2. Random Unitary Basis

According to Schur-Weyl duality, random unitary is closely related to permutation operator, and is the basis of
shadow estimation and randomized measurements, which will be discussed later. In unitary group, there exists a
unique measure, which is called Haar measure, that satisfies

/H v =1, /H dufU) = /H dUf(VU) = /H aarde(UV) (A5)

for arbitrary unitary V, where U is integrated by Haar measure. Using Haar measure, one can define the ¢-fold
twirling channel

®,(0) = / dUU®'oUt®!, (A6)
Haar
which equals to the linear combination of permutation operators [51, 52]
2,(0)= > Crptr (W20) W, (A7)

T,0E€St



where S; is the permutation group of order ¢, 7 and o are its elements, C; , is the element of Weigarten matrix, and

W, is the permutation operator corresponding to 7.
However, to construct a t-fold twirling channel, Haar measure may not be necessary, one can only average over a
unitary ensemble & with a finite number of elements
1
®,(0) = — Ustoutet
2P / (A8)

where |&;| denotes the number of elements in &. All the unitary ensembles that satisfy this equation are called unitary
t-design. The commonly-used Clifford group has been proved to be a unitary 3-design for multi-qubit systems [53].

Appendix B: Proof of Theorems
1. Observable of Permutation Moments

Theorem 1. Given a k-partite state p and the index permutation operation R, the 2n-th moment of R, M3, =
tr[(RWRIT)"] , can be estimated by observable measurement on 2n copies of p,

k
s ™ n 1 T n
M3, = tr (03, p%*") = 5 tr l(@ Ul + h.c.) p®? ] . (B1)
i=1

For T1-type parties U = ﬁl and for T2-type parties U] = ﬁl Here ﬁ and ﬁ are the cyclic permutation operators
in different direction, satisfying Il |s1, -, Son) = |San, S1,° " ,S2n—1) and ﬁ [$1, ,San) = |S2, -+, Sapn,81). For
R1-type parties UT = ngn’l) ®S§2’3) - ~®S§2n_2’2n_1) and for R2-type parties U = 81(1,2) ®Sl(.3’4) Q- ®S§2n_1’2n),
where S(“) s the SWAP operator acting on the u-th and v-th copies.

Proof. The key of this proof is to figure out the index permutation rules in tr[(RW’R}LT)"]. First recall the definition
of index permutation operation:
(R lsys0,e snr5an = Psmt) @) sSmant)Snizn (B2)
According to the linearity of R,(-) and hermitian of p,
Ri = Ra(p)']" = Re(p)" = Ra(p")", (B3)

where T denotes the transposition operation. Hence, the element of R (p)! is

[R;rr] S182, Sok_ 150k [Ree(p" sasa,o ssansan-s

=["] (B4)

Sxl(1)Sx/(2)1" »Sxl(2k—1) S/ (2k)

= [p]s,r/(z,)sﬁ/(l)yn 1Sl (2k) S/ (2k—1) 7
where 7/(-) denotes the corresponding row number or column number of 7 (-), if 7(-) is odd, then #'(:) = #(-) + 1;
otherwise, 7'(-) = 7(-) — 1. Make a comparison of Eq. (B2) and Eq. (B4), we find that the r-th row index of R, and
the r-th column index of RI are the row (column) and column (row) indices from the same subsystem of p. And
this is same for the 7-th column index of R, and r-th row index of RI. Using tensor network representation, this

conclusion tells us that if transversely drawing the tensors of R, and R, we will find they are mirror symmetric. We
take R(2,3), R(2,3) and a generic permutation matrix R, as examples:

T
RI?B)Z(@C) - )@C . Raa = = , (B5)

(B6)
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Because of this mirror symmetry property, when multiplying R, and R, leg connections only occur in the same
subsystem. Besides, for those R1-type subsystems, their two legs connect in the multiplication R.Rl, and for those
R2-type subsystems, their two legs connect in RIR,. While for T-type subsystem, because its two legs are on both
sides of R and R, so it will connect with both of its neighboring p. Hence, in tr[(R,err)”], one would find that the
R-type parties of two neighboring p are either connected by legs or have no connection at all, depending on their exact
types; all the T-type parties are connected by their legs, while the directions of connection are different for T1-type
and T2-type parties. This connection rule is equivalent to measuring SWAP operators, S, on connected neighboring

R-type subsystems and cyclic permutation operators Il or II on 2n copies of T-type subsystems.

To summarize,
k
®vr)
i=1

where U = 852’3) 2S%Y for R1- -type parties, U] = 851’2) R--® Sg%fun) for R2-type parties, U] = ﬁz for
T1-type parties, and U % for T2-type parties. In fact, the definitions of U] for R1-type and R2-type parties can
be exchanged, and the deﬁmtlons of U for T1-type and T2-type parties can also be exchanged. This can be proved
by the permutation invariant properties of M7, .

Define II;,, to be the 2n-th order inversely permutation operator, which satisfies IT;,, [p(l) ®p@ .. (2”)]anv =
p" @ pn=1) .. @ p() Because the 2n copies of p in MZ, are identical, we have

M;n - [<® Uﬂ) inv ®2n) H:rnv H:rnv <® Uﬂ) inv ®2" ‘| - [(@ Hlnvz Ul 1nv,i> (p®2n)] .
(B8)

ﬁ illiny,: = ﬁ ﬁz, and for

M3, = tr (B7)

=tr

For R1-type and R2-type parties, I UrTlp, i = U, while for T1-type parties, I

mv, 171

ﬁ illiny,; = ﬁl ﬁ If we replace Il ; with ﬁ

mv ’L

T2-type parties, !

mnv l

(é Ur ) T (=) ﬁ”} — tr [ﬁf (é U;f) i (p®2n)1 = tr Ké HIUﬁL—) ( p®2n)1 (@B

In this scenario, the definitions of U] of T1-type and T2-type parties will not change. While for R1-type parties,
HT 2 ... S(2n D]ﬁ = S(l V®..-® S(2n L 2n)7 and for R2-type parties, HT 1) o... g S(2n L 2n)]ﬁ =
8(2 3) - ®S(2n’ ) Similarly, if we adopt ﬁHmv to rotate these 2n copies of p, we can prove that the definitions of U

for R1-type and R2-type parties, and the definitions for T1-type and T2-type parties can be exchanged 81mu1taneously
Therefore, we can rewrite Eq. (B7) into observable form

MJ, = K@Uuhc) ] (B10)

where U] follows the same definition in Eq.(B7). O

M3, =tr

Take a four-partite state p as an example. The four parties of p are all different types with respect to R,(-),
T1-type, T2-type, R1-type, and R2-type respectively. It can be represented using tensor network as

Rax(p) = - JL~ (B11)

Because R, and Rl are mirror symmetric, the fourth moment, MJ = tr [(RWRL)Q] can be graphically represented as

X XX T\ A -
oL e il o

MTI':tI. :L 1 U JI i. 1

4 I (B12)

LC X [ XU L S -

By [ = s
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As we said, one can find that the connection of legs belonging to T-type parties is among the four copies of p, while
the connection of R-type legs is between two neighboring p. Hence, M is equivalent to measuring

o = % {[s*" esP¥] @ T e Ty [5{? 080 + he ) (B13)

on 4 copies of p.

2. Optimization Problem

Theorem 2. The minimum value of |Rx| given MY, ..., MY is reached when there are at most n non-zero \;s.
Thus, denote the solution of this problem to be EZ, (p), the minimum value of Y. \; is the solution of the following
optimization problem,

min NEgn(P) =@M+ @I+ gnAy

qi,,qn€
st @A =MI, > g = Mj, (B14)
i=1 =1

Gtet -+ <L
Proof. The original optimization problem:

L
min Ai
O i
L
subject to Z N = MF
i=1

(B15)
L
> =,
i=1
A 2>A2 > 2> AL >0.
Here, L is the number of the singular values. Let \; = 2% + --- + 2? with zy,--- ,z;, € R. The above optimization
problem can be written as
L
min o34 a?
{z:} ;( L z)
L
subject to Z(x% +o 2?2 = M7
i=1
(B16)
L
D (h ) = Mg,
i=1
1, ,rr, € R.
Define the Lagrange function as
L L
i=1 i=1 (Bl?)
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Take partial derivative with respect to all variables and the minimum value in the optimization problem can be
achieved at the points where all derivatives are equal to 0. Therefore, we have

L L
oL
0 =00, 2Lz, + 4oz, ;(Js% +o b 2?) o dnagar ;(1‘% 4Pl
: (B18)
_oL _ 2 2 2 2\2n—1
O_E)x =221 + 4oy (xg + -+ 7)) + - H4napzy (2, + -+ 27) ,
1
substituting \; = 27 + -+ - + 22 into this equation,
1 [1 + 200 A+ + 2nan)\%”71] =0
B19
L L (B19)
wp | L4200 Y N+ 2nan Y AT =0
i=1 i=1
These above equations indicate that the extreme points satisfy
L L
AL =0 or L4203 Ai+-+2na,» A" =0,
i=1 i=1
L—1 L—1
AL =Ap_1 or L—1+2a1Z)\i+---+2nanz>\f”71:0, (B20)

=1 i=1

)\2 :)\1 or 1+2a1)\1+...+2nan/\%n—120.

After simple analysis, there’s only two possible kinds of \; that satisfies the above equations: A\; = 0 or are the roots
of the high-degree equation

200, N2 4 2(n — Dy 1 A3 200+ 1= 0. (B21)
Notice that all even-degree terms are zero and
2na, A2 4 2(n — Dag 1 A3 4 2000 (B22)

is an odd function. As a consequence, Eq. (B21) has at most n positive roots. This implies that the set {);} have
at most n different positive values and the rest are 0. Assume the n different positive values are Ay > --- > X\, > 0.
Denote the number of \; as ¢; and the sum satisfies ¢; + - - - + ¢, < L. The optimization problem can be reduced to
a new simpler optimization problem.

min - g1A1 + -+ gpAn
{q: €N}

n
subject to Zqi/\f = M7
i=1

: (B23)
=1

AL > A 2>

> A, >0
@+ qn < L.
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Particularly, we give an analytical solution in the case n = 2. The optimization problem is
L

min i
100

L
. 2
subject to g A= (B24)

To solve this problem, we need to adopt a theorem in [37].

Fact 1. Suppose {p1,p2,--- ,pr} is a probability distribution, namely, p; >0 and >, p; = 1. The sum Hy =, f(p;)
is called an entropy measure, if f(-) is a function satisfying the following conditions,

1. f(0)=o,

2. f(+) is strictly convex or strictly concave,

3. the first derivative f' exists and is continuous in the interval (0,1).

Let f(-) and g(-) be two functions satisfying the above conditions. Thus, Hy =), f(pi) and Hy =", g(pi) are two

entropy measures. Define f'(¢') = f'(p(g')), which is formulated by treating f' = (Tp as the function of ¢’ = dg If

f’(g') 18 a strictly convex function of ¢', then the solution of the optimization problem

L
min  Hy =Y f(p:)
=1

{p:>0}

L
subject to Zpi =1 (B25)

i=1

ngz =

is obtained when

1
{pi}:{pla"'aplap2a07"'a0}7 p2:1_p1 \‘pJ <pi1. (B26)
1
If f'(¢) is a strictly concave function of ¢', the minimum is obtained when
1- pl
{pit =A{p1,p2, - ,p2}, P2=TT = < p1. (B27)

Substituting p; = A? , f(p) = /p and g(p) = p* and ignore the normalization constant, Eq. (B25) can be converted
to our target optimization problem, Eq. (B24). It is easy to verify that the two functions, f(p) = \/p and g(p) = p?,

satisfy the required three conditions, and f’ (¢') = 1/(v/2g') is strictly convex. Therefore, the minimum value is
achieved when

{/\i}:{Alv"' ?/\17)‘2a0a"' ao} (B28)

Suppose the number of A; is ¢, then institute it into the constraint conditions, one gets

1
A= ——=/q(¢MF +U),
1 q\/m ( 2 )
1

-/M5 U,

with U = \/q(q + 1)MJ — q(MZF)2. To make this a valid solution, there is only one possible value of ¢, which is
T\ 2
= {%J Therefore, the solution of the target optimization problem Eq. (B24) is

1= i £ )+ A T w0

(B29)
Ay =
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3. Entanglement Structure Detection

In the multipartite system, when relaxing the restriction of LOCC, states can have much more complicated en-
tanglement structures [47] than in the bipartite scenario. Concepts like entanglement depth and intactness naturally
arise. A k-partite state p is called t-separable iff it can be written as

p= D D Pl P @ @0, (B31)

g1Uga2U---Ugy=[k] 1

where g1, ..., g; are t disjoint non-empty sets, {p(y);} are probabilities satisfying the normalization condition,
Z{g}ﬁ.p{g}’i = 1. The largest number of ¢ for a given k-partite state p is called the entanglement intactness of

To generalize our moment-based permutation criteria to entanglement structure detection, we need to first develop
the norm-based permutation entanglement structure criteria, and then prove that they can also be estimated by the
permutation moments. Adopting the Ky Fan matrix norm [54], we find two indicators for entanglement intactness.

Theorem 3. Given a k-partite state p with intactness t, it satisfies

Gr(p) = 3 [Reas) (o) o < (25 = 20d+ (2 - 2),
9G[k]

GT(ﬂ) = Z HR(I,Q) (pg,g)Hdz < (2k - 2t)d+ (Zt - 2)7
gCIk]

(B32)

where ||-|| ;2 is the Ky Fan d* matriz norm, defined by the sum of d* largest singular values of the matriz; d is an
integer that is not greater than the dimension of the smallest party; pg g is the bipartite state constructed by treating
g and g as the two parties of p, where g is the complement of g; R2,3) and Ry 2y are the bipartite index permutation
operations acting on the indices of parties g and g.

When k = 3, this criterion gives the genuine tripartite entanglement criterion proposed in Ref. [55].

Proof. Here, we use Ggr(p) as an example to prove our theorem, the proof for Gr(p) is quite similar. According to
the convexity of Ky Fan norm, these two functions are all convex:

Grlapr +bp2) = Y ||Rez3) la(p1)g.g + b(p2)g.g)|| 12
gClk]

< > al[Res [(p)galll 2 + b Re2s) [(02) .5 2 (B33)
gC k]
= aGRr(p1) + bGRr(p2).

Hence, for a state with intactness ¢, p =13, , o, .., Pi [Vi)¥il,

Gr(p) < max Ggr(y), (B34)

T Ypet—int

where we use t—int to denote the set of states that have intactness t. For pure state with intactness ¢, |¢) = ®§=1 [1:),
there’s 2t — 2 non-trivial partition g|g that ensure each |+;) is in either g or g. In this case, g and g are two separate
parts, R(ng)(wg,g)HdQ = 1 because tr {[R(2,3)(1pg,g)7€(2,3) (wg,g)T]”} =1 for all n. In other cases, there exists some
1; that distributed both in g and g, hence g and g are two entangled parties. Also use singular values to denote the

2
norm, ||R2,3)(¢g,3)|| 2 = Zle A, where \; are arranged in decreasing order, the purity condition tr(y?) = 1 gives a

constrain that Zil A2 < 1. Recalling that singular values are all non-negative, hence the maximum value of Zil A
under this purity constrain is d.

Considering other constraints in addition to purity constraint, the maximum will be less than d. In fact, the exact
maximum value depends on the number of v; that is not fully contained in g or g. We will leave the calculation of
the exact upper bound in our future work. Therefore, (2¥ — 2¢)d + (2! — 2) generally cannot be achieved by some
k-partite states with intactness t. However, this bound is nontrivial because k-partite GHZ state reaches (28 — 2)d
which is larger than (2% — 2%)d + (2! — 2) for any ¢ > 2.

O
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The lower bound of Ky Fan norm can also be constructed using moments. Here we only consider the case knowing
the second and fourth moments. The optimization problem for entanglement structure detection is similar as one in
Sec. B2, and can be simplified as

subject to Z)\2 = M,
i=1 (B35)

Using the similar strategy to simplify this optimization problem, it can be obtained that the extreme points satisfy

L L
AL=0 or 1+2a) X\+48> AP =0,
i=1 i=1

l l
Al41 =N or l+2a2)\i+4[32)\? =0,

=1 i=1

(B36)

-1 -1
N=Xo1 oor I-1+42a) X+48) N =0,
i=1 i=1

Aa=A or 1+2a\ +48)\3 =0,

where o and § are Lagrange coefficients. Compared with the original optimization problem, Eq. (B20), the above
equations are different in constant terms of the first (L —[) lines. We will see in the following analysis that this
difference will make the problem much harder than the original problem. We discuss the solution in different cases.

). AN # Aig1

For i <1, \; is the root of the equation 48A3 + 2o\ = —1. For i > [, ); is the root of the equation 453 +2aX =0
and obviously, 0 is one root. For the convenience of discussion, we draw the distribution diagrams of roots Fig. 5al)
and Fig. 5a2), and there are two possible cases, depending on the sign of o and . For the first case, as shown in
Fig .5al), A; must equal to 0 for all ¢ > [ because the possible nonzero solution is greater than A; and A2. Hence, the
original optimization problem becomes a much simpler minimization problem,

min f = q A + g2z
subject to ql)\f + q2)\§ = M,
@] + g5 = My,
M2X >0, qg,peN, qg+qgp=1

(B37)

For the second case, as shown in Fig .5a2), A; only has one possible value A; for all ¢ < [, while has a possible positive
value Ay for ¢ > [. Hence, the original optimization problem becomes,

min f = l)\l —+ QQ>\2
subject to 1A + gu\2 = M,
INF+ g\ = M, (B38)
AM>X>0, g2 €N,
g <L -1
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F) = 4B23 + 2aA b) FD) = 4B23 + 2aA

A VR
N

/ AZ Al fO) =1 \/ 2y fo)=-

al) A 0 b1) M A 0
M| | I
0 ! L 0 ! 3
az2) j, 2, 0 b2) X A, 0
e | l l
0 1 L 0 I )
<) FQ) = 4623 + 2a0 d) FQ) = 4823 + 2a0

A S NN

0 A3
fy=-¢C \ [ \ f) =-c
// A;}v{l f)=-1 \ / /12\1-\ f)=-1

FIG. 5. Different cases in entanglement structure optimization problem.

In fact, it is possible to find the analytical solutions for these two cases, by the ordinary derivation process. However,
in the following cases, finding analytical solutions is not likely to be done.

2). A\; = A\i41 and there exists an positive integer u such that u <1, Ay, # Ayt1, Adug1 = Augo = -+ = A = 0. Then
A1, -+, Ay are roots of the equation 48\3 + 2a\ + 1 = 0, the distribution is shown in Fig. 5a2) which is quite similar
to the one shown in Fig. 5al), and can be unified with that case to get a more general minimization problem:

min f = q A1 + g2
subject to ql)\f + qug‘ = My

QAT + gaAs = My, (B39)
)\12)\2>07 quqQGNv
¢ +g <l
3). If M= =Njy1=-=XA; #Agr1and ¢ > [+1, then Ay, - -, A\, are roots of the equation 45)\3—5—20[)\—1—% =0
and Ag41,- -+, Az are roots of the equation 48X3 4+ 2aX = 0. As shown in Fig .5b2), there is only one possible case.

This case can be unified with the case shown in Fig. 5bl), to give a more general optimization problem:
min f = ¢ A1 + ga2A2
subject to @A} + g2 \3 = M,
BT+ @25 = My, (B40)
A=A >0, ,q1,42 €N,
I<q, ¢1+q2<0L.

4). A\ = Ni41 and there exists integers u and v satisfying 0 < w < [ and v > [ + 1, such that A, # Ayy1 =+ =
AN =MNi1=--=X # A1 =0. Then \{,---, \, are roots of the equation 483 + 2aX = —1 and A\y41, -, \, are
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roots of the equation 483 + 2a\ = —l_—z. The last terms Ayy1,--- , Az are roots of 43\ + 2a\ = 0. As shown in

pr
Fig .5¢) and Fig. 5d), there are also two cases dependent on the sign of @ and . Now we discuss them in details.
For the first case, as shown in Fig .5¢c), A; has two possible values for ¢ < u and one possible value for v < i < v.
In this scenario, the optimization problem becomes
min f = q A1 + 22 + q3A3
subject to @A} + qaA3 + q3\3 = My
@] + @A+ a3\ = My,
4803 + 20X +1 =0,

48X 1 2000 +1 =0, (B41)
l— g —
AN + 200 + — BB _ g,
q3

)\1 2A2 2A3>07 41,492,943 €N7
at+e<l, I<g+qgp+qg <L

This optimization problem can be further simplified to

min f = q A1 + g 2 +g3A3
subject to qiA] + qaA3 + q3A3 = Mo
BAT + @A + q3A5 = My,
A3 =) Llma-e (B42)
MA2(A1 +A2)  AiAa(Af — A3) q3 ’
AMZ>A>A3>0, q1,¢2,q3 €N,

ante<l, I<g+qg+q <L

For the second case, as seen in Fig .5d), A; has one possible value in each of the three intervals, 1 <i < wu,u+1<i<w
and v + 1 < ¢ < L. Then the optimization problem becomes

min f = q A1 + g2A2 + q3A3
subject to 1A} + g2 \3 4+ @3A\3 = My
@ AT + @23 + gsAg = My,
N A2 l—a _, (B43)
MAT=A3) M=) @ ’
A2 2>A3>0, q1,¢2,93 €N,
a<Ll<qg+q@<Lqg+qgp+q <L

Therefore, to solve the entanglement structure optimization problem, Eq. (B35), what we need to do is to find
the minimum result of the four much easier optimization problems, Eq. (B39), Eq. (B40), Eq. (B42) and Eq. (B43).
Although it is also hard to find the analytical result, the complexity of this problem has been greatly reduced.

Appendix C: Measurement Protocols of Permutation Moments and The Statistical Analysis
1. Shadow Estimation and Statistical Analysis

Shadow tomography [33] is a systematic framework which can help us to benchmark the property of an unknown
quantum system with only partial knowledge. Compared with former protocols, shadow tomography is much more
resource-saving than full tomography and it does not need joint operations among multiple copies to estimate nonlinear
functions. Shadow tomography consists of two phases: quantum measurement and data postprocessing. In quantum
measurement phase, we adopt U to rotate N-qubit state p to UpUT, and measure it in computational basis {|3) =
|1, ,sn)}. The measurement results and the rotation unitary together construct unbiased estimators of p:

p=Y + U NEAU ~ Lon (C1)
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for U randomly chosen from N-qubit Clifford group, and

p= é (?)uJr [s:)(si| ui — ]Ig) (C2)

i=1

for U = ®fv:1 u; with each u; randomly chosen from single qubit Clifford group.
Recalling that R, is just the index rearrangement of p, so shadow tomography can also construct an unbiased
estimator of it

’]éﬂ = Rfr(pA)’ E[Rw] = Rﬂ(Eﬁ) =Rnx. (CS)

Hence, the unbiased estimator for MJ, can be constructed using these Ry

~ M —2n)! N N
M, = % > > {Rm(h) . 'Rira(izn)}’ (C4)

{i1, ian }C[M] 0E€S2n

where M is the number of the R, we prepared using shadow tomography, Sz, is the 2n-order permutation group,
and RM (iy is the o(i)-th copy of R.. The unbiaseness of Mo, is easy to be proved:

2(05) =S X% B (Re) B (R,

{ila . 7Z2n}C[M] o€Son,

- A(MJ\;!%)! 3 St [Ry - RE] (C5)

{i1, i2n }C[M] 0ES2n
=T “r—an ™ [(R”R’T) } = Mz,

In fact, there exists many other protocols to measure nonlinear functions of state, like randomized measurements[9,

], which has been proved to be more efficient than shadow estimation in some cases [34, 36, 56]. However, unlike
shadow estimation, randomized measurements cannot always be easily conducted by qubit level operation, especially
for observables like higher order permutation operators. Therefore, except for some special cases we will discuss in
Sec. A 2, shadow estimation is a practical choice to measure the permutation moments.

In the following context, we take Mf"o’) (pap) as an example to illustrate the variance of different protocols,
which is closely related to the bipartite entanglement criterion proposed in this work, and the conclusion can be
easily generalized to other permutation moments. To analyze the error scaling of estimators constructed by shadow
estimation, here we adopt the conclusions in [33]:

Fact 2. The variance of predicting O = tr(Op) on locally constructed p, Eq. (C2), scales like
Var(O) < glocality(0) 1 (02) (C6)
For globally constructed p, Eq. (C1), the variance scales like
Var(0) < 3tr(02). (C7)

Given M measurement results of shadow estimation, the unbiased estimator we constructed to predict M, f’?’) is

~(2,3) _ AM —4)! s st A bt
i A Sl i) .
{i,7,k,l}C[M] 0E€S3

where for simplicity, we use R to represent 72(2’3) (pap). Here, because of the properties of trace function that it is
invariant under permutation and taking Hermite conjugate, tr [R]RZR;CR” =tr [RkRjR]R” = tr [Riﬁ;]?lf%,q, we
can always set R; in the first place. Combining Fact. 2 and the definition Eq. (C8), one can prove that:
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Proposition 1. According to Chebyshev’s equation, to make sure our estimation of My is accurately enough, which
is to say, the estimator defined in Eq.(C8) satisfies |M§2’3) — M£2’3)| < € with probability at least 1 — &, the number of
snapshots needed is

D
=07 (c9)
for global shadow protocol, and
D2

for local shadow protocol, where D stands for the system dimension.

Proof. Following the definition of variance, we have

Va5 | (32| - & [¥20] =g | (3127 - (7). (1)

substituting Eq. (C8), we get

. 2 (UM -4 s oAt B a
(Mi2,3)> _ <(Z\4|)) Z Z { Z tr {RiRL(j)RU(’f)R:rr(l)} } { Z tr [Ri/RjT(j/)RTr(k")R:rr(l/)}

{63,k CIM] {é’ 5"k U }C[M] \o€Ss TESs

——

(C12)

To benefit our calculation, we can divide the summation terms in the R.H.S of the last equation into five groups,
according to the number of equal indices between {4, j, k,1} and {i’, 7', k',I'}. If there are 0 < ¢ < 4 pairs of same

indices, the total number of such terms are (Iff ) (i) (Jf:f), hence

SO @4 ) <3) (M N 4) 36 tr (RR'RRT)”
> 36E [tr (RRTRET) 2]

<
R —
<

<
|

o { [ (RRU ) + e (RRU R0 + e (RELRL D) 4 -]}

(M5 e [ (rabradl) + (i A + (Rt + ],
(C13)
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where R = R(33)(pan), and R, }?27 Rg, and Ry are independent unbiased snapshots of R. Hence,
21(23)\] _ ap (A MY (4 tppt
Var [ (1(7))] —36( ) < )(1 Var [tr(RRTRAT) |
(M — 4 M\ (4
+4( (.
4)! 4\ (M — 4
( > ( )( )< ) tr RRTR2RT) +tr(RRTRgRT) +tr(RRTRlRT) }
3
4)! 4\ (M — 4
4 0

< gValr {tr (R RR +

M2 4)Var tr RRTR1RT) +tr(RRTR2RT> +tr(RRTRR )]

Var [ty RERs R]) + tr ( By RRARS) + o (Ra R R Y ) + -

% [tr(RRTRlR*) + tr(RRT RQR*) + tr(RR{Rég)}

+ %Var [tr(R R R ) +tr(RRIR3R§) +tr(RR;R11%g) - }

+ %Var [r( PR R ) + tr(Ra RLRARS ) + o (Ry RERR) + -

_ %Var {tr[ ) }} + %Var {tr [Og(m ® /32)]} n %Var {tr [03(,61 ® fo ® ﬁs)]}
+ %V&r {tr [04@1 ® p2 ® p3 ® ;34)] } ,

(C14)

Here, Cy, Cs, C3 and Cy are constants independent of M. To apply Fact 2, we need to figure out the exact form of
01, O3, O3 and O4. Denote O to be the target observable 0= SS’Q) ® SS‘M) ® Sg’g) ® Sg’l), then the fourth term
can be written as
tI‘(RlR;RzJ,R};) + tr(R1R;R4R§) + tr (R1R§R2Rl> +
A A A (C15)
=tr[0(,61 ® P2 ® p3 ® ﬁ4)} +tr [O(,él ® po ® ps® ﬁs)} +tr [O(,él ® p3 ® P2 ® /34)} T
To write these six terms into one, we need to define some permutation operators, Wy = 194, W, =192 g S34)
Wy = 192 @ S, W, = 192 @ SCD, Wy = 1@ T 239 and W = 1@ (239, Hence
(051 ® o s @ pa)] + 1 [O(1 © o s @ )] + 2 [Opr © s © o © )] ++ -
=tr OWl(ﬁ1®ﬁ2®ﬁ3®ﬁ4)Wﬂ +tr{OW2(ﬁ1®ﬁ2®ﬁ3®ﬁ4)Wﬂ +tr{OAW3(ﬁ1®ﬁ2®ﬁ3®ﬁ4)W§] + (16)
L C16
= [({ OWh + WJOWs + WIOWs + -+ )(pr o ® s © )]

=tr O4(ﬁ1 & ﬁz & ﬁ3 & )54)}7

where Oy can be graphically represented as

o= S K KRR K R Kk @

where the cross sign is the SWAP operator, and different colors stands for different parties, then
A 6 A A A ~ A A
m«(oﬁ) =Y [WJOWZ-WJTOWJ»]. (C18)
i,j=1
We summarize the calculation in Table I. According to the mathematical property of operator SWAP and identity,
tr(S) = d and tr(I®?) = d?, it is easy to find that

(H) (e G2

tr [Oi} < 36tr [02} — 36tr
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| >
L1 X X >3

X X
X X

ST X X >

L)X X T2 2] || >3

S| 2RZI2Z(HHTHETTX X
XX 2L HX X

X X
X X

ST K| 2| KX X
ST 2| XK X X

SR> IS X X
LTS S| X XX X3

K | >KX XX X
X XX X | 5| > 2D

FIETX XX X 2R >R 2

XXX X2 5| >3

LT HX X
HERI >

TABLE I. Multiplication of the terms in O3. In this table, we use blue and red colors to represent the two parties. “x” form
signs stand for SWAP operators, and the horizontal lines stand for identity operators.

The other three operators 017 Og and 03 can be constructed using 04. Start from the third term,
w(RE R + e (RELRaRY) + e (REL R RY) +
—tx[Ou(p @ 1 @ 2 @ )|
=tr[Os(p 1)1 @ pr @ 2 © ) (C20)
=tr {tr1 [04(p @T%)](p1 @ p2 @ ﬁg)}

=tr|O3(p1 ® p2 @ ﬁ3)]7

so that
O3 = tr1[04(p ® 199)]. (C21)

In order to make the graphic representation more convenient, when analyzing O3 Oy and Ol, we will treat p as if
it is the tensor product of two reduced density matrices, p = pa ® pp, so that we can use two separated boxes to
represent it. But one needs to remember that it is actually not the case. Therefore,

D‘Xg-

_><-D- + >< %X+ (C23)

where we use the colored boxes to represent p4 and pp. To find out tr (O%), we make a similar table, Table. II. By

definition, taking trace of the terms in this table gives

u<§§>=w(§§)=u<§§>=ﬁn@® (c24)
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o X
X o
x5 SR | EHK

SR | K oo

X4 |25 6 18] o

o
KRB el B |
FEB 6] | 3K |

2| AR el R B0~

|| 1811 18%G | (& |8

X
6 %% ) 18118 o
26 B 113681112
31113 811126 ¢ € o x
#1817 |31
5 18] 13134

3|

%

X oo
TABLE II. Multiplication of the terms in O§ . Here, colored boxes stand for density matrices corresponding to different

subsystems. “X” form operators and the horizontal lines follow the same definition as Table. I, others are tri-partite cyclic
permutation operators.

O

and

-+

() -+ () (38) ~+ (3K) (38 = (3K) oo o

w[03] <361 [(; é) (; é)} — 36 tr (E g) = 364d2 tr(p?) = 36D° tr(p?) (C26)

Hence

Og can be similarly constructed from 04:

| - L
Oy = 2 tri,e [04(0 ®p® H®2)} T2 tn [Og(p ® H®2)} ’ (€21

which can be graphically demonstrated as

01 (82.89.02.22.08.29)

+ DD O—. (C29)

After the calculation of tr [Oi] and tr [Og}, one could realize that, the largest term contains most horizontal lines

(identity operator I) without box, which contributes d when taking trace. As a result,

27 2
tr[ég} < 9max{tr [(;ﬁé —g) ,tr l(g E) ] } = max {diMf’?’),dzBMf’g)}. (C30)

Similarly,

A 1 A 7 1 A 1 A
01 = Ztriag [04(;;@3 ®I)| = ztra [og(p®2 @]1)} = 3tn [02(,)@11)} : (C31)
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which can be graphically represented as

01 =

(%%+%$+%%):E@ (C32)

Wl =

Notice that all lines in O; are connected with boxes, so it is easily proved that
tr [Oﬂ <1. (C33)

Now, substituting Eq. (C19), Eq. (C26), Eq.(C30), Eq. (C33), and Lemma. 2 into Eq. (C14), one can get the upper
bound of the variance of the global shadow protocol

2 2 4
D “gp ) Lo, 2t (C34)

2,3
maX{di,ng}Mi ) L
M4

M? M

Var (MZEQ’S)) < 01% +Cs

C1, C3, C5 and Cy in this equation are constants independent with number of snapshots M and system dimension
D. They are actually not the same constants as those in Eq. (C14), but for simplicity, we use the same notation to
represent them. To calculate the variance of local shadow protocol, we remark that

locality(O4) = 4(N4 + Np),locality(O3) = 3(N4 + Np),

R . C35
locality (O2) = 2(N4 + Np),locality(O1) = N4 + Np. (C35)
So we just need to make a little adjustment in the variance of global protocol to get the local one
(2,3) 12 5 2 8
~(2,3) D max{d?,d%}M,;”" D D5 tr(p?) D
Var <M4 ) Sclﬁ—’_CQ M2 +CST+O4W (036)

Therefore, in the large dimension scenario, the variance of global shadow protocol and the local one scale like D*/M*
and D®/M* respectively. substituting this conclusion into the Chebyshev’s equation, this proposition is proved.
Similar analysis has also been conducted in the estimation of quantum negativity [34] and quantum fisher information

[57]-
O

2. Randomized Measurements Protocol and Statistical Analysis

The logic of randomized measurement protocol is different with shadow estimation. We first need to write
M3 :
5" (pap) in the observable form

M (pap) =t [(0a @ Op)p5%] (C37)

where O 4 = S%’Q) - - -®Sf42n71’2n) and Opg = Sgn’l) -+ -®S(32n72’2n71). Notice that the observable is just comprised
by SWAP operators. SWAP operator, as the lowest order permutation operators, can be generated by averaging over
2-design global or qubit level local random unitary ensembles among virtual copies. Following the standard procedure

. . (2,3) .
of randomized measurements, we can design a protocol to measure M, (pap):
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Algorithm 1 Measurement protocol of Méi’s)

Input: Sequentially prepared 2n x Ny X Ny paB
Output: Probability distribution of the measurement outcomes conditioned on the evolution unitary Pr(5a,5g|Ua, Ug).
1: for i =1 to Ny do
2: Construct 2n unitary matrix {U; = Uy @ Ug,Us = U4 @ U3, -+ ,Usn—1 = UL @ U, Uz, = U} @ Ug} with each U}
and U} sampled uniformly and independently from N4 and Ng qubits Clifford group (or constructed by tensor product of
local unitaries U = ®;.V:Al u;, Ul = ®;V=31 u; with each u; sampled uniformly from qubit clifford group)

3: Operate these 2n unitaries on pap to get the evolved states {U1pagUl, -, UsnpasU] }.
4: for j =1 to Ny do
5: Measure the evolved states in the computational basis {|54, 5B)}.
6: Record the measurement results.
7 end for
8: Estimate the probabilities Pr(54, §5|Us).
9: Construct an unbiased estimator of Méi’?’) by these probabilities according to Proposition 2
10: end for

11: Take an average of the estimators in each round to get the final estimator of MQ(EL’S).

Proposition 2. The unbiased estimator of 2n-th moment of realignment matriz can be constructed using these
probabilities Pr(5a, $5|U;)

n
NG = 3 Q] Xa(F L E)Xp (. Y,
i=1

4 (C38)
SAs S A
§~le 7§»‘%ﬂ
where
Q= HPI‘(ngi_l,§2Bi_1|U2i_1)PI'(§QX,§QBi|U2i) (039)
=1

is the product of probabilities, U; is chosen from the prepared unitary evolution group {U; = U} @ UL, Uy = U} ®
U, Usp1 = Ut @ UB, Uy, = U% @ Up} as stated in Algo. 1, X(5,5') is the weight function. For globally
constructed Uy; and Up;

X(5.5) = Xy(5,5) = —(-21)%%7, (C40)
for locally constructed U = ®;V:A1 u;, Ul = i1 Uj
|31 B »
X(5,5) = Xu(3,8) = [ [ Xy(si57) = 2(~2) 7P, (C41)
i=1
where |5] is the length of 5, D[5,5'] is the Hamming distance between 5 and §'. In Eq. (C38), we set 537! = 5L,

The estimator constructed above satisfies
(2,3 2,3
Eus (N557) = My (C42)
where By s denotes the expectation over all Clifford groups and measurement results.

Proof. To prove this proposition, we define the postprocessing operator X,/ = ;o X,/1(8,8") |8, 8'X8, §'|, which can
be used to generate SWAP operator [9, 16] through a twirling channel,

y(X,) = EpeeUP? X, UT®? = §, (C43)

where £ is a unitary 2-design, which is fulfilled by Clifford group. Substituting Born’s rule, EzPr(54, 55|Ua,Up) =
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tr||5a,56X54,58] (Ua ® UB)/)AB(U:[1 ® U;)}, into the right hand side of Eq. (C38), and consider the global case,

RHS= Y Ey HXA L) XB(3E, 55
sA? . 73An
s 5o

n T
<®|421 1421 421 1421|® —2i— 1421><421 1421) <®U>P%23n <®U1>
i=1
i=1 =1

=1

n T n n
— Eytr <® Ui) <® X1(421_1721) ®ng,21+1)> <® Ui) p%%n
i=1 i=1

i=1

{(@@ 21 1, 27.)) ® ®, (X(Qz 2z+1))> p%QBn}

. { <® Sfi—l,%) ® Sgi,%ﬂ)) P%?}
i=1

2,3
Y

(2¢—1,27) .

Here we use subscript to denote the party and superscript to denote the copy number, like X is the operator

acting on the A parties of the (2¢ — 1)-th and 2i-th copies of pag.
The proof of local case is quite similar to global one. Notice that X; = ®f\;1 Xgi, hence

N ®2 N T®2 N N N
Ey ((XB u> X <(X1) m) =Ey <<gl> u®? Xgmgm) _ @q>2(xgi) =)si=5. (C45)

i=1

Then, Eq. (C38) also holds for local unitary.
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FIG. 6. Graphical illustration of the proof of Proposition 2. The grey dashed lines denote the periodic boundary condition and
the colored dashed lines in (b) and (c) indicate that the corresponding indices represented by the lines do not contract with
the tensors, they just pass through them. X4 and Xpg are the data postprocessing operators, which are diagonal, resulting in
the equivalence of (a) and (b). In (d), we use the X-shaped signs to denote the SWAP operators.

Here we provide a graphical 111ustrat10n to sketch the proof, Fig. 6, taking M, (23) 25 an example. By multiplying
the probabilities for four times, p% It B is introduced into the formula. The postprocessing function, together with
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measurement bases, constructs the diagonal postprocessing operator X4 and Xp. Thus, Mf’s) is equivalent to
the measurement of diagonal observable X on the four evolved states, see Fig. 6(b). Then, the unitary matrices
can be moved to the both sides of X based on the property of trace function, see Fig. 6(c). After calculating the
expectation over unitary group, X operators are turned into SWAP operators according to Eq. (C43) and Eq. (C45),

and Mf’g) =tr [(SS’Z) ® SESA) ® Sg’?’) ® Sg’l)) p%%} is successfully constructed, see Fig. 6(d).

Now, we also take M, 22’3) as an example to analyze the sample complexity of this randomized measurement protocol.
The general case will be discussed in next section. To simplify our analysis, here we adopt another representation

of M f’g). As stated in Algorithm 1, the whole process contains Ny rounds of experiments, and in each round of

experiment, we record the measurement results and label them as {r}; 51,73 M5 b, ooy {Fho 1 s r%”Bl

where rff_li’ B, is the k-th measurement result measuring state operated by Ua; ® Up;. Using these data, the unbiased

(2,3)

estimator of M, can be alternatively represented as

N
~(2,3 1 A (s 5 A ;
Mi ) = Ni E tr [Q (7“21,31 ® Fa1,82 ® 7"5312,32 ® 7"542,31)} : (C46)
M 5 k1=1

After Ny independent rounds of experiments, we take an average of estimators in each round to get our final estimator.
o B — i N ok ]
Here, we use rank-1 matrices # = [r)(r| to label our measurement results. #4; g1, ™41 po, Mo g2 and 7, gy together

span a 4-fold Hilbert space 7—[?}1’4 ® H%‘l. Q = X1(41’2) ® XSA) ® Xg’g) ® X](;’l) is the postprocessing operator. In fact,

one can easily verify that the definition of M, 42’3) in Eq.(C38) is actually the same as the definition in Eq.(C46). After
analytical analysis, we find

Proposition 3. To make sure the estimator of Mf’?’) defined in Proposition. 2 satisfies |M£2’3) — M£2’3)| < € with
probability at least 1 — §, the total times of experiments scale like

Dt
4 X Ny x Nag = O(==) (C47)
€20
for global random protocol, and
D1.187
€20
for local random protocol.
Proof. To verify this proposition, we also need to evaluate the variance of this estimator
. 2 2
Var(M?) = E {(M£2’3)> ] - (Mf""’)) . (C49)
. 2
(Mf’:})) can be decomposed as
2,9) & A (i : N ’ : /
(M4 ) Z Z {Q (%1,31 ® Py gy ® ff&z,Bz ® 72542,51)} tr [Q (72341,31 ® ™y oy ® 7222,32 ® 72%2,31)} .
i,7,k, =145 k" I'=1
(C50)

Following the similar idea of the analysis of the variance of shadow protocol, these N§; terms can be divided into

several groups by the relation between the indices ¢ and 4’; j and j'; k and k’; and [ and I’. First, because Qis a
diagonal matrix in the computational basis, we have

(7 n ak Al A2 [ ai . K N
tr {Q (rfau,Bl ® Pa1,B2 @ Pag o @ TA2,B1)} = tr {Q (Tf41,31 ® 1 gy @ A pa ® TA2,Bl>] . (C51)

Then, it is helpful to introduce a new processing operator

(1,2,3) _ (1,2) 3 g (2,3) = —Q 2 By|zal 2 By 2 3
X029 = (x5 o) (1@ XGY) = 30 T Xl )X, [ 290 0] (on)

1”382
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which satisfies
tr [ X2 (7 )| o [XO2 (17 @ %) | =0 [X029) (7 0 7 @ ) (C53)
when i is not equal to k. Lastly, one can easily prove that
tr [ X0 (7 0 i) | o [XOD (i 07| = o [ (X2 0 X0 (Fe i o @) (C54)

for i # i and j # j. Thus, Eq. (C50) can be rewritten as

Ny

. 2 A , 4
2,3 . A Ak N
(Mi )) ~ NS Z tr {QO (Ti&l,Bl ® 1 po @ Tao pa @ TAQ,Bl)}
M ;5 k1=1
4 W
e i y o N
JrN Z Ztr {Ql (7’341»31 ®@Fa1,p1 ® chu,Bz ® T 42,82 @ TAQ,Bl)}

3
M g k1=14"#i

9
F— tr | Qs (P11 @ 7y g1 ® Py o @ Pay gy @ iy o ® 7
NE F&2\Ta1,B1 ©TA1,B1 ©WTa1,B82 ©T41,82 ©Ta2 B2 ©WT A2 B1
M g,k =1 i 4,5 #3
9 Ns
i t Qz N ®Ai/ ®Aj ®Ak ®Ak’ ®Az
NB &2 \Ta1,B1 @ TA1,B1 ©WTa1,B2 @ Ta2 B2 ©Ta2 B2 ©T A2 B1
M 56 0=14'#i,k' +k
PIRALL
+ t Q// A7 A1 A7 ~k Al Al
NS T2 (741,81 ®Ta1,81 @ T4y g ®Ta2 Bo ® T a2 51 ©Ta2 1
M 5k 1=1 14", £

4 W
f— tr | Qs (74, 51 ® Pa1 51 @ Py po @ Py pa @ Mg po @ Py gy @ 7
NE F&3\Ta1,B1 WTA1,B1 ©Ta1,B2 ©Ta1,B2 ©TA2 B2 W T A2 B2 © T A2 B1
M

R
k' #k

1 N ,
A (g ! A 5 Ak Ak Al Al
+N4 E , E tr [Q4 (rAl,Bl Q741,81 ®T41 g2 @ T 41 pa @ Ta2,30 DT a2, 32 DT a2 31 ®Ta2B1)| -
Mgk l=1 i i, 5,
[y
(C55)

In this equation, different rows correspond to different number of equal indices, like the first row stands for ¢ = ¢,
j=7j', k=K and I =1". And the operators appear in Eq. (C55) are

Qo = X(P? @ x(3:0? g x(23)2 g x (412

Ql _ X1(41,3,2) ®X1(44,5)2 ®X§,4)2 ®X(Bl,5,2)

QQ _ XI(41,3) ®X1(42,4) ®X£4576)2 ®X(Bl,6,2) ®X§,5,4)

Q{2 _ X1(41’372) ®X1(44,6,5) ®Xgl,3,5) ®X(Bl,6,2) (056)

/2/: X1(41,3,2) ®X1(45,4,6) ®X(;;,4)2 ®X(BE),1) ®Xg5,2)

Q=XYoo x{YeoxP o xPY e xi e xg
Q4 _ X54173) ®X1(42,4) ®X§,7) ®X1(46’8) ®X(B3,5) ®Xgl,6) ®X(B’7,1) ®X(B§,2)
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respectively. Taking an average of it, we get

Ey,- [(Mgg)f} = ]\%/IEU,r {tl" {Qo (Fa1,B1 @ 41,2 @ Fa2,B2 @ TAA2,Bl)} }
A(Nag — 1)
Ny
2(Nyr — 1)2
Ny
2(Nar — 1)2
Ny
(Nt — 1)
Ni

A ., A A A
+ Ey,r» {tr [Ql (TA1,131 ®7Ta1,81 ®TA1,B2 ®T4a2,B2 ® 7“A2,Bl>} }
A ~ A1 ~ ~/ ~ ~
Ey,r {tf [Qz (Pa1,B1 ® 741,81 ®TA41,B2 @ T 41 g ®T42,B2 @ rA2,Bl)} }
[ A /4 N ~ ~ N} N
Ey,r {tr Q5 (Pa1,B1 @ a1 g1 @ Pa1,B2 @ Faz,p2 @ Plag gy @ TAZ,Bl)} }

[ A (a N ~ ~ ~ A1
+ Ey,» {tr QY (Pa1,B1 @ P41 g1 ® Fa1,B2 @ Fa2,B2 @ Faz,B1 ® 7",42731)} }

4 NM -1 3 [ A “ “ “ ~ ~ N N
+ AN — 1) i ) Ey,r {tr Q3 (Pa1,B1 © a1 p1 @ Fa1,B2 @ Play po @ Fas,B2 @ gy gy @ 7’A2,Bl)} }
i ]
Ny — 1)* A R R R R R R R
(N74)1EU,7~ {tr [Q4 (Pa1,81 @ Pay g1 © Fa1,B2 @ P41 po @ a2, B2 ® Pag gy @ Faz,p1 © 7"142,131)} } )
M

(C57)

where Ey - denotes taking average over both random unitary and measurement results. Taking Qo term as an example,
substituting Born’s rule,

Ey,, {tr [Qo (Fa1,B1 @ Fa1,B2 @ Fa2,B2 @ fA2,B1)} }

=Ey Z tr [Fa1,51(Ua1 ® Up1)p(Uar @ Up1)'] tr [Fa1,p2(Uar ® Up2)p(Uar @ Ups)']

TA1,B1,TA1,B2,
TA2,B2,TA2,B1

tr [Faz,2(Ua2 ® Up2)p(Uaz ® Ups)'] tr [faz,51(Uaz ® Up1)p(Uaz ® Up1)']

tr {Qo (Fa1,B1 ® Ta1,B2 ® Ta2,B2 ® fAz,m)} (C58)
—Ey tr [Qo (USE 0 USE @ U @ UGE) o™ (U520 U 2 Ut 0 UED)'
(U ) o (UEIEIRUE) © (VX URE) © (U5 UgE)
=tr [(@2(X1P%)%2 0 0y (X[} P?)02) 4]
. 2
Following the same idea, Ey,, [(Mf’g)) } can be rewritten as
. 2 1
Ey, {(Mf@) ] = <t [ (@200 P2 @ @a(Xf P92 1]
M
4(Npy —1
4 2w 1) 1 ) ir [(@s(X*%) @ (X TP?) @ 02(X ) @ (X5 2) ) o7
M
2(Nyr —1)2 1
+ ( ?\4]4 ) tr @4(X1(41,2)®2) ® @2(X1(41,2)2) ® @S(X(Bl,2,3))®2p®6:|
i I
2(Ny —1)2
( %47) tr | @5(X§*Y) %2 @ ‘133(Xg’2’3))®20®6} (C59)
3 I
2Ny —1)%  t
4 A Z 1) 2 S b [y (X29)82 g @, (x22) @ DX D) 0]
i I
ANy —1)° 1 :
n ( Aj\4/'4 ) br (<I>4(XS’2)®2) © B3 (X2Y) @ 3, (X1D92) g <I>3(X](31’2’3))) p®7}
4 I
(N — 1)

(1,2)®2\®2 (1,2)®2\®2) ®8
T tr [ (@4 (X{P5)52 0 0y (X[ 252)#2) 5]
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In this equation, we make the assumption that the unitary ensemble we use is at least a unitary 4-design, which is in
fact not fulfilled by Clifford group [53]. However, this assumption does not affect the leading term (we will see later

it is indeed the leading term) in the above equation, tr {(‘I)Q(X(l )92 @ p, (X( 2)2 )®2) p®4} /N3, and our result
meets well with the numerical results.
According to the definition of twirling channel, introduced in Sec. C2, ®;(+) terms in Eq. (C59) can be derived,

Do(X122) = DW(y 9) + (D — 1)W(a1) = DL+ (D — 1)S

) 1 A A D+1 . A
1,2,3)y _
P3(X 1Y) = — T (Wu 2.3) T Wi z2) + W(2,1,3>> D12 (W<s 2,1) + Wizi2) + W(zm))
2 . .
By (X 1292y = DD +2)(D +3) (W(1,2,3,4) + Wi2,43) + W(2,1,3,4))
D+1 A A X« . “ .
EEDIOEE) (W(1,3,2,4) +Wi13,4,2) T Waazs +Waaz2 + Wesia +Weszan + - )
D+1 - N N R
+ DD +3) (W(374,172) + Wiza,2,1) + Wusi,2) + W(4,37271))

D(D+2)(D+3)+2
D(D+2)(D+3) &Y

(C60)

Here, the subscript (i,j,k,l) represents the permutation operator that can convert (1,2,3,4) to it. In the large
dimension regime, D > 1, we only keep the leading terms,

Do(X122) = DW(1 9y + (D — 1)W(2,1y ~ DI+ DS
D3(XH23) ~ Wig o1y + Wizao) + W (C61)
(134(X(1’2)®2) ~ W(27174,3).

Substituting it into Eq. (C59), we get

~ D>fo(p) | Dfilp) | dafalp) | f5(p) | dsf3(p)  [3(p)
Var ( My ) < C62
ar (V1) < Ni, o TNs TNz TnE T Az TN, T/ (C62)
where fo(p), ..., fa(p) are functions of p, bounded by some constants independent of dimension D (This is because

| tr (Wp®k)| < 1 for any permutation operator W) Considering the average over different random unitary, the total

variance is

dpf3(p) | fs(p)
N N +f4(p)}~ (C63)

1{D2f0(ﬁ) Dfi(p) | dafa(p) fé(ﬂ)+

No U N, TNy, TN, TN

Thus, to make sure the estimator constructed by global random protocol satisfies \M 42"3) —M, i2’3)| < € with probability
at least 1 — 9, Ny and N, scales as

Ny = 0($),NM — 0(D'/?) (C64)
The variance of local protocol is not easy to compute for general case, so we recall that in global protocol, the leading
term (which determines the scaling of Njy) is the first term tr <I>2(X£‘1’2)2)®2<I>2 (Xg’2)2)®2p®4] /Nt We assume this
result also holds in local protocol, so we need to choose a state to maximize the leading term. From Eq. (C60), w
know that <I>2(X(1 2)2)®2<I> (XJ(BM)Q)@)2 is composed of many permutation operators with positive coefficients, so that
the maximum of the leading term is reached when p = |¢) 9| , ® |¢)X¢|z (according to the mathematical property of
permutation operator | tr <W0p>| < 1, and pure product state can reach this maximum). Here, we make a reasonable

assumption that, even in local case, the leading term is also the first term. Hence, if we successfully find a state
that maximize the leading term, the variance computed using this state will offer an upper bound of the variance in
general case.

In local protocol, X2 X (1.23) are turned into two qubit and three qubit operators respectively. While for

the leading term tr {@g(Xgl’2)2)®2N<I>2(Xg’2)2)®2Np®4} in global random protocol analyzed before, the state p that

1,2)
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maximizes it is also the product pure state, in the qubit level, p = ®fV:1 [1);X1b;|. When p is set to be a pure product
state, the variance is easy to compute, we first do some necessary calculation:

tr [@3(X12)5°2] =2tx[1p2) + (2 - 1) tr[5p%%) =2 x 21 =3

tr [@S(X(1,2,3)p®3)} _ % n 3(22:-21) _ ; (C65)
1,2)02y @4] _ 6 16(2+1) 42+1) 2 6
tr |4 (X121 22+ 2)2+3) 202+2)2+3) 2e2+3) 'Tgyness) 5

substituting these results into Eq. (C59), and change this equation into local version, we get

ON 9\N 18\Na[3\2Ng 1 (3\2N 11(3Y2N4 (18 \Np 9\N
~(2,3) 3 C1(35) Co(%)7(35) Cs(35) Cy(5)° (%) C3(3) (Y

Var(M < —+ + + + + Cy(= C66

(M) N TN, NZ, N2, N2, Ny 1(5) (C66)

From this equation, one can see the apparent difference between the variance of global protocol and local protocol:
there is an exponential increasing term in the variance of local protocol that cannot be compressed by Nj,,. In order
to suppress the variance, Ny cannot be constant any more. Similarly, the total variance is

1 2N Cq (2N Co (L8 )Na(3)2NB C!(3)2N C"(3)2Na(18)\Np Ca (2N
L 374 1(?),) 2(5) 2(2) 2(22) 2(2) 2(5) + 3(5) +C4(§)2N . (067)
Ny | N3, 7 ONg, NZ, NZ, NZ, N 5

Hence, to make the locally constructed estimator satisfies |M f’?’) — Mi2’3)| < e with probability at least 1 — §, Ny
needs to scale like

(5)*"

Ny = 0(=2 . C68
U ( 26 ) ( )
Substituting it into the total variance Eq. (C67), it scales like
L TG A C ) AR 1) G 1E i C AR e TE
€ — eyt 5 + =+ 5 + +Cyyp- (C69)
Ny Ny Ny Ny vl Nm
After calculation, one can find that the first term (5)2"/N}; is indeed the leading term,
5
Nar = 0((5)™?) (c10)
is enough to suppress the error. Therefore, the total number of experiments scales
(M)N D187
X o X M ( €20 ) ( €2H )
O

3. Hybrid Protocols to Measure General Permutation Moments

As mentioned earlier, shadow protocols can measure all kinds of permutation moments, while the sample complex-
ities are exponentially higher than the randomized-measurement protocols for the SWAP operators. For a general
kind of index permutation, the observable of measuring the moments may be the tensor product of SWAP operators
and other permutation operators that are not suitable for randomized measurements protocols. Take a tripartite state
papc as an example, suppose the permutation operation is m = (}g;jgg) The fourth order of the permutation
moment is

MF = tr [(SS’Z) oSG @ s2 g sith g ?c) p%c} : (C72)
where ?c is the fourth order permutation operator on party C. This moment is important for the multipartite

entanglement detection that we will discuss later. We can develop a shadow and randomized measurements hybrid
protocol to measure this moment.
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First, one needs to prepare 4 X Ny x Nj; copies of papc and divide them into Ny sets, Qach of which has 4 x Ny,
copies. Then, one operates the unitaries {U} @ U, U} ® U3, U3 @ U3,U% @ Us} @ {UEYNM on the first set and
measure them in the computational basis to acquire the results {TfLu’Bl,ré}ﬁ\g‘f, {7%1,327Té}£v£\fa {7“22’32,7"6}2-]2”{,
{rf427 Bl r’C}fV:"{ . Using these unitaries and measurement results, we can construct the unbiased estimator of M as

N
My = Ni E tr {QAB (7"341,31 ® Phy o © P pa ® 7{42,31)} tr [30 (ch ® pe ® pe ® plC)} ’ (C73)
i kl=1

where Q follows the same definition in Eq. (C46) and ﬁic is the shadow snapshot constructed using Ué and ric. Then,
we repeat this procedure for the remaining (Ny — 1) sets with i.i.d. unitary sets and average the estimators to get the
final estimator.

The unbiaseness of this estimator can be proved following the similar idea of the last two subsections. Using this
estimator, we can get a reasonable sample complexity for measuring M.

4. Numerical Results and Further Discussion

From the statistical analysis, one could find that the random protocol is more suitable than shadow protocol

to estimate M. f’g), especially for large-scale quantum systems. The experiment protocols of former entanglement
detection works based on PPT criterion [34, 36] are either local shadow protocol, or global random protocol. Therefore,
the method developed in this work, based on CCNR criterion that can be conducted by local random protocol, is
more practical than the former works in terms of error scaling and feasibility.

So far, we have derived the upper bound of variance for shadow protocols and random protocols, while it still
cannot convince us that the random protocols are definitely better than shadow protocols, for these bounds may not
be tight, especially for shadow protocol. To make our error analysis more convincing, we carry out some numerical

experiments. And the results are listed in Fig. 7. In Fig. 7(a), we investigate how the variance of predicting M, 22’3)
of a multiqubit W state scales with the qubit number. Comparing these four protocols, we could find that generally,
random protocols are better than shadow protocols, and global protocols are better than local protocols. To further
investigate the variance scaling in large dimensional scenario, we carry out a linear regression of the last five dots
in each line, Log(Var(My)) = aN + 3, and find that the slopes are o = 1.8521 for GR protocol, o = 3.9528 for
GS protocol, @ = 3.0457 for LR protocol, and a = 5.5509 for LS protocol respectively which all satisfy our variance
analysis. Surprisingly, one could see that the LR protocol is even better than GS protocol, this fact reveals the great
advantage of random protocol over shadow protocol, which will be investigated in our further works. Fig. 7(b) shows
how the variance of M. 15273) scales with number of snapshots M in GS and LS protocols. These two lines show a similar
trend, the slopes are large in small M area and getting smaller with the increment of M. Such observation actually
meets the variance computed in Eq. (C34) and Eq. (C36), which tells us that the dominant term will gradually shift

from ﬁ term to ﬁ term. Using Fig. 7(c), we confirm the fact that the variance of M £2,3) constructed by random
protocols is inversely proportional with N .

In the statistical analysis, we find that the variance of M f’?’) in random protocols contains some terms independent
of Njs, which means that even Nj; is set to infinity, the variance will not reduce to zero, it just approaches a
constant value. To reduce the variance, we need a large enough Ny. This result is numerically proved by Fig. 7(d),
in which the dashed lines correspond to the variance when Ny, is set to be infinity. Another important result in
the statistical analysis is that when Nj; = oo, the variance of GR protocol is bounded by a constant independent
of system dimension, while the variance of LR protocol increases with the system size. Such result is demonstrated
in Fig. 7(e) by the two lines corresponding to GR and LR respectively. One can see that even if Ny, is set to be
infinity, the variance of locally constructed M 42’3) also increases with system size, while the other does not. Fig. 7(f)
shows a generic numerical experiment. The measured state is a 4-qubit noisy W state, p = p |[IWYW| + 12;4p]1, with

a changeable p. In this experiment, we use LR protocol, the most practical one, and set Ny = 100 to observe the

performances with different values of Nj;.

)

Now, we will briefly analyze the error scaling of MQ(Z?’ for a generic value of n < d. We will directly adopt the

conclusion in analysing M f’s). For shadow protocol, following the analysis of Var ( y f’S)), one can prove that the
leading term in Var (MZ(ZS)) is also
1 A . . R
WV&I‘ {tr |:02n (pl ® P2 X p2n):| } 3 (074)
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FIG. 7. We conduct some numerical experiments to test our statistical results, using all of these four protocols, global random
(GR), local random (LR), global shadow (GS), local shadow (LS). In (a), we use a N-qubit W state to examine how the variance
scales with qubit number. By definition, the value of ME’S) depends on how we divide it into two parts. When W state contains
even number qubits, it is divided into two equal number parts, and in the other case, it is divided into two parts that differ by
one qubit. For GS and LS protocols, the number of snapshots, which is actually the number of experiments, is set to be M = 80.
And for GR and LR protocols, we set Ny = 4 and Ny = 5 to make the total times of experiment 4 x Ny X Ny = 80 equal
to that of shadow protocol. The variance data points are computed using 200 times of independent numerical experiments.
(b), (c) and (d) use the same state, a four qubit W state which is equally divided into two parts, as the test state. In (b), we
demonstrate how the variance scales with the number of snapshots M when predicting M, using shadow protocol. The variance
is calculated using 2000 times of independent experiments. (c) shows how the variance of M £2’3) changes with Ny for different
Ny in global random and local random protocols. Here the numbers of independent experiments to compute the variance is
20000. (d) shows how the variance changes with Ny in different Ny for global and local random protocols. The dashed lines
denote the values of the variance of Mf’S) when Nas = co. The number of independent experiments is also 20000. In (e), we
use a N-qubit W state to investigate whether the variance of M 22’3) will increase with system size, using random protocols and
setting Nas to be infinity. The number of independent experiments is 20000. (f) is a demonstration of a specific experiment
with a 4-qubit noisy W state, p = p |[W)W| + ‘Z21. We use local random protocol to measure M£2’3> with different values of
p. We set Ny = 100, and set Nas to be 10, 20 and infinity to show how the performance varies with different values of Njys.

where

Om= > (M@Wﬂ) (SS’Q) ®--- @S g §2¥ ®-~-®SE§"’“) (H@W;). (C73)

TESan_1

As shown in Fact 2, the key value in estimating the variance of tr[Op] is tr(OQ)7 no matter in global shadow protocol

or in local shadow protocol. And following the schematic calculation in Var ( y 22’3))7 one can verify that tr (O%n)

is bounded by Const x D?". Therefore, the leading term of Var(Mgn) is bounded by Const x ﬁ—i for global

shadow protocol, and Const x ﬁ—in for local shadow protocol. As a result, the number of M will not increase with n,

M = O(D) and M = O(D?) are enough to suppress the error for global shadow and local shadow protocol respectively
for arbitrary value of n.

However, this simple conclusion cannot be directly adopted into random protocols. First, consider
global random protocol. In Eq. (C59), the one determining the scaling of Ny is the last one,

tr| (@4 (X (P9?)E2n g <I>4(Xj(3172)®2)®2”)p®4"} = O(1). And the one determining the scaling of Ny, is the first one,
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tr {(@2(X1(41’2)2)®" ® By (Xg’zﬂ)@”)pz"} = O(D?). Hence, the upper bound of sample complexity has nothing to

do with n. Consider local random protocol, and also set p to be the pure product state, as we do before. One will
find that the last term scales like tr {(@4()(1(41]52)@2)@2”]\7 ® @4(Xgi2)®2)®2”N)p®4"} = O((£)?"N). Therefore, Ny will
exponentially increase with n, which makes local random protocol less feasible in large value of n compared with local
shadow protocol.

In conclusion, although random protocols have significant advantages in estimating M, 42’3) than shadow protocols,
no matter global one or local one. When experimental conditions are limited, only local operation and measurement
are implementable, which is indeed the case for state-of-the-art quantum devices, local shadow protocol will be more
practical than local random protocol for estimating Méi’g) with large n. Besides, for a general index permutation 7,

where not all the parties are R-type, it is hard to design a local random protocol to measure them. This is why we
spend much effort to analyze both kinds of protocols, shadow and random.

5. Efficient Estimation of Enhanced CCNR Criterion

In [23], Zhang et,al proposed a bi-partite entanglement criterion which is strictly more enhanced than CCNR
criterion and can be generalized to multipartite scenario. It has been proved that, for separable bi-partite quantum
state pap,

R 2,3 (pas — pa ® ps)|| < \/(1 —trp%)(1 —trp%). (C76)

The R.H.S of Eq. (C76) is the function of the purities of p4 and pp and there already exists many methods to estimate
them, like multi-copy observable or randomized measurements. Following the same idea of main text, the L.H.S of
Eq. (C76) can also be bounded by the these higher order terms

MQ(EJS)I =tr[(0Oa ® Op)(pap — pa ® pp)®*"], (C77)

where O4 and Op follow the same definition in Eq. (C37). Although (pap — pa ® pp) is not a quantum state,

(paB — pa® p3)®2” can be expended as linear combination of tensor products of p4p and ps ® pp, so that Méi’g)/
can also be estimated by randomized measurements protocol without bias. Here we aim to prove that, the second
and fourth moments can also be efficiently estimated using the data acquired in Algorithm 1.

The second order moment is

M = tr[(pap — pa ® pa)?] = tr(php) + tr(pA) tr(ph) — 2t2(pan(pa © pB)]. (C78)
The measurement of M2(2’3)/ has been discussed in [56]. The fourth order moment is
MY = tx[(04 ® Op)(pas — pa @ pp)™"]. (C79)

After expanding (pap — pa @ pp)®*, the only non-trivial terms are

Mfig)/ =tr[0a®Op (055 © pa © pB)] (C80)
and
MEY =t [04® 05 (633 © 03 @ 057)] /tr(p%) = tr [ (847 @85 @ s§V) 5% @ p5?] . (C81)

Other trivial terms contain the multiplication of purity terms tr(pi) and tr(p2B), and correlation term
tr[pas(pa ® pp)]. The measurement protocols measuring them have been discussed in other works. We can prove
that:

Proposition 4. Using the data acquired in Algorithm 1, one can construct the unbiased estimator of Mii’?’) and
2,3
MAE,Z )7
(2,3) 1 Al
~ (2, A " N Ak Al Al
My1" = Z Ztr [Q4,1 (7"341,31 ® 741 p2 ® TAz,p2 ® Faz, 51 @ TA2,B’1)} ; (C82)
Ny (Ny—1)

0,5,k =1 U/l
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where Q4}1 = X21,2) ® XJ(L‘SA) ® X](;’3) ® Xg”l), and
~(2,3) 1 Du A , 4
My5™ = N Z tr {Q4,2 (72}41731 ® a1 po @ Pz pa @ 72542,31)} (C83)
Mk 1=1

where Q472 = X1(41’2) ® X](32’3) & Xgl’l), Besides, the number of experiments proposed in Prop. 3 is enough to estimate
them accurately.

Proof. Following the proof of Proposition 2, one can easily prove that these two estimators are indeed unbiased. Here
we only prove the case of global protocol, the proof for local one is quite similar.

Ny
~(2,3)’ 1 ~ " N ke N NL
Ey,» (Mi,l ) ) =i N Z ZEU,T tr [Q4,1 (Tf41,B1 ® )1 gy ® Tao pa @ Taz g1 ® TAQ,B1>]
Ny (N —1) i e l=1 U2l

_ A Ai j K N NG
=Ey,r tr [QM (TA1,31 ®T41,32 @ Ta2 B2 O T a2 B1 @ 7“A2,B1)]

o |:(D2(X1(41’2)) 2 By(XC) @ By (X2Y) (I’Q(Xg”l))p@ﬂ (C84)
— 0 [80? 6509 25 055 0,%]
—tr {S(A“) 2S5 @S2 @ st (123 ® pa ® PB)} = M3
And similarly,
Euy (M3) =tr [02(X () @ 05 (X)) @ @p(X )] s5)

=tr [S(A”) ?SP¥ Sg’”p@’“} = M3

Besides the similarity in estimation, the sample complexity is similar to M 22’3), too. Following the spirit of statistical

analysis of Mf’?’), we give a simple proof for the global random protocol here. Recalling that the leading term in
variance is the one that all the indices are coincident,

- 2.3\ 2 1 A ) ) ) ) )
Ey,» {(Mil )) %WEU,T {tf [Qi,l (Fa1,B1 ® Fa1,B2 @ Fa2,B2 ® Fa2,B1 ®7‘f42731)”
1 (1,2)2 (3,4)2 (2,3)2 (5,1)2y ®5
zit[éX’ By(X > Dy(X P By (X }
N =D " 2( Xy 7)) @ QX)) @ o(X ") @ P2 (X" 7)p (C86)
D2
N3,

and

~ N 2 1 N . R R R
Ey,, [(Mfg’g) ) ] ~ Ey,, {tr [Qig (fa1,B1 @ Fa1,B2 @ Fa2.52 @ TAQ,Bl)} }

~5r
1
= tr [@2(X D) @ (X Y) @ Dy (X %) (C87)
NJV[
Ddp
Ni, -

Therefore, Ny and Nj; proposed in Proposition 3 are enough to suppress the error in estimating

tr[Oa ® Op(pas — pa ® pp)®*].
O

Appendix D: Detection Capability and Physical Simulation
1. Detection of Bound Entanglement

There are also PPT states that are entangled. By definition, they cannot be detected by the PPT criterion. This
is called bound entanglement. In Ref. [38], the authors propose a systematic way to construct bound entanglement
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using unextendible product bases. A typical bounded state in 3 x 3 quantum system is defined as follows:

pan=1 (HAB - i |ui><ui|> (D1)
where )
) =10 L2
=12 & 22
juap = oy (D2)
=2 w10

_o+m+12) 0+ ) +[2)
V3 V3
Numerical results shows that the entanglement of this state can not only be detected by the original CCNR and

enhanced CCNR criterion [23], it can also be detected by the criterion proposed in this work using only second and
fourth moments. Specifically speaking, we derive that

EPD(pap — pa® pp) = 0.603 > /(1 — tx(p%))(1 — tx(p})) = 0.635, (D3)

which shows the effectiveness of the proposed entanglement criteria.

Note that, with a different approach, another criterion also shows that the detection of bound entanglement is
possible in a randomized measurement scheme [19]. The technique is also used to certify certain forms of multipartite
entanglement [21].

2. Local Entanglement Decay in Thermal System

Quantum thermalization is a dominant dynamical phase in interacting quantum many body systems. Due to quan-
tum thermalization, the initial localized information, like polarization, correlation function, and local entanglement,
will be scrambled during the evolution and cannot be recovered by local measurements. To study this phenomenon
and investigate the detection capability of the moment-based permutation criteria, we choose a 10-qubit Ising model
evolved under a long range XY Hamiltonian with open boundary condition,

Hxy =Y Jy(676; +6;67)+B. Y 67, (D4)
i<j i
where 07, &;“ ,and o, are the Spin—% Pauli-Z, raising, and lowering operator acting on the i-th qubit; J;; = “;]73‘(1 is

the interaction strength following the power-law decay with Jo and « set to be 42051

stands for transverse field and is set to be 4005~ 1.

We use four criteria to detect the local entanglement in this system, and summarize these four criteria as four
quantities. When they are larger than 0, the entanglement is successfully detected. They have been normalized by
some constants to make sure the initial values of them in the numerical simulation are same.

1. E(pAB) =1

and 1.24, respectively [9]; B,

1
B (pap)’

9. E(pAB) -1 \Y (1_“9,24)(1_“/)23)

B (pan) , where Ef(pap) = ES (pas — pa ® pa).

max{tr p? ,tr p>
3. E(pap) =1 — mex{inoptivn),

6+\/3{tr[(p§§‘3)2](ﬁ+1)71}

tr|(pa)°
% where Pa(pap) = fu° + (1= o)°, 8 = | sy o = e

4. E(pAB) =1-
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FIG. 8. Local entanglement decaying in thermal system a) The illustration of the 10-qubit Ising Hamiltonian, where
the grey balls represent qubits, and lines with different widths represent the power-law decay interaction. b) - i) Entanglement
dynamics of local system AB indicated by four criteria. The grey areas represent the time periods in which the entanglement
can only be detected by the E} criterion.

We also list more results of our numerical simulations, varying the choices of A and B, shown in Fig. 8. The initial
states of A and B is the GHZ-type state, \/LE(\O)@VAB +1)®N4B) . ¢ acts as the bath, which is initialized to be the

tensor product of |0). One could find that, no matter for what choices of A and B, the Ej} criterion has obvious
advantage over the others.

3. Entanglement of MBL Eigenstates

In addition to thermalization, many-body localization (MBL) [0] is another dynamical phase. One of the most
commonly-used characteristics to distinguish between the thermal and MBL Hamiltonian is the entanglement scaling
behaviour of their eigenstates. The thermal eigenstates, except for the ground state, usually have volume-law entan-

glement. While MBL eigenstates have area-law entanglement [411]. We investigate a 10-qubit disordered Ising chain
with long-range interaction and an open boundary condition
AT AT BZ ~AZ ~Z
HIsing = Zt]i,ja'i j +7ZUZ +ZD1'U¢7 (D5)
i<j i i
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FIG. 9. Entanglement of MBL eigenstates. (a) Illustration of our Hamiltonian, with arrows standing for power-law decay
coupling interaction J; ; and solid bars standing for local disorder {D;}. The spin chain is divided into two disjoint parties, A
and B, labeled by squares. (b) The scaling of the entanglement indicator Ef’?’)
disorder strength W, where |A| labels the qubit number of party A.

of the middle eigenstate of Higing for different

where J; ; = Jo/|i — j|® is the coupling strength following power-law decay with o = 1.13 and B, = 4.J) is a uniform
transverse field. The last term of this Hamitonian represents a local disordered potential, where D; € [-W, W] is
sampled from a uniform distribution where W stands for the disorder strength. This Hamiltonian has been proved
numerically and experimentally to have an MBL phase for large enough W [12, 43].

We apply Ef’?’) (-) to the eigenstate ¥4 of Higing, where A and B are disjoint parties of these 10 qubits, see Fig. 9.

1 ap is chosen to be the one with the middle eigenenergy of the spectrum. For each value of W, we perform 50

numerical experiments with independent samples {D;} and take an average to calculate Ef’g). The results are shown

in Fig. 9(b), from which one can see the scaling transition from volume law to area law with the increment of disorder
strength. For comparison, we also compute the entanglement scaling for a 10-qubit random pure state, which shows
the most rapid increment of entanglement with increasing system size. These results show numerical evidences that
our quantities have the potential to quantify the entanglement, not only to witness it.

4. Entanglement of ETH Eigenstates

Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) is the most important hypothesis in quantum thermodynamics [2].
In ETH, the reduced density matrix of an eigenstate of a generic Hamiltonian, p4 = trz(|i)(i|) with H |i) = E; |i),
has the canonical form pa o e H4/Ti where T; is the temperature given by the energy condition (H)yr, = E;,
and H 4 is the Hamiltonian that constructed by projecting H into subsystem A. Normally speaking, the absolute
values of temperature of eigenstate with the eigenenergy near the middle of the spectrum are higher than those of
the edge eigenstates. Hence, the local reduced states of the middle eigenstates are close to the maximally mixed
states and have less entanglement. When we increase or decrease the energy of the chosen eigenstate, the absolute
value of temperature will fall and the local density matrices will deviate from the maximum mixed states, and the
local entanglement will increase. Therefore, if we draw a diagram to investigate the relationship between the local
entanglement of eigenstates and the eigenenergy, we expect to see a rainbow structure in this diagram.

Here we choose a 10-qubit 1D quantum Ising spin system with mixed fields (QIMF) to investigate this phenomenon.
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FIG. 10. Entanglement of ETH eigenstates We investigate the relationship between the local entanglement of eigenstate
of Hqomvr and the eigenenergy of eigenstates. In a) - d), the local parties are chosen to be A and B that marked by squares.
The entanglement between A and B is quantified with Ef’g’) = E£2’3)(p,4 B) where pap is the reduced density matrix for the
eigenstate of Hqiur, |E). Here E denotes the eigenvalue of eigenstate and N denotes the qubit number of the Ising system.

The Hamiltonian of this system is

N
Homar = Y (967 + hoy + J6767,) (D6)
i=1
where N = 10, 67 and 67 are the spin—% Pauli-X and Pauli-Y operators acting on the i-th qubit, respectively. Here
we adopt the periodic boundary condition, N + 1 = 1. This Hamiltonian has been proved to satisfy the ETH when
the parameters are set to be (g, h, J) = (0.9045,0.8090, 1) [44, 45], which are also the values we use in the numerical
experiments. To observe the rainbow structure, we do the spectral decomposition of this Hamiltonian to get the
eigenstates |F) of different eigenvalues E. Then, we compute Ef’g) (paB) with pap = tryg(|EXE|) for local parties
A and B and different values of E.
The results of the numerical simulation are shown in Fig. 10, from which one can see the clear rainbow structure in
the four diagrams. These results meet the prediction of ETH, and show another numerical evidence that the quantities
we develop in this work, EJ , have the potential to be the entanglement quantifiers.

5. Multipartite Entanglement Detection

We provide details about detecting multipartite entanglement. We take the case in which moments M7, M[, M{,
and MJ are given as an example. According to the Theorem 2 in the main text, if only four orders of moments
are given, the minimal value of the permutation norm is reached when four different singular values exist. Denote
the singular values to be A1, Ao, A3, and A4 with the degeneracy of ¢1, g2, g3 and ¢4, respectively. Here, we have
g1+ g2+ q3 + g4 < L where L is the number of singular values. EJ (p) can be calculated by the following optimization
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problem,

min  EZ(p) = qi A1 + g2A2 + ¢33 + qaa,

41,92,93,94€EN
st AT + @203 + q3A3 + quA] = M3,
AT + @203 + a3A5 + qa\y = MY, (D7)
@S + A5 + @3 A5 + uA§ = M§,
BAT + @25 + g3A5 + quAf = M,
atatata<L

First, we solve the equation set of the constraints for each possible value of {q1,q2,¢qs,q4} to get the corresponding
{A1, A2, A3, A4}, Then, we find the minimal value of g1 A1 + gaA2 + g3As + gaA4 for all the choices of {q1,¢2,q3,4}-
This minimal value is thus EF (p).

The state we use in the main text is

p=1 (Hg -y wi><wi|> , (D)

=1

where {|¢),}; = {]0,1,+),[1,4,0),|+,0,1),|—, —, —)}. Note that this state is separable in any bipartition and hence
its entanglement cannot be detected by any criterion extended from the bipartite case, such as PPT and CCNR. The
permutation operation we use is 7 = Gggjgg) The moments MJ, (p), the optimized permutation norm EJ, (p), and
the singular values distribution for the minimal permutation norm are listed in Table ITI. With the moments up to
the eighth order, the optimized permutation norm is larger than 1, and hence the entanglement can be successfully

detected.

n M3, E3, Singular Value Distribution

1 0.25 0.5 1x0.5

210.01928711]0.94882494 3 % 0.282788 + 1 x 0.10045973
310.00175476|0.97296386 1 % 0.3353396 + 2 x 0.2309162 + 1 x 0.1757919
410.00016548|1.08649082|2 x 0.30870218 + 2 x 0.15042053 + 1 x 0.08412272 + 1 x 0.08412269

TABLE III. Moments and the optimized permutation norm.
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